
Tel:  909 824 6400        Fax:  909 824 6405 

November 5, 2020 
 
Nicole Sauviat Criste 
Terra Nova Planning and Research, Inc. 
42635 Melanie Place, Suite 101 
Palm Desert, CA 92211 
 
Re: Update to Historical/Archaeological Resources Survey 
 Rancho Mirage Auto Dealership Project; Portion of APN 684-190-007 
 City of Rancho Mirage, Riverside County, California 
 CRM TECH Contract No. 3678 
 
Dear Ms. Criste: 
 
At your request, CRM TECH has completed a cultural resources study on approximately 16 acres of 
vacant land in the City of Rancho Mirage, Riverside County, California.  The subject property of the 
study, consisting of a portion of Assessor’s Parcel No. 684-190-007, is located on the southwest side 
of Highway 111 between its intersections with Mirage Road and Paxton Drive, in the southwest 
quarter of Section 12, T5S R5E, San Bernardino Baseline and Meridian (Figs. 1, 2).   
 
The study is part of the environmental review process for the proposed Rancho Mirage Auto 
Dealership Project, which entails primarily the construction of several automobile dealerships and a 
centralized service facility but also includes associated infrastructure improvements.  The City of 
Rancho Mirage, 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 project would cause a substantial 
adverse change to any “historical resources,” as defined by CEQA, that may exist in the project area. 
 
Background 
 
As you know, the current 16-acre project area was covered entirely by a standard Phase I cultural 
resources survey that CRM TECH completed in 2008 on a total of 61 acres (Tang et al. 2008; see 
Attachment A).  The scope of that study included a historical/archaeological resources records 
search, historical background research, Native American scoping, and a systematic field survey.  
Because the 2008 survey is now 12 years old, it is considered out of date for statutory compliance 
purposes today.  The current study was designed and implemented to update and reexamine its 
findings and conclusions.   
 
Research procedures completed during this study include a review of data gathered during the 2008 
study, an examination of historical aerial photographs that have since become available, a Sacred 
Lands Files search by the State of California Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC), and a 
field inspection of the project area.  A summary of the methods and results of these procedures is 
presented below, along with the final conclusion of the study. 
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Figure 1.  Project area.  (Based on USGS Cathedral City and Rancho Mirage, Calif., 7.5’ quadrangles) 
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Figure 2.  Aerial view of the project area. 
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Previous Cultural Resources Studies in the Project Vicinity 
 
Due to delays caused by facility closure at the Eastern Information Center (EIC) of the California 
Historical Resources Information System during the COVID-19 pandemic, an update to the records 
search conducted in 2008 could not be obtained in time for this report.  Instead, the results of past 
records searches involving the project area and other properties nearby, including one that was 
conducted on the adjacent segment of Highway 111 in 2015, were consulted for pertinent 
information.   
 
During the 2008 study, two previously recorded archaeological sites were found to be located in 
close proximity to the current project area (see Attachment B).  One of these, designated 33-000141 
(CA-RIV-141t) in the California Historical Resources Inventory, was recorded in 1951 without any 
detailed description, although it evidently included a trail of prehistoric—i.e., Native American—
origin (Eberhart and Walker 1951).  The other site, 33-001320 (CA-RIV-1320), was originally 
recorded in 1978 as two rock features and a possibly aboriginal trail (McCarthy 1978), almost 
certainly the same trail recorded at 33-000141. 
 
Outside the project boundaries but within a one-mile radius, EIC records identified at least 11 
previous cultural resources studies on various tracts of land and linear features, including Highway 
111 and the flood control channel located adjacent to the eastern project border (Tang et al. 2008:6-
8; Hogan 2015:2-4).  As a result, at least 17 other prehistoric archaeological sites and 12 historic-
period buildings have been recorded within the one-mile radius (see Tang et al. 2008:8 for further 
details).  The majority of the prehistoric sites were rock cairns in groupings of up to 18, while the 
other sites included bedrock milling features and ceramic scatters. 
 
The 2008 study revealed that a part of the trail recorded at Site 33-000141/33-001320 remained 
extant just outside the southern boundary of the current project area but was unable to verify its 
prehistoric origin (Tang et al. 2008:12; see Attachments A, B).  At the completion of that study, the 
remnants of Site 33-000141/33-001320 were determined not to meet CEQA’s definition of a 
“historical resource” due to the lack of potential for any additional archaeological data (ibid.).  None 
of the other 29 sites identified by the records search results were located in the immediate vicinity of 
the project area.  Therefore, none of them require further consideration during this study. 
 
Supplementary Historical Information 
 
Historic maps consulted during the 2008 study indicate that the first notable man-made feature 
known to be present in the current project area was a building in the western portion of the property, 
which came into being sometime during the 1940s-1950s but was no longer extant by the 1980s 
(USGS 1941; 1959; 1988; see Tang et al. 2008:8-10).  The earliest aerial photograph available from 
the Nationwide Environmental Title Research (NETR) Online website, taken in 1972, demonstrates 
that the building had been removed before that time (NETR Online 1972).   
 
Later aerial photographs show the presence of various dirt roads in the project area by the 1990s and 
of a disturbed and cleared area in the eastern portion of the property in the early 2000s (NETR 
Online 1972-2005; Google Earth 1996-2004).  Meanwhile, the aerial photographs confirm that the 
entire project area lay undeveloped and largely unused from the 1970s until a vehicle storage yard 
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was established in the northwestern corner of the property in 2018-2019 (NETR Online 1972-2016; 
Google Earth 1996-2019). 
 
Sacred Lands File Search 
 
On October 27, 2020, CRM TECH submitted a written request to NAHC for information in the 
Sacred Lands File pertaining to any known Native American cultural resources in the project 
vicinity.  In response, NAHC reported in a letter dated November 2, 2020, that the Sacred Lands File 
identified no Native American cultural resources in or near the project area.  Noting that the absence 
of specific site information would not necessarily indicate the absence of cultural resources, 
however, NAHC recommended that local Native American groups be consulted for further 
information and provided a referral list of potential contacts.  NAHC’s reply is attached to this report 
in Attachment C for reference by the City of Rancho Mirage in future government-to-government 
consultations with the pertinent tribal groups. 
 
Current Condition of the Project Area 
 
The field inspection of the project area was carried out on October 23, 2020, by CRM TECH field 
director Daniel Ballester, M.S.  The survey was completed at a reconnaissance level by walking a 
series of parallel northwest-southeast transects spaced 25 meters (approximately 80 feet) apart.  
Visibility of the natural ground surface was excellent (90%) in most of the project area (Fig. 3) but 
was relatively poor (0-10%) in the vehicle storage yard and the disturbed area in the eastern portion, 
where crushed gravel covers the ground. 
 

 
 
Figure 3.  Overview of the current condition of the project area.  (Photograph taken on October 23, 2020; view to the 

southeast) 
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As in 2008, no historical/archaeological resources were encountered in the current project area 
during the field inspection.  Observations at the location of Site 33-000141/33-001320 indicate that 
the surviving trail segment recorded in 2008 remains extant today within the Santa Rosa and San 
Jacinto Mountains National Monument to the south, separated from the project area by a Big Hon 
Sheep fence, but no evidence of any remnants of the trail was found inside the project boundaries.  
Much of the ground surface in the project area has been disturbed, and parts of it have been cleared 
and leveled.  Modern refuse, of no historical or archaeological interest, was observed throughout the 
area. 
 
Conclusion and Recommendations 
 
In summary, the results of the 2008 study and of research procedures completed during this study 
indicate that no “historical resources” are known to be present within the project area.  Accordingly, 
CRM TECH presents the following recommendations to the City of Rancho Mirage: 
 
 The proposed Rancho Mirage Auto Dealership Project will not cause a substantial adverse 

change to any known historical resources. 
 No further cultural resources investigation is necessary for the project unless development plans 

undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this study. 
 If buried cultural materials are discovered during any earth-moving operations associated with 

the project, all work in that area should be halted or diverted until a qualified archaeologist can 
evaluate the nature and significance of the finds. 

 
Thank you for this opportunity to be of service.  Should you have any questions or need additional 
information, please feel free to contact our office. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Bai “Tom” Tang, M.A. 
Principal, CRM TECH 
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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY 
 

In February and March 2008, at the request of Dudek and Associates, Inc., CRM TECH 
performed a cultural resources study on approximately 61 acres of undeveloped land in the 
City of Rancho Mirage, Riverside County, California.  The subject property of the study 
consists of Assessor's Parcel Nos. 684-130-025 to -027, 684-190-001 and -002, and is located 
to the west of the intersection of Mirage Road and State Highway 111, in the southwest 
quarter of Section 12, T5S R5E, San Bernardino Base Meridian.  The study is part of the 
environmental review process for the proposed subdivision of a portion of the property as 
Tentative Parcel Map No. 35684.  The City of Rancho Mirage, as 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 of Rancho Mirage with the necessary 
information and analysis to determine whether the proposed project would cause substantial 
adverse changes to any historical/archaeological resources that may exist in or around the 
project area, as mandated by CEQA.  In order to identify and evaluate such resources, CRM 
TECH conducted a historical/archaeological resources records search, pursued historical 
background research, contacted Native American representatives, and carried out a 
systematic field survey.   
 
The results of these research procedures indicate that two prehistoric—i.e., Native 
American—archaeological sites were previously identified within the project area.  One of 
these, 33-141 (CA-RIV-141t), was recorded in 1951 with no detailed site description, 
although it evidently included a trail.  The other site, 33-1320 (CA-RIV-1320), was recorded 
in 1978-1986 as two rock features and a possible aboriginal trail, almost certainly the same 
one recorded at 33-141.  During the present study, a small segment of the trail was observed 
in the project area, but the age of the minor, nondescript trail is impossible to ascertain.  The 
other features recorded at Site 33-1320 are no longer present today.  No artifacts were found 
in association with the trail, nor was there any indication of subsurface archaeological 
deposits.  Since a prehistoric or historic origin could not be established for the trail, and since 
the area demonstrates little potential for additional archaeological data, what remains of Sites 
33-141 and 33-1320 does not appear to meet the definition of a "historical resource," as 
provided in CEQA.  
 
Based on the research results summarized above, CRM TECH recommends to the City of 
Rancho Mirage a finding that the proposed project will have No Impact on any "historical 
resources."  No further cultural resources investigation is recommended for the project unless 
development plans undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this study.  
However, if buried cultural materials are encountered during any earth-moving operations 
associated with the project, all work in that area should be halted or diverted until a qualified 
archaeologist can evaluate the nature and significance of the finds. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 
In February and March 2008, at the request of Dudek and Associates, Inc., CRM TECH performed a 
cultural resources study on approximately 61 acres of undeveloped land in the City of Rancho 
Mirage, Riverside County, California (Fig. 1).  The subject property of the study consists of 
Assessor's Parcel Nos. 684-130-025 to -027, 684-190-001 and -002, and is located to the west of the 
intersection of Mirage Road and State Highway 111, in the southwest quarter of Section 12, T5S 
R5E, San Bernardino Base Meridian (Fig. 2).  The study is part of the environmental review process 
for the proposed subdivision of a portion of the property as Tentative Parcel Map No. 35684.  The 
City of Rancho Mirage, as Lead Agency for the project, required the study in compliance with the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA; PRC §21000, et seq.). 
 
CRM TECH performed the present study to provide the City of Rancho Mirage with the necessary 
information and analysis to determine whether the proposed project would cause substantial adverse 
changes to any historical/archaeological resources that may exist in or around the project area, as 
mandated by CEQA.  In order to identify and evaluate such resources, CRM TECH conducted a 
historical/archaeological resources records search, pursued historical background research, contacted 
Native American representatives, and carried out a systematic field survey.  The following report is a 
complete account of the methods, results, and final conclusion of the study. 
 

 
 
Figure 1.  Project vicinity.  (Based on USGS Santa Ana, Calif., 1:250,000 quadrangle [USGS 1979])   
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Figure 2.  Project area.  (Based on USGS Cathedral City and Rancho Mirage, Calif., 1:24,000 quadrangles [USGS 1981; 

1988])   
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SETTING 
 
CURRENT NATURAL SETTING 
 
The City of Rancho Mirage is situated on the western edge of the Coachella Valley, a northwest-
southeast trending desert valley that constitutes the westernmost portion of the Colorado Desert.  
Dictated by this geographic setting, the climate and environment of the region are typical of southern 
California's desert country, marked by extremes in temperature and aridity.  Temperatures in the 
region reach over 120 degrees in summer, and dip to near freezing in winter.  Average annual 
precipitation is less than five inches, and average annual evaporation rate exceeds three feet.   
 
The project area lies directly at the northeastern foot of the Haystack Mountain, a part of the San 
Jacinto Mountains, and is bounded by State Highway 111 on the north and by a concrete-lined 
stormwater channel on the east.  The terrain in the northeastern portion of the project area, where the 
development of Tentative Parcel Map No. 35684 is planned, is relatively level (Fig. 3), with 
elevations rising approximately from 250 feet to 350 feet above mean sea level.  The southwestern 
portion of the property, in contrast, rises steeply from 350 feet to 700 feet in elevation.  Soils on the 
property consist mostly of light brown, coarse alluvial sands, with some rocks and small boulders. 
Vegetation observed includes creosotes bushes, chollas, brittle brush, and other small desert grasses 
and shrubs.   
 
CULTURAL SETTING 
 
Prehistoric Context 
 
The Coachella Valley is a historical center of Native American settlement, where U.S. surveyors 
noted large numbers of Indian villages and rancherías, occupied by the Cahuilla people, in the mid-  
 

 
 
Figure 3.  Overview of the current natural setting of the project area.  (Photo taken on February 29, 2008; view of the 

northwest)  
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19th century.  The Cahuilla, a Takic-speaking people of hunters and gatherers, are generally divided 
by anthropologists into three groups, according to their geographic setting: the Pass Cahuilla of the 
San Gorgonio Pass-Palm Springs area, the Mountain Cahuilla of the San Jacinto and Santa Rosa 
Mountains and the Cahuilla Valley, and the Desert Cahuilla of the eastern Coachella Valley.  The 
basic written sources on Cahuilla culture and history include Kroeber (1925), Strong (1929), and 
Bean (1978).  The following ethnohistoric discussion is based primarily on these sources. 
 
The Cahuilla did not have a single name that referred to an all-inclusive tribal affiliation.  Instead, 
membership was in terms of lineages or clans.  Each lineage or clan belonged to one of two main 
divisions of the people, known as moieties.  Members of clans in one moiety had to marry into clans 
from the other moiety.  Individual clans had villages, or central places, and territories they called 
their own, for purposes of hunting game, gathering food, or utilizing other necessary resources.  
They interacted with other clans through trade, intermarriage, and ceremonies. 
 
Population data prior to European contact are almost impossible to obtain, but estimates range from 
3,600 to as high as 10,000 persons.  During the 19th century, however, the Cahuilla population was 
decimated as a result of European diseases, most notably smallpox, for which the Native peoples had 
no immunity.  Today, Native Americans of Pass or Desert Cahuilla heritage are mostly affiliated 
with one or more of the Indian reservations in and near the Coachella Valley, including Agua 
Caliente, Torres Martinez, Augustine, Cabazon, and Morongo. 
 
Historic Context 
 
In 1823-1825, José Romero, José Maria Estudillo, and Romualdo Pacheco, leading a series of 
expeditions in search of a route to Yuma, became the first noted European explorers to travel 
through the Coachella Valley.  However, due to its harsh environment, few non-Indians ventured 
into the desert valley during the Mexican and early American periods, except those who traveled 
across it along the established trails.  The most important among these trails was the Cocomaricopa 
Trail, an ancient Indian trading route that was "discovered" in 1862 by William David Bradshaw and 
became known thereafter as the Bradshaw Trail.  In much of the Coachella Valley, this historic 
wagon road traversed a similar course to that of present-day Highway 111.  During the 1860s-1870s, 
the Bradshaw Trail served as the main thoroughfare between coastal southern California and the 
Colorado River, until the completion of the Southern Pacific Railroad in 1876-1877 brought an end 
to its heyday. 
 
Non-Indian settlement in the Coachella Valley began in the 1870s, with the establishment of railroad 
stations along the Southern Pacific Railroad, and spread further in the 1880s, after public land was 
opened for claims under the Homestead Act, the Desert Land Act, and other federal land laws.  
Farming became the dominant economic activity in the valley, thanks to the development of 
underground water sources, often in the form of artesian wells.  But it was not until the completion 
of the Coachella Canal in 1948-1949 that farmers in the arid region obtained an adequate and 
reliable water supply.  The main agricultural staple in the Coachella Valley, the date palm, was first 
introduced around the turn of the century.  By the late 1910s, the date palm industry had firmly 
established itself, giving the region its celebrated image of "the Arabia of America."  Starting in the 
1920s, a new industry, featuring equestrian camps, resort hotels, and eventually country clubs, 
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gradually spread throughout the Coachella Valley, and since then transformed it into southern 
California's leading winter retreat. 
 
In the Rancho Mirage area, the first notable settlement activities occurred in the 1910s-1920s, when 
several date ranches were established in the present-day city boundary.  In 1924, R. P. "Bert" Davie 
and E. E. McIntyre subdivided the Rancho Rio del Sol Estates around today's Clancy Lane, creating 
a small community nicknamed "Little Santa Monica."  Ten years later, Louis Blankenhorn and 
Laurence Macomber began a new subdivision at the mouth of Magnesia Spring Canyon, and for the 
first time bestowed the name Rancho Mirage on the community.  After the end of WWII, Rancho 
Mirage embarked on a period of rapid growth.  With the development of the Thunderbird Country 
Club and the Tamarisk Country Club in 1951-1952, Rancho Mirage set the trend in the post-WWII 
boom among the five cove communities along Highway 111.  This trend has continued to the present 
time, and has given rise to Rancho Mirage's popular reputation as the "country club city." 
 
 

RESEARCH METHODS 
 
RECORDS SEARCH 
 
On February 21, 2008, CRM TECH archaeologist Nina Gallardo (see App. 1 for qualifications) 
conducted the historical/archaeological resources records search at the Eastern Information Center 
(EIC), University of California, Riverside.  During the records search, Gallardo examined maps and 
records on file at the EIC for previously identified cultural resources in or near the project area, and 
existing cultural resources reports pertaining to the vicinity.  Previously identified cultural resources 
include properties designated as California Historical Landmarks, Points of Historical Interest, or 
Riverside County Landmarks, as well as those listed in the National Register of Historic Places, the 
California Register of Historical Resources, or the California Historical Resource Information 
System. 
 
HISTORICAL RESEARCH 
 
Historical background research for this study was conducted by CRM TECH historian Bai "Tom" 
Tang (see App. 1 for qualifications) on the basis of published literature in local and regional history 
and historic maps of the Rancho Mirage area.  Among maps consulted for this study were the U.S. 
General Land Office's (GLO) land survey plat maps dated 1856 and the U.S. Geological Survey's 
(USGS) topographic maps dated 1904, 1941, and 1958-1959.  These maps are collected at the 
Science Library of the University of California, Riverside, and the California Desert District of the 
U.S. Bureau of Land Management, located in Moreno Valley.   
 
NATIVE AMERICAN PARTICIPATION 
 
On February 20, 2008, CRM TECH submitted a written request to the State of California's Native 
American Heritage Commission for a records search in the commission's sacred lands file.  
Following the Native American Heritage Commission's recommendations, CRM TECH contacted a 
total of 18 Native American representatives in the region in writing on February 23 to solicit local 
Native American input regarding any potential cultural resources concerns over the proposed  
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project.  The correspondences between CRM TECH and the Native American representatives are 
attached to this report in Appendix 2. 
 
FIELD SURVEY 
 
On February 29, 2008, CRM TECH field director Daniel Ballester (see App. 1 for qualifications) 
and project archaeologist Andrea Stella carried out the on-foot field survey of the project area.  The 
level northeastern portion of the property was surveyed at an intensive level along parallel 
northwest-southeast transects spaced 15 meters (approx. 50 feet) apart.  The steep hillside in the 
southwestern portion was surveyed at a reconnaissance level by following the ridge lines, inspecting 
relatively level spots, and examining the surface of boulders for possible human alterations.  Using 
these various methods, the entire project area was systematically surveyed for any evidence of 
human activities dating to the prehistoric or historic periods (i.e., 50 years ago or older).  Ground 
visibility was good to excellent (80-100%) due to the sparse, scattered vegetation.   
 
 

RESULTS AND FINDINGS 
 
RECORDS SEARCH 
 
According to EIC records, a small portion of the project area on the eastern edge was apparently 
covered by past cultural resource studies (Fig. 4), and two prehistoric—i.e., Native American—
archaeological sites were previously recorded on the property.  One of these, 33-141 (CA-RIV-141t), 
was recorded in 1951 with no detailed site description (Eberhart and Walker 1951), although it 
evidently included a trail, judging from the site designation.  As shown in the EIC's maps, the site 
was found across the level area in the northeastern portion of the property. 
 
The other site, 33-1320 (CA-RIV-1320), was originally recorded in 1978 as consisting of two rock 
features, one of which might not be of prehistoric origin, and a possible aboriginal trail (McCarthy 
1978).  Based on its location as depicted in the site record (ibid.), this trail was almost certainly the 
same one recorded at Site 33-141.  A site record update compiled in 1980, describing the rock 
features as circular stone alignments, speculates that they may represent the remnants of 
prehistoric house floors, and states that one of the rock features had been altered (Clevenger and 
Sullivan 1980).  By 1986, erosion and construction had impacted the site, as a new site record 
update describes its integrity at that time as "poor" (McCarthy 1986).  The site was found in the 
southeastern portion of the project area, and no artifacts were observed nearby during any of the 
site visits between 1978 and 1986. 
 
Outside the project boundaries but within a one-mile radius, EIC records show at least six additional 
cultural resources studies covering various tracts of land and linear features (Fig. 4).  As a result of 
these and other similar studies in the vicinity, 17 other prehistoric archaeological sites and 12 
historic-period buildings were previously recorded within the scope of the records search, as listed in 
Table 1.  None of these sites or buildings was located in the immediate vicinity of the project area, 
and thus none of them requires further consideration during this study. 
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Figure 4.  Previous cultural resources studies in the vicinity of the project area, listed by EIC file number.  Locations of 

historical/archaeological sites are not shown as a protective measure. 
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Table 1.  Previously Recorded Cultural Resources within the Scope of the Records Search  
Site No. Recorded by/Date Description 

33-141* Eberhart and Walker 1951 No description available; possible prehistoric trail
33-1320* McCarthy 1978; Clevenger and 

Sullivan 1980; McCarthy 1986
Two rock features and a possible aboriginal trail segment 

33-1321 McCarthy 1978; Clevenger and 
Jerthberg 1980 

Boulder with metate 

33-1322 Various 1971-1997 Rows of rock cairns
33-1323 Clevenger and Cooley 1980 Boulder with two metates
33-1324 Clevenger and Demcak 1980 Boulder with one mortar and two or three grinding slicks
33-1325 McCarthy 1978; 1986 Ceramic sherd scatter
33-1326 McCarthy 1978 Trails, manos, and possible rock feature 
33-3048 McCarthy 1986 Fifteen ceramic sherds
33-3049 McCarthy 1986 Two slicks on a boulder
33-3050 McCarthy 1986 Three slicks on a boulder
33-3051 McCarthy 1986 Small ceramic sherd scatter
33-3052 McCarthy 1986 Boulder with one slick
33-3053 McCarthy 1986; Moffitt 1997 Rock cairns
33-3054 Moffitt 1997 Rock cairns
33-5511 Yoxsimer 1982 Rancho Mirage Post Offic, 1940s 
33-5635 Young 1982 Vernacular wood-frame/stucco house, 1935-1936
33-5636 Young 1982 Les Clancy's Rancho: house built of native stone, 1932
33-5672 Warner 1982 Vernacular adobe house, ca. 1938 
33-5673 Warner 1982 Vernacular ranch house, 1930s 
33-5674 Warner 1982 Vernacular ranch house, 1951
33-5675 Warner 1982 Vernacular ranch house, 1951
33-5676 Warner 1982 Vernacular ranch house, 1947
33-5677 Warner 1982 Vernacular ranch house, 1938
33-5678 Warner 1982 Vernacular ranch house, 1946
33-5679 Warner 1982 Vernacular ranch house, 1934
33-5680 Warner 1982 California Ranch-style residence, 1930s 
33-7920 Moffitt 1997 Five rock cairns
33-7921 Moffitt 1997 Nine rock cairns
33-7922 Moffitt 1997 Eighteen rock cairns
33-7923 Moffitt 1997 Seventeen rock cairns
* Recorded within the current project boundaries. 

 
HISTORICAL RESEARCH 
 
Historic maps consulted for this study confirm that settlement and land development activities in the 
project vicinity began in the early 20th century.  In the 1850s, when the U.S. government conducted 
the first official land survey in the Coachella Valley, the surveyors found no evidence of any human 
activities in or near the project area (Fig. 5).  At that time, a road traversing approximately a mile 
northeast of the project location, undoubtedly a part of the historic Cocomaricopa-Bradshaw Trail, 
was the only man-made feature in the general vicinity (Fig. 5).  By the early 20th century, the course 
of the road had come much closer to the project area (Fig. 6).  Other than the road, however, the 
surrounding area continued to be devoid of any notable man-made features (Fig. 6). 
 
The town of Rancho Mirage was founded by Louis Blankenhorn and Laurence Macomber in the 
mid-1930s, as mentioned previously, and by the 1950s the growth of the cove community had 
reached the eastern border of the project area (Figs. 7, 8).  Also in the 1950s, the first man-made  
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Figure 5.  The project area and vicinity in 1855-1856.  

(Source: GLO 1856a; 1856b)   

 
 
Figure 6.  The project area and vicinity in 1901.  (Source: 

USGS 1904)  
 

 
 
Figure 7.  The project area and vicinity in 1941.  (Source: 

USGS 1941a; 1941b)   

 

 
 
Figure 8.  The project area and vicinity in 1951-1959.  

(Source: USGS 1958; 1959)   
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feature within the project boundaries, a lone building of unknown nature, was noted in the northern 
portion of the property (Fig. 8).  By the 1980s, however, that building was evidently no longer 
present (Fig. 2).  The steep hillside in the southwestern portion of the project area, meanwhile, 
appears to have remained unsettled and undeveloped throughout the historic period. 
 
NATIVE AMERICAN PARTICIPATION 
 
In response to CRM TECH's inquiry, the Native American Heritage Commission reports that the 
sacred lands record search identified no Native American cultural resources in the project area.  
However, noting that "the absence of specific site information in the Sacred Lands File does not 
guarantee the absence of cultural resources in any 'area of potential effect'," the commission 
suggested that local Native American representatives be contacted for additional information, and 
provided a list of potential contacts in the region (see App. 2). 
 
Upon receiving the commission's response, CRM TECH initiated correspondence with all 14 
individuals on the referral list and the organizations they represent.  In addition, John Gomez, Jr., 
Cultural Resources Coordinator for the Ramona Band of Cahuilla Indians, Maurice Chacon, Cultural 
Resources Coordinator for the Cahuilla Band of Indians, Darren Hill, Cultural Resources 
Coordinator for the Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians, and Anna Hoover, Cultural Analysis for the 
Temecula (Pechanga) Band of Luiseño Indians, were also contacted.  As of this time, two written 
responses (see App. 2) and two verbal responses have been received. 
 
In a letter dated February 28, Mr. Hill identifies the APE as a part of his tribe's ancestral lands.  He 
requests copies of all archaeological documentations pertaining to the project and further 
consultation with the project proponents and the Lead Agency.  Mr. Gomez states in his letter dated 
March 17 that the project area lies within traditional Cahuilla territory.  While the tribe cannot 
provide additional information regarding cultural resources in the project vicinity, Mr. Gomez 
requests a copy of this cultural resources report and reserves the right to comment further after 
reviewing the report. 
 
During a telephone conversation on February 25, Goldie Walker of the Serrano Band of Indians 
requested to be notified if any cultural resources were discovered in the project area.  Anthony 
Morales, Chairperson of the Gabrielino/Tongva San Gabriel Band of Mission Indians replied by 
telephone on March 12.  Mr. Morales was particularly concerned about Native American cultural 
materials being unearthed during ground-disturbing activities.  He recommended archaeological 
monitoring, and also requested notification of any archaeological discoveries.  
 
FIELD SURVEY 
 
During the field survey, only one of the archaeological features previously recorded at Sites 33-141 
and 33-1320, the trail of possible prehistoric origin, was found to be present within the project area 
today.  However, instead of extending several hundred meters across the northeastern portion of the 
project area, as depicted in the EIC's site location map for 33-141 and described in the existing site 
record for 33-1320 (McCarthy 1986), only some 75 meters of the trail lying across the saddle of a 
ridge remains in existence.   



 11

No other archaeological features or artifacts were found in the vicinity of the trail, which has clearly 
been used for an extended period of time, but demonstrates no identifiable prehistoric or historic 
characteristics.  Since this trail segment is no longer connected to any known components of the 
prehistoric or historic trail system in the Coachella Valley, and since it is not shown in any of the 
historic maps, the age of the trail—or whether it is indeed prehistoric in origin—is impossible to 
determine without any associated features or artifacts. 
 
To the north of the trail segment, where the bulk of Site 33-141 was once located, the ground surface 
has been extensively disturbed by heavy construction equipment, presumably obliterating any trace 
of the rest of the site.  Neither of the two rock features previously recorded at Site 33-1320 could be 
found, although their exact location was pinpointed in the field on the basis of UTM coordinates, 
photographs, and description of surrounding vegetation, and was inspected carefully during the 
survey.  While modern trash was observed throughout the property, no other features or artifacts of 
potential prehistoric or historic origin were discovered within or adjacent to the project boundaries. 
 
 

DISCUSSION 
 
The purpose of this study is to identify any cultural resources within or adjacent to the project area, 
and to assist the City of Rancho Mirage in determining whether such resources meet the official 
definition of "historical resources," as provided in the California Public Resources Code, in 
particular CEQA. 
 
DEFINITION 
 
According to PRC §5020.1(j), "'historical resource' includes, but is not limited to, any object, 
building, site, area, place, record, or manuscript which is historically or archaeologically significant, 
or is significant in the architectural, engineering, scientific, economic, agricultural, educational, 
social, political, military, or cultural annals of California."  More specifically, CEQA guidelines state 
that the term "historical resources" applies to any such resources listed in or determined to be 
eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, included in a local register of 
historical resources, or determined to be historically significant by the Lead Agency (Title 14 CCR 
§15064.5(a)(1)-(3)). 
 
Regarding the proper criteria for the evaluation of historical significance, CEQA guidelines mandate 
that "a resource shall be considered by the lead agency to be 'historically significant' if the resource 
meets the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources" (Title 14 CCR 
§15064.5(a)(3)).  A resource may be listed in the California Register if it meets any of the following 
criteria: 
 

(1) Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of 
California's history and cultural heritage.  

(2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past. 
(3) Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, 

or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values.  
(4) Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.  (PRC 

§5024.1(c)) 
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EVALUATION 
 
In summary of the research results discussed above, while two prehistoric archaeological sites, 33-
141 and 33-1320, were previously identified within the project area, the only feature of possible 
prehistoric or historic origin remaining in existence today is a small segment of a trail, which was 
recorded as a component of both sites.  The other components of 33-141 and 33-1320 are no longer 
present today, probably removed during past ground disturbances.   
 
The trail segment found during this study survives out of context as a result of the extensive 
disturbances in the surrounding area, and lacks any documentation or associated features/artifacts in 
support of a prehistoric or historic origin.  As such, the age of this minor, nondescript feature is 
impossible to ascertain, nor is it likely to contribute any important archaeological data beyond its 
very existence.  No artifacts were found in the area where the balance of Sites 33-141 and 33-1320 
was once located, nor was there any indication of subsurface archaeological deposits.  Since the area 
demonstrates little potential for any additional archaeological data, what remains of Sites 33-141 and 
33-1320 does not appear eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, and 
does not meet the definition of a "historical resource," as provided in CEQA.  
 
 

CONCLUSION AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
CEQA establishes that "a project that may cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a 
historical resource is a project that may have a significant effect on the environment" (PRC 
§21084.1).  "Substantial adverse change," according to PRC §5020.1(q), "means demolition, 
destruction, relocation, or alteration such that the significance of a historical resource would be 
impaired." 
 
Since the remnant of Sites 33-141 and 33-1320 does not appear to qualify as a "historical resource," 
as defined by CEQA, and since no other potential "historical resources" were encountered during the 
course of this study, CRM TECH presents the following recommendations to the City of Rancho 
Mirage: 
 
 No historical resources exist within or adjacent to the project area, and thus the project as 

currently proposed will not cause a substantial adverse change to any known historical resources. 
 No further cultural resources investigation is necessary for the proposed project unless 

development plans undergo such changes as to include areas not covered by this study. 
 If buried cultural materials are discovered during any earth-moving operations associated with 

the project, all work in that area should be halted or diverted until a qualified archaeologist can 
evaluate the nature and significance of the finds. 
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APPENDIX 1: 
PERSONNEL QUALIFICATIONS 

 
PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR/HISTORIAN 

Bai "Tom" Tang, M.A. 
 
Education 
 
1988-1993 Graduate Program in Public History/Historic Preservation, UC Riverside. 
1987 M.A., American History, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut. 
1982 B.A., History, Northwestern University, Xi'an, China. 
 
2000 "Introduction to Section 106 Review," presented by the Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation and the University of Nevada, Reno. 
1994 "Assessing the Significance of Historic Archaeological Sites," presented by the 

Historic Preservation Program, University of Nevada, Reno. 
 
Professional Experience 
 
2002- Principal Investigator, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California. 
1993-2002 Project Historian/Architectural Historian, CRM TECH, Riverside, California. 
1993-1997 Project Historian, Greenwood and Associates, Pacific Palisades, California. 
1991-1993 Project Historian, Archaeological Research Unit, UC Riverside. 
1990 Intern Researcher, California State Office of Historic Preservation, Sacramento. 
1990-1992 Teaching Assistant, History of Modern World, UC Riverside. 
1988-1993 Research Assistant, American Social History, UC Riverside. 
1985-1988 Research Assistant, Modern Chinese History, Yale University. 
1985-1986 Teaching Assistant, Modern Chinese History, Yale University. 
1982-1985 Lecturer, History, Xi'an Foreign Languages Institute, Xi'an, China. 
 
Honors and Awards 
 
1988-1990 University of California Graduate Fellowship, UC Riverside. 
1985-1987 Yale University Fellowship, Yale University Graduate School. 
1980, 1981 President's Honor List, Northwestern University, Xi'an, China. 
 
Cultural Resources Management Reports 
 
Preliminary Analyses and Recommendations Regarding California's Cultural Resources Inventory 
System (With Special Reference to Condition 14 of NPS 1990 Program Review Report).  California 
State Office of Historic Preservation working paper, Sacramento, September 1990. 
 
Numerous cultural resources management reports with the Archaeological Research Unit, 
Greenwood and Associates, and CRM TECH, since October 1991. 
 
Membership 
 
California Preservation Foundation. 
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PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR/ARCHAEOLOGIST 
Michael Hogan, Ph.D., RPA* 

 
Education 
 
1991 Ph.D., Anthropology, University of California, Riverside. 
1981 B.S., Anthropology, University of California, Riverside; with honors. 
1980-1981 Education Abroad Program, Lima, Peru. 
 
2002 Section 106—National Historic Preservation Act: Federal Law at the Local Level.  

UCLA Extension Course #888.  
2002 "Recognizing Historic Artifacts," workshop presented by Richard Norwood, 

Historical Archaeologist. 
2002 "Wending Your Way through the Regulatory Maze," symposium presented by the 

Association of Environmental Professionals. 
1992 "Southern California Ceramics Workshop," presented by Jerry Schaefer. 
1992 "Historic Artifact Workshop," presented by Anne Duffield-Stoll. 
 
Professional Experience 
 
2002- Principal Investigator, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California. 
1999-2002 Project Archaeologist/Field Director, CRM TECH, Riverside. 
1996-1998 Project Director and Ethnographer, Statistical Research, Inc., Redlands. 
1992-1998 Assistant Research Anthropologist, University of California, Riverside 
1992-1995 Project Director, Archaeological Research Unit, U. C. Riverside. 
1993-1994 Adjunct Professor, Riverside Community College, Mt. San Jacinto College, U.C. 

Riverside, Chapman University, and San Bernardino Valley College. 
1991-1992 Crew Chief, Archaeological Research Unit, U. C. Riverside. 
1984-1998 Archaeological Technician, Field Director, and Project Director for various southern 

California cultural resources management firms. 
 
Research Interests 
 
Cultural Resource Management, Southern Californian Archaeology, Settlement and Exchange 
Patterns, Specialization and Stratification, Culture Change, Native American Culture, Cultural 
Diversity. 
 
Cultural Resources Management Reports 
 
Author and co-author of, contributor to, and principal investigator for numerous cultural resources 
management study reports since 1986.   
 
Memberships 
 
* Register of Professional Archaeologists; Society for American Archaeology; Society for California 
Archaeology; Pacific Coast Archaeological Society; Coachella Valley Archaeological Society. 
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PROJECT ARCHAEOLOGIST/REPORT WRITER 

Deirdre Encarnación, M.A. 
 
Education 
 
2003 M.A., Anthropology, San Diego State University, California. 
2000 B.A., Anthropology, minor in Biology, with honors; San Diego State University, 

California. 
1993 A.A., Communications, Nassau Community College, Garden City, N.Y. 
 
2001  Archaeological Field School, San Diego State University. 
2000  Archaeological Field School, San Diego State University. 
 
Professional Experience 
 
2004- Project Archaeologist/Report Writer, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California. 
2001-2003 Part-time Lecturer, San Diego State University, California. 
2001  Research Assistant for Dr. Lynn Gamble, San Diego State University. 
2001  Archaeological Collection Catalog, SDSU Foundation. 
 
 

PROJECT ARCHAEOLOGIST 
Nina Gallardo, B.A. 

 
Education 
 
2004 B.A., Anthropology/Law and Society, University of California, Riverside. 
 
Professional Experience 
 
2004- Project Archaeologist, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California. 

 • Surveys, excavations, mapping, and records searches. 
 
Honors and Awards 
 
2000-2002 Dean's Honors List, University of California, Riverside. 
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PROJECT ARCHAEOLOGIST/FIELD DIRECTOR 

Daniel Ballester, B.A. 
 
Education 
 
1998 B.A., Anthropology, California State University, San Bernardino. 
1997 Archaeological Field School, University of Las Vegas and University of California, 

Riverside. 
1994 University of Puerto Rico, Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico. 
 
2007 Certificate in Geographic Information Systems (GIS), California State University, 

San Bernardino. 
2002 "Historic Archaeology Workshop," presented by Richard Norwood, Base 

Archaeologist, Edwards Air Force Base; presented at CRM TECH, Riverside, 
California. 

 
Professional Experience 
 
2002- Field Director, CRM TECH, Riverside/Colton, California. 
 • Report writing, site record preparation, and supervisory responsibilities over all 

aspects of fieldwork and field crew. 
1999-2002 Project Archaeologist, CRM TECH, Riverside, California. 
 • Survey, testing, data recovery, monitoring, and mapping. 
1998-1999 Field Crew, K.E.A. Environmental, San Diego, California. 
 • Two and a half months of excavations on Topomai village site, Marine Corp Air 

Station, Camp Pendleton. 
1998 Field Crew, A.S.M. Affiliates, Encinitas, California. 
 • Two weeks of excavations on a site on Red Beach, Camp Pendleton, and two 

weeks of survey in Camp Pendleton, Otay Mesa, and Encinitas. 
1998 Field Crew, Archaeological Research Unit, University of California, Riverside. 
 • Two weeks of survey in Anza Borrego Desert State Park and Eureka Valley, 

Death Valley National Park. 
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APPENDIX 2 
 

CORRESPONDENCE WITH 
NATIVE AMERICAN REPRESENTATIVES* 

 

 
* A total of 18 local Native American representatives were contacted; a sample letter is included in this report. 



 

 
 

 CRM TECH 

FFAAXX  CCOOVVEERR  SS HHEEEETT  
 

 
 

 
RE: Sacred Land records search 
 
 
 
This is to request a Sacred Lands records search  
 
 

Name of project: 
APNs 684-130-025 to -027, 684-190-001, and -002; 
CRM TECH #2215 (Rancho Mirage/Hwy. 111) 
 
Project size: 
25 acres plus ridge tops 
 
Location:   
In the City of Rancho Mirage  
Riverside County 
 
USGS 7.5' quad sheet data:   
Cathedral City & Rancho Mirage, Calif. 
Section 12, T5S R5E, SBBM  

 
 
Please call if you need more information or have any questions.  
Results may be faxed to the number above.  I appreciate your 
assistance in this matter.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Map included 
 

1016 E. Cooley Drive 
Suite B 

Colton, CA 92324 
909ꞏ824ꞏ6400ꞏTel  
9 0 9 ꞏ 8 2 4 ꞏ 6 4 0 5 ꞏ F a x  

 
 

To: 
        Native American  
 Heritage Commission  

 
Fax: 
      (916) 657-5390  
 
 
From: 
 

            Nina Gallardo  
 
Date: 
         February 20, 2008   

 
Number of pages (including this 
cover sheet):  
 

   2    
 
HARDCOPY: 
 
    will follow by mail 
 
 √   will not follow unless 

requested 
 
  

 

 









 

 
February 23, 2008 

 
Darren Hill, Cultural Resources Coordinator 
Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians 
P. O. Box 487 
San Jacinto, CA 92381 
 
RE: Assessor's Parcel Nos. 684-130-025 to -027, 684-190-001 and -002 
 In the City of Rancho Mirage, Riverside County 
 CRM TECH Contract #2215 
 
 
 
Dear Mr. Hill: 
 
As part of a cultural resources study on the properties referenced above, I am writing to request your 
input on potential Native American cultural resources in or near the project area.  Please respond at 
your earliest convenience if you have any specific knowledge of sacred/religious sites or other sites 
of Native American traditional cultural value within or near the project area.  The lead agency for 
this project is the City of Rancho Mirage for CEQA-compliance purposes.   
 
The properties are located on the southwest corner of State Highway 111 and Mirage Road, in the 
City of Rancho Mirage, Riverside County.  The accompanying map, based on the USGS Rancho 
Mirage, Calif., 7.5' quadrangle, depicts the location of the project area in the southwest quarter of 
Section 12, T5S R5E, SBBM. 
 
Any information, concerns or recommendations regarding cultural resources in the vicinity of the 
project area may be forwarded to CRM TECH by telephone, e-mail, facsimile or standard mail.  
Requests for documentation or information we cannot provide will be forwarded to our client and/or 
the lead agency.  We would also like to clarify that CRM TECH, acting on behalf of Dudek and 
Associates, Inc., is not the appropriate entity to initiate government-to-government consultations.  
Thank you for the time and effort in addressing this important matter. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
 
 
Laura Hensley Shaker 
CRM TECH 
 
Encl.: Project location map 
 









 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENT B 
 

CALIFORNIA HISTORICAL RESOURCES INVENTORY 
RECORD FORMS 

 
Sites 33-000141 (CA-RIV-141t) and 33-001320 (CA-RIV-1320) 

(Confidential) 
 
  



























 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ATTACHMENT C 
 

SACRED LANDS FILE SEARCH RESULT 
 



 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA         Gavin Newsom, Governor 
 

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION 
 

 

 

 

Page 1 of 1 

 

November 2, 2020 

 

Nina Gallardo 

CRM TECH 

 

Via Email to: ngallardo@crmtech.us  

 

Re: Proposed Highway 111 Development Project, Riverside County  

 

Dear Ms. Gallardo: 

  

A record search of the Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) Sacred Lands File (SLF) 

was completed for the information you have submitted for the above referenced project.  The 

results were negative. However, the absence of specific site information in the SLF does not 

indicate the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Other sources of cultural 

resources should also be contacted for information regarding known and recorded sites.   

 

Attached is a list of Native American tribes who may also have knowledge of cultural resources 

in the project area.  This list should provide a starting place in locating areas of potential 

adverse impact within the proposed project area.  I suggest you contact all of those indicated; 

if they cannot supply information, they might recommend others with specific knowledge.  By 

contacting all those listed, your organization will be better able to respond to claims of failure to 

consult with the appropriate tribe. If a response has not been received within two weeks of 

notification, the Commission requests that you follow-up with a telephone call or email to 

ensure that the project information has been received.   

 

If you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from tribes, please notify 

me.  With your assistance, we can assure that our lists contain current information.  

 

If you have any questions or need additional information, please contact me at my email 

address: Andrew.Green@nahc.ca.gov.    

 

 

Sincerely,  

 

 

 

 

Andrew Green 

Cultural Resources Analyst 

 

Attachment 

 

 

 
 

CHAIRPERSON 

Laura Miranda  

Luiseño 

 

VICE CHAIRPERSON 

Reginald Pagaling 

Chumash 

 

SECRETARY 

Merri Lopez-Keifer 

Luiseño 

 

PARLIAMENTARIAN 

Russell Attebery 

Karuk  

 

COMMISSIONER 

Marshall McKay 

Wintun 

 

COMMISSIONER 

William Mungary 

Paiute/White Mountain 

Apache 

 

COMMISSIONER 

Julie Tumamait-

Stenslie 

Chumash 

 

COMMISSIONER 

[Vacant] 

 

COMMISSIONER 

[Vacant] 

 

EXECUTIVE SECRETARY 

Christina Snider 

Pomo 

 

NAHC HEADQUARTERS 

1550 Harbor Boulevard  

Suite 100 

West Sacramento, 

California 95691 

(916) 373-3710 

nahc@nahc.ca.gov 

NAHC.ca.gov 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla 
Indians
Jeff Grubbe, Chairperson
5401 Dinah Shore Drive 
Palm Springs, CA, 92264
Phone: (760) 699 - 6800
Fax: (760) 699-6919

Cahuilla

Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla 
Indians
Patricia Garcia-Plotkin, Director
5401 Dinah Shore Drive 
Palm Springs, CA, 92264
Phone: (760) 699 - 6907
Fax: (760) 699-6924
ACBCI-THPO@aguacaliente.net

Cahuilla

Augustine Band of Cahuilla 
Mission Indians
Amanda Vance, Chairperson
P.O. Box 846 
Coachella, CA, 92236
Phone: (760) 398 - 4722
Fax: (760) 369-7161
hhaines@augustinetribe.com

Cahuilla

Cabazon Band of Mission 
Indians
Doug Welmas, Chairperson
84-245 Indio Springs Parkway 
Indio, CA, 92203
Phone: (760) 342 - 2593
Fax: (760) 347-7880
jstapp@cabazonindians-nsn.gov

Cahuilla

Cahuilla Band of Indians
Daniel Salgado, Chairperson
52701 U.S. Highway 371 
Anza, CA, 92539
Phone: (951) 763 - 5549
Fax: (951) 763-2808
Chairman@cahuilla.net

Cahuilla

Los Coyotes Band of Cahuilla 
and Cupeño Indians
Shane Chapparosa, Chairperson
P.O. Box 189 
Warner Springs, CA, 92086-0189
Phone: (760) 782 - 0711
Fax: (760) 782-0712

Cahuilla

Morongo Band of Mission 
Indians
Denisa Torres, Cultural Resources 
Manager
12700 Pumarra Road 
Banning, CA, 92220
Phone: (951) 849 - 8807
Fax: (951) 922-8146
dtorres@morongo-nsn.gov

Cahuilla
Serrano

Morongo Band of Mission 
Indians
Robert Martin, Chairperson
12700 Pumarra Road 
Banning, CA, 92220
Phone: (951) 849 - 8807
Fax: (951) 922-8146
dtorres@morongo-nsn.gov

Cahuilla
Serrano

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma 
Reservation
Manfred Scott, Acting Chairman 
Kw'ts'an Cultural Committee
P.O. Box 1899 
Yuma, AZ, 85366
Phone: (928) 750 - 2516
scottmanfred@yahoo.com

Quechan

Quechan Tribe of the Fort Yuma 
Reservation
Jill McCormick, Historic 
Preservation Officer
P.O. Box 1899 
Yuma, AZ, 85366
Phone: (760) 572 - 2423
historicpreservation@quechantrib
e.com

Quechan

1 of 2

This list is current only as of the date of this document. Distribution of this list does not relieve any person of statutory responsibility as defined in Section 7050.5 of 
the Health and Safety Code, Section 5097.94 of the Public Resource Section 5097.98 of the Public Resources Code.
 
This list is only applicable for contacting local Native Americans with regard to cultural resources assessment for the proposed Proposed Highway 111 
Development Project, Riverside County.

PROJ-2020-
005869

11/02/2020 01:21 PM

Native American Heritage Commission
Native American Contact List

Riverside County
11/2/2020



Ramona Band of Cahuilla
John Gomez, Environmental 
Coordinator
P. O. Box 391670 
Anza, CA, 92539
Phone: (951) 763 - 4105
Fax: (951) 763-4325
jgomez@ramona-nsn.gov

Cahuilla

Ramona Band of Cahuilla
Joseph Hamilton, Chairperson
P.O. Box 391670 
Anza, CA, 92539
Phone: (951) 763 - 4105
Fax: (951) 763-4325
admin@ramona-nsn.gov

Cahuilla

Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla 
Indians
Lovina Redner, Tribal Chair
P.O. Box 391820 
Anza, CA, 92539
Phone: (951) 659 - 2700
Fax: (951) 659-2228
lsaul@santarosa-nsn.gov

Cahuilla

Soboba Band of Luiseno 
Indians
Scott Cozart, Chairperson
P. O. Box 487 
San Jacinto, CA, 92583
Phone: (951) 654 - 2765
Fax: (951) 654-4198
jontiveros@soboba-nsn.gov

Cahuilla
Luiseno

Soboba Band of Luiseno 
Indians
Joseph Ontiveros, Cultural 
Resource Department
P.O. BOX 487 
San Jacinto, CA, 92581
Phone: (951) 663 - 5279
Fax: (951) 654-4198
jontiveros@soboba-nsn.gov

Cahuilla
Luiseno

Torres-Martinez Desert Cahuilla 
Indians
Michael Mirelez, Cultural 
Resource Coordinator
P.O. Box 1160 
Thermal, CA, 92274
Phone: (760) 399 - 0022
Fax: (760) 397-8146
mmirelez@tmdci.org

Cahuilla
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