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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY  

 

Between August and October 2018, at the request of the Altum Group, CRM TECH 

performed a paleontological resource assessment on approximately 13.7 acres of 

public park land on the southern edge of the City of Jurupa Valley, Riverside County, 

California.  The subject property of the study consists of Assessorôs Parcel Number 

163-240-001, which is currently occupied by existing facilities of Horseshoe Lake 

Park, including a walkway, a horse ring, and a desiccated small lake.  It is located 

south of Limonite Avenue, southwest of Van Buren Boulevard, and north of the Santa 

Ana River, in a portion of the Rancho Jurupa (Stearns) land grant lying within T2S 

R6W, San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian. 

 

The study is part of the environmental review process for proposed improvements at 

the park, which include concrete and granite walkways, a horse trail, a bridge, a 

boardwalk, an exercise station, sport fields, games tables, a covered play area, a 

picnic shelter, parking stalls, and landscaping renovation (Figure 3).  The Jurupa Area 

Recreation and Park District (JARPD), as the lead agency for the project, required the 

study in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).  The 

purpose of the study is to provide the City with the necessary information and 

analysis to determine whether the proposed project would potentially disrupt or 

adversely affect any significant, nonrenewable paleontological resources, as 

mandated by CEQA.   

 

In order to identify any paleontological resource localities that may exist in or near 

the project area and to assess the possibility for such resources to be encountered in 

future excavation and construction activities, CRM TECH initiated records searches 

at the appropriate repositories, conducted a literature search, and carried out a 

systematic field survey in accordance with the guidelines of the Society of Vertebrate 

Paleontology.  The results of these research procedures indicate that the sensitivity of 

the project area for paleontological resources ranges from low to high depending on 

the depth of excavation and the types of soils encountered.  Excavations to the depth 

of three feet in the recent alluvial deposits have a low potential to disturb significant, 

nonrenewable paleontological resources, but those reaching deeper than three feet in 

undisturbed sediments may have a high potential to encounter such resources.   

 

Based on these findings, CRM TECH recommends that a paleontological resource 

impact mitigation program be developed to prevent project impact on significant, 

nonrenewable paleontological resources or reduce such impact to a level less than 

significant.  As the primary component of the mitigation program, periodic 

monitoring should be implemented during earth-moving operations above the depth 

of three feet, and full -time monitoring should be required if earth-moving operations 

reach the depth of three feet or if paleontologically sensitive sediments are unearthed 

at shallower depths. 
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INTRODUCTION  

 

Between August and October 2018, at the request of the Altum Group, CRM TECH performed a 

paleontological resource assessment on approximately 13.7 acres of public park land on the southern 

edge of the City of Jurupa Valley, Riverside County, California (Figure 1).  The subject property of 

the study consists of Assessorôs Parcel Number 163-240-001, which is currently occupied by 

existing facilities of Horseshoe Lake Park, including a walkway, a horse ring, and a desiccated small 

lake.  It is located south of Limonite Avenue, southwest of Van Buren Boulevard, and north of the 

Santa Ana River, in a portion of the Rancho Jurupa (Stearns) land grant lying within T2S R6W, San 

Bernardino Baseline and Meridian (Figure 2). 

 

The study is part of the environmental review process for proposed improvements at the park, which 

include concrete and granite walkways, a horse trail, a bridge, a boardwalk, an exercise station, sport 

fields, games tables, a covered play area, a picnic shelter, parking stalls, and landscaping renovation 

(Figure 3).  The Jurupa Area Recreation and Park District (JARPD), as the lead agency for the 

project, required the study in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; 

PRC §21000, et seq.).  The purpose of the study is to provide the City with the necessary 

information and analysis to determine whether the proposed project would potentially disrupt or 

adversely affect any significant, nonrenewable paleontological resources, as mandated by CEQA.   

 

In order to identify any paleontological resource localities that may exist in or near the project area 

and to assess the possibility for such resources to be encountered in future excavation and 

construction activities, CRM TECH initiated records searches at the appropriate repositories,  

 

 
 

Figure 1.  Project vicinity.  (Based on USGS San Bernardino and Santa Ana, Calif., 1:250,000 quadrangles, 1969/1979 

edition)   
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Figure 2.  Project area.  (Based on USGS Riverside West, Calif., 1:24,000 quadrangle, 1980 edition) 
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Figure 3.  Preliminary master plan for the project.   


