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Abstract 

In December 2014, a cultural resources study was conducted on approximately 114 acres of land for 

Peery-Arrillaga. Peery-Arrillaga proposes to develop a mixed-use commercial and residential community 

located partially within and west of the City of Lincoln, Placer County, California (See Figures 1 & 2). The 

assessment was conducted in order to illustrate compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 

Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) (16 U.S.C. § 470f) and its implementing regulations in 36 C.F.R. Part 

800.  These investigations were conducted because the proposed Project will result in the discharges of 

fill into waters under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, therefore requiring a Clean 

Water Act, Section 404 permit which triggers the need for a Clean Water Act, Section 401 Water Quality 

Certification. 

To comply with federal regulations, Cardno conducted archaeological and historical investigations in the 

project Area of Potential Effects (APE) which are consistent with the guidelines for compliance with 

Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act provided by the United States Army Corps of 

Engineers (ACOE) (ACOE 2011).  The APE includes the vertical and horizontal extent of all possible 

ground disturbance activities which will occur within one contiguous polygon, bounded on the west by 

Nelson Lane and Highway 65 to the south (Figure 2). The following ground disturbance activities will 

occur within the APE: grading of the entirety of the APE in order to facilitate the development of the parcel 

for mixed-use commercial and residential community structures. The following equipment may be used 

for this effort: bulldozers, excavators, loaders, concrete mixers, compactors, and haul and dump trucks. 

The investigations consisted of (1) background research, including a formal records search conducted at 

the North Central Information Center (NCIC) (Appendix A) (2) archaeological survey and (3) Native 

American coordination (Appendix B).  

Records search results that no previously recorded cultural resource are present within the APE, and 

approximately 50% of the APE has been subjected to previous intensive level survey (Berg & McGuire, 

1990; Jones & Stokes, 1999; and Westwood, 2012).   

Cardno field personnel conducted a reconnaissance level survey of 100% of the APE on December 29
th
 

and 30
th
, 2014.  A crew of two surveyed east/west trending transects at an interval not exceeding 15 

meters across the APE.  No new cultural resources were encountered during the pedestrian survey. 
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1 Introduction 

1.1 Project Location 

The western parcel (approximately 79 acres) is roughly rectangular in shape and is bordered by Nelson 

Lane on the west, State Route 65 Bypass on the South, undeveloped land on the north, and residential 

neighborhood on the east. The eastern parcel (approximately 33 acres) is roughly triangular in shape and 

is bordered by residential development on the north, Hwy 65 Bypass on the south, and Auburn Ravine on 

the east. There is a third parcel, situated between the western and eastern parcels, which measures 

approximately 1 acre in size (Figure 1). Additionally, the property is located in Section 17, Township 12 

North, Range 6 East of the Lincoln U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5 minute topographic quadrangle 

map (Latitude 038° 53′ 17.31″ North; Longitude -121° 20′ 09.22″ West; UTM 10 S., 4305679.68 m 
Northing, and UTM 644328.70 m Easting). Elevation ranges from approximately 120 to 135 feet above 

mean sea level (amsl). 

1.2 Project Description 

The Peery Property Project Area is comprised of approximately114 acres in three parcels located on the 

western border of the City of Lincoln north of the newly constructed Highway 65 Bypass. Approximately 

35.4 acres of Commercial Development and 63.9 acres of Low Density Residential Development at 4.5 

dwelling units per acre are proposed on the project site with 3.3 acres of major roads.  The project also 

sets aside 3.0 acres for Parks and 8.0 acres of Open Space and Landscape Corridors, including all of 

Auburn Ravine that passes through a corner of the project site. 

The Peery Property Project Area is located in the City of Lincoln Sphere of influence, with 1 acre already 

inside of the City of Lincoln border. This area has been identified in the City of Lincoln General Plan for 

commercial and residential development based upon its excellent access to Nelson Lane, the nearby 

Highway 65 Bypass, and adjacency to the existing Lincoln utilities network and services. The Land Use 

Plan is compatible with the existing surrounding land uses, the Placer County Airport land Use 

Compatibility Plan, and neighboring developments. 

1.3 Regulatory Context 

The assessment was conducted to comply with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act of 

1966 (NHPA) (16 U.S.C. § 470f) and its implementing regulations in 36 C.F.R. Part 800.  Since the 

Project would affect waters of the United States, the project proponent must meet requirements of Section 

404 of the Clean Water Act and/or Section 10 of the Rivers and Harbors Act, and therefore, is seeking a 

permit from the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District.    

1.3.1 Federal Regulations 

The National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 

The NHPA was passed in 1966 to provide a regulatory framework to ensure that significant resources are 

recognized and protected during federal projects and program through the Section 106 and Section 110 

compliance processes. For compliance with the NHPA, cultural resource significance is evaluated in 

terms of eligibility for listing in the NRHP.  

The NRHP is a list of historic properties that represent the local, state, and national heritage of the United 

States. The National Park Service (NPS) manages the list for the Department of the Interior; however, 

each state historic preservation office reviews the eligibility assessments and forwards recommendations 

for listing from the state level.  The NRHP program is intended to provide recognition of the importance of 

a property and serve as a record of our nation’s heritage for the benefit of future generations. 

NRHP significance criteria that may be applied to evaluate the cultural resources in this study are defined 

in 36 Code of Federal Regulations 60.4 as follows. The quality of significance in American history, 

February 4, 2015 Cardno  Introduction 1-1 



Cultural Resources Inventory Report for the Peery Property Project, Lincoln, Placer County, California 

architecture, archaeology, engineering, and culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and 

objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and 

association, and : 

A. That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 

patterns of our history; or 

B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or 

C. That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction, or 

that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent 

a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual distinction; 

or 

D. That has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 

In addition to meeting the four main criteria, properties considered for listing in the NRHP must retain 

integrity. Integrity refers to the ability of a property to convey its significance. In other words, a historic 

resources must have intact enough physical characteristics or features in order to communicate its 

significance under one or more of the NRHP criteria. NRHP guidelines recognize seven aspects or 

qualities that define integrity. The seven aspects are location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, 

feeling, and association. The Secretary of the Interior defines these aspects as follows: 

• Location is the site where the resource was originally constructed. 

• Design includes the form, plan, and style of a property. 

• Setting is the physical surroundings of a property. 

• Materials are the physical surroundings of a property. 

• Workmanship is the evidence of the craftsmanship or ability of a culture. 

• Feeling is the property’s ability to express a sense of time. 

• Association is the “direct link” evident between the property and an important event or 

person. 

A property must have both significance and integrity to be considered eligible for listing in the NRHP, 

because the period of significance establishes the baseline or standard against which integrity is 

measured. Loss of integrity, if sufficiently great, will overwhelm the historical significance of resource and 

render it ineligible for listing. In addition to significance and integrity, a resource must be at least 50 years 

old in order to be eligible for listing in the NRHP unless it meets specific and exacting standards for 

exceptional significance. A full explanation of the procedures for evaluating historic resources can be 

found in publications issued by the NPS, including National Register Bulletin 15, How to Apply the 
National Register Criteria for Evaluation (USDI National Park Service 1982). 
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Figure 1. Project Vicinity Map 
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Figure 2.  Project Location Map 
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1.4 Area of Potential Effect (APE)/Permit Area 

The Project’s APE is located within one contiguous polygon, bounded on the west by Nelson Lane, on the 

south by Highway 65 and the Auburn Ravine, on the north by agricultural lands and a residential 

development (Figure 3). The legal location of the project is: T12N; R6E; in the southern half of Section 17.  

The entire parcel is subject to development. The APE consists of the horizontal and vertical 

characteristics of the Project, which could cause a significant impact or adverse effect to Historical 

Resources or Historic Properties. The horizontal APE consists of all areas where activities associated 

with the project are proposed, approximately 113.6 acres. The vertical APE is the maximum depth of 

Project excavation for all Project activities, and will vary across the Project.  Vertical APE also includes 

the total maximum height of buildings and structures, including up to 50 feet above the ground surface. 

1.5 Personnel Qualifications 

All cultural resources work for the proposed project was conducted under the direct supervision of 

Principal Investigator Joshua Peabody, M.A. (16 years of experience), an archaeologist who meets the 

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Professional Qualifications in Archaeology and 

History.  Darren Andolina, M.A. (17 years of experience) and Garret Root, M.A., (5 years of experience) 

authored this report. Mr. Andolina is also an archaeologist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s 

Standards and Guidelines for Professional Qualifications in Archaeology and History.  Field personnel 

included Mr. Andolina and Tyrell Milliron, B.A. (5 years of experience).  Ashley Hallock, M.A., RPA (7 

years of experience) performed the records search and Michella Rossi, B.A., (5 years of experience), 

conducted the Native American correspondence. 
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