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1.

INTRODUCTION

Project Background

This report details the results of an archaeological inventory survey of approximately 160
acres of land located adjacent to the north side of Olive Ranch Road, adjacent to the south
side of Miners Ravine, a short distance east of Cavitt and Stallman Road, approximately 1/4
mile east of Sierra College Boulevard, southeast of Rocklin, in Placer County, California.
Proposed action involves development of this land for residential and related use, including
construction of primary and secondary access roads, construction of new residences and
associated outbuildings, placement of utilities, and related additional development.

The proposed project, also referred to as Rancho Del Oro, will involve physical disturbance
to ground surface and sub-surface components and will therefore have the potential to impact
cultural resources located within the Area of Potential Effect (APE). In this case, the APE
consists of the ¢. 160-acre development property itself. Evaluation of the project’s effects to
cultural resources must be undertaken in conformity with Placer County rules and
regulations, and in compliance with requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act
of 1970, Public Resources Code, Section 21000, et seq. (CEQA), and The California CEQA
Environmental Quality Act Guidelines, California Administrative Code, Section 15000 et seq.
(Guidelines as amended).

As well, the project will or may require permitting through the US Army Corps of Engineers
for impacts or potential impacts to wetlands. Cultural studies must therefore also comply
with federal guidelines, including in particular Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA) and its implementing regulations (36 CFR Part 800), Section 2(b}
of Executive Order 11593, Section 101(b)(4) of the National Environmental Policy Act, the
Archaeological Resources Protection Act, and other rules and regulations.

Scope of Work

Compliance with CEQA requires completion of projects in conformity with the amended
(October 1998) Guidelines, including in particular Section 15064.5. Compliance with Section
106 of the NHPA requires completion of projects in conformity with the standards,
guidelines, and principles in the Advisory Council’s Treatment of Archaeological Properties:

A Handbook (1580), and Archaeology and Historic Preservation: Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards and Guidelines (1983). Based on these rules, regulations and laws, the following

specific tasks were considered an adequate and appropriate Scope of Work for the present
archaeological inventory:

* Conduct a records search at the North Central Information Center of the California
Historical Resources Information System at CSU-Sacramento and consult with affected
Native American representatives and the Native American Heritage Commission. The
goals of the records search and consultation are to determine (a) the extent and -
distribution of previous archaeological surveys, (b) the locations of known archaeclogical
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i

sites and any previously recorded archaeological districts, and (c) the relationship
between known sites and environmental variables. This step is also designed to ensure
that, during subsequent field survey work, all significant/eligible cultural resources are
discovered, correctly identified, and properly interpreted.

* Conduct a complete-coverage pedestrian survey of the APE. Based on map review and
the results of previous survey work within and near the project area, variable-intensity
coverage was considered appropriate. The purpose of the pedestrian survey is to ensure
that previously recorded sites identified during the records search and consultation are re-
located and eligibility evaluations updated on the basis of existing conditions vis-a-vis site
integrity and condition. For previously undocumented sites discovered, the field survey
would involve formally recording these on State DPR-523 Primary Records. For both
previously identified and newly identified resources, the level of field work would be
sufficient to recommend measures to avoid, minimize or mitigate adverse effects of the
undertaking to any sites recommended eligible or potentially eligible for the National
Register of Historic Places.

¢ Upon completion of the records search, consultation and pedestrian survey, prepare an
archaeological inventory survey report that identifies project effects and that includes an
Historic Properties Treatment Plan for eligible or potentially eligible properties that might
be affected by the undertaking.

The remainder of the present document constitutes the final report for this project, detailing

the results of the records search, consultation and pedestrian field survey and providing

recommendations for treatment of historic properties that could be affected. All field survey

procedures followed guidelines provided by the State Historic Preservation Office '
" (Sacramento) and conform to accepted professional standards.

Location

The Rancho Del Oro Project totals approximately 160 acres located adjacent to the north side
of Olive Ranch Road, adjacent to the south side of Miners Ravine, a short distance east of
Cavitt and Staliman Road, approximately 1/4 mile east of Sierra College Boulevard, southeast
of Rocklin, in Placer County, California. Lands affected are located within a portion of the
southeast quarter of Section 32 of Township 11 North, Range 7 East, as shown on the USGS
Rocklin, California; 7.5 series quad (see attached Project Location Map).

A number of important sireams are located in the vicinity, including in particular Miners
Ravine, which forms the property’s northern boundary. As well, one south-north trending
ephemeral stream is located within the central portion of the project property.

Until relatively recently, lands within this general area remained largely undeveloped for
residential and related use, being utilized since about 1865 for ranching and farming, but also
having been subjected to mining from the middle of the 19* Century. During the past several
decades, however, the pace of development along the SR 80 corridor, located approximately
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one mile west of the project, has been extending into the foothills easterly of Roseville and
Rocklin.

Based on available topographic and other maps, but notwithstanding the effects of past and
on-going land uses, especially historic mining and ranching, the project area appeared to
contain lands ranging from moderate to high in sensitivity for both prehistoric and historic-
period sites and features. )

2. EXISTING CONDITIONS

Several information sources were considered relevant to evaluating the types of sites and site
distribution that might be encountered within the project area. The information evaluated

. includes data maintained by the North Central Information Center of the California Historical
Resources Information System (CSU-Sacramento), consultation with Native American
representatives and the Native American Heritage Commission, and published and
unpublished documents relevant to regional environment, prehistory, ethnography, and early
historic developments.

North Central Information Center Records

The records of the North Central Information Center (CSU-Sacramento) were examined for
existing recorded prehistoric and historic sites and previous archaeological survey within or
near the project area (Records Search dated March 21, 2006, N.C.1.C. File # PLA-06-24,
copy attached), with the following results.

Previous Survey:

Johnson (1976) (1. C. File # 42) conducted a survey along both banks of Miners Ravine
involving the entire length of the subject property’s northern boundary. One prehistoric
bedrock mortar site (CA-PLA-197) was recorded within the northwestern portion of the
subject property as a result of Johnson’s survey.

Chavez (1980) (I.C. File # 563) conducted a survey for the Placer County wastewater project
involving a linear corridor parallel to the north side of subject property’s southern boundary.
No resources were identified within the subject property during Chavez’s survey.

Peak & Associates (1990) (1.C. File # 2121) conducted a survey of approximately 10-acres
adjacent to the subject property’s southeast corner. According to the survey coverage map,
this investigation did not overlap with the present project property. Peak & Associates did

not identify resources within their study area, nor within the subject property during this
1990 survey.

Recorded Sites: To date, one trinomial (CA-PLA-197) has been assigned to a
prehistoric site within the northwest portion of the project area. Three sites have been
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identified on lands close to the north side of the project area, although all three of these are
located north of Miners Ravine and therefore completely outside of the subject property.

CA-PLA-197: This is a prehistoric bedrock milling station consisting of five mortars
and recorded by Johnson (see above reference to survey report 1. C. File # 42) during survey
along both banks of Miners Ravine. The site is situated within the northwest portion of the
present project area, and according to the site sketch map, is located approximately 4 meters
south of Miners Ravine. The text of the site record, however, describes the site as
approximately 30 meters south of the stream course.

Other Sources

In addition to examining records at the North Central Information Center at CSU-Sacramento,
the following sources were also reviewed by the Information Center, or separately:

The National Register of Historic Places (1986, Supplements to 12/05).
The California Register of Historical Resources.

The California Inventory of Historic Resources (State of California 1976).
The California Historical Landmarks (State of California 1996).

The California Points of Historical Interest (May 1992 and updates).

The Historic Property Data File (OHP 10/02).

* The Survey of Surveys (1989).

= GLO Plat, T1IN, R7E, April 18, 1856.

» USGS, Sacramento, 1887-1888.

* Native American Representatives, including:

1) Rose Enos, Auburn, California.

2) Shingle Springs Band of Miwok, Shingle Springs, California.
3) United Auburn Indian Community, Rocklin, California.

4) Todd Valley Miwok-Maidu, Foresthill, California.

* The Native American Heritage Commission, for Sacred Land Listings.

* Response from the Native American Heritage Commission dated March 21, 2006.

* Published and unpublished documents relevant to environment, ethnography, prehistory
 and early historic developments in the vicinity, providing context for assessing site types
and distribution patterns for the project area (summarized below under Environmental
Context and Cultural Conlext).

Environmental Context

The Rancho Del Oro development project is located on the western flank of the north-central
Sierra Nevada, a short distance southeast of the community of Rocklin and is bound to the
north by Miners Ravine. Elevation within the project area averages approximately 260 feet
above mean sea level, while terrain consists primarily of rolling hills and gentle slopes.

Warm, dry summer months have an average July maximum of over 95°% F and winters exhibit
an average January minimum in the mid-20s to low-30s F. Native valley oaks (Quercus
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lobata) occur throughout the project area, particularly where pockets of deep soil have
accumulated along Miners Ravine and elsewhere. Also present are blue oak (Q. Douglasii),
interior live oak (Q. wislizenii), digger pine (Pinus sabiniana), manzanita (4rctostaphylow
viscida), and various annual grasses and forbes (Omduff 1974), notwithstanding the effects of
vegetation clearing for pasture use which has been extensive throughout the project area.

Major water courses throughout this region of the County supported dense riparian
associations which were often separated from forest and chaparral areas by stands of live oak,
dwarf interior live oak, manzanita, Ceanothus and redbud. These interface zones provided
abundant resources and excellent habitat for numerous species of mammals and birds, many
of which exploited several of these zones concurrently.

The environment of the project area is likely to have undergone some changes since the end of
the Pleistocene. Paleoclimatic reconstructions by West (1983) suggest a shift from a warmer
period in which plant zones were ca. 300 meters higher in elevation and temperatures were
1.3-2.1 degrees C. warmer than at present, to the relatively cooler and more moist conditions
prevalent today in which plant zones have shifted downward and southward (West
1983:3.20-3.21). This shift is believed to have occurred at around 2,500 to 2,800 years ago.

While the effects of long-term climatic change on environment and habitats are not fully
assessed, there is no question that major environmental changes have occurred during recent
times. Biologically extractive practices during the past century-and-a-half have reduced soil
nutrients in some areas, earlier timber harvesting followed by livestock grazing have reduced
the available biomass, and the elimination of the Indians® practice of annual burning has
undoubtedly affected many of the primary ecological relationships which once existed within
the lower reaches of the Sierra Nevada generally. Combined with past mining and intensive
ranching activities throughout this region, coupled with access road grading and vegetation
clearing to improve pasture, there is no question that the environmental structure of the
project area has in fact been significantly altered over the years.

Cultural Context

A model of regional culture history has emerged for this portion of the Sierra Nevada from
studies conducted over the past thirty years. The model suggests initial occupation of
northern California beginning around 10,000 years ago, continuing uninterrupted until the
arrival of European-Americans in the 19" Century.

Prehistory:  Initial human entry into California occurred at the beginning of the paleo-
Indian Period — between about 10,000 and 6,000 B.C. (Fredrickson 1974). Within portions
of the Central Valley, fluted projectile points have been found at Tracy Lake (Heizer 1938)
and around the margins of Buena Vista Lake in Kern County. Similar materials have been
found to the north, at Samwel Cave near Shasta Lake and near McCloud and Big Springs in
Siskiyou County. These early peoples are thought to have subsisted using a combination of
hunting and lacustrine exploitation (Moratto 2004).
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These early cultural assemblages were followed by an increase in Native population density
after about 7,500 years ago. Archaeologically defined as the Lower Archaic Period (6,000 to
3,000 BC), the transition to a less specialized foraging strategy clearly coincides with a
middle Holocene climatic change to generally drier conditions which brought about desiccation
of many of the West’s pluvial lakes. Hunting and gathering populations of this period were
small, mobile groups that focused increasingly on diverse environmental settings. By the
beginning of the Middle Archaic Period (from about 3,000 to 1,000 BC), the broad regional
patterns of foraging subsistence strategies had given way to more intensive procurement
strategies, manifest in part by the establishment of year-round use of select village sites
which in turn were located along major waterways. One of the most securely dated of these
Archaic assemblages in northern California is from the Squaw Creek Site located north of
Redding. Here, a charcoal-based C-14 date suggests extensive Native American presence
around 6,500 years ago, or 4,500 BC. Most of the artifactual material dating to this time
period has counterparts further south, around Borax (Clear) Lake and the Farmington Area a
short distance east of Sacramento. Important artifact types from this time period include
large wide-stemmed projectile points and manos and metates.

Toward the end of this period, between about 1,000 BC and AD 100, sociopolitical
complexity and the development of status distinctions appear, partially defining the Upper
Archaic Period. Archaeological expressions within the northern and north-central Sierra
Nevada during this period are defined as the Martis Complex, which maintained a hunter-
gathering subsistence strategy and a high degree of mobility. Distinctive artifact types
include manos and metates used for processing food, and relatively large, heavy projectile
points and bifaces manufactured from locally available basalt.

Defining the Emergent Period, from AD 300-500 through AD 1,800, within both northern
and north-central Sierra Nevada and Central Valley contexts, Penutian-speaking Native
American peoples are thought to have arrived, including those (i.e., Nisenan) who occupied
lands within and around the project area at the time of initial contact with European-
American populations. Arriving ultimately from southern Oregon and the Columbia and
Modoc Plateau region and proceeding down the major drainage systems (including the
Feather, Yuba, Bear and American Rivers), these Penutian-speaking arrivals may have begun
to displace the Martis populations, especially along the major river systems (Moratto
1984:303-304). Presumably introduced by these Penutian arrivals were more exténsive use of
bulbs and other plant foods, animal and fishing products more intensively processed with
mortars and pestles, and perhaps the bow and arrow and associated small stemmed- and
corner-notched projectile points (Ragir 1972).

Ethnography: The Rancho Del Oro project area is located within territory occupied by the

~ Nisenan (Wilson and Towne 1978: Figure 1), Native American peoples also referred to as
“Southern Maidu.” These Penutian-speaking peoples occupied the drainages of the southern
Feather River and Honcut Creek in the north, through Bear River and the Yuba and American
River drainages and associated or nearby systems in the south. Villages were frequently
located on flats adjoining streams, with the larger villages inhabited mainly in the winter as it
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was usually necessary to go out into the hills and higher elevation zones to establish
temporary camps during food gathering seasons (i.e., spring, summer and fall).

As with all northern California Indian groups, economic life for the Nisenan revolved around
hunting, fishing and the collecting of plant foods. The Nisenan were very sophisticated in
terms of their knowledge of the uses of local animals and plants, and of the availability of raw
material sources which could be used in manufacturing an immense array of primary and
secondary tools and implements. Unfortunately, only fragmentary evidence of the material
culture of these people remains, due in part to perishability, and in part to the impacts to
archaeological sites resuiting from later (historic) land uses.

Based on the results of previous survey work within and near the project area and similar
Valley/Sierra Nevada interfaces, the range of prehistoric site fypes within the project area was
anticipated to include, or was already documented as including, the following:

* Surface scatters of lithic artifacts and debitage associated with midden accumulations and
occasionally additional surface features (i.e., circular housepit depressions, mortar holes)
resulting from protracted occupation along the margins of stream channels, particularly
where such channels merge with one another.

 Surface scatters of lithic artifacts and debitage without midden accumulations, resulting
from short-term occupation and/or specialized economic activities.

* Bedrock milling stations, including mortar holes and metate slicks.

* Petroglyphs.

e Isolated finds of aboriginal artifacts and flakes.

Historic Context: There is clear historic evidence that Spanish and Mexican expeditions
and early fur trapping ventures visited the northern Sacramento Valley area, including the
drainages of the Feather, Yuba, Bear, and American Rivers, during the early 19th century.
However, the first major incursion by Euroamericans occurred in 1833 with the John Work
Expedition through the Central Valley {(Cook 1955), an expedition that introduced several
devastating diseases to the Native inhabitants of the Sacramento Valley and nearby foothill
regions. More permanent Euroamerican occupation followed within a decade as settlers
acquired large land grants from the Mexican government throughout California.

In 1849, the discovery of gold at Coloma led immediately to exploration and intensive placer
mining along virtually every stream in Catifornia (Clark 1970), including Miners Ravine which
forms the property’s northern boundary. Mining dominated the economy and supported the
growth of ancillary industry such as dry-goods stores, saloons, toll roads and stage lines,
foundries, lumber mills, and water companies.

The period immediately following the Gold Rush saw numerous homesteads claimed and
ranches created. One of the most important in the region was the consolidated ranch of Joel
Parker Whitney who formed what became known as the Spring Valley Ranch, located
approximately 5 miles northwest of the present project property. Numerous smaller ranches
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emerged throughout the area, and virtually all of the land between Roseville, Rocklin, Loomis
and Auburn was subjected from an early date to mining, logging, ranching and/or farming.

Water storage and water diversion projects represent additional important historic themes for
this area, with Folsom Lake to the east representing one of the largest such undertakings. As
with the earlier mining emphasis, the activities associated with water storage, diversion and
distribution have also adversely affected the regional cultural resource base.

Ranching and farming continued in this area until about 20-30 years ago, at which time
intensive and extensive residential and commercial development began.

3. ARCHAEOLOGICAL SURVEY and CULTURAL INVENTORY
Survey Strategy and Field Work

All of the project area was subjected to pedestrian survey, accomplished by walking back and
forth across the property with transect spacing ranging between 10-20 meter intervals within
the highest sensitivity areas (along stream courses, associated ridges and saddles) and 25-30
meter intervals within the lower sensitivity areas (lands away from steam courses, ridges,
saddles). In searching for cultural resources, the surveyors took into account the results of
background research and were alert for any unusual contours, soil changes, distinctive
vegetation patterns, exotic materials, artifacts, feature or feature remnants and other possible
markers of cultural sites.

Field work was undertaken between March 25 and April 4, 2006, by Sean Michael Jensen

and Robert McCann. No special problems were encountered and all survey objectives have
been satisfactorily achieved.

During the pedestrian survey, one historic-era isolate (a ditch segment) was identified and
recorded (RDO #5) on a DPR 523 Form —Isolate. Located within the northern portion of the
property a short distance south of Miners Ravine, the excavated ditch segment is 3* wide, 1-
27 deep, extending approximately 700’ in length, and likely represents contemporary ranching
efforts to collect stock water. A careful inspection of lands surrounding the ditch was
undertaken, but failed to identify additional cultural material. Consequently, the ditch

segment is considered an Isolated feature and does not warrant further treatment or
consideration.

One previously recorded prehistoric site (CA-PLA-197) was re-located during the present
survey effort, and an updated site record was prepared for this resource. As well, four
previously unidentified prehistoric sites were encountered and recorded during the pedestrian

survey. Collectively, these five sites may be summarized for descriptive purposes, as
follows:
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Group 1: Prehistoric Sites Containing Mortars Only:
Site CA-PLA-197, Mortars only
Site RDO #3, Mortars only

Group 2: Prehistoric Sites Containing Sub-surface Deposits/Midden:
Site RDO #1, Midden and mortars
Site RDO #2, Midden, mortars and rockshelters
Site RDO #4, Midden, mortars and petroglyph

Site Descriptions

Prehistoric Siles

Group 1: Prehistoric Sites with Mortars Only (N = 2):

Site CA-PLA-197:  Originally recorded by Johnson (1976), the site was described a
bedrock milling station consisting of five mortars situated on a single bedrock outcrop.
Discrepancies between the site sketch map and the site record information warranted a field
inspection and update to the site record. The present field inspection re-located the site, and
determined that only four mortar cups are present. A new site sketch map was prepared
along with a DPR 523 form. No additional cultural material is present in association with the

mortars (i.e., no midden, no surface lithics, or other prehistoric features such as house pit
depressions).

Site RDO # 3: This site consists of a prehistoric bedrock milling station containing four
mortars situated on a single bedrock outcrop. No additional cultural material is present in
association with the mortars (i.e., no midden, no surface lithics, or other prehistoric features
such as house pit depressions). '

Group 2: Prehistoric Sites with Sub-surface Components/Midden (N = 3):

Site RDO #1: This site consists of a prehistoric habitation area that extends approximately
120 meters in length (north-south), with a maximum width of 45 meters. The site is
identifiable by bedrock mortars, a surface lithic scatter and a subsurface component contained
in a dark brown-black soil (“midden™). The surface lithic component consists of waste flakes,
cores, and tools of basalt, with surface density ranging from approximately 1 to 5 items per
square meter of surface area. The subsurface component was observed at various locations
throughout the site boundary via rodent holes, and further traced with trowel probes. Depth
of this deposit was not formally determined during the present recordation, but examination
of the rodent holes and troweled areas indicate a probable depth in excess of 40 cm. Twenty-
seven bedrock mortars situated on nine separate outcrops were observed. As well, seven
“anvils” are present in direct association with seven of the largest mortars. Anvil dimensions
range between 12-15 cm diameter, with an average depth of 3 em. Dimensions for the
mortars ranges between 15-32 cm diameter, with depths ranging between 4-36 cm.
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Site RDO #2: This site consists of a prehistoric habitation area that extends approximately
70 meters in length (north-south), with a maximum width of 100 meters. The site is
identifiable by bedrock mortars, two overhanging rock shelters, a surface lithic scatter and a
subsurface component contained in a dark brown-black soil (“midden”). The surface lithic
component consists of waste flakes, cores, and tools of basalt, with surface density ranging
from approximately 1 to 15 items per square meter of surface area. The subsurface
component of the site was observed at various locations throughout the site boundary via
rodent holes, and further traced with trowel probes, Depth of this deposit was not formally
determined during the present recordation, but examination of the rodent holes and troweled
areas indicate a probable depth in excess of 30-40 cm. Thirty-one bedrock mortars, situated
on four separate outcrops, are present. Dimensions for the mortars range between 15-33 cm
diameter, with depths between 4-35 cm. The two rock shelters consist of vertical outcrops
ranging in height between one and four meters, with the overhanging lip forming a broad
shelter in front of which is a relatively flat talus on which cultural material has accumulated.
In addition to midden, the talus contains an abundance of fire-affected rock and both modified
and unmoedified lithic material.

Site RDO #4: This site consists of a prehistoric habitation area that extends approximately 2
meters in length {north-south), with a maximum width of 3 meters. The site is identifiable by
bedrock mortars, petroglyphs, a surface lithic scatter and a subsurface component contained
in a dark brown-black soil (“midden™). The surface lithic component consists of
approximately ten basalt waste flakes, while the midden appears to represent a relatively
shallow accumulation that “rings” the bedrock outcrops and that appears to have resuited
from use of the petroglyphs and/or mortars. A total of three bedrock mortars are present,
with dimensions ranging between 12-17 ¢m diameter, and depths ranging between 3-14 cm.

4. ELIGIBILITY RECOMMENDATIONS
General

Sites identified within the project area have been evaluated for significance in relation to
. CEQA significance criteria and eligibility per the National Register of Historic Places.

Historical resources per CEQA are defined as buildings, sites, structures, objects, or districts,
each of which may have historical, architectural, archaeological, cultural, or scientific
significance. CEQA requires that, if a project results in an effect that may cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, alternative plans or mitigation
measures must be considered; however, only significant historical resources need to be
addressed. Therefore, before developing mitigation measures, the significance of cultural
resources must be determined in relation to criteria presented in PRC 15064.5, which defines
a historically significant resource {one eligible for listing in the California Register of
Historical Resources, per PRC 855024.1) as an archaeological site which possess one or more
of the following attributes or qualities:

»
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e [sassociated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns
of California’s history and cultural heritage

» [s associated with the lives of persons important in our past

» 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 ‘

» Has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history

In addition, CEQA further distinguishes between archaeoclogical sites that meet the definition
of a significant historical resource as described above (for the purpose of determining effects),
and “unique archaeological resources.” An archaeological resource is considered “unique®
(Section 21083.2(g)) when the resource not merely adds to the current body of knowledge,
but when there is a high probability that the resource also: '

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

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

* Isdirectly associated with a scientifically recognized important prehistoric or historic
event or person.

With respect to the National Register of Historic Places, important cultural resources are
those prehistoric and historic sites, districts, buildings, structures, and objects, as well as
properties with traditional religious or cultural importance to Native Americans, which are
listed, or are eligible for listing, on the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) (*historic
properties™), according to the criteria outlined in 36 CFR 60.4. An historic property must
possess essential integrity of location, design, workmanship, feeling, and association, and
meet at least one of the following criteria:

a) Associated with events which have made significant contributions to the broad
patterns of the history of the United States.

b} Associated with the {ives of people significant in United States history.

c) Embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction; or
represent the work of a master, or possess high artistic value, or represent a significant
and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.

d) Has yielded, or is likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.

With the Amended CEQA Guidelines, CEQA and the NRHP criteria are quite similar in their
consideration of qualities and attributes of archaeological and historical sites that might render
them significant or eligible. In the discussions below, the criteria for both CEQA and the
National Register are combined in assessing significance/eligibility of the five recorded sites
within the project area.
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Application of the Criteria to Sites “CA-PLA-197, RDO #'s 1-4”

Specific application of the eligibility criteria yields the following recommendations for the
five prehistoric sites (sites CA-PLA-197, RDO #'s 1-4) identified and recorded within the
Rancho Del Oro property.

a) & b) The five prehistoric sites within the project area are not linked with spe-ciﬁc events

d)

which have made significant contributions to the broad patterns of the history of
California or the United States, nor are these sites associated with people
significant or important in United States or California history. There is no way to
determine the individuals responsible for creation of these prehistoric components
based on the physical evidence that remains at them. These sites are not
recommended eligible per Criteria a and b.

Based on existing inventory data maintained by the North Central Information
Center at CSU-Sacramento, there are a large number of records on file for
prehistoric bedrock milling stations and prehistoric habitation locales containing
buried cultural material that essentially duplicate the attributes present among
these five sites. Such components and the physical remains which comprise them
are thus not considered rare or underrepresented in the existing California State
inventory for the County in general or the project vicinity in particular, nor do
these sites or site components represent a “... distinctive type...” or “...a
distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction.” These
five sites are not recommended eligible per Criterion c.

Archaeological sites containing buried cultural deposits related to Native American
use typically document protracted habitation and/or performance of a range of
domestic activities. For these reasons, further research at such sites frequently has
the potential to expand our understanding of local and regional prehistory in
various research domains, and such sites are therefore routinely considered eligible
for the Nationa! Register under Criterion d). The five prehistoric sites within the
project area include three containing buried cultural deposits and two containing
mortar holes only without associated buried deposits. These two “groups” of sites
or “site types” justify separate consideration with respect to Criterion d, as
follows.

Sites CA-PLA-197 and RDO #3, Bedrock Milling Stations: These bedrock
milling station sites do not contain buried deposits and in fact no formed tools of
any kind have been observed at these sites, nor are features present except for the
mortar holes themselves. This conclusion is based on trowel probes, undertaken
during the present project, throughout the vicinity of the bedrock exposures on
which the mortars occur. Further research at either of these sites is not likely to
advance our understanding or appreciation of them beyond that achieved in the
existing site record. Since neither site contains unevaluated data sets important to
local or regional prehistory, they are not recommended eligible per Criterion d.

Genesis Society
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Sites RDO #’s 1, 2 and 4, Prehistoric Habitation Locales: All three of these sites
contain surface lithic scatters and associated subsurface components/developed
“middens.” Likely contained within the middens at all three sites are formed and
datable (temporally diagnostic) artifact types, faunal and floral remains, specialized
samples suitable for radiocarbon dating, etc. Depending on age and certain attributes
that might be present, such buried cultural material could yield important and valuable
information on prehistoric patterns of resource extraction methodology and
technology, technical information concerning lithic reduction strategies employed, the
size of the population involved, and further characterization of the intensity of
resource use during prehistoric time periods in this area of Placer County. Since a
category of data present at these three sites remains unevaluated (subsurface/midden
deposits), all three are considered potentially eligible per Criterion d.

Table 1, below, summarizes project area sites in relation to NRHP eligibility. A *+” or *.”
has been entered for each of the eligibility criteria recommended applicable.

Table 1: Eligibility Summary for Project Area Sites.

RECOMMENDED SIGNIFICANT COMPONENT

PREHISTORIC HISTORIC

NRHP Criteria a b ¢ d T a b c d
CA-PLA-197 - - - - -

RDO #1 - - - 42 -

RDO #2 - - - +2 .

RDO #3 - - - - -

RDO #4 - - - +2 .

: = “T”references “Traditional Cultural Value.”

= Potentially eligible depending on results of proposed formal archaeological testing.
5. Native American Consultation

In conjunction with the records search for the present project, the following Native American
representatives and organizations were contacted and asked to supply any specific
information they might have conceming archaeological sites or features, or areas in which
traditional activities might be on-going or in which sacred land listings are present.

The Native American Heritage Commission indicated that there are no Sacred Land listings
for the project area or adjacent lands (response dated March 21, 2006, attached). The contact
list from the Native American Heritage Commission included the following individuals and
groups, all of whom were contacted and requested to supply any information they might
have concerning prehistoric sites or traditional use areas within the project area:
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.Rose Enos, Auburn, Califomia.

Shingle Springs Band of Miwok, Shingle Springs, California.
United Auburn Indian Community, Rocklin, California.
Todd Valley Miwok-Maidu, Foresthill, California.

No responses have been received to date from any of the individuals or groups contacted.
Some of the sites located within the Rancho Del Oro property are located adjacent to stream
courses and the lands at and around these sites may therefore not be developed for residential
or other use. If the site areas are not developed, impacts to the sites will not occur and the
sites would be preserved “as is.”

PROJECT EFFECTS

A project may have a significant impact or adverse effect on cultural resources/historic
properties if the project will or could result in the physical demolition, destruction, -
relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such that the
significance or values of the historic resource would be materially impaired.

Actions that would materially impair a cultural resource or historic property are actions that
would alter or diminish those attributes of a site that qualify the site for inclusion in State site
registers or the National Register of Historic Places.

Present development plans could potentially include the land areas within or adjacent to
which sites recommended eligible for the National Register are located — sites RDO #’s 1, 2
and 4. The following Historic Properties Treatment Plan is based on the above potential for
site impacts if the land areas containing these sites are to be further developed.

HISTORIC PROPERTIES TREATMENT PLAN

General

As indicated in Table 1 and elsewhere in this report, two of the five project area sites are
recommended not eligible under any of the relevant evaluative criteria (sites CA-PLA-197 and
RDO #3). No treatment or mitigative action is recommended for either one of these sites, and
neither is therefore included in the Historic Properties Treatment Plan.

Three prehistoric sites (sites RDO #’s 1, 2 and 4} are recommended potentially eligible per
National Register Criterion d because a category of data present at these sites remains
unevaluated or incompletely evaluated.

The three prehistoric sites recommended eligible per Criterion d) contain surface lithic
scatters associated with subsurface accumulations of cultural material in well-developed and
well-defined middens. Such buried cultural material likely contains formed and datable
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(temporally diagnostic) artifact types, faunal and floral remains, specialized samples suitable
for radiocarbon dating, or other information important to further understanding and
elucidating prehistoric patterns of resource extraction methodology and technology, technical
information concerning lithic reduction strategies employed, the size of the population
involved, and further characterization of the intensity of resource use during prehistoric time
periods in this area of Placer County.

The following Archaeological Testing and Data Recovery Approach should be implemented
prior to any ground-disturbing impacts within the boundaries or within 50 feet of the
boundaries of any one or all three of these sites.

Archaeological Testing and Data Recovery Approach

Three prehistoric sites will be subjected to formal archaeological testing if final project
development plans will result in ground disturbing impacts to these sites or to land within a
“buffer” of 50 feet around the perimeter of these sites.

Research Guidelines: There are a number of implications of the culture historical
models and other information presented above (see discussion of prehistory, ethnography)

~ for evaluating the significance of cultural materials encountered during any formal
archaeological testing. Three primary research domains are relevant for prehistoric sites, each

with a number of specific research questions by means of which the data from these sites
could be evaluated.

(1) Site Function: One series of questions relevant to the project area relates to
the type of subsistence and/or other activities undertaken during prehistoric times, and the
relation of cultural material types to other sites located nearby. Relevant questions include:

a) What activities occurred at the sites, based on artifacts, lithic debris and midden
constituents, and which appear to be the most important?

b) Is there evidence for intra-site patterning of artifactual and other materials in terms
of distinct activity areas, or is the distribution of artifacts/features essentially
random and un-patterned, or has the patterning been destroyed or compromised
by activities associated with ranching such as vegetation clearing and tree removal
and road grading?

c) How do the artifact assemblages at these sites compare with regional sites in terms
of function?

d) Are innovative means of artifact production evident, or are there changes through
time in technology associated with implement manufacture or resource
procurement, trade, importation, or processing?

e) What is the depth of cultural deposits among these sites, and is there measurable
change in the relative frequencies of artifacts and midden constituents related to

depth? If so, what are the possible temporal (or cultural) implications of these .
changes?
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(2) Temporal Patterns:  One of the keys to an adequate understanding of regional
prehistory rests with chronological control over a sample of regional sites. Various
chronological sequences have been proposed for this portion of the Sierra Nevada, derived
from sites located within diverse environmental areas. Specific research questions directed at
understanding temporal patterns would include:

a) What is an estimate of the length of occupation of sites based on the materials
encountered, and is it likely that further chronometric and stratigraphic analyses
would provide significant additional chronological information for any of these
sites?

b) Were any of these sites likely to have been occupied continuously, or are recurring
episodes of use suggested by sterile layers present in stratigraphic sequences that
might be present?

¢) What time markers (esp. projectile point styles, beads) are present which can be
correlated to local and regional sequences? Can the indicated temporal range be
refined or can new “horizon markers™ be justified on the basis of unique artifact
styles present?

3) Settlement, Land Use and Subsistence Paiterns:  Settlement pattern distribution is
an integral component of the conjunctive approach in archaeology. The ultimate goal of such
studies is to provide a means of summarizing exploitative strategies and changes in these
strategies through time. Such changes may be registered as variation in the distribution of
archaeological site types and feature complexes within a circumscribed geographic area.
Consequently, successful settlement pattem analysis requires the development and
application of accurate functional typologies for sites (Question 1, above), and reliable
temporal controls (Question 2, above). In order to further evaluate the nature and intensity
of occupation at a particular site, several additional questions may be appropriate, depending
on the nature of the cultural materials exposed:

a) Are cultural remains reflecting the full range of traditional domestic activities
represented, or is only a restricted range of domestic activities indicated?

b) Isthere evidence for intensive exploitation of a wide range of local resources, as
would be indicated by quantities of fish bone, freshwater mussel shell, deer and
other mammal bone, or associated recovery and processing technologies?

The objective is to utilize these questions as a guide in assessing the information and research
values represented by cultural materjals present at the project area sites that might be
subjected to formal archaeological testing, depending on final residential development plans.
Once the types of data actually present have been determined, then a conclusion can be
reached as to the specific research value of the identified cultural materials in addressing
questions and issues of local and regional consequence, such as those enumerated above.,

Recovery Methods, and Analytical Techniques and Approaches: Data.for addressing the
research topics outlined above is derivable from excavation and laboratory analyses of
recovered artifactual materials and non-artifactual constituents. Already available for the sites
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in question is inventory-level archaeological survey data as well as additional information
concerning prehistoric sequences and other relevant information derived from test excavation
at other sites in Placer and adjacent Counties. Based on the research objectives detailed
above, the following collection and evaluation tasks are considered appropriate for the three
prehistoric sites that might be subjected to testing/data recovery excavation:

* Excavation utilizing 1-meter-square exposures and in arbitrarily-defined 10 cm levels, with
all recovered material screened through 1/4™ mesh, unless very small objects (e.g., beads,
small historic artifacts) are observed, in which case screening would shift to 1/8” mesh. It
is recommended that from three to five test units be placed within the midden areas at any
tested site.

* Submission of charcoal samples for radiocarbon analysis if material is recovered in
suitable quantities and in sufficiently undisturbed contexts to warrant evaluation.

* Evaluation of recovered cultural material in relation to local and regional typologies for
various types of formed artifacts that might be exposed.

* Preparation of a final report, to proceed in conformity with standard professional
practices, designed to detail the information and research values of recovered cultural
material. The report would include appropriate recommendations for any additional data-
recovery justified on the basis of the specific findings of formal testing, since testing
would represent the initial subsurface evaluation undertaken (excepting any shovel test
pit evaluation deemed appropriate and implemented in conjunction with and prior to test
unit excavation). For the testing or data recovery program and report, recovered cultural
material would be accessioned and the final report would include ilfustration of
representative examples of formed artifact types, including especially diagnostic projectile
points, beads, and other artifact types.

* All materials recovered during the project would be considered the real property of the
property owner/project proponent, and would be returned to the property owner along
with a copy of the final report for permanent curation.

* Excavation would be planned and proceed in consultation with local Native American
representatives, per the consuitation list already received from the Native American
Heritage Commission for this project.

Monitoring Plan

Construction Monitoring: Upon completion of formal archaeological testing or any
mitigative-level data recovery excavations recommended on the basis of testing results, initial
ground-disturbing impacts to untested portions of any of the three project area sites
recommended eligible for the National Register would be monitored. Monitoring would
involve cne or more archaeologists (depending on the number of pieces of equipment
operating at once) during initial land “grubbing”, grading and other ground-disturbing impacts
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at and within a 50 ft radius of the midden-bearing portion of the sites, and would include the
presence of a Native American representative.

The goal of monitoring would be to ensure that any inadvertent discoveries of previously
undocumented and unknown cultural materials encountered are evaluated and that an
appropriate level of data recovery be undertaken in the event of such a discovery. An
“appropriate level of data recovery” would be based on the general research guidelines, and
recovery and analytical techniques and approaches, detailed above for archaeological testing
of project area sites.

Treatment for Inadveﬁent Discovery of Human Remains/Burials

In the event that human remains are inadvertently encountered during formal archaeological
testing or data recovery, construction monitoring, any non-monitored construction activity or
at any time subsequently, State law shall be followed. State law requires immediately
contacting the County Coroner's office upon any discovery of human remains. Relevant
State law includes Chapter 1492 of Statutes of 1982, Section 7050.5 of the Health and Safety
Code, amended Section 5097.94 of the Public Resources Code, and Sections 5097.99 of the
Public Resources Code, and in compliance with Senate Bill 447 which amended Section
5097.99 of the Public Resources Code in 1988. As part of this process, the Native American
Heritage Commission would be contacted by the Coroner’s Office, and the NAHC would
identify a “most likely lineal descendant.” The designated descendant would then negotiate
with the landowner for final disposition of identified remains, including the passibility of
reburial within an appropriate location within the project area.

PROJECT SUMMARY

This report details the results of an archaeological inventory survey of approximately 160
acres of land located adjacent to the north side of Olive Ranch Road, adjacent to the south
side of Miners Ravine, a short distance east of Cavitt and Stallman Roads, approximately 1/4
mile east of Sierra College Boulevard, southeast of Rocklin, in Placer County, California.
Proposed action involves development of this land for residential and related use, an action
that would result in physical disturbance to ground surface and sub-surface components and
would therefore have the potential to impact cultural resources within the project area.

A search of State data bases, including all records and documents available at the North
Central Information Center, consultation with the Native American Heritage Commission and
Native American representatives identified by the NAHC, and intensive-level pedestrian
survey have resulted in identifying five (5) sites and one historic-era Isolate within the project
area. Two of the five project area sites (sites CA-PLA-197 and RDO #3) and the historic-era
Isolate (RDO #5) are recommended not eligible under any of the relevant evaluative criteria.
No treatment or mitigative action is recommended for these two sites and the Isolate which
are not therefore included in the Historic Properties Treatment Plan contained in this report.
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The remaining three prehistoric sites (sites RDO #'s 1, 2 and 4) are recommended potentially
eligible per National Register Criterion d because a category of data present at these sites
remains unevaluated or incompletely evaluated.

In the Historic Properties Treatment Plan contained in this report, formal archaeological test
excavation is proposed for the three sites recommended potentially eligible for inclusion on
the NRHP and whose eligibility could be affected if residential or related development is to
occur within or within a 50 foot radius of the boundaries of these sites. Archaeological testing
would be guided by research questions and analytical/recovery techniques detailed inthe
Plan, which also contains a provision for monitoring of initial ground disturbing impacts at
one or more of these sites following implementation of any formal testing and/or mitigative-
level data recovery excavations. Also contained in the Plan is a summary of steps to take in
the event of inadvertent discovery of human remains or burials under any circumstances and
at any time during archaeological research, construction monitoring or subsequent
construction activity.

Consultation with local Native Americans occurred in conjunction with the present project,
involving both the Native American Heritage Commission and individuals and groups
identified on the contact list received from the NAHC. No responses have been received to
date from any of the individuals or groups contacted. The Native American Heritage
Commission indicated that there are no Sacred Land listings for the project area or adjacent
lands (response dated March 21, 2006, attached).

Some of the sites located within the Rancho Del Oro property are located adjacent to stream
courses and the lands at and around these sites may therefore not be developed for residential
or other use, If the site areas are not developed, impacts to the sites will not occur and the
sites would be preserved “as is.”
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ARCHAEOLOGICAL INVENTORY SURVEY

Rancho Del Oro Development Project, c. 160 acres,
Placer County, California.

ATTACHMENTS

¢ Survey Location Map

* Records Search from CSU-Sacramento

* Native American Contacts and Responses, including:
1. Response From the Native American Heritage Commission dated 3/21/06
2. Rose Enos, Auburn, California
3. Shingle Springs Band of Miwok, Shingle Springs, California
4. United Auburn Indian Community, Rocklin, California
5. Todd Valley Miwok-Maidu, Foresthill, California

-* Site record forms for five project area sites and one isolate record
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NORTH CENTRAL INFORMATION CENTER

CSU-SACRAMENTO - 6000 J STREET, ADAMS BLDG., #103 - SACRAMENTO, CA. 95819-6100

916-278-6217 ncic@csus.edu FAX 916-278-5162

Summary of Results for Reéords Search

March 21, 2006 NCIC File No.: PLA-06-24

To: Sean Michael Jensen

Genesis Society
7053 Molokai Drive
Paradise, CA 95969

From: Ellen Bowden, Researcher

Re: Rancho Del Oro Development, ca. 160-acres

T 11N/R 7E Section 32
USGS Rocklin 7.5-minute Quad, Placer County, CA

Sites Within or Adjacent to Project Area:
CA-PLA-194; CA-PLA-196; CA-PLA-197; CA-PLA-198

Within % mile (East) of the project arca evidence of habitation site(s) has been identified as well as additional
BRMs

NCIC Studies Within or Adjacent to Project Area:

NCIC# 42 (Johnson 1976) “An Intensive Archeological Survey of Both Banks of Portions of Miners,
and Strap Ravines and the Linda Creek Drainage in Placer and Sacramento counties, California™
NCIC# 565 (Chavez 1980) “Cuitural Resources Evaluation for the Southeast Placer County
Wastewater Project, Piacer County, California™

NCIC#2121 (Peak & Associates Inc. 1990) “Cultural Resource Assessment of Assessor’s parcel
Number 48-030-50, Located near Roseville, Placer County, California” .

OHP Historic Property Directory (August 2005): Nothing listed

NRHP/CRHR listings and DOE (August 2005): Nothing listed

California Inventory of Historic Resources (1976); Nothing listed

California State Historical Landmarks (1996): Nothing listed

Points of Historic Interest (1992): Nothing listed

California Dept. of Transportation Bridge Inventory (2000): Nothing listed

11'856 GLO Plat: No cultural features are evident within the project area or along the section
ines.

Historic Maps: USGS 1887-8 30-minute Sacramento Sheet shows the area surroundmg the

project vicinity devoid of any identified features.

Thank you for using our services. Please sign and return the yellow copy of the enclosed
confidentiality agreement with your payment. If you have any questions or would like complete
copies of survey reports, please do not hesitate to call us at 916/278-6217.
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STATEQE CALIFORNIA

NATIVE AMERICAN HERITAGE COMMISSION
915 CAPITOL MALL, ROOM 284

SACRAMENTO, CA 85814

(M15) §53-4082

Fax (318) §57-5990

Wab Sits www.nshc ca.pov

March 21, 2006

Sean Michaal Jensen, Administrator
Genesis Society

Sent by Fax: 530-876-8650
"Mumber of Pages: 4

Re:  Proposed CCWD Spray Field and Forced Main project, Calaveras County, Simpson
Lane Reclamation, Yuba County. Rancho Del Oro Develapment project Placer County.

Dear Mr. Jensen:

A record search of the sacred land file has failed fo indicate the presance of Native American
cultural resources in the immediate project arsa. The absence of spacific site information in the
sacred lands file does not indicate the absence of cultural resources in any project area. Other
sources of cultural resources should aiso be contacted for information regarding known and
recorded sites.

Enclosed is a list of Native Americans individuats/organizations who may have knowledge of
cultural resources in the project area. The Commission makes no recommendation or
preference of a single individual, or group over another. This list should provide a starting place
in locating areas of potential adverse impact within the proposed project area. | suggest you
contact alt of those indicated, if thay canno! supply information, they might recommend others
with specific knowiedge. By contacting all thosa listed, your organization will he better able to
respond 1o claims of failure to consult with the appropriate tribe or group. If a response has not
been recelved within two weeks of notification, the Commission requests that you tollow-up with
a {elephone call to ensure that the project information has been received.

I you receive notification of change of addresses and phone numbers from any of these
individuals or groups, please notify me, With your assistance we are able to assure that our
lists contain current information. If you have any questions or need additional information,
please contact me at (316) 653-4038.
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Native American Contacts
Placer County
Mareh 21, 2006

United Auburn Indian Community of the Auburn

Rose Enos Jessica Tavares, Chairperson

15310 Bancroft Road Maidu 575 Menlo Drive, Suite 2 Maidu
Auburn » GA 895803 Washoe Rocklin . . CA 95765 Miwok
(530) 878-2378 916 663-3720

916 663-3727 - Fax

Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
Jeff Murray, Cultural Resources Manager

P.O. Box 1340 Miwok
Shingle » CA 95682 Maidu
mlnga_s ings_rancheria@hatmall.com

(530) 676-8010

(530) 676-8033 Fax

Shingle Springs Band of Miwok Indians
Nicholas Fonseca, Chairperson

P.O. Box 1340 Miwok
Shingle » CA 95682 Maidu
shingie springs_ranchetia@ho

(530% 676?801[“ 0

(530) 676-8033 Fax

Todd Valley Miwok-Maidu Cultural Foundation
Christopher Suehead, Cultural Representative
PO Box 1480 Miwok
Foresthill » CA 95631 Maidu

tvmmecf@foothill.net
(530) 367-3893 - Voice / Fax

This lisl Is current only as of the date of this document. |

Distribution of this list does not rellsve any person of statdory reaponaibliity s defined In Sectien 7050.5 of the Haalth and
Safety Code, Section 5057.94 of the Puhlic Resources Code -rgu Sepcglon soewr.sa of the Public Resources Code,

This list & only applicable for cantacting locsl Native Americane with rd o ¢cultural resources asasasment for tha proposed
Ranche Dal Oro Development project, Placar County. o '



GENESIS SOCIETY

a Corporation Sole

7053 MOLOKAI DRIVE
PARADISE, CALIFORNIA 95969
(530) 680-6170 VOX
(530) 876-8650 FAX
sean-jensen@sbcglobal.net

March 6, 2006

Rose Enos
15310 Bancroft Road
Auburn, CA 95603

Subject: Rancho Del Oro Development Project, Placer County.
Dear Ms. Enos:

Enclosed is 2 USGS topo-based map showing the location for a proposed development project
involving approximately 160 acres in Placer County.

Project Name: Rancho Del Oro Development, c. 160-acres
County: Placer .

Map USGS Rocklin, Ca. 7.5° quad

Location: Portion Section 32 of T11IN, R7E.

We have been requested to conduct the archaeological survey for this project, and are requesting
any information you may have concerning archaeclogical sites or traditional use areas for this
project area. Any information you might supply will be used to supplement the archaeological
and historical studies being prepared.

If you have any questions, please don't hesitate to call me at (530) 680-6170.

Sean Michael Jensen, Administrator



GENESIS SOCIETY

a Corporation Sole

7053 MOLOKAI DRIVE
PARADISE, CALIFORNIA 95969
(530) 680-6170 VOX
(530) 876-8650 FAX
sean-jensen@sbcglobal.net

March 6, 2006

Shingle Springs Rancheria

Attn.: Mr, Jeff Murray and Mr. Nicholas Fonseca
PO Box 1340

Shingle Springs, CA 95682

Subject: Rancho Del Oro Development Project, Placer County.
Dear Mr. Murray and Mr. Fonseca:

Enclosed is a USGS topo-based map showing the location for a proposed development project
involving approximately 160 acres in Placer County.

Project Name: Rancho Del Oro Development, ¢. 160-acres
County: Placer

Map USGS Rocklin, Ca. 7.5° quad

Location: Portion Section 32 of T1IN, R7E.

We have been requested to conduct the archaeological survey for this project, and are requesting
any information you may have conceming archaeological sites or traditional use areas for this

project area. Any information you might supply will be used to supplement the archaeological
and historical studies being prepared.

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to call me at (530) 680-6170.

Regards,

Sean Michael Jensen, Administrator



GENESIS SOCIETY

a Corporation Sole

7053 MOLOKAI DRIVE
PARADISE, CALIFORNIA 93969
{530) 680-6170 VOX
(530) 876-8650 FAX
sean-jensen@sbcglobal.nel

March 6, 2006

United Auburn Indian Community
Attn.: Jessica Tavares

575 Menlo Drive, Suite 2

Rocklin, CA 95765

Subject: Rancho Del Oro Development Project, Placer County.

Dear Ms. Tavaras:

Enclosed is a USGS topo-based map showing the location for a proposed development project
involving approximately 160 acres in Placer County.

Project Name: Rancho Del Oro Development, c. 160-acres
County: Placer

Map USGS Rocklin, Ca. 7.5’ quad

Location: Portion Section 32 of T11N, R7E.

. We have been requested to conduct the archaeclogical survey for this project, and are requesting
any information you may have conceming archaeological sites or traditional use areas for this

project area. Any information you might supply will be used to supplement the archaeological
and historical studies being prepared.

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to call me at (530) 680-6170.

Sean Michael Jensen, Administrator



GENESIS SOCIETY

a Corporation Sole

7053 MOLOKAI DRIVE
PARADISE, CALIFORNIA 95969
(530) 680-6170 VOX
(530) 876-8650 FAX
sean-jensen@sbcglobal.net

March 6, 2006

Todd Valley Miwok/Maidu
Attn.: Christopher Suehead

P. 0. Box 1490

Foresthill, California 95631

Subject: Rancho Del Oro Development Project, Placer County.
Dear Mr. Suehead:

Enclosed is 2 USGS topo-based map showing the location for a proposed development project
involving approximately 160 acres in Placer County.

Project Name: Rancho Del Oro Development, c. 160-acres
County: Placer
Map USGS Rocklin, Ca. 7.5 quad

Location: Portion Section 32 of T11IN, R7E.

We have been requested to conduct the archaeological survey for this project, and are requesting
any information you may have concerning archaeological sites or traditional use areas for this

project area. Any information you might supply will be used to supplement the archaeological
and historical studies being prepared.

If you have any questions, please don’t hesitate to call me at (530) 680-6170.

Regards, '

=, = ]

Sean Michael Jensen, Administrator





