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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 

Euclid Land Ventures, LLC (Proponent) proposes the development of a new warehouse facility, as outlined in the 
Ontario Ranch Commerce Center Specific Plan (Specific Plan or project). The Specific Plan Area encompasses 84.1 
acres of land at the northeast corner of Eucalyptus Avenue and Euclid Avenue, in the City of Ontario, San 
Bernardino County. Material Culture Consulting, Inc. (MCC) was retained by the Proponent to conduct a Phase I 
cultural and paleontological resource investigation of the Specific Plan Area. These assessments were conducted 
in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), along with local regulations and guidelines. 
This assessment included a cultural records search of the California Historical Resources Information System 
(CHRIS), a locality search at the National History Museum of Los Angeles County (LACM), an examination of 
geological maps and paleontological literature, a search of the Sacred Lands File by the Native American Heritage 
Commission (NAHC), outreach efforts with 20 Native American tribal representatives, background research, and a 
pedestrian survey. 

The SLF search did not identify any previously known cultural resources within the Specific Plan Area.  The cultural 
resources records search identified 20 cultural resources investigations previously conducted within a 1-mile radius 
buffer around the Specific Plan Area, six of which are located adjacent to the Specific Plan Area. The cultural 
records search identified six previously recorded cultural resources within a 1-mile radius buffer around the 
Specific Plan Area, none of which are located within the Specific Plan boundaries. A review of historical aerial 
photographs and maps show the Specific Plan Area has been consistently used for agricultural and dairy activities 
since the 1930s.  

MCC sent letters on August 1, 2018 to 20 Native American contacts identified by the NAHC, requesting any 
information related to cultural resources or heritage sites within or adjacent to the Project Area. Additional 
attempts at contact by letter, email, or phone call were made on August 10, August 22, and August 23, 2018. As a 
result of this outreach effort, MCC received nine responses from Native American Tribes or individuals. No 
specific cultural resources were identified in the responses, however, several Native American Tribes stated an 
interest in the Project and provided comments. These results are summarized in the Native American Outreach 
and Background Research section of this report and in Appendix C. MCC did not conduct formal consultation with 
the Native American representatives. 

The Specific Plan Area is comprised of younger Quaternary Alluvium, derived broadly from the San Bernardino 
Mountains to the north. These deposits typically do not contain significant vertebrate fossils within the 
uppermost layers, however, it is likely that the Specific Plan Area is underlain by older Quaternary deposits at an 
unknown depth. No previously recorded fossil localities are located within one mile of the Project Area.  

Allison Hill, M.A., RPA, MCC Archaeologist and Cross-Trained Paleontologist, conducted the cultural and 
paleontological survey of the Specific Plan Area on July 27, 2018. No cultural or paleontological resources were 
identified during the survey.  

Based on the above findings, the probability of encountering cultural or paleontological resources within the 
Specific Plan Area is considered low. MCC recommends no further mitigation measures prior to implementation of 
projects within the Specific Plan. While we do not recommend additional mitigation, we do recommend including a 
section in the Specific Plan which addresses inadvertent discoveries of cultural materials and/or human remains, 
should these be encountered during any projects within the Specific Plan Area. Please note – if the lead agency for 
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any project within the Specific Plan requires presence of Tribal Cultural Monitors, archaeological monitoring should 
also occur in tandem, to quickly and expeditiously salvage materials in a scientific manner and assess such finds for 
archaeological significance.  
 
Excavation extending more than ten feet below surface has the potential to impact the paleontologically sensitive 
older Quaternary sediments. If excavation for a given project extends deeper than ten feet below surface, MCC 
recommends that a paleontological resource mitigation program be put in place to monitor, salvage, and curate 
any recovered fossils associated with the current study area, should these be unearthed during ground disturbance 
associated with any project within the Specific Plan Area. 
 
A copy of this report will be permanently filed with the SCCIC at California State University, Fullerton. All notes, 
photographs, correspondence and other materials related to this Project are located at MCC, Inc located in 
Pomona, California.   
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INTRODUCTION 
 
Euclid Land Ventures, LLC (Proponent) proposes the Ontario Ranch Commerce Center Specific Plan, which includes 
the development of an industrial commerce center encompassing approximately 84.1 acres of land (Specific Plan 
or project). The Specific Plan is located at the northeast corner of Eucalyptus Avenue and Euclid Avenue, in the City 
of Ontario, San Bernardino County. Material Culture Consulting, Inc. (MCC) was retained by Euclid Land Ventures, 
LLC to conduct a Phase I cultural and paleontological resource investigation of the Specific Plan Area. These 
assessments were conducted in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), along with 
local regulations and guidelines. According to CEQA, if development of a Project has the potential to result in 
significant impacts to cultural or paleontological resources, a plan must be developed to mitigate those impacts to 
a level which is less than a significant. This assessment documents the potential for encountering cultural and 
paleontological resources during development of Projects within the Specific Plan Area and provides 
recommendations on how to mitigate impacts to those resources. 
 
PROJECT LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION 
The proposed Specific Plan is located at the northeast corner of Eucalyptus Avenue and Euclid Avenue, in the City 
of Ontario, San Bernardino County, California (Figures 1 and 2). The Specific Plan Area is bounded by Eucalyptus 
Avenue to the north, by Euclid Avenue to the west, by Merrill Avenue to the south, and additional agricultural and 
dairy fields to the east (Figure 3). This Specific Plan Area  is located on Section 19 of the USGS 7.5-minute Prado 
Dam and Ontario, California topographic maps, Township 2 South, Range 7 West (Figure 2). The Specific Plan Area 
consists of eleven parcels, identified as Assessor’s Parcel Numbers (APNs) 1054-011-01, -02, -04; 1054-021-01, 02; 
1054-271-01, -02, 03; and 1054-281-01, -02, -03. Presently, the Specific Plan Area contains an operational dairy 
farm, Legend Dairy Farms and two single-family residences. The proposed Project includes demolition of existing 
structures and facilities, and construction of eight buildings consisting of warehouses and offices. Currently, no 
major utilities connect to undeveloped projects within the Specific Plan Area, therefore projected onsite 
improvements will include installation of storm drains, water quality systems, a sewer main and sewer lines, water 
lines, and dry utility connections. 
 
PROJECT PERSONNEL 
Tria Belcourt, M.A., Registered Professional Archaeologist (RPA), President of MCC, served as the Project 
Manager and Principal Archaeologist for the study. Belcourt holds a M.A. in Anthropology from the University of 
Florida, a B.A. in Anthropology from the University of California at Los Angeles, and has gained over thirteen 
years of experience in California archaeology and eight years of experience overseeing paleontological 
assessments in California (See Appendix A). Ms. Belcourt oversaw the project and performed editorial review of 
this report. Jennifer Kelly, M.S., served as the Principal Investigator for Paleontology for the studyMs. Kelly has a 
M.Sc. in Geology from California State University, Long Beach, and has over ten years of experience in 
environmental and paleontological compliance in California (See Appendix A). . Ms. Kelly conducted the 
paleontological resource literature and map reviews, oversaw the field study, and prepared the paleontological 
sections of this report. Allison Hill, M.A., RPA, Archaeologist and Cross-Trained Paleontologist, conducted the 
cultural resources records search and cultural/paleontological field survey. Sonia Sifuentes, M.Sc., RPA, provided 
primary authorship of this report. Julia Carvajal, B.S., provided GIS support for the investigation. 
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Figure 1. Ontario Ranch Commerce Center (1:500,000) 
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Figure 2. Ontario Ranch Commerce Center (1:24,000, as depicted on Prado Dam and Ontario USGS 7.5-Minute 
Quadrangles)  
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Figure 3.  Ontario Ranch Commerce Center (1:4,500, as depicted on aerial photograph)  
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REGULATORY ENVIRONMENT 

The current study is subject to local and state laws and regulations regarding cultural and paleontological 
resources. These regulations require the identification of cultural and paleontological resources within the Specific 
Plan Area which should be considered during the planning stage of new Projects; include application review for 
Projects that would potentially involve land disturbance; provide Project-level standard conditions of approval that 
address unanticipated discoveries; and provide requirements to develop specific mitigation measures if resources 
are encountered during any development activity. Specific governing legislation and regulations include the 
following: 

CALIFORNIA ENVIRONMENTAL QUALITY ACT (CEQA) 
CEQA declares that it is state policy to "take all action necessary to provide the people of this state with...historic 
environmental qualities." It further states that public or private Projects financed or approved by the state are 
subject to environmental review by the state. All such Projects, unless entitled to an exemption, may proceed only 
after this requirement has been satisfied. CEQA requires detailed studies that analyze the environmental impacts 
of a proposed Project. In the event that a Project is determined to have a potential significant environmental 
impact, CEQA requires that alternative plans and mitigation measures be considered. CEQA includes historic and 
archaeological resources as integral features of the environment.   

CEQA requires a designated lead agency to determine whether a Project may have a significant impact on 
historical resources. A historical resource is defined as a resource listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing 
in, the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) (Section 21084.1); a resource included in a local register 
of historical resources (Section 15064.5(a)(2)); or any object, building, structure, site, area, place, record, or 
manuscript which a lead agency determines to be historically significant (Section 15064.5 (a)(3)). Public Resources 
Code (PRC) Section 5024.1, Section 15064.5 of the Guidelines, and Sections 21083.2 and 21084.1 of the Statutes of 
CEQA were used as one of the basic guidelines for the current cultural resources study. PRC Section 5024.1 directs 
evaluation of historical resources to determine their eligibility for listing on the CRHR.  

The purpose of the register is to maintain listings of the state's historical resources. The criteria for listing 
resources on the CRHR were expressly developed to be in accordance with previously established criteria 
developed for listing on the NRHP, enumerated above, and require similar protection to what NHPA Section 106 
mandates for historic properties. According to Public Resources Code (PRC) Section 5024.1(c)(1-4), a resource is 
considered historically significant if it meets at least one of the following criteria: 

1. Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional
history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States;

2. Associated with the lives of persons important to local, California or national history;
3. Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region or method of construction or represents

the work of a master or possesses high artistic values; or
4. Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history of the local

area, California or the nation.

In addition to having significance, resources must retain integrity. Integrity is the authenticity of a historical 
resource’s physical identity as evidenced by the survival of characteristics or historic fabric that existed during the 
resource’s period of significance. Alterations to a resource or changes in its use over time may have historical, 
cultural, or architectural significance.  Simply, resources must retain enough of their historic character or 
appearance to be recognizable as historical resources and to convey the reasons for their significance.  A resource 
that has lost its historic character or appearance may still have sufficient integrity for the California Register, if, 
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under Criterion 4, it maintains the potential to yield significant scientific or historical information or specific data. 
Note that California Historical Landmarks with numbers 770 or higher are automatically included in the CRHR.  
 
Under CEQA, if an archeological site is not a significant “historical resource” but meets the definition of a “unique 
archeological resource” as defined in PRC Section 21083.2, then it should be treated in accordance with the 
provisions of that section. A unique archaeological resource is defined in PRC Section 21083.2(g) as follows:  
 
An archaeological artifact, object, or site about which it can be clearly demonstrated that, without merely adding 
to the current body of knowledge, there is a high probability that it meets any of the following criteria:  
 

1. Contains information needed to answer important scientific research questions and that there is a 
demonstrable public interest in that information.  

2. Has a special and particular quality such as being the oldest of its type or the best available example of its 
type. 

3. Is directly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic event or person.  
 

Resources that neither meet any of these criteria for listing on the NRHP or CRHR nor qualify as a “unique 
archaeological resource” under CEQA PRC Section 21083.2 are viewed as not significant. Under CEQA, “A non-
unique archaeological resource need be given no further consideration, other than the simple recording of its 
existence by the lead agency if it so elects” [PRC Section 21083.2(h)].  
 
Impacts to historical resources that alter the characteristics that qualify the historical resource for listing on the 
CRHR are considered to be a significant impact. Impacts to a historical resource are considered significant if the 
Project activities physically destroy or damage all or part of a resource; change the character of the use of the 
resource or physical feature within the setting of the resource which contribute to its significance; or introduce 
visual, atmospheric, or audible elements that diminish the integrity of significant features of the resource. If it can 
be demonstrated that a Project will cause damage to a unique archaeological resource, the lead agency may 
require reasonable efforts to be made to permit any or all of these resources to be preserved in place or left in an 
undisturbed state. To the extent that they cannot be left undisturbed, mitigation measures are required (Section 
21083.2 (a), (b), and (c)). 
 
CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL LANDMARKS AND POINTS OF HISTORICAL INTEREST  

Historical landmarks are sites, buildings, features, or events that are of statewide significance and have 
anthropological, cultural, military, political, architectural, economic, scientific or technical, religious, experimental, 
or other value. In order to be considered a California Historical Landmark, the landmark must meet at least one of 
the following criteria: 

 
1) Associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional 

history or the cultural heritage of California or the United States;  
2) Associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national history;  
3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction; represents 

the work of a master; or possesses high artistic values;  
4) Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or history of the local 

area, California, or the nation.  
 
If a site is primarily of local or countywide interest, it may meet the criteria for the California Point of Historical 
Interest Program. Points of Historical Interest are sites, buildings, features, or events that are of local (city or 
county) significance and have anthropological, cultural, military, political, architectural, economic, scientific or 
technical, religious, experimental, or other value. To be eligible for designation as a Point of Historical Interest, a 
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resource must meet at least one of the following criteria: 
1. The first, last, only, or most significant of its type in the local geographic region (city or county);  
2. Associated with an individual or group having a profound influence on the history of the local area;  
3. A prototype of, or an outstanding example of, a period, style, architectural movement or construction; or  
4. One of the more notable works or the best surviving work in the local region of a pioneer architect, 

designer, or master builder.  
 
Points of Historical Interest designated after December 1997 and recommended by the State Historical Resources 
Commission are also listed in the California Register. No historical resource may be designated as both a Landmark 
and a Point of Interest. If a Point of Interest is subsequently granted status as a Landmark, the Point of Interest 
designation will be retired. 
 
PALEONTOLOGY 
The State of California Public Resources Code (Chapter 1.7), Sections 5097.5 and 30244, includes additional state 
level requirements for the assessment and management of paleontological resources. These statutes require 
reasonable mitigation of adverse impacts to paleontological resources resulting from development on state lands, 
define the removal of paleontological “sites” or “features” from state lands as a misdemeanor, and prohibit the 
removal of any paleontological “site” or “feature” from State land without permission of the jurisdictional agency. 
These protections apply only to State of California land, and thus apply only to portions of the Project, if any, which 
occur on State land.  
  
As defined by Society for Vertebrate Paleontology (SVP), paleontological resources means any fossilized remains, 
traces, or imprints of prehistoric plants and/or animals which are preserved in or on the earth’s crust that can 
provide information about the history of past life on the planet (2009).   Generally, any resource greater than 5,000 
years old is considered to be a fossil and are considered a nonrenewable resource that are subject to impacts from 
land development (SVP, 2010). Paleontological resources are important scientific and educational resources 
because they are used to:   
 

1) Document the evolutionary history of now extinct organisms to study any associated evolution patterns 
and/or speciation;   

2) Reconstruct the environments, climate change, and/or paleoecological relationships these organism lived 
in;  and 

3) Determine the relative geologic age of the strata in which the resources occur and any geological events 
that resulted in the deposition of the sediments that formed the strata.  

 
Fossil resources vary widely in their relative abundance and distribution and not all are regarded as significant. 
Vertebrate fossils, whether preserved remains or track ways, are classed as significant by most state and federal 
agencies and professional groups (and are specifically protected under the California Public Resources Code). In 
some cases, fossils of plants or invertebrate animals are also considered significant and can provide important 
information about ancient local environments. Assessment of significance is also subject to the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) criterion that the resource constitutes a “unique paleontological resource or 
site.” A significant paleontological resource is considered to be of scientific interest if it is a rare or previously 
unknown species, it is of high quality and well-preserved, it preserves a previously unknown anatomical or other 
characteristic, provides new information about the history of life on earth, or has an identified educational or 
recreational value. Paleontological resources that may be considered not to have scientific significance include 
those that lack provenience or context, lack physical integrity due to decay or natural erosion, or that are overly 
redundant or are otherwise not useful for research. Vertebrate fossil remains and traces include bone, scales, 
scutes, skin impressions, burrows, tracks, tail drag marks, vertebrate coprolites (feces), gastroliths (stomach 
stones), or other physical evidence of past vertebrate life or activities (BLM, 2007). The full significance of fossil 
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specimens or fossil assemblages cannot be accurately predicted before they are collected, and in many cases, 
before they are prepared in the laboratory and compared with previously collected material.  
 
Pre-construction assessment of significance associated with an area or formation must be made based on previous 
finds, characteristics of the sediments, and other methods that can be used to determine paleoenvironmental 
conditions. A separate issue is the potential of a given geographic area or geologic unit to preserve fossils. 
Information that can contribute to assessment of this potential includes: 

 
1) The existence of known fossil localities or documented absence of fossils nearby and in the same geologic 

unit (e.g. “Formation” or one of its subunits);  
2) Observation of fossils within the Project vicinity;  
3) The nature of sedimentary deposits in the area of interest, compared with those of similar deposits 

known elsewhere (size of particles, clasts and sedimentary structures conducive or non-conducive to 
fossil inclusion) that may favor or disfavor inclusion of fossils; and  

4) Sedimentology details, and known geologic history, of the sedimentary unit of interest in terms of the 
environments in which the sediments were deposited, and assessment of the favorability of those 
environments for the probable preservation of fossils. 

 
As so defined, significant paleontological resources are determined to be fossils or assemblages of fossils that are 
unique, unusual, rare, uncommon, or diagnostically important.  Significant fossils can include remains of large to 
very small aquatic and terrestrial vertebrates or remains of plants and animals previously not represented in 
certain portions of the stratigraphy.  Assemblages of fossils that might aid stratigraphic correlation, particularly 
those offering data for the interpretation of tectonic events, geomorphologic evolution, and paleoclimatology are 
also critically important (Scott and Springer 2003; Scott et al. 2004). 

 
SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY DEVELOPMENT CODE 
The County of San Bernardino’s Development Code (§82.12.010-050 regarding Cultural Resources and §82.20.010- 
040 regarding Paleontological Resources) requires evaluation of potential cultural and paleontological resources as 
part of its CEQA review of proposed projects. It also defines the requirements for a qualified technical specialist in 
both disciplines. The County additionally requires a project proposed within the Cultural and Paleontological 
Resources Overlay to include a report prepared by a qualified professional that determines, through appropriate 
investigation, the presence or absence of cultural or paleontological resources on the project site and within the 
project area. The report must also recommend appropriate recovery or protection measures. The Overlay may be 
applied to areas (determined by records searches at appropriate institutions) where cultural or paleontological 
resources are known to have been produced or are likely to be present. 
 
CITY OF ONTARIO GENERAL PLAN 
The City of Ontario General Plan Community Design Element contains several policies (CD4-1 through CD4-7) were 
developed to meet the City’s goals regarding management of cultural and paleontological resources. CD4-1 applies 
to the current study as an effort to update the known information on the project area, as it has not been surveyed 
or examined in the past ten years: 
 

CD4-1 Cultural Resource Management. Update and maintain an inventory of historic sites and buildings, 
professional collections, artifacts, manuscripts, photographs, documents, maps, and other archives. 
 
CD4-2 Collaboration with Property Owners and Developers. Educate and collaborate with property owners 
and developers to implement strategies and best practices that preserve the character of our historic 
buildings, streetscapes, and neighborhoods. 
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CD4-3 Collaboration with Outside Agencies. Pursue opportunities to team with other agencies, local 
organizations, and nonprofits in order to preserve and promote Ontario’s heritage. 
 
CD4-4 Incentives. Use the Mills Act and other federal, state, regional, and local programs to assist property 
owners with the preservation of select properties and structures. 
 
CD4-5 Adaptive Reuse. Actively promote and support the adaptive reuse of historic sites and buildings to 
preserve and maintain their viability. 
 
CD4-6 Promotion of Public Involvement in Preservation. Engage in programs to publicize and promote the 
City’s and the public’s involvement in preservation efforts. 
 
CD4-7 Public Outreach. Provide opportunities for our residents to research and learn about the history of 
Ontario through the Planning Department, Museum of History and Art, Ontario, and the Robert E. Ellingwood 
Model Colony History Room. 
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BACKGROUND 
 
ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
The Specific Plan Area is located 5.2 miles south of the downtown area of the City of Ontario, bounded by 
Eucalyptus Avenue to the north, Euclid Avenue to the west, Merrill Avenue to the south, and additional agricultural 
and dairy fields to the east. To the north is a mixture of dairy/agricultural and service commercial properties. 
Heavily developed residential areas are found west of Euclid Avenue and Chino Airport is located to the south. 
Ontario lies within the broad alluvial fan originating from the southern flank of the San Gabriel Mountains, and 
dips gradually southward to the confluence of San Antonio Channel, Cucamonga Channel/Mill Creek, and the Santa 
Ana River at the Prado Dam Flood Control Basin in Riverside County. The Santa Ana River flows to the south of the 
City and Cucamonga Creek and Deer Creek traverse north to south through the City. The Specific Plan Area is 
generally flat, with elevation averaging approximately 197 meters (m) (646 ft) above mean sea level (AMSL). The 
entire project area has been disturbed by the development and over 80 years of use by Legend Dairy Farms, 
currently located within the subject properties. Vegetation is characterized as primarily agricultural and 
commercial landscaping with no native vegetation observed. 
 
PALEONTOLOGICAL SETTING 
The Specific Plan Area is situated in the San Bernardino Basin, adjacent to the Transverse Ranges Geomorphic 
Province. This province is comprised of a series of mountain ranges that run transverse to most mountain ranges in 
southern California – roughly east/west trending. The mountains within the province, including the San Gabriel and 
San Bernardino mountains to the north and northeast, were uplifted by tectonic activity, and provide a major 
sedimentary source for the alluvium basins of the adjacent areas (Critelli et al. 1995). The geologic units underlying 
this project are mapped entirely as younger Quaternary alluvium (Qyfa) dating from the late Holocene to 
Pleistocene (Jennings et al. 1977) (Figure 4). These deposits derived broadly as alluvial fan deposits from the San 
Bernardino Mountains to the north (McLeod 2018).   
 

Young Quaternary alluvium (Qyfa) are Holocene to late Pleistocene-aged alluvial fan deposit that typically consists 
of river and stream derived sediments. The sediments are comprised of slightly consolidated gray-hued arkosic, 
sandy and gravel-sand deposits derived from local Peninsular Ranges batholith granitic bodies (Morton 2003).   
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Figure 4. Geological Map of Specific Plan Area (1:100,000; complied by USGS in open source PDF format)  
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PREHISTORIC CONTEXT  
 
Most researchers agree that the earliest occupation for the Ontario area dates to the early Holocene (11,000 to 
8,000 years ago). The following discussion of the cultural history of San Bernardino County references the San 
Dieguito Complex, the Milling Stone Horizon, the Encinitas Tradition, the La Jolla Complex, the Pauma Complex, 
and the San Luis Rey Complex, since these culture sequences have been used to describe archaeological 
manifestations in the region. The Late Prehistoric component in the area of San Bernardino County was 
represented by the Cahuilla, Gabrielino, and Luiseño Indians. Absolute chronological information, where possible, 
will be incorporated into this discussion to examine the effectiveness of continuing to use these terms 
interchangeably. 
 
The Paleo Indian Period 
 
The Paleo Indian Period is associated with the terminus of the late Pleistocene (12,000 to 10,000 YBP). The 
environment during the late Pleistocene was cool and moist, which allowed for glaciation in the mountains and the 
formation of deep, pluvial lakes in the deserts and basin lands (Moratto 1984). However, by the terminus of the 
late Pleistocene, the climate became warmer, which caused glaciers to melt, sea levels to rise, greater coastal 
erosion, large lakes to recede and evaporate, extinction of Pleistocene megafauna, and major vegetation changes 
(Moratto 1984; Martin 1967, 1973; Fagan 1991). Paleo Indians were likely attracted to multiple habitat types, 
including mountains, marshlands, estuaries, and lakeshores. These people likely subsisted using a more 
generalized hunting, gathering, and collecting adaptation, utilizing a variety of resources including birds, mollusks, 
and both large and small mammals (Erlandson and Colten 1991; Moratto 1984; Moss and Erlandson 1995). The 
earliest sites known in the area are attributed to the San Dieguito culture, which consists of a hunting culture with 
flaked stone tool industry (Warren 1967). The material culture related to this time included scrapers, hammer 
stones, large flaked cores, drills, and choppers, which were used to process food and raw material. 
 
Milling Stone Period 
 
Around 8,000 years ago, subsistence patterns changed, resulting in a material complex consisting of an abundance 
of milling stones (for grinding food items) with a decrease in the number of chipped stone tools. The material 
culture from this time period includes large, bifacially worked dart points and grinding stones, handstones and 
metates. Archaeologists initially designated this period as the “Millingstone Horizon” (Wallace 1955). Later, the 
Millingstone Horizon was redefined as a cultural tradition named the Encinitas Tradition (Warren 1967) with 
various regional expressions including Topanga and La Jolla. Use by archaeologists varied as some adopted a 
generalized Encinitas Tradition without regional variations, while others continued to use Millingstone Horizon, 
and still others used Middle Holocene (the geologic time period) to indicate this observed pattern (Sutton and 
Gardner 2010:1-2). Recently, this generalized terminology was criticized by Sutton and Gardner (2010) as 
suppressing the identification of cultural, spatial, and temporal variation, as well as the movement of peoples 
throughout space and time. It is these factors that are believed to be critical to an understanding of prehistoric 
cultural adaptation and change in this portion of southern California (Sutton and Gardner 2010:1-2). 
 
The Encinitas Tradition characteristics include abundant metates and manos, crudely-made core and flake tools, 
bone tools, shell ornaments, very few projectile points, indicating a subsistence pattern focused on hunting and 
gathering a variety of floral resources. Faunal remains vary by location but include marine mammals, fish, and 
shellfish, as well as terrestrial animals, reptiles, and birds (Sutton and Gardner 2010:7). The Encinitas Tradition has 
been redefined to have four patterns (Sutton and Gardner 2010: 8-25). These include the Topanga Pattern in 
coastal Los Angeles and Orange counties, the La Jolla Pattern in coastal San Diego County, and the Sayles or Pauma 
cultures in inland San Diego County extending into western San Bernardino County, where the project is located. 
At approximately 3,500 years ago, Pauma groups in the general Project vicinity adopted new cultural traits which 
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transformed the archaeological site characteristics - including mortar and pestle technology. This indicated the 
development of food storage, largely acorns, which could be processed and saved for the leaner, cooler months of 
the year.  
 
Late Prehistoric Period 
 
At approximately 1,500 years before present, bow and arrow technology started to emerge in the archaeological 
record, which also indicates new settlement patterns and subsistence systems. The local population retained the 
subsistence methods of the past but incorporated new materials into their day to day existence, as evidenced by 
the archaeological record. The Palomar Tradition is attributed to this time, and is comprised of larger two patterns: 
the Peninsular Pattern in the inland areas of the northern Peninsular Ranges (e.g., San Jacinto and Santa Rosa 
mountains) and the northern Coachella Valley (Sutton 2010), and the San Luis Rey pattern of the project area 
Archaeological sites from this time period are characterized by soapstone bowls, arrowhead projectile points, 
pottery vessels, rock paintings, and evidence of cremation sites. The shift in material culture assemblages is largely 
attributed to the emergence of Shoshonean (Takic-speaking) people who entered California from the east. 
 
ETHNOGRAPHY  
 
The territory of the Gabrielino at the time of Spanish contact covered much of current-day Los Angeles and Orange 
Counties and extended into the western part of San Bernardino County. The southern extent of this culture area is 
bounded by Aliso Creek, the eastern extent is located east of present-day San Bernardino along the Santa Ana 
River, the northern extent includes the San Fernando Valley, and the western extent includes portions of the Santa 
Monica Mountains. The Gabrielino also occupied several Channel Islands including Santa Barbara Island, Santa 
Catalina Island, San Nicholas Island, and San Clemente Island. Because of their access to certain resources, 
including a steatite source from Santa Catalina Island, this group was among the wealthiest and most populous 
aboriginal groups in all of southern California. Trade of materials and resources controlled by the Gabrielino 
extended as far north as the San Joaquin Valley, as far east as the Colorado River, and as far south as Baja 
California (Johnson 1962; Kroeber 1976; Bean and Smith 1978).   
  
The Gabrielino lived in permanent villages and smaller, resource-gathering camps occupied at various times of the 
year depending upon the seasonality of the resource. Larger villages were comprised of several families or clans, 
while smaller, seasonal camps typically housed smaller family units. The coastal area between San Pedro and 
Topanga Canyon was the location of primary subsistence villages, while secondary sites were located near inland 
sage stands, oak groves, and pine forests. Permanent villages were located along rivers and streams, as well as in 
sheltered areas along the coast. As previously mentioned, the Channel Islands were also the locations of relatively 
large settlements (Kroeber 1976; Bean and Smith 1978). 
 
The Gabrielino tribe carried out food exploitation strategies that utilized local resources ranging from plants to 
animals; coastal resources were also exploited. Rabbit and deer were hunted and acorns, buckwheat, chia, berries, 
fruits and many other plants were collected. Artifacts associated with their occupations include a wide array of 
chipped stone tools including knives and projectile points, wooden tools like digging sticks and bows, and ground 
stone tools like bedrock and portable mortars, metates and pestles. Local vegetation was used to construct 
shelters as well as for medicinal purposes. Cooked foods were prepared on hearths (Kroeber 1976; Bean and Smith 
1978; McCawley 1996). Acorns were one of the most important food resources utilized by the Gabrielino and other 
Native American groups across California. The acorns were ground into a fine powder in order to make an acorn 
mush or gruel. A dietary staple, acorns provided a large number of calories and nutrients. The ability to store and 
create stockpiles in case of lean times also contributed to the importance of acorns as a vital natural resource. 
Much of the material evidence available to archaeologists concerning the Gabrielino is a result of tools and 
technologies related to their subsistence activities.  
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The social structure of the Gabrielino is little known; however, there appears to have been at least three social 
classes: 1) the elite, which included the rich, chiefs, and their immediate family; 2) a middle class, which included 
people of relatively high economic status or long established lineages; and 3) a class of people that included most 
other individuals in the society. Villages were politically autonomous units comprised of several lineages. During 
times of the year when certain seasonal resources were available, the village would divide into lineage groups and 
move out to exploit them, returning to the village between forays (Kroeber 1976; Bean and Smith 1978). Each 
lineage had its own leader, with the village chief coming from the dominant lineage. Several villages might be allied 
under a paramount chief. Chiefly positions were of an ascribed status, most often passed to the eldest son. Chiefly 
duties included providing village cohesion, leading warfare and peace negotiations with other groups, collecting 
tribute from the village(s) under his jurisdiction, and arbitrating disputes within the village(s). The status of the 
chief was legitimized by his safekeeping of the sacred bundle, a representation of the link between the material 
and spiritual realms and the embodiment of power (Kroeber 1976; Bean and Smith 1978). Shamans were leaders 
in the spirit realm. The duties of the shaman included conducting healing and curing ceremonies, guarding of the 
sacred bundle, locating lost items, identifying and collecting poisons for arrows, and making rain (Kroeber 1976; 
Bean and Smith 1978). Marriages were made between individuals of equal social status and, in the case of 
powerful lineages, marriages were arranged to establish political ties between the lineages (Kroeber 1976; Bean 
and Smith 1978). Men conducted the majority of the heavy labor, hunting, fishing, and trading with other groups. 
Women’s duties included gathering and preparing plant and animal resources, and making baskets, pots, and 
clothing (Kroeber 1976; Bean and Smith 1978). The name “Gabrielino” is Spanish in origin and was used in 
reference to the Native Americans associated with the Mission San Gabriel. It is unknown what these people called 
themselves before the Spanish arrived, but today they call themselves “Tongva”, meaning “people of the earth”.  
 
HISTORICAL SETTING  
 
The “Sacred Expedition” of 1769, led by Spaniard Gaspar de Portola and Franciscan Fray (or Father) Junipero Serra, 
started the process of colonization in Alta California was meant to begin the permanent settlement of Alta 
California, beginning in San Diego. Once the first European exploration of California occurred, the region 
underwent immense change. As early as 1827, Anglo-Americans were migrating into Southern California. In the 
decades to come, California would be taken by the United States with the close of the Mexican-American War and 
subsequent events such as the Civil War and California Gold Rush would continue to shape the history of 
California. 
 
Spanish Period (1769 to 1821) to Mexican Period (1821 to 1848) 
 
The Spanish period began in 1769 with Captain Gaspar de Portolá’s land expedition and ended in 1821 with 
Mexican Independence. During the Spanish Period, the establishment of the Mission San Gabriel Arcángel (1771) 
was influential throughout the surrounding regions, using the area for cattle grazing. An asistencia was established 
within the area nearby in Redlands in 1819 and helped facilitate the Mission’s control of the surrounding area. 
However, after control of the area shifted to Mexico, secularization began throughout the area and the missions 
and their associated ranches began to decline. The Mexican government proceeded to push settlements of 
Mexican populations from the south by deeding large grants to individuals who promised to employ settlers. One 
such land grant was the Rancho Santa Ana del Chino.  
 
In 1841, Antonio Maria Lugo was granted the rights to what became Rancho Santa Ana del Chino. After building an 
adobe house (now currently the location of Boy’s Republic in Chino Hills), Lugo turned over the management of 
the ranch to his son-in-law, Isaac Williams. For decades, Williams successfully grazed cattle on the 46,000 acres 
Rancho. Notably, Williams played a significant part of the Battle of Chino, a local skirmish during the Mexican-
American War.  On September 26 and 27, 1846, the Mexican army sent an advancing contingency to intercept 24 
American sympathizers, led by Benjamin D. Wilson, on their way to Los Angeles (Beattie 1942; Martino et al. 2011; 
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Lech 2014). The adobe house at Rancho Santa Ana del Chino, where the sympathizers had been hiding, was set 
ablaze as a result of multiple attacks. The American group surrendered and, instead of execution, the group was 
taken to Los Angeles where they remained prisoners of war until they were eventually released (Beattie 1942; Lech 
2014).   
 

 
Figure 5. Map of Rancho Santa Ana del Chino (Martino et al. 2011) 

 
American Period (1848 to present) 
 
The Gold Rush of 1849 would see tremendous influx of Americans and Europeans flooding into Southern California. 
Rancho Santa Ana del Chino became a popular stopover for travelers of the rush (Martino et al. 2011). The passing 
of the Homestead Act of 1862 continued this increase of settlers within the region, George and William Chaffey 
were among these early pioneers. In 1881, the Chaffey brothers believed that if the land was properly irrigated, it 
could be converted to profitable agriculture property. They bought over 6,000 acres of land in 1882 that was arid 
and covered by patches of scrub brush (City of Ontario 2018a). The Chaffey brothers designed a water system that 
connected miles of cement pipe from an underground water source to each parcel of land. This land would 
eventually become the cities of Ontario and Upland. George and William Chaffey derived the name of the city from 
their native province of Ontario in Canada (Galvin Preservation Associates 2007). The City of Ontario was 
incorporated in 1891, becoming one of the earliest established towns in San Bernardino County (City of Ontario 
2018a and b). By 1903, the city was referred to as a “Model Irrigation Colony” after receiving an award at the 
World Fair as a “Model Colony” for innovation in water rights and technology, which assisted in attracting settlers 
to the City (City of Ontario 2018a). Charles Frankish, an early citizen of Ontario, guided and encouraged early 
development in the city by successfully attracting the Southern Pacific Railway to locate a depot in the center of 
town on Euclid Avenue, making it an important feature of the City. The establishment of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad depot transformed Ontario into an agricultural center. Ontario focused primarily on the citrus industry, 
but also grew walnuts, peaches, and grapes. There was a large gentry class of citrus growers who constructed 
many grand ornamental Victorian houses throughout the city (City of Ontario 2018b). 
 



Ontario Ranch Commerce Center 
Phase I Cultural and Paleontological Resources Assessment 

September 2018 
Page 16 of 37 

  

 
Material Culture Consulting, Inc. | 2701 B N. Towne Ave Pomona CA 91767 | 626-205-8279 | www.materialcultureconsulting.com  

 
Figure 6. Citrus grove in North Ontario area, circa 1905 (Galvin Preservation Associates 2007) 

 
Dairies began to be established in the region, known as Chino Valley, during the late 1890s and continued to 
dominate the area throughout the 20th century. During the 1920s and 1930s, middle European dairymen began 
settling in the area (Galvin and Associates 2004). In 1967, the County of San Bernardino designated 14,000 acres of 
land in Chino Valley as an agricultural preserve protected by the Williamson Act and the Land Conservation Act. By 
the 1980s, the area had more cows per acre and higher milk yields than anywhere else in the world (Galvin and 
Associates 2004). By the 1990s, increased demand for housing and high dairy operation costs pressured farmers in 
the San Bernardino Agricultural Preserve to consider relocating their dairies and annexing their land to adjoining 
cities. Anticipating the expiration of the Williamson Act, the area was divided, and portions were incorporated into 
the Cities of Ontario, Chino, and Chino Hills. The City of Ontario annexed 8,200 acres of the former San Bernardino 
Agriculture Preserve in 1999 and called the area the New Model Colony. The Local Agency Formation Commision 
(LAFCO) required the City to prepare a General Plan Amendment and EIR prior to annexation. In 1996, the City of 
Ontario began planning for annexation and adopted the New Model Colony General Plan Amendment and EIR in 
1998 (Galvin and Associates 2004). 
 

 
Figure 7. Ontario Airport, undated photo (City of Ontario 2018b) 
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METHODS 
 
CALIFORNIA HISTORIC RESOURCES INVENTORY SYSTEM AND CULTURAL BACKGROUND RESEARCH 
On July 25, 2018, Allison Hill, M.A., RPA, conducted a search of the California Historical Resource Information 
System (CHRIS) at the South Central Coast Information Center (SCCIC), located at the California State University, 
Fullerton, Orange County. The search covered any previously recorded cultural resources and investigations within 
a 1 -mile radius of the Specific Plan Area. The CHRIS search also included a review of the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP), the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), the California Points of Historical 
Interest list, the California Historical Landmarks list, the Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility list, and the 
California State Inventory of Historic Resources.  
 
NATIVE AMERICAN OUTREACH AND BACKGROUND RESEARCH 
MCC requested a search of the Sacred Lands File from the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on July 
24, 2018. The Commission responded on July 25, 2018, stating that there are no known sacred lands within a 1- 
mile radius of the Specific Plan Area. The NAHC requested that 20 Native American tribes or individuals be 
contacted for further information regarding the general vicinity. MCC subsequently sent letters on August 1, 2018 
to the 20 Native American contacts, requesting any information related to cultural resources or heritage sites 
within or adjacent to the Specific Plan Area. Additional attempts at contact by letter, email, or phone call were 
made on August 10, 22, and 23, 2018. These efforts represent our due diligence in information, rather than formal 
consultation with the Tribes. The Lead Agency will be responsible for conducting consultation as per Assembly Bill 
52 or Senate Bill 18, as applicable to the Specific Plan and/or Projects within the Specific Plan Area.   
 
PALEONTOLOGICAL RECORDS SEARCH 
The literature review included an examination of geologic maps and a review of relevant geological and 
paleontological literature to determine which geologic units are present within the Specific Plan Area and whether 
fossils have been recovered from those geologic units elsewhere in the region. As geologic units may extend over 
large geographic areas and contain similar lithologies and fossils, the literature review includes areas well beyond 
the current study area. The results of this literature review include an overview of the geology of the region and a 
discussion of the paleontological sensitivity (or potential) of the geologic units within the Specific Plan Area. A 
search for paleontological records was completed by staff of the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County 
(LACM) in Los Angeles on August 2, 2018.  The record search included a one-mile radius around the Specific Plan 
Area, as well as the Specific Plan Area itself, and identified any vertebrate localities in the museum’s records that 
exist near the study area in the same or similar deposits.  
 
CULTURAL AND PALEONTOLOGICAL FIELD SURVEY  
The purpose of survey is to verify the exact location of each identified cultural or paleontological resource, the 
condition or integrity of the resource, and identify areas of cultural or paleontological resource sensitivity. Allison 
Hill, MCC Archaeologist and cross-trained Paleontologist, conducted the survey of the proposed Specific Plan Area 
on July 27, 2018. The survey consisted of walking in parallel transects spaced at approximately 15-meter intervals 
over the parcels, while closely inspecting the ground surface. All undeveloped areas were examined for artifacts 
(e.g., flaked stone tools, tool-making debris, stone milling tools or fire-affected rock), soil discoloration that might 
indicate the presence of a cultural midden, soil depressions and features indicative of the former presence of 
structures or buildings (e.g., postholes, foundations), or historic-era debris (e.g., metal, glass, ceramics). The type 
of sediment and land formations were also noted in order to assess the potential for paleontological sensitivity. 
Existing ground disturbances (e.g. cutbanks, ditches, animal burrows, etc.) were also visually inspected to get a 
sense of subsurface deposits and soil horizons. Representative photographs were taken of the entire study area.  
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RESULTS 
 
CALIFORNIA HISTORIC RESOURCES INVENTORY SYSTEM AND CULTURAL BACKGROUND RESEARCH 
 
The CHRIS records search identified a total of 20 cultural resources investigation that have been previously 
conducted within a 1-mile mile radius of the Specific Plan Area. No prior investigations of the Specific Plan Area 
were identified, yet six studies took place on lands adjacent to the Specific Plan Area (see Table 1). The records 
search identified six previously recorded cultural resources within 1-mile of the Specific Plan Area. No resources 
have been recorded within the Specific Plan Area (see Table 2). A review of historic-era aerial photographs and 
maps show the Specific Plan Area has been consistently used for agricultural and dairy activities since the 1930s 
(see Table 3 and Figures 7-9, and Confidential Appendix B).  

Table 1. Previous Conducted Cultural Resources Studies within 1-mile of Specific Plan Area  
CHRIS 
Report 
Number 

Authors Year Title of Study Affiliation Distance from 
Project Area 

SB-00395 Hearn, Joseph 
E., and Ruth D. 
Simpson 

1976 Archaeological-Historical Resources Assessment of 
Proposed Chino Maintenance Yard Construction 

San Bernardino 
County Museum 
Association 

Adjacent to 
Project Area 

SB-00537 Hearn, Joseph E. 1977 Archaeological-Historical Resources Assessment of 
Land Area to be Impacted by Renovation Program at 
Chino Airport 

San Bernardino 
County Museum 
Association 

Within 1 mile 

SB-00596 San Bernardino 
County Museum 
Association 

1978 Archaeological-Historical Resources Assessment of 
Merrill Avenue-From Grove Avenue to Archibald 
Avenue, Chino Area 

San Bernardino 
County Museum 
Association 

Within 1 mile 

SB-01499 Foster, John M. 
and Roberta S. 
Greenwood 

1985 Cultural Resources Overview: California Portion, 
Proposed Pacific Texas Pipeline Project 

Greenwood and 
Associates 

Adjacent to 
Project Area 

SB-01768 LSA Associates, 
Inc 

1988 A Cultural Resource Assessment, Chino Airport 
Expansion Project, San Bernardino County  

LSA Associates, 
Inc 

Adjacent to 
Project Area 

SB-02623 Taskiran, Ayse 
and Rachel 
Greeley 

1992 Cultural Resources Assessment: Santa Ana 
Watershed Project Authority, Chino Basin 
Desalination Program – Phase I Project, Riverside and 
San Bernardino Counties, California 
 

Univ. of Calif. 
Riverside, 
Archaeological 
Research Unit 

Within 1 mile 

SB-02678 Broomhall, Lorie 
L. 

1992 Addendum to Cultural Resources Assessment: Santa 
Ana Watershed Project Authority, Chino Basin 
Desalination Program – Phase I Project, Riverside and 
San Bernardino Counties, California 
 

Univ. of Calif. 
Riverside, 
Archaeological 
Research Unit 

Within 1 mile 

SB-03012 Owen, Shelley 1995 Cultural Resources Survey and Impact Assessment 
for the Cajon/EPTC Pipeline Project Located in 
Portions of Los Angeles, San Bernardino, and Orange 
Counties, CA 

EIP Associates Within 1 mile 

SB-03066 Rosenthal, Jane 
and Beth Padon 

1995 Historic Property Clearance Report for Euclid Ave. 
(RTE 83) Road Widening Between Kimball & Merrill 
Avenues in the City of Chino—08-RIV-83 PM 
2.73/3.920 
 

Petra Resources, 
Inc 

Adjacent to 
Project Area 

SB-03686 Half, Alice M. 1997 Cultural Resource Assessment-Santa Ana Watershed 
Project Authority, Chino Basin Desalination Program: 
Water Pipelines, Wells & Reservoir. 26PP 

Greenwood and 
Associates 

Adjacent to 
Project Area 

SB-04402 Billat, Lorna 2004 Chino Airport/CA-6115D/ 14PP Earth Touch, LLC Within 1 mile 
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Table 1 (cont.). Previous Conducted Cultural Resources Studies within 1 -mile of Specific Plan Area  
CHRIS 
Report 
Number 

Authors Year Title of Study Affiliation Distance from 
Project Area 

SB-04404 Tanaguchi, 
Christeen 

2003 Phase I Cultural Resources Survey for Cingular 
Telecommunications Facility SB-197-03 (Edison 
Verizon Colo) 14095 N. Euclid Ave., Ontario, San 
Bernardino County, CA. 9PP 

Michael 
Brandman 
Associates 

Within 1 mile 

SB-04506 Dahdul, Miriam 2001 Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey Report: 
Chino I Desalter Expansion & Chino II Desalter & 
Support Facilities, Chino Basin Area, San Bernardino 
& Riverside Counties. 16PP 

CRM Tech Adjacent to 
Project Area 

SB-06068 Cotterman, Cary 
and Chandler, 
Evelyn 

2009 Cultural Resources Inventory of Proposed Edison 
International Aircraft Operations Facility at the Chino 
Airport Chino, San Bernardino County, California 

ECORP 
Consulting 

Within 1 mile 

SB-06069 Bonner, Wayne 2007 Cultural Resource Records Search Results and Site 
Visit for T-Mobile Facility Candidate IE24049C (SCE 
Tower Aguerre), 14010 Cypress Avenue, Chino, San 
Bernardino County, California 

Michael 
Brandman 
Associates 

Within 1 mile 

SB-06095 Applied 
Earthworks 

2009 Confidential Cultural Resources Specialist Report for 
the Tehachapi Renewal Transmission Project 

Applied 
Earthworks 

Within 1 mile 

SB-07181 Garcia, Kyle 2011 Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment for the 
Proposed College Park (Phase 2A) Project, City of 
Chino, County of San Bernardino, California 
 

PCR Within 1 mile 

SB-07968 Holm, Lisa and 
John Holson 

2011 Supplemental Archaeological Survey Report: 
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project Segment 
8 East (Phase 2 and 3) and West (Phase 4), Los 
Angeles and San Bernardino Counties, California 
 

Pacific Legacy, 
Inc 

Within 1 mile 

SB-07977 Panich, Lee, 
Tsim D. 
Schneider, and 
John Holson 

2010 Supplemental Archaeological Survey Report: 
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project Segment 
8 East (Phase 2 and 3), San Bernardino County, 
California 

Pacific Legacy, 
Inc 

Within 1 mile 

 
Table 2. Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within 1-mile of Specific Plan Area 

Primary 
Number 

Trinomial Age Attributes NRHP/CRHR Distance from 
Project Area 

P-36-
024903 

N/A Historic HP11-Engineering structure unknown Within 1 mile 

P-36-
025440 

N/A Historic HP11-Engineering structure unknown Within 1 mile 

P-36-
026724 

N/A Historic N/A unknown Within 1 mile 

P-36-
026725 

N/A Historic HP33-Farm/ranch unknown Within 1 mile 

P-36-
026882 

N/A Historic HP20-Canal/aqueduct unknown Within 1 mile 

P-36-
026925 

N/A Historic AH04-Privies/dumps/trash scatters unknown Within 1 mile 
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Table 3. Additional Sources Consulted 
Source Results 
National Register of Historic Places (1979-2002 & supplements) Negative 

Historical United States Geological Survey topographic maps (USGS 
2012) 

Area consistently used for agricultural 
activities 

Historical United States Department of Agriculture aerial photos Area consistently used for agricultural 
activities 

California Register of Historical Resources (1992-2010) Negative 

California Inventory of Historic Resources (1976-2010) Negative 

California Historical Landmarks (1995 & supplements to 2010) Negative 

California Points of Historical Interest (1992 to 2010) Negative 

Local Historical Register Listings  Negative 

Bureau of Land Management General Land Office Records (BLM GO  
2008) 

Negative 

 

 
Figure 8. Agricultural activities within Specific Plan Area (depicted on 1938 aerial photograph) 
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Figure 9. Agricultural activities within Specific Plan Area (as depicted on 1959 aerial photograph)  

 
 

 
Figure 10. Agricultural and diary activities within the Specific Plan Area (as depicted on 1994 aerial photograph) 
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NATIVE AMERICAN OUTREACH AND BACKGROUND RESEARCH 
As a result of the effort to contact the 20 Native American Tribes or individuals identified by the NAHC, MCC 
received ten responses. These responses came in the form of letters, emails, and phone calls. Below is a summary 
of the responses provided by Native American Tribes. 
 
On August 3, 2018, MCC received an email from Sarah Bliss, Cultural Resources Manager for Twenty-Nine Palms 
Band of Mission Indians (TNPBMI). Ms. Bliss stated that TNPBMI was unaware of any additional cultural resources 
or any Tribal Cultural Resources within the Project area. TNPBMI requested any updates or changes to the Project 
be brought to their attention. 
 
 On August 8, 2018, MCC received an email from Jessica Mauck, Cultural Resources Analyst for San Manuel Band 
of Mission Indians (SMBMI). Ms. Mauck stated the proposed Project Area is located just outside of Serrano 
ancestral territory and SMBMI would not request consulting party status or elect to participate with further 
development of the Project.  
 
On August 9, 2018, MCC received an email from Lacy Padilla, Archaeological Technician for Agua Caliente Band of 
Cahuilla Indians (ACBCI). Ms. Padilla stated the proposed Project is not located within ACBCI’s Traditional Use 
Area and they defer to other tribes in the area.  
 
On August 10, 2018, Robert Robinson, Chairperson and Tribal Historic Preservation Office (THPO) for Kern Valley 
Indian Community (KVIC), responded to MCC’s outreach efforts. Mr. Robinson stated that the Project Area is 
outside KVIC’s traditional tribal territory. KVIC recommended MCC seek comments from tribes in the area.  
 
During a phone call on August 10, 2018, Mark Cochrane, chairperson for Serrano Nation of Mission Indians, stated 
that the Tribe had no comment but requested to be updated should any new discoveries occur during the Project.  
 
On August 16, 2018, MCC received an email from Travis Armstrong, Tribal Historic Preservation Office for Morongo 
Band of Mission Indians (MBMI). Mr. Armstrong stated that the Project is outside of MBMI’s ancestral territory 
and/or areas of tribal affiliation or interest. MBMI requested should no contact be made with other tribal 
governments, to follow their Standard Development Conditions.  
 
On August 22, 2018, follow up phone calls resulted in three additional responses. Joseph Ontiveros, head of the 
Cultural Resource Department for the Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians, acknowledged receipt of the letter request 
sent on August 1, 2018 and stated the Tribe would provide a response by August 24, 2018. To date, MCC has not 
received a response. Andrew Salas, Chairperson for the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation, indicated 
that the project is located in a culturally sensitive area that is part of the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh 
Nation ancestral territory. Based on traditional and historical information, Mr. Salas recommends both 
archaeological and Tribal monitoring for the project. In addition, Mr. Salas requested that MCC include in this 
report that: the Gabrieleno Band of Mission Indians-Kizh Nation would like to be the primary tribe to consult on 
the project because the project is located in their ancestral territory; that the Tribe wishes to be in contact with 
the lead agency for consultation; and that the Tribe would like to draft mitigation language for tribal cultural 
resources as Mr. Salas anticipates encountering prehistoric and historic cultural resources. On August 23, 2018, 
Brian Etsitty, acting THPO for the Colorado River Indian Tribes of the Colorado River Indian Reservation, indicated 
the tribe had no comment regarding the project. 
 
On August 30, 2018 MCC received a response from Anthony Morales, Chairperson for the Gabrieleno/Tongva San 
Gabriel Band of Mission Indians. Mr. Morales indicated that the project is located within proximity to multiple 
areas that are culturally significant to the Tribe. He explained that Euclid Ave, the Pomona Freeway, and the Chino 
Valley freeway are considered important historic and prehistoric tribal routes located within proximity to 
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important water sources like the Santa Ana River and Prado Dam. Based on this traditional and historical 
knowledge, Mr. Morales recommends archaeological and Tribal monitoring for the project.  
 
As of August 30, 2018, MCC has not received any additional responses from the remaining NAHC-listed groups or 
individuals we contacted for information. Should MCC receive additional responses once the final report is 
submitted, the information will be passed on to E|P|D| Solutions, Inc. to be added to the report as an addendum. 
NAHC and Native American correspondence materials, including our communication attempts, are provided as 
Appendix C. 
 
PALEONTOLOGICAL RECORDS SEARCH 
The locality search at LACM did not yield any fossil localities within 1 mile of the Project Area and no fossil localities 
within the Project Area (See Appendix D) (McLeod 2018). The geological units mapped within the entirety of the 
Project Area is comprised of younger Quaternary alluvium (McLeod 2018). While these deposits typically do not 
contain significant vertebrate fossils within the uppermost layers, it is likely they are underlain in this area by older 
Quaternary deposits at relatively shallow depth. The closest vertebrate fossil locality from similar sediments is 
LACM 7811, which is located due east of the Project Area, and west of Mira Loma, California. This locality produced 
a fossil specimen of whipsnake (Maticophis) at a depth of nine to eleven ft below surface (McLeod 2018). The next 
closest vertebrate fossil locality from Older Quaternary deposits is LACM 1207, located south-southeast of the 
Specific Plan Area on the northwestern side of Corona, California. This locality produced fossil specimen of deer 
(Odocoileus) (McLeod 2018). Additional literature was consulted, including The University of California Museum of 
Paleontology (UCMP)’s Miocene Mammal Mapping Project (MioMap), with no fossil localities within the area of 
the Specific Plan (Carrasco et al. 2005).  
 
CULTURAL AND PALEONTOLOGICAL FIELD SURVEY RESULTS 
During the course of fieldwork, survey conditions were generally poor. The majority of the Specific Plan Area (68.6 
acres) was inaccessible to intensive level survey, due to agricultural and dairy activities (Figure 10). The areas that 
were surveyed intensively (15.5 acres) had ground visibility ranging from fair (50%) to good (approximately 75%) 
with most of the landscaping a combination of manure and annual grasses. However, the entire Specific Plan Area 
was surveyed opportunistically, from multiple viewpoints within and around the perimeter of the proposed area. 
The entire Specific Plan Area has been repeatedly and significantly altered and disturbed by over 80 years of 
agricultural/dairy operations. Modern refuse was observed throughout the Specific Plan Area. The visual 
observation of sediment included tan fine loam with small pebble and cobble inclusions that became muddy with 
increase organic content when wet and with cattle presence. This is consistent with the mapping of younger 
Quaternary alluvium deposits. No cultural or paleontological resources were observed during the survey. 
Representative photos of the area are found below (Figures 11-14). 
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Figure 11. Survey Results for the Specific Plan Area (1:7,000)  
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Figure 12.  Overview of Western Portion of Specific Plan Area (View Southwest) 
 

 
Figure 13. Overview of Eastern Portion of Project Area (View Southeast) 
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Figure 14. Overview of Southeastern Portion of the Project Area (View North) 
 

 
Figure 15. Overview of Specific Plan from Southwest Corner (View Northeast)  
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Figure 16. Representative Photo of Sediment Throughout Specific Plan Area (View North) 
 

 
Figure 17. Overview of Specific Plan Area (View Northeast) 
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
CULTURAL RESOURCES CONCLUSIONS 
The Phase I cultural resource assessment of the Specific Plan Area included a CHRIS records search, NAHC 
outreach, background research, a field pedestrian survey and site visit. The records search results indicated no 
previously recorded resources within the Specific Plan Area and six historic-era resources within a 1-mile radius. 
During the field survey, no cultural resources were encountered.  
 
CULTURAL RESOURCES RECOMMENDATIONS 
Based on the results of the cultural resources search and survey, the proposed Specific Plan Area is considered to 
have a low sensitivity for presence of prehistoric or historical archaeological deposits or features. MCC 
recommends No Mitigation is Needed. While we do not recommend additional mitigation, MCC does recommend 
setting a plan in place to expediently address inadvertent discoveries and human remains (as described below), 
should these be encountered during construction activities.  
 
INADVERTENT DISCOVERIES 
Despite actions taken to ensure that all cultural resources are located prior to construction, including record 
searches and field surveying, there still remains the possibility that undiscovered, buried archaeological resources 
might be encountered during construction. In the event that these resources are inadvertently discovered during 
ground-disturbing activities, work must be halted within 50 feet of the find until it can be evaluated by a qualified 
archaeologist. Construction activities could continue in other areas. If the discovery proves to be significant, 
additional work, such as data recovery excavation or fossil recovery, may be warranted and would be discussed in 
consultation with the appropriate regulatory agency(ies). 
 
HUMAN REMAINS 
Procedures of conduct following the discovery of human remains on non-federal lands have been mandated by 
California Health and Safety Code §7050.5, PRC §5097.98 and the California Code of Regulations (CCR) 
§15064.5(e).  According to the provisions in CEQA, should human remains be encountered, all work in the 
immediate vicinity of the burial must cease, and any necessary steps to insure the integrity of the immediate area 
must be taken. The Riverside County Coroner will be immediately notified.  The Coroner must then determine 
whether the remains are Native American. If the Coroner determines the remains are Native American, the 
Coroner has 24 hours to notify the NAHC, who will, in turn, notify the person they identify as the most likely 
descendent (MLD) of any human remains.  Further actions will be determined, in part, by the desires of the MLD. 
The MLD has 48 hours to make recommendations regarding the disposition of the remains following notification 
from the NAHC of the discovery.  If the MLD does not make recommendations within 48 hours, the owner shall, 
with appropriate dignity, reinter the remains in an area of the property secure from further disturbance.  
Alternatively, if the owner does not accept the MLD’s recommendations, the owner or the descendent may 
request mediation by the NAHC. 
 
PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES CONCLUSIONS 
The Phase I paleontological resource assessment of the Specific Plan Area included a locality records search, 
literature review, and a field pedestrian survey. No significant paleontological resources were identified within the 
direct Specific Plan Area during the locality search or the field survey. Geological units mapped within the area are 
comprised of younger Quaternary Alluvium, derived from San Bernardino Mountains to the north. While these 
deposits typically do not contain significant vertebrate fossils within the uppermost layers, it is likely there are 
underlaying sediments of older Quaternary deposits at unknown depths. There are nearby localities from similar 
sedimentary deposits found within the proposed Specific Plan Area. Therefore, the area is considered low to 
moderate sensitivity for paleontological resources. 
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PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES RECOMMENDATIONS 
Based on the above findings, MCC recommends that for each Project proposed within the Specific Plan, review of 
grading and infrastructure plans take place prior as part of the environmental review process. Periodic 
paleontological spot checks are recommended for any excavation exceeding a depth of ten feet below surface to 
determine if older, paleontologically sensitive sediments are present. If present, full time monitoring should be 
implemented. Shallow excavations do not require monitoring.  

In the case of deep excavations, prior to the start of construction, a paleontological resources monitoring plan 
(PRMP) should be prepared and implemented. It is recommended the Project’s PRMP implement the following 
procedures: 

• A trained and qualified paleontological monitor should perform spot-check and/or monitoring of any 
excavations on the Project that have the potential to impact paleontological resources in undisturbed 
native sediments below ten feet in depth. The monitor will have the ability to redirect construction 
activities to ensure avoidance of adverse impacts to paleontological resources. 

 
• The Project paleontologist may re-evaluate the necessity for paleontological monitoring after examination 

of the affected sediments during excavation, with approval from Lead Agency and Client representatives. 
 

• Any potentially significant fossils observed shall be collected and recorded in conjunction with best 
management practices and SVP professional standards. 

 
• Any fossils recovered during mitigation should be deposited in an accredited and permanent scientific 

institution for the benefit of current and future generations. 
 

• A report documenting the results of the monitoring, including any salvage activities and the significance of 
any fossils, will be prepared and submitted to the appropriate personnel.  
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Tria Belcourt, M.A., RPA 
President and Principal Environmental Specialist 
 
 

 
Tria Belcourt oversees and is responsible for the entire work process at Material Culture Consulting. 
She is responsible for planning, supervising, and overseeing field projects, including responsibility for 
the professional quality of evaluations and recommendations. Tria has primary accountability for the 
technical completeness and competence of work conducted by her staff. She is responsible for 
development of work plans and/or research designs, for performance of crew chiefs, for selection 
standards and limitations on work assignments of crew members, for analysis and interpretation of 
field data, for integration of fieldwork results into comparative regional perspectives, and for 
preparation of reports. Tria’s advanced academic training and more than twelve years of professional 
archaeological experience has included rigorous training and application of anthropological and 
archaeological theory and methods, and in recording, collecting, handling, analyzing, evaluating, and 
reporting cultural property data, relative to the type and scope of work proposed.  
 
Tria has been an archaeological project manager and principal investigator for over six years, leading 
and managing several complex compliance projects throughout the State of California and in Southern 
Nevada, which have involved each step of cultural resource compliance and management. Prior to 
this, she spent six years as a field technician and crew chief on projects throughout California and the 
Southeastern United States. Her experience includes conducting background research, field survey, 
resource testing and formal NRHP/CRHR evaluation, data recovery plan development and 
implementation. She has prepared hundreds of technical reports for all of the above to state and 
federal standards, including following BLM standards for GIS spatial data management and technical 
reporting – ranging from simple clearance forms, to letter reports, to extensive data recovery reports. 
She was the lead preparer of the Fort Irwin Integrated Cultural Resource Management Plan (2009-
2013) and has also prepared several cultural resource management plans for state regulated projects. 
She has overseen and conducted archaeological monitoring and management of unanticipated 
discovery of resources, including Native American human remains on federal lands (and repatriation 
of the remains), and reported the results and outcomes of cultural resource monitoring efforts in 
lengthy technical reports. Finally, Tria regularly provides third party and QA/QC review of cultural 
resource technical documents, due to her keen understanding of state and federal regulations and 
laws governing the management of cultural resources throughout the state of California.  
 

Education 
 
2014 Graduate Certificate in Environmental Management of Military Lands, Colorado State University 
2010 Professional Certification in CEQA/NEPA, ICF International Corporation 
2009 M.A. in Anthropology, University of Florida Gainesville, Florida  

Professional Certification in GIS 
2006 B.A. in Anthropology, Magna Cum Laude, University of California, Los Angeles, California 

 
Affiliations/Certifications/Training 
 

• American Rock Art Research Association (ARARA)   

• Archaeological Institute of America (AIA) 
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• Eastern States Archaeological Federation (ESAF) 

• Midwest Archaeological Conference, Inc. (MAC) 

• Ohio Archaeological Council (OAC) 

• Society for American Archaeology (SAA) 

• Public Education Committee Member 2015-current 

• Society for Historical Archaeology (SHA) 

• Society for California Archaeology (SCA) 

• Workshop in Current Archaeological Prospection Advances for Non- Destructive Investigations in the 
21st Century (2003) 

• GPS Technology Course, Ball State University (2004) 

• GLHS/MAST Nautical Archaeology Workshop and Training, National Museum of the Great Lakes, 

 

Utility Sector Experience 
 
Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), NERC Alert Program – Archaeological Principal Investigator; 
throughout California; 2015 – Present. Belcourt provides oversight of all task orders and project 
management of on-call task orders involving cultural resource desktop reviews, records searches and 
field reviews for the PG&E NERC Alert program: tracking and reporting efforts, maintaining project 
schedule, and timely submittal of data to prime contractor (ARCADIS).  

 
Southern California Edison (SCE), On-Call and Emergency Projects – Archaeological Principal 
Investigator and Project Manager; throughout California, 2013 – Present. Belcourt provides oversight 
of all task orders and project management of on-call task orders involving cultural resource desktop 
reviews, records searches and field reviews for deteriorated poles, system upgrades, initial studies to 
support capital projects, and monitoring support to replace facilities due to natural disasters. This high-
volume program includes preparing and submitting budgets, managing support staff and overseeing 
work, tracking and reporting efforts, maintaining project schedules, and preparing technical reports and 
GIS datasets for submittal to prime contractor (SWCA).  

 

Southern California Edison (SCE), Small Capital Projects – Archaeological Principal Investigator and 
Project Manager; throughout California, 2014 – Present. Belcourt provides oversight of all task orders 
and project management of task orders involving cultural resources for this contract with ICF. This 
includes preparing and submitting budgets, managing support staff and overseeing work, tracking and 
reporting efforts, maintaining project schedule, and preparing technical reports and GIS datasets for 
submittal to prime contractor.  

 

Southern California Edison (SCE), Coolwater Lugo Transmission Project –– Environmental Project 
Manager; San Bernardino County, California; 2014 – 2015. Belcourt provided oversight of all project 
management on CWLTP: tracking and reporting efforts of subconsultants (Pacific Legacy, Paleo Solutions 
and Urbana Preservation and Planning), maintaining project schedule and timely submittal of project 
deliverables to agency reviewers. Served as communication facilitator between SCE and BLM/CPUC 
agency reviewers. Provided final review of the Cultural Resources Technical Report (which included over 
1,000 cultural resources) and the Historic Built Environment Report - prior to draft submittal to BLM.  

 

SCE, Eldorado Ivanpah Transmission Project – In-house Consultant for Archaeology; San Bernardino 
County, California and Clark County, Nevada; 2010-2012. Belcourt provided complex regulatory 
oversight and project management regarding cultural and paleontological resource management. She 
developed cultural resource specific compliance training to inform and guide construction activities and 
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major capital project teams. She also developed and implemented internal cultural resource 
management programs based on the mitigation measures in the FEIR/EIS. Tria coordinated with BLM 
archaeologists on discovery and management of previously unknown cultural resources discovered 
during construction, and managed the treatment of these resources and reporting. She provided 
environmental analyses, technical reports, and clearance documentation for over 20 project 
modifications during construction without delay to project. Developed the cultural resources 
geodatabase for EITP and coordinated regularly with the project GIS team. 

 
Silver State South Substation, In-house Consultant for Archaeology; Southern California Edison, Clark 
County, NV; 2010-2012. Provided regulatory oversight and project management regarding cultural and 
paleontological resource management during project licensing and scoping. Identified potential impacts 
to cultural and paleontological resources, developing appropriate mitigation measures in preparation 
for and projecting alternative conclusions.  
 
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project, Multiple Roles; Southern California Edison, Segments 1-3 
and Segments 6-11, Kern, Los Angeles and Orange County, CA; 2009 - Present. Tria provided service to 
this project over seven years in multiple roles – archaeological field monitor, project coordinator, in-
house consultant at SCE, and principal investigator. She provided regulatory oversight and project 
management regarding cultural and paleontological resource management for all segments of TRTP. 
Developed and implemented internal cultural resource management programs based on the mitigation 
measures in the Final Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement (FEIR/EIS) for 
TRTP, and for the existing Special Use Permits and Record of Decision for TRTP, issued by the Angeles 
National Forest (ANF). Oversaw preparation of the Historic Properties Treatment Plans, fieldwork and 
technical report preparation for two large-scale Phase III Data Recovery excavations on Angeles National 
Forest. Coordinated with ANF archaeologists on discovery and management of previously unknown 
cultural resources identified during construction. Provided cultural resources analyses and clearance 
documentation, including technical reports, for over 100 project modifications during construction 
without delay to project. Finally, Tria was responsible for maintaining the geospatial data for the project 
within the SCE cultural resources geodatabase TRTP and coordinated with the project GIS team.  
 
Desert Tortoise Habitat Conservation Plan Area, Principal Investigator; Cadiz Inc., San Bernardino 
County, CA; 2013. Oversaw records search to identify the extent of previous cultural resources surveys 
and all previously recorded prehistoric and historic resources within the 7,500-acre Desert Tortoise 
Habitat Conservation Plan (HCP) area (Project Area) located on lands administered by the BLM Needles 
Field Office in unincorporated San Bernardino County, California. 

 
Selected Publications  

Belcourt, T. 
2014- 2016  Southern California Edison – TRTP Segments 6 and 11C - Cultural Resources Monitoring 

Report, Prepared Monthly (October 2014-March 2016) for Angeles National Forest (ANF) 
and SCE. On file at ANF and SCE Irwindale.  

2013 Cultural and Paleontoloical Resource Assessment for the Ames/Reche Groundwater Storage 
and Recovery Program, Winters Road Flow Control and Recharge Facility, Mojave Water 
Agency, Landers, San Bernardino County, California. Prepared by Cogstone Resource 
Management, Inc. On file at Mojave Water Agency.  

2014 Cultural and Paleontological Monitoring Compliance Report for Street and Storm Drain 
Improvements, Jackson Avenue Bridge at Warm Springs Creek, City of Murrieta, Riverside 
County. Prepared by Cogstone Resource Management, Inc. On file at City of Murrietta 
Planning Department.  

2014 Cultural and Paleontological Resource Assessment for the OC-44 Pipeline Rehabilitation and 
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Replacement Project, Mesa Water District, Newport Beach, Orange County, California. 
Prepared by Cogstone Resource Management, Inc. On file at Mesa Water District.  

2015 Archaeological Monitoring and Survey Report, Southern California Edison Dead Tree 
Removal  
near Pine Flat, Tulare County, California. Submitted to SCE and on file at SCE Irwindale. 

2015 Class III Cultural Resources Survey of the Pacific Gas & Electric Company (PG&E) Kerckhoff 
#1-Kerckhoff #2 115kV and Kerckhoff-Clovis-Sanger 115kV Projects, located on Lands 
Administered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Bakersfield Field Office, within 
Fresno County, California. Prepared on behalf of PG&E and submitted to BLM Bakersfield 
Office. On file at PG&E, Fresno. 

2015 Class III Cultural Resources Survey of the SCE Shoshone Emergency Response Location, on 
Lands Administered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Barstow Field Office, within 
Inyo County, California. Prepared on behalf of SCE and submitted to BLM Barstow Field 
Office. On file at SCE Irwindale.   

2015 Cultural Resources Assessment of Effect for Southern California Edison 
TD835602: Deteriorated Pole Replacement, Sequoia National Park, Three Rivers Area, Tulare 
County, California. Prepared on behalf of SCE for Sequoia National Park. On file at SCE 
Irwindale. 

2015 Cultural Resources Impact Assessment for Southern California Edison TD1037389: Line 
Extension – Soda Springs 12 kV, Tulare County, California. Prepared for SCE. On file at SCE 
Irwindale.  

2015 Cultural Resources Inventory for Southern California Edison’s Replacement of Nine 
Deteriorated Power Structures (TD993840, TD994158, and TD1029116), near Kramer 
Junction, on Lands Administered by the Bureau of Land Management Barstow Field Office, 
San Bernardino County, California. Prepared on behalf of SCE and submitted to BLM Barstow 
Field Office. On file at SCE Irwindale. 

2015 Cultural Resources Monitoring for Southern California Edison IO328390: Replace Pole and 
Upgrade Overhead Switch – Dinkey Creek 4kV (TD721303). Sierra National Forest, High 
Sierra District, Fresno County, California. Prepared on behalf of SCE for Sierra National 
Forest. On file at SCE Irwindale. 

2015 Cultural Resources Survey in Support of a Request for Final Engineering Concurrence for 
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project Segment 8 T/L West (Phase IV) – Erosion Repair 
Associated with Structure M43-T3, unincorporated Los Angeles County, California. Submitted 
to SCE and CPUC. On file at SCE Irwindale.  

2015 Cultural Resources Survey in Support of a Temporary Work Change Request for Wire Setup 
Sites, Distribution Pole Work Area, and Access Road near Structure M57-T2 for Segment 8, 
Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project, unincorporated Los Angeles County, California. 
Submitted to SCE and CPUC. On file at SCE Irwindale. 

2015 Results of Faunal Analysis for the Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) 
Division 13 Bus Maintenance and Operation Facility Construction Project, City of Los Angeles, 
Los Angeles County, California. Submitted to Metro. On file at Resource Sciences and 
Planning, LLC, Monrovia.  

2016 Archaeological Monitoring Compliance Report, Pacific Gas & Electric Company NERC Alert 
Program, Helms-Gregg 230kV Grading Project, Sierra National Forest, Fresno County, 
California. Prepared on behalf of PG&E and submitted to Sierra National Forest. On file at 
PG&E, Fresno. 

2016 Archaeological Resource Assessment, SCE Infrastructure Replacement- Pickle Meadows 
12kV, Toiyabe National Forest, Bridgeport, Inyo County, California. Prepared on behalf of 
SCE and submitted to Toiyabe National Forest. On file at SCE, Irwindale. 

2016 Cultural Resources Assessment: 84 Lumber Company Project, City of Lancaster, Los Angeles 
County, California. Prepared on behalf of 84 Lumber Company for City of Lancaster. On file 
at Material Culture Consulting, Claremont. 



  Belcourt CV 2018 
Page 5 of 6 

 

 
Material Culture Consulting, Inc. | 2701-B North Towne Avenue Pomona CA 91767 | 626-205-8279 | www.materialcultureconsulting.com 

2016 Cultural Resources Assessment of Effect for Southern California Edison 
TD1029531: Deteriorated Pole Replacement on Lands Administered by Bureau of Land 
Management, Ridgecrest Field Office, near Mojave, Kern County, California. Prepared on 
behalf of SCE. On file at SCE Irwindale. 

2016 Cultural and Paleontological Resources Records Searches and Field Survey, Tandis Homes 
Residential Development, City of Menifee, Riverside County, California. Prepared for City of 
Menifee. On file at Material Culture Consulting Claremont.  

2016 Class III Cultural Resources Survey of the Southern California Edison Company Replacement 

of Thirteen Deteriorated Poles Near Lockhart and Flamingo Heights, on Lands Administered 

by the Bureau of Land Management, Barstow Field Office, within San Bernardino County, 

California. Prepared on behalf of SCE and submitted to BLM Barstow Field Office. On file at 

SCE Irwindale.  

2016 Phase I Cultural and Paleontological Assessment: Tandis Homes 21 Lot Residential 

Development Project City of Menifee, Riverside County, California. Prepared on behalf of 

Ridgemoor Investments, LLC for City of Menifee Planning Department. On file at Material 

Culture Consulting, Claremont.  

Belcourt, T. and S. Gust 
2014  Class III Cultural Resource Investigations for Bodie Hills Desert Restoration Projects, Bureau 

of Land Management, Bishop Field Office, Mono County, CA - FY13-14. Prepared by 
Cogstone Resource Management, Inc. for BLM Bishop Field Office. On file at BLM Bishop 
Field Office.  

2015 Class III Cultural Resource Investigations for Bodie Hills Desert Restoration Projects, Bureau 
of Land Management, Bishop Field Office, Mono County, CA - FY14-15. Prepared by 
Cogstone Resource Management, Inc. for BLM Bishop Field Office. On file at BLM Bishop 
Field Office.  

Belcourt, T., T. Jackson, M.Kay and R. Moritz 
2016 Class III Cultural Resources Inventory for the Southern California Edison Company Kelly 

Cutover Project (FWA 680-16-07), Volume I – Archaeological Resources, San Bernardino 
County, California. Submitted to BLM Barstow Field Office, On file at Resource Sciences and 
Planning, LLC, Monrovia.  

Belcourt, T. and M. Kay 
2016 Southern California Edison Company Replacement of Three Deteriorated Poles Near Fort 

Irwin, on Lands Administered by the Bureau of Land Management, Barstow Field Office, San 
Bernardino County, California. Prepared on behalf of SCE and submitted to BLM Barstow. On 
file at Resource Sciences and Planning, LLC Monrovia.  

Belcourt, T., M. Kay, and R. Moritz 
2016 Cultural Resources Assesment of the State of California Department of General Services and 

Department of State Hospitals, Metropolitan Hospital, Norwalk, Los Angeles County, CA. 
Prepared for DGS/DSH. On file at Resource Sciences and Planning, LLC, Monrovia.  

Belcourt, T. and J. Kelly 
2016 Cultural and Paleontological Resources Assessment: Village 605 Environmental Impact 

Report Addendum, City of Los Alamitos, Orange County, California. Prepared for City of Los 
Alamitos on behalf of Katella Property Owner, LLC by Material Culture Consulting, on file at 
Material Culture Consulting, Claremont.  

Belcourt, T., K. Scott and S. Gust 
2013 Paleontological and Archaeological Assessment of the Bloomington Affordable Housing 

Project, San Bernardino County, California. Prepared by Cogstone Resource Management, 
Inc., On file at Cogstone Resource Management, Inc., Orange.  

Belcourt, T., M. Valasik, and S. Gust 
2013 Class III Cultural Resource Investigation for the Cadiz Solar Array Desert Tortoise Habitat 
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Conservation Plan Area, on Lands Managed by BLM Needles Field Office, San Bernardino 
County, CA. Prepared by Cogstone Resource Management on behalf of Cadiz, Inc.  

Daly, P. and T. Belcourt 
2016 Class III Cultural Resources Inventory for the Southern California Edison Company Kelly 

Cutover Project (FWA 680-16-07), Volume II – Historic Built Environment Resources, San 
Bernardino County, California. Submitted to BLM Barstow Field Office, On file at Resource 
Sciences and Planning, LLC, Monrovia.  

Technical Report QA/QC and Third-Party Review (representative selection) 
Lamb, Meghan 
2016 Archaeological Resources Monitoring Report: Lot 19 Tustin Legacy (Tustin Air Base) Project, 

City of Tustin, Orange County, California. Prepared by Paleo Solutions, Inc., and submitted to 
City of Tustin, California. On file at Paleo Solutions, Monrovia.  

Kelly, J. and G. Aron 
2015 Final Paleontological Monitoring Report: Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project, 

Segment 6, Los Angeles County, California. Prepared for SCE by Paleo Solutions, Inc., and 
submitted to ANF and CPUC. On file at SCE Irwindale.  

Kelly, J. and G. Aron 
2015 Final Paleontological Monitoring Report: Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project, 

Segment 7, Los Angeles County, California. Prepared for SCE by Paleo Solutions, Inc., and 
submitted to ANF and CPUC. On file at SCE Irwindale.  

Kelly, J. and G. Aron 
2015 Final Paleontological Monitoring Report: Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project, 

Segment 8, Los Angeles County, California. Prepared for SCE by Paleo Solutions, Inc., and 
submitted to ANF and CPUC. On file at SCE Irwindale.  

Kelly, J. and G. Aron 
2015 Final Paleontological Monitoring Report: Tehachapi Renewable Transmission Project, 

Segment 11, Los Angeles County, California. Prepared for SCE by Paleo Solutions, Inc., and 
submitted to ANF and CPUC. On file at SCE Irwindale.  

Tinsley-Becker, W. 
2015 Cultural Resources Inventory for the SCE Coolwater-Lugo Transmission Project, San 

Bernardino County, California, Volume 1: Historic-Era Built Environment Survey Report. 
Submitted to BLM Barstow Field Office, On file at Resource Sciences and Planning, LLC, 
Monrovia.  

Pacific Legacy, Inc. 
2015 Cultural Resources Inventory for the SCE Coolwater-Lugo Transmission Project, San 

Bernardino County, California, Volume 2: Archaeological Resources. Submitted to BLM 
Barstow Field Office, On file at Pacific Legacy, Inc., Berkeley.  

Webster, B.  
2016 Archaeological Monitoring Report: OCTA San Juan Capistrano Rail Side Passing Project, City 

of San Juan Capistrano, Orange County, California. Prepared for Earth Mechanics, Inc. by 
Paleo Solutions, Inc. On file at Paleo Solutions, Monrovia.  

Webster, B. and M. Kay 
2016 Archaeological Survey Report for the Southern California Edison Company Replacement of 

Five Deteriorated Power Poles on an Unnamed Circuit (TD 979272), Topanga State Park, Los 
Angeles County, California. Prepared by Paleo Solutions, Inc., on behalf of SCE.  

2015 Archaeological Survey Report for the Southern California Edison Company Replacement of 
One Deteriorated Power Pole on an Unnamed Circuit (TD 1020522), Topanga State Park, Los 
Angeles County, California. Prepared by Paleo Solutions, Inc., on behalf of SCE.  

2015 Archaeological Survey Report for the Southern California Edison Company Replacement of 
Two Deteriorated Power Poles on the Vicasa 16kv Circuit (TD 1039350), Topanga State Park, 
Los Angeles County, California. Prepared by Paleo Solutions, Inc., on behalf of SCE.  
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July 30, 2018             
 

EXAMPLE LETTER 
 
 

RE:  Proposed Ontario Commerce Center Project, City of Ontario; Prado Dam USGS Quadrangle, 

San Bernardino County, California. 

 
Greetings,  
 
This Project proposes to convert multiple parcels of land into an industrial park near the City of Ontario, 
unincorporated San Bernardino County, California (see attached map). Material Culture Consulting, Inc 
(MCC) is conducting the cultural resources review of the project to support preparation of the 
environmental documents. As part of our background research, we would like to request your input on 
potential cultural resources within the project area. This request is not part of any formal local, state, or 
federal consultation process.  
 
Our firm contacted the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) on July 19, 2018 to request 
review of the Sacred Lands File and for a list of tribes with traditional lands and/or cultural places within 
the area. The NAHC responded on July 25, 2018, stating that the Sacred Lands File review resulted in 
negative results, and provided your contact information as part of the list. We understand that negative 
results do not preclude the existence of cultural resources, and that a tribe may be the only source of 
information regarding the existence of a tribal cultural resource, which is why we are contacting you.  
 
Project Location and Description 
 
The proposed project is located at the northeast corner of the intersection of Euclid Avenue and Merrill 
Avenue, bounded by Eucalyptus Avenue to the north, Sultana Avenue to the east, Euclid Avenue to the 
west, and Merrill Avenue to the south (see attached map). The area of potential impact (API) includes a 
total of approximately 84.1 acres and located within Section 21 of Township 2 South and Range 7 West 
(San Bernardino Base Meridian).  
 
Please respond at your earliest convenience if you wish to share any knowledge of cultural resources 
within or adjacent to the API. Any information, concerns, or recommendations regarding cultural 
resources within the API can be shared with me via telephone, email, or via standard mail. Thank you 
very much for your assistance. 
 
Kindest regards,  

‐ 

Tria Belcourt, M.A., RPA 
President and Principal Archaeologist 
626‐205‐8279 
tria@materialcultureconsulting.com 
 



Copyright:© 2013 National Geographic Society, i-cubed

¯
1:24,000

0 0.5 10.25
Miles

0 0.5 10.25
Kilometers

Project Area

Project Area



Ontario Commerce Center Project 
CEQA Due Diligence Native American Contact Log 
August 2018 
Page 1 of 4 
 

 

Name/Affiliation Date and 
Method of 1st 
Contact 

Date of 1st 
Follow Up 
Attempt 

Date of 2nd 
Follow-Up 
Attempt 

Results MCC Response 

Joseph Hamilton, Chairman 
Ramona Band of Cahuilla 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
email 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

Phone number reached 
Tribal administrative 
assistant who transferred 
call to a John Gomez, a 
project director 
responsible for cultural 
resource responses. Left a 
voicemail for Mr. Gomez  
stating company name, 
purpose for call, and how 
we can be reached. 

No response required  

Darrell Mike, Chairperson 
Twenty-Nine Palms Band of 
Mission Indians 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

Not 
necessary 

Not necessary Email received on August 
3, 2018 from Sarah Bliss, 
Cultural Resources 
Manager: THPO is not 
aware of any additional 
cultural resources or any 
Tribal Cultural Resources 
within the Project Area. 
The Tribe requests any 
updates or changes to the 
Project should they occur.  

MCC thanked the 
Tribe for their 
response and noted 
requests will be 
included within the 
report. 

 

Anthony Madrigal, Jr., THPO 
Twenty-Nine Palms Band of 
Mission Indians  
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

Not 
necessary 

Not necessary See response above See response above 

Charles F. Wood, Chairperson 
Chemehuevi Indian Tribe 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
email 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

Phone number reached a 
Tribal administrative 
assistant who indicated 
Chairperson Wood was in 
budget meetings until 2 
pm. The call was 
transferred to Mr. 
Wood’s voicemail. A 
message was left stating 
company name, purpose 
for call, and how we can 
be reached.  

No response required  

Timothy Williams, Chairperson 
Fort Mojave Indian Tribe 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
*message 
left* 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

The phone rang for two 
minutes with no answer 
and no voicemail. Did not 
reach Mr. Williams via 
phone.  

No response required 
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Dennis Patch, Chairman 
Colorado River Indian Tribes of 
the Colorado River Indian 
Reservation  

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
email 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

On August 22, 2018 the 
phone call connected to 
the tribal office which 
transferred the call to the 
secretary for the 
chairman’s office. There 
was no answer, so a 
voicemail was left stating 
company name, purpose 
for call, and how we can 
be reached. A follow up 
phone call to the THPO 
office on August 23, 2018 
reached acting THPO 
Brian Etsitty. Mr. Etsitty 
indicated that the Tribe 
had no comment 
regarding the project. 

MCC thanked the 
Tribe for their 
response and noted 
requests will be 
included within the 
report. 

Anthony Morales, Chairperson 
Gabrieleno/Tongva San Gabriel 
Band of Mission Indians 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
email 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

Phone call went to Mr. 
Morales’s voicemail. On 
August 30, Mr. Morales 
informed MCC that the 
project is in the vicinity of 
important prehistoric and 
historic tribal routes and 
water sources. The tribe 
indicated that the 
heightened sensitivity 
warrants archaeological 
and Tribal monitoring by 
their tribe.   

MCC thanked the 
Tribe for their 
response and noted 
request will be 
included within the 
report.  

Sandonne Goad, Chairperson 
Gabrielino/Tongva Nation 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
email 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

Phone call went to Ms. 
Goad’s voicemail. A 
message was left stating 
the company name, the 
purpose of the call, and 
where we can be 
reached. 

No response required  

Lee Clauss, Director-CRM Dept.  
San Manuel Band of Mission 
Indians 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

Not 
necessary 

Not necessary Email received on August 
8, 2018 from Jessica 
Mauck, Cultural 
Resources Analyst stated: 
Proposed Project area is 
located just outside of 
Serrano ancestral 
territory and SMBMI will 
not request consulting 
party status or elect to 
participate with further 
development of the 
Project.  

MCC thanked the 
Tribe for their 
response and noted 
requests will be 
included within the 
report. 

 

Lynn Valbuena 
San Manuel Band of Mission 
Indians 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

Not 
necessary 

Not necessary See response above See response above 

Patricia Garcia-Plotkin, 
Director/THPO 
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla 
Indians  

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

Not 
necessary 

Not necessary Emailed received on 
August 9, 2018 from Lacy 
Padilla, Archaeological 
Technician: Project is not 
located within the Tribe’s 
Traditional Use Area. 
ACBCI defers to other 
Tribes in the area.  

MCC thanked the 
Tribe for their 
response and noted 
requests will be 
included within the 
report. 
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Jeff Grubbe, Chairperson  
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla 
Indians  

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

Not 
necessary 

Not necessary See response above See response above 

Robert Martin, Chairperson 
Morongo Band of Mission 
Indians 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
*message 
left* 

Not necessary Email received August 16, 
2018 from Travis 
Armstrong, Tribal Historic 
Preservation Office: 
Project is outside the 
Tribe’s ancestral territory 
and/or areas of tribal 
affiliation or interest.   

MCC thanked the Mr. 
Armstrong for the 
Tribe’s response.  

Mark Macarro, Chairman 
Pechanga Band of Luiseno 
Indians 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
email 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

Phone call reached Tribal 
Office, call was 
transferred to Mr. 
Macarro’s secretary. 
There was no answer and 
a voicemail was left 
stating the company 
name, the purpose of the 
call, and how we can be 
reached. 

No response required  

Goldie Walker, Chairperson 
Serrano Nation of Mission 
Indians 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
phone 

Not necessary Talked to Mark Cochrane, 
Chairperson: Ms. Walker 
has recently passed, and 
he is a contact for the 
Tribe. The Tribe has no 
comment at this time but 
wishes to be updated 
should any new 
discoveries occur during 
the Project.  

MCC thanked Mr. 
Cochrane for his time. 

Robert Robinson, Chairperson 
Kern Valley Indian Community 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
email 

Not necessary Replied to outreach 
email: Project is outside 
Tribe’s traditional Tribal 
territory. Tribe request 
MCC seeks comments 
from Tribes in the area.  

MCC thanked Mr. 
Robinson for his time 
and stated the Tribe’s 
response would be 
included within the 
report. 

Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural 
Resource Department 
Soboba Band of Luiseno Indians 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
email 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

In phone conversation 
Mr. Ontiveros 
acknowledged receipt of 
letter request and 
indicated the Tribe would 
provide a response by the 
end of the week.  

MCC thanked the 
Tribe for their 
response and noted 
requests will be 
included within the 
report. To date, no 
response has been 
received from Mr. 
Ontiveros.  
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Andrew Salas, Chairperson 
Gabrieleno Band of Mission 
Indians-Kizh Nation 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 8, 
2018-via 
email 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

Reached Andrew Salas by 
phone. Mr. Salas 
indicated that the project 
is located in a culturally 
sensitive area that is part 
of the Gabrieleno Band of 
Mission Indians-Kizh 
Nation ancestral territory. 
Based on traditional and 
historical information, 
Mr. Salas recommends 
both archaeological and 
Tribal monitoring for the 
project. In addition, Mr. 
Salas requested that MCC 
include in this report that: 
the Gabrieleno Band of 
Mission Indians-Kizh 
Nation would like to be 
the primary tribe to 
consult on the project 
because the project is 
located in their ancestral 
territory; that they wish 
to be in contact with the 
lead agency for 
consultation; and that 
they would like to draft 
mitigation language for 
tribal cultural resources 
as Mr. Salas anticipates 
encountering prehistoric 
and historic cultural 
resources. 

MCC thanked 
Chairperson Salas for 
his time and noted the 
response and requests 
would be included in 
the report.  

Genevieve Jones, Chairperson 
Big Pine Paiute Tribe of the 
Owens Valley 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
*message 
left* 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

Number provided by the 
NAHC reached the Tribal 
Office. There was no 
answer or option to 
connect to other 
departments, so a 
voicemail was left 
indicating the name of 
the company, the 
purpose of the call, and 
where we can be 
reached.  

No response required  

Danelle Gutierrez, THPO 
Big Pine Paiute Tribe of the 
Owens Valley 
 

August 1, 
2018- letter 
sent via USPS 

August 10, 
2018-via 
email 

August 22, 
2018-via 
phone 

Number provided by the 
NAHC reached the Tribal 
Office. Used directory to 
contact Ms. Gutierrez 
however there was no 
answer. A voicemail was 
left indicating the name 
of the company, the 
purpose of the call, and 
where we can be 
reached. 

No response required. 

 



8/6/2018 Material Culture Consulting Mail - Fwd: Ontario Commerce Center Project

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=641502eb01&jsver=Qv9zvKTcTKg.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180725.13_p2&view=pt&msg=16501c591929c4d3&s… 1/1

Sonia Sifuentes <sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com>

Fwd: Ontario Commerce Center Project 

Tria Belcourt <tria@materialcultureconsulting.com> Fri, Aug 3, 2018 at 2:50 PM
To: Sonia Sifuentes <sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com>

Here is a response for Ontario Commerce Center. Thank you 
 
Tria Belcourt, M.A., RPA # 917250 
President and Principal Archaeologist 
 
Material Culture Consulting, Inc.  
Certified DBE/WBE/SBE 
 
2701-B North Towne Avenue
Pomona CA, 91767 
Phone: 626-205-8279 
Fax: 626-249-0479 
 
www.materialcultureconsulting.com 
tria@materialcultureconsulting.com 
 
The content of this email, including attachments, is the confidential property of Material Culture Consulting. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies and notify us immediately. Thank you.
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Sarah Bliss <sbliss@spotlight29.com> 
Date: Fri, Aug 3, 2018 at 2:50 PM 
Subject: Ontario Commerce Center Project 
To: "tria@materialcultureconsulting.com" <tria@materialcultureconsulting.com> 
Cc: TNP Consultation <TNPConsultation@29palmsbomi-nsn.gov> 
 
 

Hello,

 

For the Ontario Commerce Center Project, the Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians Tribal Historic Preservation Office (THPO) is not aware of any additional cultural resources or any Tribal Cultural Resources, as defined California Public
Resources Code § 21074 (a) (1) (A)-(B) within the project area. If there are any updates or changes to the project please notify the Tribe.

 

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the Tribal Historic Preservation Office at (760) 775-3259 or by email: TNPConsultation@29palmsbomi-nsn.gov.

 

Thank you,

 

Sarah Bliss

Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians

Cultural Resources Manager

46-200 Harrison Place, Coachella, CA 92236

Ofc: (760) 863-2489

Cell: (760) 702-0679

E-mail: sbliss@29palmsbomi-nsn.gov

https://www.29palmstribe.org/historic-preservation

 

 

Disclaimer Notice***This message is intended solely for the designated recipient(s).  It may contain confidential or proprietary information and may be subject to confidentiality protections.  If you are not a designated recipient you may not review, copy, distribute this
message.  If you receive this in error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail and delete this message.  Thank you.***

 

 

https://maps.google.com/?q=2701-B+North+Towne+Avenue+Pomona+CA,+91767&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=2701-B+North+Towne+Avenue+Pomona+CA,+91767&entry=gmail&source=g
http://www.materialcultureconsulting.com/
mailto:tria@materialcultureconsulting.com
mailto:sbliss@spotlight29.com
mailto:tria@materialcultureconsulting.com
mailto:tria@materialcultureconsulting.com
mailto:TNPConsultation@29palmsbomi-nsn.gov
mailto:TNPConsultation@29palmsbomi-nsn.gov
https://maps.google.com/?q=46-200+Harrison+Place,+Coachella,+CA+92236+%0D%0A+Ofc:+(760&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=46-200+Harrison+Place,+Coachella,+CA+92236+%0D%0A+Ofc:+(760&entry=gmail&source=g
mailto:sbliss@29palmsbomi-nsn.gov
https://www.29palmstribe.org/historic-preservation


8/8/2018 Material Culture Consulting Mail - Fwd: Ontario Commerce Center Project AND Eagles Nest V & VI Project, City of Chino

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=641502eb01&jsver=dKKOVr-M4GM.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180802.13_p1&view=pt&msg=1651add6f3a3ae09&… 1/1

Sonia Sifuentes <sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com>

Fwd: Ontario Commerce Center Project AND Eagles Nest V & VI Project, City of Chino 

Tria Belcourt <tria@materialcultureconsulting.com> Wed, Aug 8, 2018 at 11:47 AM
To: Sonia Sifuentes <sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com>

 
 
Tria Belcourt, M.A., RPA # 917250 
President and Principal Archaeologist 
 
Material Culture Consulting, Inc.  
Certified DBE/WBE/SBE 
 
2701-B North Towne Avenue
Pomona CA, 91767 
Phone: 626-205-8279 
Fax: 626-249-0479 
 
www.materialcultureconsulting.com 
tria@materialcultureconsulting.com 
 
The content of this email, including attachments, is the confidential property of Material Culture Consulting. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies and notify us immediately. Thank you.
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Jessica Mauck <JMauck@sanmanuel-nsn.gov> 
Date: Wed, Aug 8, 2018 at 11:45 AM 
Subject: Ontario Commerce Center Project AND Eagles Nest V & VI Project, City of Chino 
To: Tria Belcourt <tria@materialcultureconsulting.com> 
 
 

Hi Tria,

Thank you for contac� ng the San Manuel Band of Mission Indians (SMBMI) regarding the above referenced projects. SMBMI appreciates the opportunity to review the project documenta� on, which was received by our Cultural Resources
Management Department on 8 August 2018. The proposed project areas, and the City of Chino, are located just outside of Serrano ancestral territory and, as such, SMBMI will not request consul� ng party status or elect to par� cipate in the
scoping, development, and/or review of documents created pursuant to these legal and regulatory mandates.

Regards,

 

 

Jessica Mauck 
CULTURAL RESOURCES ANALYST 
O: (909) 864-8933 x3249 
M: (909) 725-9054 
26569 Community Center Drive  Highland California 92346 

 
 
 

THIS MESSAGE IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL AND EXEMPT FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER
APPLICABLE LAW. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient or agent responsible for delivering the message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you have received this electronic transmission in error, please delete it from your system without copying it and notify the sender by reply e-mail so that the email address record can be corrected. Thank You
 

https://maps.google.com/?q=2701-B+North+Towne+Avenue+Pomona+CA,+91767&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=2701-B+North+Towne+Avenue+Pomona+CA,+91767&entry=gmail&source=g
http://www.materialcultureconsulting.com/
mailto:tria@materialcultureconsulting.com
mailto:JMauck@sanmanuel-nsn.gov
mailto:tria@materialcultureconsulting.com
https://maps.google.com/?q=26569+Community+Center+Drive+Highland+California+92346&entry=gmail&source=g
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https://maps.google.com/?q=26569+Community+Center+Drive+Highland+California+92346&entry=gmail&source=g
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8/9/2018 Material Culture Consulting Mail - Fwd: Proposed Ontario Commerce Center Project

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=641502eb01&jsver=ZGTQnLqffmM.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180805.15_p1&view=pt&msg=1652042fdc192a70&s… 1/1

Sonia Sifuentes <sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com>

Fwd: Proposed Ontario Commerce Center Project 

Tria Belcourt <tria@materialcultureconsulting.com> Thu, Aug 9, 2018 at 12:56 PM
To: Sonia Sifuentes <sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com>

 
 
Tria Belcourt, M.A., RPA # 917250 
President and Principal Archaeologist 
 
Material Culture Consulting, Inc.  
Certified DBE/WBE/SBE 
 
2701-B North Towne Avenue
Pomona CA, 91767 
Phone: 626-205-8279 
Fax: 626-249-0479 
 
www.materialcultureconsulting.com 
tria@materialcultureconsulting.com 
 
The content of this email, including attachments, is the confidential property of Material Culture Consulting. If you are not the intended recipient, please delete all copies and notify us immediately. Thank you.
 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Padilla, Lacy (TRBL) <lpadilla@aguacaliente.net> 
Date: Thu, Aug 9, 2018 at 12:53 PM 
Subject: Proposed Ontario Commerce Center Project 
To: "tria@materialcultureconsulting.com" <tria@materialcultureconsulting.com> 
 
 

Greetings,

 

A records check of the Tribal Historic preservation office’s cultural registry revealed that this project is not located within the Tribe’s Traditional Use Area. Therefore, we defer to the other tribes in the area. This letter shall conclude
our consultation efforts.

 

Thank you,

 

Lacy Padilla

Archaeological Technician

Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians

5401 Dinah Shore Drive

Palm Springs, CA 92264

760-699-6956 Of� ice 
760-333-5222 Cell

 

The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and protected from disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the message and deleting it from
your computer
 

https://maps.google.com/?q=2701-B+North+Towne+Avenue+Pomona+CA,+91767&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=2701-B+North+Towne+Avenue+Pomona+CA,+91767&entry=gmail&source=g
http://www.materialcultureconsulting.com/
mailto:tria@materialcultureconsulting.com
mailto:lpadilla@aguacaliente.net
mailto:tria@materialcultureconsulting.com
mailto:tria@materialcultureconsulting.com
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8/10/2018 Material Culture Consulting Mail - Re: CEQA Outreach-Follow up Proposed Ontario Commerce Center Project,City of Ontario, Ontario an…

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ui=2&ik=641502eb01&jsver=uf1hzF8X44o.en.&cbl=gmail_fe_180806.12_p1&view=pt&msg=16524f9d39125cd0&se… 1/1

Sonia Sifuentes <sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com>

Re: CEQA Outreach-Follow up Proposed Ontario Commerce Center Project,City of Ontario, Ontario and Prado Dam USGS quadrangles, San Bernardino County 

Brobinson <brobinson@iwvisp.com> Fri, Aug 10, 2018 at 10:54 AM
Reply-To: Brobinson <brobinson@iwvisp.com>
To: Sonia Sifuentes <sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com>

Ms. Sifuentes, 
 
This project and the Eagles Nest V & IV Aviation Business Park project in  
Chino are outside of our traditional Tribal teritory. The Kern Valley Indian  
Community request you seek comments from tribes in your area. 
 
Robert Robinson 
KVIC Chairman, THPO 
P.O. Box 1010 
Lake Isabella, CA 93240 
W:  760.549.2131 
M:  916.803.3408 
E:   brobinson@iwvisp.com 
      bbutterbredt@gmail.com 
 
-----Original message----- 
From: Sonia Sifuentes sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com 
Date: Fri, 10 Aug 2018 09:23:23 -0700 
To: Tria Belcourt info@materialcultureconsulting.com 
Subject: CEQA Outreach-Follow up Proposed Ontario Commerce Center Project,City of Ontario, Ontario and Prado Dam USGS quadrangles, San Bernardino County 
 
>  Good morning, 
>  
> Material Culture Consulting, Inc (MCC) is attempting a follow-up on our 
> letter (dated July 30, 2018) regarding the proposed Ontario Commerce Center 
> Project, located in the City of Ontario, San Bernardino County, to verify 
> you received the letter and if you had a chance to review the Project Area. 
>  
> Please respond at your earliest convenience if you wish to share any 
> knowledge of cultural resources within or adjacent to the API. Any 
> information, concerns, or recommendations regarding cultural resources with 
> the Project Area can be shared with us via telephone, email, or via 
> standard mail. Thank you very much for your assistance. 
>  
> Sincerely, 
>  
> --  
> Sonia Sifuentes, M.Sc., RPA 
> Archaeologist 
> Material Culture Consulting, Inc. 
> 2701-B North Towne Avenue 
> Pomona CA, 91767 
> Cell: 909-730-8829 
> www.materialcultureconsulting.com 
>  
>  

mailto:brobinson@iwvisp.com
mailto:bbutterbredt@gmail.com
mailto:sonia@materialcultureconsulting.com
mailto:info@materialcultureconsulting.com
http://www.materialcultureconsulting.com/


 
MORONGO BAND OF MISSION INDIANS 

TRIBAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
12700 PUMARRA RD BANNING, CA 92220                                                                           

OFFICE 951-755-5059 FAX 951-572-6004 

 
 
Date:  8/16/2018 
 
Re:   
Ontario Center 
 
Dear, 
Sonia Sifuentes 
Material Culture Consulting 
 
 
The project is outside of Morongo’s ancestral territory and/or areas of tribal affiliation or interest.  
 
Should you fail to make contact with other tribal governments, we ask that you please follow the 
Standard Development Conditions in the attached letter.   
 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Tribal Historic Preservation Office 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
Email: thpo@morongo-nsn.gov 
Phone: (951) 755-5059 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

mailto:thpo@morongo-nsn.gov


 

 

 
 

 
 
 

Standard Development Conditions 
 

 
The Morongo Band of Mission Indians asks that you impose specific conditions regarding cultural and/or 
archaeological resources and buried cultural materials on any development plans or entitlement 
applications as follows: 
 

1. If human remains are encountered during grading and other construction excavation, work in 
the immediate vicinity shall cease and the County Coroner shall be contacted pursuant to State 
Health and Safety Code §7050.5.   
 

2. In the event that Native American cultural resources are discovered during project 
development/construction, all work in the immediate vicinity of the find shall cease and a 
qualified archaeologist meeting Secretary of Interior standards shall be hired to assess the find.  
Work on the overall project may continue during this assessment period.   

 
a. If significant Native American cultural resources are discovered, for which a Treatment Plan 

must be prepared, the developer or his archaeologist shall contact the Morongo Band of 
Mission Indians.  

  
b. If requested by the Tribe1, the developer or the project archaeologist shall, in good faith, 

consult on the discovery and its disposition (e.g. avoidance, preservation, return of artifacts 
to tribe, etc.).    

 

                                                           
1
 The Morongo Band of Mission Indians realizes that there may be additional tribes claiming cultural 

affiliation to the area; however, Morongo can only speak for itself.  The Tribe has no objection if the 
archaeologist wishes to consult with other tribes and if the city wishes to revise the condition to recognize 
other tribes.   



     

     

     

   

   

 

 

 

 

  

  

Appendix D: 

LACM Locality Search Results 

 



Vertebrate Paleontology Section
Telephone: (213) 763-3325

e-mail: smcleod@nhm.org

2 August 2018
Material Culture Consulting
2701-B North Towne Avenue
Pomona, CA   91767

Attn: Julia Carvajal, Archaeologist & GIS Specialist

re: Paleontological resources for the proposed Eucalyptus Ontario Project, in the City of
Ontario, San Bernardino County, project area

Dear Julia:

I have conducted a thorough check of our paleontology collection records for the locality
and specimen data for the proposed Eucalyptus Ontario Project, in the City of Ontario, San
Bernardino County, project area as outlined on the portion of the Prado Dam USGS topographic
quadrangle map that you sent to me via e-mail on 19 July 2018.  We do not have any vertebrate
fossil localities that lie within the proposed project area boundaries, but we do have localities
nearby from sedimentary deposits similar to those that occur at depth in the proposed project
area.

The entire proposed project area has surface deposits that consist of younger Quaternary
Alluvium, derived broadly as alluvial fan deposits from the San Bernardino Mountains to the
north.  These deposits typically do not contain significant vertebrate fossils in the uppermost
layers, but at relatively shallow depth there are probably older Quaternary deposits that may well
contain significant vertebrate fossils. Our closest fossil vertebrate locality from similar older
Quaternary deposits is LACM 7811, just south of due east of southern-most portion of the
proposed project area west of Mira Loma east of Archibald Avenue along Sumner Road north of
Cloverdale Road, that produced a fossil specimen of whipsnake, Masticophis, at a depth of 9 to
11 feet below the surface.  Further to the south-southeast of the proposed project area, on the
northwestern side of Corona west of Cota Street between Railroad Street and Harrington Street,
our vertebrate fossil locality LACM 1207 produced a fossil specimen of deer, Odocoileus. 



Shallow excavations in the younger Quaternary Alluvium exposed throughout the
proposed project area are unlikely to uncover significant fossil vertebrate remains.  Deeper
excavations there that extend down into the older Quaternary sediments, however, may well
encounter significant vertebrate fossils.  Any substantial excavations in the proposed project area,
therefore, should be monitored closely to quickly and professionally recover any fossil remains
while not impeding development.  Sediment samples should also be collected from the finer-
grained deposits in the proposed project area and processed to determine their small fossil
potential.  Any fossils collected should be placed in an accredited scientific institution for the
benefit of current and future generations.

This records search covers only the vertebrate paleontology records of the Natural History
Museum of Los Angeles County.  It is not intended to be a thorough paleontological survey of
the proposed project area covering other institutional records, a literature survey, or any potential
on-site survey.

Sincerely,

Samuel A. McLeod, Ph.D.
Vertebrate Paleontology

enclosure: invoice
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