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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


Kittitas County (County) plans to reduce the flood risk and improve floodplain habitat within the 


Spring Creek Restoration project (Project). The entire property consists of 160 acres; however, 


initial efforts will include removing of historic built structures, removing foundations from 


previously demolished structures, and restoration within 36 acres directly adjacent to Spring 


Creek. Restoration efforts will include disturbance to remove two existing culverts on Spring 


Creek, removal of noxious weeds, and planting native vegetation.  


Preliminary cultural resource investigation by Jacobs Engineering (Jacobs) architectural 


historians identified five historic built structures, one of which, was potentially eligible for the 


National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) under criteria C. All these structures will be affected 


by the proposed project.  


Jacobs has conducted a pedestrian survey, inventory, and subsurface testing of the entire 


proposed project area, utilizing a fifteen-meter transect interval. During the course of this 


investigation, no unknown archaeological or built environment resources were identified during 


the surface and subsurface inventory.   


Upon recent investigations by Kelsey Doncaster Jacobs’ Architectural Historian, the structure 


in question, has newly identified alterations that diminish its historic integrity (Personal 


Communication 2020). Making the Barn historic structure ineligible for the national register 


and concurred by DAHP (Tracking Number 2020-11-7331) as such the project as planned will 


have no adverse effect on cultural resources. The project as described may continue without 


further archaeological investigations or monitoring. 
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1.1 Introduction 


Jacobs Engineering (Jacobs) has been contracted by Kittitas County (County) to conduct a 


cultural resources inventory of a planned restoration project, as well as provide consultation for 


mitigation efforts in regard to the removal of historic structures within the Spring Creek 


restoration unit. This cultural resource report documents the findings of these investigations 


and assesses the potential for intact significant archaeological resources to be present/absent 


within the property.  


1.2 Project Description and Location 


On December 10, 2019 Kittitas County purchased parcel 508933 (731 Stone Rd., Ellensburg, 


WA) for the purposes of reducing flood risk and improving floodplain habitat as part of the 


Spring Creek Restoration project (Project). The entire property consists of 160 acres; however, 


initial efforts will include removing the historic barn, removing foundations from previously 


demolished structures, and restoration within 30 acres directly adjacent to Spring Creek. 


Restoration efforts will include ground disturbance to remove two existing culverts on Spring 


Creek, removal of noxious weeds, and planting native species, such as black cottonwood, coyote 


willow, and redosier dogwood. Site access will occur off of Stone Road along dirt and gravel 


roads located on the parcel in portions of Section 24, Township 17 North, Range 18 East 


Willamette Meridian, in Kittitas County, Washington State (Figure 1).  


1.3 Regulatory Context 


Washington State Executive Order 05-05 requires that state agencies with capital improvement 


projects integrate the Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP), the 


Governor’s Office of Indian Affairs (GOIA), and concerned tribes into their capital project 


planning process for projects not undergoing Section 106 review under the National Historic 


Preservation Act of 1966 (Section 106). Impacts to cultural resources, which are defined as 


archeological and historical sites and artifacts, and traditional areas or items of religious, 


ceremonial and social uses to affected tribes, are to be determined. Should a known or 


suspected culturally significant site be located in the Project area, the agency shall take 


additional steps to work with DAHP and affected Tribes on appropriate survey and mitigation 


strategies. 


1.3.1 Washington State Regulatory Context 


State laws and policies that govern the protection of archaeological resources include the 


following: 


• Revised Code of Washington (RCW) 27.44, Indian Graves and Records, provides for 


the protection of Native American graves and burial grounds, encourages voluntary 


reporting of said sites when they are discovered, and mandates a penalty for 


disturbance or desecration of such sites. 
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Figure 1. Project Vicinity and Area of Potential Effects 
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• RCW 27.53, Archaeological Sites and Resources governs the protection and 


preservation of archaeological sites and resources and establishes Department of 


Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP) as the administering agency for these 


regulations. This RCW also requires an excavation permit issued by DAHP prior to 


excavation, altering, or otherwise disturbing a known archaeological site. 


• RCW 36.70A.020, Planning goals, includes a goal to “Identify and encourage the 


preservation of lands, sites, and structures that have historical, cultural, and 


archaeological significance.” Cities planning under the Washington State Growth 


Management Act must consider and incorporate this historic preservation goal. 


• RCW 68.60, Abandoned and Historic Cemeteries and Historic Graves, provides for the 


protection and preservation of abandoned and historic cemeteries and historic 


graves. 


1.4 National Register of Historic Places 


The NRHP was authorized by the NHPA in 1966, and the official list of historic properties is 


maintained and expanded by the U.S. Secretary of the Interior. Eligibility for listing in the NRHP 


requires properties to be significant at the national, state, and/or local levels. In accordance with 


the criteria set forth in 36 C.F.R. § 60.4, the quality of significance in American history, 


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. Properties that are eligible for listing on the NRHP are properties that 


retain their integrity and meet one or more of the four criteria listed below. In addition, unless a 


property possesses exceptional significance, it must also be at least 50 years old. 


A resource can be considered for inclusion on the NRHP if it meets at least one of the following 


criteria (36 C.F.R. pt. 60): 


A. Is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns 


of our history. 


B. Is associated with the lives of persons significant in our past. 


C. Embodies 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 represents 


a significant and distinguishable entity whose components might lack individual 


distinction.  


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


Individually eligible properties and historic districts must retain key character-defining features, 


or integrity, to convey the significance of a resource. Integrity specifically refers to the ability of a 


property to convey its significance. In other words, a historic property must have enough intact 


physical characteristics or features to communicate its significance under one or more of the 
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NRHP criteria. NRHP guidelines recognize seven aspects, or qualities, that define integrity. The 


Secretary of the Interior defines these aspects as follows (36 C.F.R. pt. 60): 


• Location. Is the location/site where the resource was originally constructed? 


• Design. Is the design in its original form, plan, and style of the property intact? 


• Setting. Have the physical surroundings of a property been compromised? 


• Materials. Are the physical components used in construction of the property still present? 


• Workmanship. Is there evidence of craftsmanship? 


• Feeling. Is the property able to express a sense of time? 


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


person? 


For archaeological sites, integrity of location, materials, and association are generally most 


crucial. To address important research topics, archaeological deposits usually must be in their 


original location, retain depositional integrity, contain adequate quantities and types of materials 


in suitable condition to address important research topics, and have a clear association. 


Associations may be defined at different social scales (e.g., an activity area, a household, or 


institution) and across various temporal spans (e.g., brief or longer term). 


1.5 Area of Potential Effects 


The proposed APE depicted in Figure 1 includes the footprint for the site restoration, including a 


100-foot buffer, historic structures to be demolished, as well as all locations potentially subject 


to project-related, ground-disturbing activities. The total area for the APE is 34.5 acres. Access 


for site restoration will be from existing County roads and an unpaved road through the parcel. 


Once in the dewatered section of creek, equipment will utilize the creek bed for access and will 


not require continued access from the bank. Staging of equipment and materials will occur on 


existing streets. 


1.6 Key Personnel 


Jacobs archaeologists and historians background research and field survey and authored the 


report. Nicholas Finley, Archaeologist, served as principal investigator and meets Washington 


State standards for a professional archaeologist.  


A desktop records search was conducted by Nicholas Finley to determine if previously recorded 


archaeological and historical resources are located within the APE. The archaeological field 


inventory was conducted by senior archaeologist Michael Chidley, MA, and Nicholas Finley, MA. 


Additional research and report contributions were completed by architectural historians Kelsey 


Doncaster and Michelle Yellin.  
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2 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING AND CULTURAL CONTEXT  


The project area is within the Kittitas Valley, which is in the eastern foothills of the Washington 


State’s Cascade Range (Figure 2). This range is a north-south trending mountain range that 


generally measures 50-100 kilometers wide and 1,500 to 2,500 meters high. The mountains 


effectively block the moist maritime air traveling east off the Pacific Ocean. This creates a rain 


shadow effect on the eastern slopes of the Cascades that extends east across the Columbia 


Plateau. West of the Cascades can accumulate over 250 cm (~100 inch) of precipitation 


annually, whereas, east of the Cascades only receives 40 cm (~16 inch) or less of this 


precipitation. Since most of the precipitation in this area occurs as winter snow, the resulting 


snowmelt is the primary water source for the hydrological cycle of the arid lands’ east of the 


Cascades (Chatters 1998). Snowpack provides year-round flows in the many small streams of 


the Kittitas Valley.  


 


Figure 2: Project Location in Washington State 
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2.1 Natural Setting 


The Kittitas Valley is a structural basin near the northwest margin of the Columbia Plateau. The 


APE is a part of a Yakima River side channel, specifically Spring Creek, which is approximately 12 


miles north of the Yakima River Canyon and approximately 3.5 miles south of the City of 


Ellensburg, Washington. The project exists atop aeolian loess deposits atop alluvium coming off 


the Nanum fan, which is a massive gravel and cobble deposit known as the Thorp, and 


Ellensburg formations, found in relic outcrops of pediment at the base of Manastash Ridge.  


2.2 Soils 


Soils which the proposed project will interact with include Nitzel-Weirman (684) and Kayak 


(706) soil series Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) (2020) (Figure 3). The Nitzel-


Weirman soil type is described as a being made of a very deep alluvium with an influence of 


volcanic ash in the upper portions of the soil profile. The soil texture for Nitzel-Weirman is 


described as gravelly sandy loam to very gravel whereas the Kayak soil type consists of 


gravelly ashy loam to ashy loam and is equally as deep to Nitzel-Weirman.  


 


Figure 3: NRCS Soils Within the Project Area 
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2.3 Vegetation 


Native vegetation in the APE would have been subdivided into portions of prairie, deciduous 


forest, but overall, would have been typical of the sagebrush steppe zone prior to agricultural 


activities (Franklin and Dyrness 1988). Nearest to the river, prior to European-American 


settlement, the riparian area and floodplain were dominate by cottonwood (Populus) stands with 


willow (Salix), alder (Alnus ssp.), dogwood (Cornus ssp.), and other shrubs in the understory 


(Herrera 2014:9). The modern landscape consists of degraded farmland with grasses carpeting 


the APE.  


2.4 Cultural Context 


This section provides an overview of the cultural setting for the Columbia Plateau region. The 


regional cultural background has been divided into two general contexts, composed of the 


Prehistoric and Historic periods. The Prehistoric period dates from around 14,000 to 250 years 


before present (BP) and is based largely on the archaeological record. The Historic period dates 


from 250 to 50 BP and was derived primarily from historical records. The cultural chronology 


was adapted from Ames et al. (1998), Kopperl et al. (2015), and Nelson (1969), and divided 


into seven temporal units (Table 1). The prehistoric chronological sequence is based on a 


combination of geologic and paleoenvironmental data, and archaeological patterns of human 


settlement, subsistence, and lithic technology through time and space. The Protohistoric period 


is marked with the arrival of the first Europeans to the region around 250 BP. Documentation of 


early Euro-American exchanges with Native American societies has also been referred to as the 


ethnographic context. The Historic period extends from around 150–100 BP to the mid-


twentieth century (50 BP). 


Table 1. Cultural Chronology for the Columbia Plateau. 


Geologic Timeframe Years BP Cultural Phases and Periods 


Late Holocene 


250–50 Protohistoric-Historic Period 


2,500–250 Cayuse Phase 


4,500–2,500 Frenchman Springs Phase 


Middle Holocene 8,000–4,500 Vantage Phase 


Early Holocene 10,500–8,000 Windust Phase 


Late Pleistocene- Holocene 


Transition 


12,000–10,500 Clovis Period 


14,000–12,000 Paleoarchaic Period 


 


2.4.1 Ethnographic Context 


The Columbia Plateau is a broad physiographic region formed of a large trough, underlain by 


deep basaltic bedrock, drained by the Fraser and Columbia Rivers and their major tributaries, 


such as the Okanogan, Spokane, Yakima, Snake, John Day, and Deschutes Rivers in Washington 
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and Oregon. The Middle Columbia area of the larger Columbia River region, contains those 


regions associated with the Columbia River from the Snake River to the Okanogan River, 


including the Yakima River. The Middle Columbia region was traditionally occupied by several 


cultural groups, some of whose descendants are now represented by the Confederated Tribes 


and Bands of the Yakama Nation, the Confederated Tribes of the Colville Reservation, the 


Wanapum Band, and other tribes of the Middle Columbia Plateau region. The project area lies 


within the ceded lands of the Yakama Nation as provided in the Treaty of 1855. 


The Plateau cultures have been recognized as complexes of deeply-rooted cohesive cultural 


traits well-adapted to the semi-arid climate of the region, focused on subsistence strategies 


exploiting edible roots and anadromous fish, and deeply involved in a cross-regional trade and 


travel network that included the surrounding regions (Kroeber 1939:55-56, Ray 1936, 1939; 


Schalk and Cleveland 1983; Walker 1998). 


During the early historical period, speakers of the Sahaptin and Interior Salishan languages were 


predominant in the Middle Columbia region. Ethnographic information indicates that the 


geographic division between those language groups was roughly coincident with the upper 


Yakima River drainages (Walker 1998).  


Ethnographic and early historic peoples of the Middle Columbia were known to be mobile 


hunter-fisher-gatherers, moving from winter villages to other seasonally productive resource 


bases. Each group worked cooperatively with their neighbors to accommodate and gain access 


to variable plant and animal resources. Hunting and fishing both were important subsistence 


systems, substantially supplemented by vital root and plant gathering and processing. Trade 


with neighboring groups and neighboring regions was facilitated by a complex and productive 


trade system based upon the Columbia River with inter- and intra-regional routes and centers. 


Ethnographic material culture has been documented as earthlodge and mat lodge structures 


with a probable increasing use of skin lodges and tents though time, dugout canoes of 


cottonwood, pine, and driftwood cedar, well-crafted basketry intensively used for cooking, 


processing, storage and transport of food and trade items, and a complex of lithic and other tool 


systems (knapped stone, groundstone, bone, wood, and shell implements). 


2.4.2 Precontact Archaeology 


Paleoarchaic (pre-11,000 – 8000 BP) 


The Paleoarchaic period includes the period of earliest recognized occupation of the Columbia 


Plateau, including the two earliest artifactual cultures – the fluted point and western stemmed-


point traditions. Andrefsky (2004) combines these type traditions into the Paleoarchaic. The 


Paleoarchaic includes Ames et al.’s (1998) Period 1A (11,500 – 11,000 BP) and Period 1B 


(11,000 BP – 7000/6400 BP), and King and Putnam’s (1994) Clovis period and Windust Phase. 


The fluted point tradition, defined by the presence of large spear points exhibiting basally 


originating long flaked flutes, encompasses the commonly known Clovis and Folsom traditions, 


Fluted points in the region are most notably known from the East Wenatchee cache site 
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(Mehringer and Foit 1990) and other isolated contexts. The fluted point tradition is indicative of 


the earliest recognized culture in North America (and the Plateau), and although there is 


increasing argument for a pre-fluted point occupation, it is typically dated to the 1000-year 


period beginning 11,500 BP. 


The western stemmed-point occupation of the Columbia Plateau, which in some instances 


appears to pre-date fluted point types, is comprised generally of the Windust, Lind Coulee, early 


Cascade, and similar type artifacts. The western stemmed-point tradition occurs coincident 


and/or continues later than the fluted point traditions, with dated contexts as late as 8000 BP or 


later. Western stemmed-point assemblages have been found throughout the Plateau and Middle 


Columbia reach, including an early occurrence on the Yakima Training Center at the Sentinel Gap 


site (10,100 – 10,600 BP) (Galm and Gough 2005). The Paleoarchaic cultures are interpreted as 


mobile broad-spectrum hunters and foragers, with what appears to be a common use of pluvial 


lake margins and rockshelters (Andrefsky 2004). 


Early Archaic (8000 – 5000 BP) 


The Early Archaic roughly coincides with increasing warmth and dryness during the Anithermal 


environmental conditions. Material culture of this period exhibits a continuation and/or 


alteration of Paleoarchaic characteristics and subsistence. While several Paleoarchaic 


adaptations persist into the Early Archaic period, regionally specific patterns develop in the area 


in response to local adaptations and activities. In the Middle Columbia, these are recognized as 


two somewhat contemporaneous and overlapping phases - the Cascade and Vantage Phases. 


Noted projectile point types include: the shouldered lanceolate Mahkin Shouldered point/knife 


(8000 – 5000 BP); the large triangular Cold Springs Side-notched type (6000 – 4000 BP); the 


Cascade projectile type group, consisting of three variants of a small lenticular, lanceolate point 


(8000 – 5000 BP) (Lohse and Schou 2008); and other non-specific stemmed shouldered 


lanceolate projectiles (Herbel and Bowden 2005).  


This period is characterized by small, low-density sites interpreted as being occupied by small 


highly mobile opportunistic foragers, with a broadening base of subsistence and greater 


inclusion of plan foods. Microblade technology also appears in the artifact assemblages during 


this period (Andrefsky 2004). A high frequency of salmon bones at Fivemile Rapids (Ames et al. 


1998), one of the earliest known intensive fishery sites, represents the emergence and 


exploitation of that important resource. 


Middle Archaic (5000 – 2000 BP) 


In the Middle Columbia region, this period is also known as the very late Vantage phase and 


Frenchman Springs phase. Diagnostic point types of the period and Middle Columbia are: non-


Cascade willow leaf-shaped projectile points; Rabbit Island Stemmed, defined as stemmed 


triangular points with squared shoulders; the Quilomene Bar Corner-Notched, a distinctive 


triangular point with broad corner notches; and the Columbia Corner-Notched Type A, a large 


corner notched triangular point with a straight to expanding stem (Herbel and Bowden 2005; 
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Lohse and Schou 2008). Additional technological developments during the Middle Archaic 


include net sinkers, hopper mortar and pestles, cobble spall tools, and a variety of ground stone 


implements. The addition of these tools and materials indicates an increase in root crop 


exploitation around 3500 BP and a shift toward intensive salmon fishing around 3300 and 2200 


BP (Andrefsky 2004). 


Settlement patterns of the period include the continued use of open campsites and rockshelters, 


as well as the developing use of semi-subterranean pithouses. Though occurring sporadically 


very early in the period, pithouses become more common across the region by 4500 BP and 


appear to be associated with seasonal foragers focused on exploiting local subsistence resources 


(Ames 1991; Andrefsky 2004; Kimball 2005). 


Late Archaic (2000 BP – A.D. 1720) 


The Late Archaic period saw the intensification of patterns developed in the Middle Archaic and 


the emergence of ethnographic characteristics. All available resource niches were intensively 


occupied and utilized. During this period, regional trade networks involving lithic and other non-


local materials developed. Large pithouse villages were occupied on the primary watercourses 


and are typically interpreted as indicative of the development of the ethnographically known 


Plateau hunter-fisher-gatherer adaptations of intensive fishing, winter village settlement, and 


intensive use of processed and stored resources (Andrefsky 2004; Browman and Munsell 1969: 


260-262; Chatters 2004). On the Middle Columbia, this period is associated with the Cayuse 


Phase. 


Distinctive artifact types of the Cayuse Phase are net weights, adzes, shell beads and jewelry, and 


small projectile points. Temporally diagnostic point types for the Late Archaic include: the 


Quilomene Bar Basal-Notched, a stemmed basal-notched point with square to tapering barbs; 


the Columbia Corner-Notched B, a small corner-notched triangular point with straight to 


expanding stems; the Columbia Stemmed, a basal-notched triangular point with sharp, blunt, or 


square barbs; the Wallula Rectangular Stemmed, a small corner-notched triangular point with 


long straight stems; and Plateau Side Notched, a small side-notched triangular point with a base 


(Andrefsky 2004; Herbel and Bowden 2005; Lohse and Schou 2008). 


2.4.3 Historical Period Context 


The study property lies on the east bank of the Yakima River, roughly 3.25 miles south of 


Ellensburg, Washington, in Kittitas County. The city of Ellensburg sits east of the Yakima River, 


with Interstate 90 running south of the city from east to west and Interstate 82 running south 


from the city. The earliest documented Euro-Americans encounters date to 1814 when 


Alexander Ross first entered the Kittitas Valley to purchase horses from the Che-lo-han 


encampment (Ross 1904).  


In a historical report prepared for the County, Jacobs Historic Archaeologist, Yellin (2019:3-5), 


provided the following context and property history for the Spring Creek Restoration Project: 
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The region is part of the traditional homeland of the Kittitas band of the Yakama Indians, 


who used the future site of Ellensburg as a gathering place. Beginning in 1859, cattlemen 


drove their herds through the Kittitas Valley on the Caribou Trail towards British 


Columbia. In 1871, John and Mary Ellen Shoudy moved to the area from Seattle, and in 


1875 John Shoudy platted the townsite and named it Ellensburgh in honor of his wife. 


The U.S. Postal Service would later change the town’s name to Ellensburg, dropping the 


final “h” in 1894. In 1883, the County was established with Ellensburg designated as the 


county seat. In 1886, the Northern Pacific Railroad completed a depot in Ellensburg, 


connecting it to the town of Yakima to the south; the railroad added service to the Puget 


Sound region in 1888. Despite a devastating fire in 1889, the town continued to grow, 


helped by the establishment of the Washington State Normal School (now Central 


Washington University) in 1891 (Becker 2005: 7554). 


Since the nineteenth century, Ellensburg has served ranches and farms in the Kittitas 


Valley. From the 1860s, early European-American settlers in the region primarily 


practiced cattle and sheep ranching. By the 1890s, settlement in the Kittitas Valley had 


increased, and many new farmers used canals from the region’s creeks to irrigate 


orchards, grain, and hay. The Ellensburg Water Company began building canals in 1885, 


and by 1900 the Cascade Canal, Town Ditch, and West Side Ditch were irrigating more 


than 26,000 acres in the lower Kittitas Valley. The Kittitas Division of the Yakima Project 


was established in 1925 by the U.S. Secretary of the Interior, and the division completed 


the High Line Canal in 1932. The increased irrigation spurred further agricultural 


development, with farmers growing peas, corn, potatoes, and fruit as well as hay and 


wheat (Becker 2005: 7484). 


The study property lies near several transportation routes that connect Ellensburg and 


Yakima and promoted farming and industry. In the nineteenth century, the area around 


Ellensburg was home to several grain mills, powered by the Yakima River and the region’s 


creeks. In 1889, R.P Tjossem and Son built a flour mill at the intersection of Tjossem 


Road and Canyon Road 2.5 miles southeast of Ellensburg (northeast of the study 


property). The mill was served by the Holmes Spur of the Northern Pacific Railway, and it 


was destroyed by fire in 1943 (Tjossem 1908: 346-347). 


The Northern Pacific Railroad passes to the east of the study property through the 


Yakima River Canyon. In 1922, the canyon was chosen as the route for a highway from 


Yakima to Ellensburg. The road, which was completed in 1924 and paved in 1932, is 


known today as Canyon Road, the Yakima Canyon Scenic Byway, and State Route 821. It 


was historically known as U.S. 97, State Highway No. 3, and the Inland Empire Highway. 


Interstate 82 was constructed to the east of this road between 1963 and 1971 and, 


following its completion, the Yakima Canyon Scenic Byway was named the first scenic 


and recreational highway corridor in Washington State. Today, the official route begins 
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roughly 2 miles south of the study property at the intersection of Canyon Road and Thrall 


Road (Garret 1971:13-15). 


2.4.4 Property History (Yellin 2019: 4-5) 


In a historical report prepared for the County, Jacobs Historic Archaeologist, Yellin (2019:4-5), 


provided the following context and property history for the Spring Creek Restoration Project: 


The parcel of land located at 731 Stone Road occupies the northwest quarter of Section 


24 of Township 17 North, Range 18 East, Willamette Meridian. The property was first 


claimed by white settlers in 1891, when a land patent was granted to David R. Campbell 


of Kittitas County for the “east half of the North West quarter and the east half of the 


South West quarter” of Section 24, a property totaling 160 acres. In 1895, a land patent 


for the west halves of the northwest and southwest quarters that totaled 160 acres was 


granted to “Smith George, an Indian.” In 1922, C.E. Thompson purchased 80 acres from 


the allotment of Smith George, which consisted of the west half of the northwest quarter 


of Section 24. By 1967, the northwest quarter of Section 24 was one parcel, owned by 


Marjorie Moreau (widow of George Moreau). It is not known when the change in property 


lines occurred. 


The Moreau family first came to the Ellensburg area in 1898. Frank Moreau (1860–


1922), an immigrant from Belgium, purchased 80 acres of land in the Kittitas Valley in 


1898. By 1919, Moreau had purchased 200 additional acres, which he sold to his sons—


Alfred and George. Although the exact location of this land is not known, it may have 


included all or part of the property. Regardless, 1967 tax assessor records list Marjorie 


Moreau as the property owner, with George Moreau’s name crossed out and her 


residence listed at a different address in Ellensburg. The records of Holy Cross Cemetery 


in Ellensburg reveal that George Moreau died in 1961. Tax records reveal that Marjorie 


Moreau sold the property to Rob Stewart in 1976. 


Oral history and an interview with the current tenant of the south residence indicate that 


John Eaton and his family have leased the property for cattle ranching for approximately 


50 years. The south residence has been leased by the current tenant for approximately 


50 years. According to the tenant, the residence was leased by her friends for about 12 


years before she moved in. She estimates that the shed behind the house was 


constructed in the 1970s and says that she added a sleeping porch onto the rear of the 


original house. 
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3 RECORDS AND LITERATURE REVIEW 


Jacobs archaeologist Nicholas Finley, MA, conducted a records search for previously 


documented historic and archaeological resources within a one-mile radius of the APE using 


Jacobs’ records on file and the Washington Information System for Architectural and 


Archaeological Records Database (WISAARD). WISAARD contains all cultural resource 


documents submitted to DAHP since 1995. Additional sources of background research and 


information included: historical maps and bureau of Land Management (BLM) General Land 


Office (GLO) records, National Register of Historic Places (NRHP)-listed properties, historic 


United States Geologic Survey topographic maps, and modern aerial photographs and 


topographic maps.  


Jacobs archaeologists reviewed the records search results to contextualize any previously 


recorded cultural resources and to inform the development of expectations for 


archaeological and/or ethnographic resources discovered within the project APE.  


The records search identified five previously recorded sites within the proposed APE. Of these 


five sites, all have been evaluated for the NRHP and none of them are eligible for the 


national register (Table 2) (Figure 4). A total of thirteen sites were identified within a one-


mile radius of the APE, consisting of one precontact lithic scatter, one precontact lithic 


isolate, one historic isolate and ten historic structures (Table 3). 


One cultural resource study has been performed within the Project Area; no cultural 


resources were identified during the previous cultural resource survey (Amara 2006), while 


five historic structures were noted by Yellin (2019), of the five identified, one structure was 


considered potentially eligible for the National Register under Criteria C (Figure 4, Table 4,). 


Twenty-one previous cultural resource studies have been performed within a one-mile radius 


of the Project Area (Table 5). 


3.1 Other Sources Consulted 


As part of the records search, other resources consulted include BLM GLOs and Google Earth 


maps. The first map of the area comes in at 1872. At that time, the Yakima River was just outside 


the western boundary of the APE and a side channel from the Yakima River is traveling through 


the mid-section of the APE within the current Spring Creek APE footprint. Google Earth images 


over the course of the past 36 years show the Yakima River and the floodplain abuts the western 


boundary of the APE. The APE has been affected by alluvial processes throughout the historic 


period.  


3.2 Description of Previously Identified Cultural Resources Within APE  


Five previously identified cultural resources were identified within the APE (Figure 4): Barn, North 


Dwelling, South Dwelling, Studio/Shop, Garage. 
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Table 2. Cultural Resources Within the Project Area 


Item 


No. 


Resource 


No. 


Distance from 


Project Limits 


(miles) 


Description 
NRHP 


Eligibility 


1 719847 Within APE Barn Circa 1900 
Potentially 


Eligible 


2 719835 Within APE North Dwelling House Circa 1900 Not Eligible 


3 719848 Within APE Studio/Shop 1965 Not Eligible 


4 719849 Within APE Garage Not Eligible 


5 719850 Within APE South Dwelling House Circa 1900 Not Eligible 


Source: WISAARD 


 


Table 3. Cultural Resources Within One Mile of the Project Area 


Item 


No. 


Resource 


No. 


Distance from 


Project Limits 


(miles) 


Description 
NRHP 


Eligibility 


1 45KT02132 0.51 Historic Water Structures Not Eligible 


2 45KT02724 0.71 Acheson Historic Isolate Not Evaluated 


3 45KT03395 0.84 Precontact Isolate Not Evaluated 


4 45KT04338 0.72 Precontact Lithic Material Eligible 


5 719891 0.95 Broadmoor Guest House Not Eligible 


6 3594 0.50 Tjossem Mill, Holmes Siding Site Not Determined 


7 680063 0.41 Tjossem Ditch Eligible 


8 706270 0.99 1471 Riverbottom Rd, Ellensburg, WA Not Eligible 


9 717577 0.66 Mills, George, Farm Not Determined 


10 41434 0.92 
Fogarty Ditch and Adjacent Irrigation 


Features 
Not Eligible 


11 88934 0.76 Becker, Mathias, Barn Not Determined 


12 4047 0.93 Woodhouse-Lamb Farmstead Not Determined 


13 700414 0.87 Ross, Will, Barn Eligible 


Source:  WISAARD 
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Figure 4. Historic Structures Within APE 
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Table 4. Cultural Resources Studies Conducted Within the Project Area 


Item 


No. 
NADB Year Author Title Description 


1 


2019-


09-


06969 


2019 
Yellin, 


Michelle 
MF Farm Cultural Resource Assessment  


Historic 


Survey 


Report 


2 1347350 2005 Amara, Mark 


Survey Report NRCS Robert Stewart EQIP 


Cultural Resource Site Identification (NRCS 


Contract # 7405446A388) 


Survey 


Report 


NRCS = Natural Resources Conservation Service  


EQIP = Environmental Quality Incentives Program 


 


Table 5. Cultural Resources Studies Conducted Within One Mile of the Project Area 


Item 


No. 
NADB Year Author Title Description 


1 1687588 2015 
Macfarland, 


Doug 


Cultural Resources Review for the Non-Bureau 


of Reclamation Owned Portion of the Schaake 


Property Habitat Improvement Project 


Survey 


Report 


2 1684601 2014 
Vaughn, 


Kevin 


2012 Pedestrian Survey and Subsurface 


Reconnaissance of the Schaake Parcels 


Survey 


Report 


3 1689059 2011 Kanaby, Kara 


Cultural Resource Survey for the Jeffries Levee 


Repair Project on the Yakima River near 


Ellensburg 


Survey 


Report 


4 1346916 2005 
Orvald, 


Tucker 


Cultural Resource Inventory for Proposed 


Fogarty Ditch Diversion Redesign Project 


Survey 


Report 


5 1346109 2005 Sharley, Ann 


A Cultural Resource Survey of the Bonneville 


Power Administration Proposed Fogarty Ditch 


First Screen Project 


Survey 


Report 


6 1343565 2005 Amara, Mark EQIP Projects in Kittitas County, Washington 
Survey 


Report 


7 1349223 2006 
Orvald, 


Tucker 


Archaeological Construction Monitoring for 


Fogarty-Acheson Redesign Project 


Survey 


Report 


8 1353462 2009 
Spencer, 


Alan 


NRCS Charles Acheson EQIP 2009 Site 


Identification Survey in Kittitas County, 


Washington 


Survey 


Report 


9 1680941 2011 Amara, Mark 


Acheson NRCS Cultural Resources Site 


Identification Survey in Kittitas County, 


Washington (2011 EQIP, Contract No. 


740546110DC) 


Survey 


Report 
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Item 


No. 
NADB Year Author Title Description 


10 1343274 2004 Amara, Mark 
EQIP in Kittitas County, WA OAHP Log No. 


022304-08-NRCS/Acheson/Martin 


Survey 


Report 


11 1347993 1995 
McCutcheon, 


Patrick 


Pedestrian Survey and Surface Collecting on 


Bureau of Land Management Parcels in 


Yakima River Canyon and Uplands 


Survey 


Report 


12 1680117 2011 
Christie, 


Steve 


A Cultural Resource Survey on BLM Lands in 


the Ringer Road Recreation Management 


Project Area 


Survey 


Report 


13 1341902 2002 
Miller, 


Fenelle 


From Native American Trails to the Inland 


Empire Highway a Cultural Resource Inventory 


of the Canyon Road Improvement Project 


Survey 


Report 


14 1354383 2010 Baker, Anisa 


Results of Archaeological Investigations of the 


Wenatchee Facilities Modification Project – 


Plymouth to Zillah and Yakima to Wenatchee, 


Yakima, Benton, Kittitas, and Chelan Counties, 


Washington 


Survey 


Report 


15 1693816 2020 Allen, Josh  


Archaeological Review and Inventory of the 


Broadmoor Farm South Irrigation Project, 


Kittitas County, Washington 


Survey 


Report 


16 1343819 2004 
Middleton, 


Jessica 


Cultural Resource Pedestrian Survey for 


Ludwick Diversion Replacement/ Redesign 


Project, Kittitas County, Washington 


Survey 


Report 


17 1343173 2004 Amara, Mark 


EQIP Project in Kittitas County, Washington. 


OAHP Logs No. 102003-23-NRCS (Graff, 


Hanson) OAHP Logs No. 022304-08-NRCS 


(Mellegaard, Brunson 


Survey 


Report  


18 1346986 2006 
Orvald, 


Tucker 


Cultural Resource Inventory for Bonneville 


Power Administration’s Proposed Lyle Creek 


Barrier Removal and Restoration Project, 


Kittitas County, Washington 


Survey 


Report 


19 1346986 2006 
Orvald, 


Tucker 


Cultural Resource Inventory for Bonneville 


Power Administration’s Proposed Lyle Creek 


Barrier Removal and Restoration Project, 


Kittitas County, Washington 


Survey 


Report 


20 1688723 2016 
Landreau, 


Christopher 


An Archaeological Review and Inventory of the 


Broadmoor Farm, Berry Road Sprinkler 


Conversion Project 


Survey 


Report 


21 1689477 2016 
Landreau, 


Christopher 


A Section 106 Archaeological Review and 


Inventory of the Broadmoor Farms Inc. EQIP 


Project, NRCS #74054170XE, Kittitas County, 


Washington 


Survey 


Report  


Source: WISAARD, 2018 


OAHP = Office of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (the name preceded DAHP before 2006). 
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3.2.1 Barn (719847), NRHP Potentially Eligible 


The Barn (719847), built circa 1900, is a 2,484-square-foot structure that is situated slightly 


northwest of the other residential structures that comprise the southern residential area of 


the large farm, west of Stone Road (Figure 6). Initial inspection of this historic built structure 


yielded information that this could be potentially eligible for the NRHP under Criteria C, as it 


is a good representative example of a broken gable/gable with high lean-tos type, built ca. 


1900, and its timber frame construction and cupola are characteristic elements of barn 


construction in the state.  


3.2.2 North Dwelling (719835), NRHP not Eligible 


The North Dwelling (719835) is a 480-square-foot house, likely build in ca. 1900, that 


appears to have been designated a rectangular homestead area on the north side of the 


larger farm. A rectangular, single story hose, that has a front gable wood shingled roof with 


portions missing. Due to deterioration the north dwelling is not eligible for the NRHP (Yellin 


2019).  


3.2.3 South Dwelling (719850), NRHP not Eligible 


The South Dwelling (719850) is a 966-squre-foot house, likely build in ca. 1900, appears to 


be a T-shaped in plan on a concrete block foundation and a potential cross-gabled roof. The 


house has been extensively modified, with a larger rear addition and several replacement 


windows. The south dwelling was recommended not eligible for the NRHP (Yellin 2019).  


3.2.4 The Studio/Shop (719848), NRHP not Eligible 


The Studio/Shop (719848) is an 800-square-foot building, likely built between 1960-1970. 


Rectangular in plan, the single-story studio/shop building appeared to have been fixed up 


and added to over many years and lacks any consistent architectural style (Yellin 2019). This 


property was recommended not eligible for the NRHP (Yellin 2019).  


3.2.5 Garage (719849), NRHP not Eligible 


The Garage (719849) is a 280-square-foot building and has an unknown build date. The 


structure is composed of a front-gabled roof, cladding in stained woodlap shiplap, areas of 


vertical wood board and plywood and vinyl windows of various types. The Garage was 


recommended not eligible for the NRHP (Yellin 2019).  
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Figure 5: Historic Built Structure (719847). 
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4 RESEARCH DESIGN 


The following sections provides an outline of the inventory objectives and methods. This 


research design has been developed based upon the preceding information regarding the 


project setting and review of previous work documentation.  


4.1 Objectives and Expectations  


The primary objective of the investigation as to conduct an inventory of the APE to assess the 


presence/absence of previously undiscovered built environments and archaeological resources 


that could be impacted by the proposed undertaking (vehicle maneuvering, plant removal and 


planting). The purpose of this study was to identify cultural resources and to characterize the 


landscape for its potential to contain intact archaeological deposits. 


Expectations for potential archaeology is based on environmental data and the relationship of 


that data to our understanding of human behavior. Prehistoric human habitation was dependent 


on the availability of water and the ease with which resources could be transported. 


Consequently, many habitation areas were likely located along coastal, river, and lake margins. 


Landscape modification methods, including the removal of sediment and filling of topographical 


depressions, have a unique effect on archaeological site preservation and visibility. By 


understanding these effects, expectations about archaeological potential can be generated and 


then used to inform archaeological investigation strategies to identify where intact 


archaeological deposits are most likely to be present. 


Background research indicates that there is only one known historic built resource that is 


potentially eligible for the NRHP within the APE. Based on the archaeological record and historic 


context, precontact occupation and use of the APE would have included, at minimum, low-


intensity fishing and foraging and travel through the area, although there is potential for 


seasonal villages throughout the Kittitas Valley. 


Background research indicates that the APE was utilized primarily as agricultural and residential 


land. Although it appears the property has been plowed in recent times, it is largely undisturbed 


beneath the plow zone. 


Based on the known types of disturbances and the results of the previous investigations, the 


following expectations have been developed about the project area: 


• High potential for archaeology, although likely to be disturbed by plowing activities 


within the surface/plow zone, and 


• Low potential for archaeology within or below alluvial deposits. 
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4.2 Native American and other Consultation 


Consultation for purposes of SEPA remains under the purview of the Kittitas County.  


4.3 Field and laboratory methods 


Field methods consisted of a pedestrian survey and subsurface investigation at the Spring Creek 


Restoration location. The following protocols were followed during cultural resources inventory: 


• In accordance with RCW 27.44, any encountered human remains were to be protected 


from any further disturbance. 


• In accordance with RCW 27.53, no identified archaeological sites were to be disturbed, 


excavated, or otherwise altered without an excavation permit from DAHP.  


4.3.1 Pedestrian Survey 


The pedestrian survey consisted of walking surface transects that were spaced less than fifteen 


meters apart. Transect survey was completed across 100% of the APE with intensive 


examination of the ground surface. Indications of historical and modern development were 


noted and documented. Surveyors examined all exposed ground surfaces including road ruts, 


erosional features, rodent backdirt piles, and animal paths. Field conditions were noted, and 


photographs taken to document the encountered conditions.  


4.3.2 Subsurface Investigations 


Potential excavation of shovel tests probes (STP) was considered as part of the survey, 


dependent upon topography and sediment conditions observed within the APE. Excavation of 


STs was planned for locations within the APE judged to have a relatively higher archaeological 


potential based upon observed field conditions, sufficient sediment depth and/or lack of surface 


visibility. However, sediment depth was very thin, consisting of residual lithisols and exposed 


bedrock, and excellent ground visibility. A total of six STPs were excavated. 


4.3.3 Discovery of Human Remains Protocol 


The discovery of human remains did not occur during the cultural resources inventory. However, 


in the event of such occurrence, the DAHP policy regarding the Inadvertent Discovery of Human 


Skeletal Remains on Non-Federal and Non-Tribal Land in the State of Washington (RCW 


68.50.645, RCW 27.44.055, and RCW 68.60.055) was to be followed due to the location on non-


federal lands. 
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5 RESULTS 


The field inventory of the APE was conducted by Michael Chidley and Nicholas Finley over the 


course of three days: August 20, August 21st, and September 10th, 2020. Photos of the project 


area, historic sites, and shovel test probes can be seen in Appendix B. One of the five historic 


sites, the north dwelling had been burned and later demolished and two additional sites, the 


South Dwelling and the Studio/Shop had been demolished prior to the completion of the field 


inventory. The garage is still intact, along with the fifth and potentially eligible historic barn, 


though largely dilapidated. Upon recent investigations by Kelsey Doncaster Jacobs’ Architectural 


Historian, the structure in question, has newly identified alterations that diminish its historic 


integrity (Personal Communication 2020). Making the Barn historic structure ineligible for the 


national register and concurred by DAHP (Tracking Number 2020-11-7331; APPENDIX C).  


The pedestrian survey was conducted at 15m intervals, running north to south on both sides of 


the riparian area that bisects the site. Surface visibility during the survey and throughout the APE 


was decent (50-60%) (Figure 6). Dry cheatgrass (Bromus tectorum) and bunchgrass (Tussock 


ssp.) were prevalent throughout much of the APE. Vegetation nearest the riparian area include 


native horsetail (Equisetum) and invasive common cordgrass (Spartina anglica). Other invasive 


species noted include tall white top (Lepidium latifolium), diffuse knapweed (Centaurea diffusa), 


scotch thistle (Onopordum acanthium), and Russian thistle (Kali tragus). Nearest the house plots 


included the invasive crack willow (Salix fragilis) tree of heaven (Ailanthus altissima) and native 


ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa). Cottonwood (Populus ssp.) trees were also noted on the 


western edge of the APE boundary.  


The archaeological investigation revealed a shallow silty loam plow zone above by well sorted 


gravels, and finally alluvial sand and pebble gravels. It is highly unlikely that archaeology does 


exist beneath the alluvial gravels. A total of six shovel test probes (STPs) were excavated (See 


Figure 7 APPENDIX A:). Additional photographs of the APE are included in APPENDIX B; Figure 


8-10. 


No unidentified cultural resources were identified during surface or subsurface reconnaissance.  
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Figure 6: Overview of the APE. Photographer facing Northwest (More Photos See APPENDIX B) 
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Figure 7. Subsurface Testing Within the Spring Creek Restoration APE 
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6 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 


6.1 Conclusion 


Jacobs conducted a detailed surface and subsurface investigation within the Spring Creek APE. 


No archaeological resources were identified within the Project Area. However, based on limited 


ground disturbance of the property outside of a plow zone and its location upon the landform, 


there is potential for subsurface archaeological deposits. It is anticipated that the Project-related 


ground disturbance within the Project Area will disturb the existing plow zone and native 


sediments beneath, both of which have limited potentially to contain intact archaeological 


deposits. These findings determine that there is no need for further archaeological 


investigations.  


Previous cultural resources consultation determined that one of the structures on site (Property 


ID 719847, Resource ID 969917) was determined potentially eligible for the NRHP. Upon recent 


investigations by Kelsey Doncaster Jacobs’ Architectural Historian, the structure in question, has 


newly identified alterations that diminish its historic integrity (Personal Communication 2020). 


Making the Barn historic structure ineligible for the national register and concurred by DAHP 


(Tracking Number 2020-11-7331; APPENDIX C).  as such the project as planned will have no 


adverse effect on cultural resources. 


6.2 Recommendation  


The project as described may continue without further archaeological investigations or 


monitoring. In the event that archaeological materials are discovered during construction, the 


project proponent and/or contractor will be required to halt excavations in the vicinity of the 


find, have a qualified archaeologist assess the significance of the archaeological deposits 


discovered during construction, and contact the County and the Department of Archaeology 


and Historic Preservation (DAHP). If human skeletal remains are discovered, the County Sheriff 


and DAHP must be notified immediately. 
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Table 6. Descriptions of Shovel Test Probe Results 


ST 
Soil 


Zone 
Soil Color Soil Texture 


Arbitrary 


Level 


Depth 


(Cmbs) 
Comments / Inclusions 


ST 01 


1 10YR4/3 Duff 1-2 0-20 
Duff layer no organics or gravels. 


4/10 compact. 


2 10YR4/3 Silty Loam 3-5 20-60 
Well sorted gravels 65% gravel 


content. 6/10 compact. 


3 10YR6/3 Sand 6 60-70 


Gravels shift size to pebble and soil 


transitions into alluvial sand. 


Terminated due to alluvial soil. No 


cultural material identified. 


ST 02 1 


10YR4/3 


- 


10YR6/3 


Silty Loam 1-2 0-20 


Alluvial gravels noted and the STP 


terminated. No cultural material 


identified. 


ST 03 


1 10YR4/3 Silt 1-3 0-25 Some organics. No gravels. 


2 10YR4/3 Silty Loam 3-5 25-60 Few cobbles 10% gravel content. 


3 


10YR4/3 


- 


10YR6/3 


Silty Loam to 


Sand 
6-7 60-70 


Reached the alluvial pebble lens. 


Gravel content 75%+, gradual 


transition from silty loam to sand. 


Alluvial gravels noted and the STP 


terminated. No cultural material 


identified. 


ST 04 


1 10YR4/3 Clay Silt 1-2 0-20 
Gleyed clay noted at 18 cmbs. No 


gravels. 


2 10YR4/3 Silty Loam 3-4 20-40 
Gravels well sorted 40% gravel 


content. 


3 


10YR4/3 


- 


10YR6/3 


Silty Loam to 


Sand 
5-6 40-55 


Reached alluvial pebble lens. Gravel 


content 75%, gradual transition from 


silty loam to sand. Alluvial gravels 


noted and the STP terminated. No 


cultural material identified. 


ST 05 


1 10YR4/3 Clay Silt 1-2 0-20 
Gleyed clay noted at 16 cmbs. No 


gravels. 


2 10YR4/3 Silty Loam 3-4 20-40 
Gravels well sorted 50% gravel 


content. 


3 


10YR4/3 


- 


10YR6/3 


Silty Loam to 


Sand 
5 40-50 


Reached alluvial pebble lens. Gravel 


content 75%, gradual transition from 


silty loam to sand. Alluvial gravels 


noted and the STP terminated. No 


cultural material identified. 


ST 06 1 10YR4/3 Silty Loam 1-2 0-20 No gravel, some organics 







Cultural Resources Assessment for the Spring Creek Restoration Project, Ellensburg, Kittitas County, Washington 


March 2021 


Jacobs Engineering Group Inc.  Page 33 


ST 
Soil 


Zone 
Soil Color Soil Texture 


Arbitrary 


Level 


Depth 


(Cmbs) 
Comments / Inclusions 


2 10YR4/3 Silty Loam 3-4 20-40 Some gravels. 


3 10YR4/3 Silty Loam 5-7 40-80 


Gravels begin to appear at 60 cmbs. 


Well sorted. Pebble sized gravels 


increase in frequency by depth. 


4 


10YR4/3 


- 


10YR6/3 


Silty Loam to 


Sand 
8 80-85 


Reached alluvial pebble lens. Gravel 


content 65%, gradual transition from 


silty loam to sand. Alluvial gravels 


noted and the STP terminated. No 


cultural material identified. 


Cmbs = centimeters below surface 
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Figure 8: From Mid-section of the APE looking North along eastern edge. 


 


Figure 9: From southwestern section of the APE looking Northwest. 
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Figure 10: Overview of STP 3, facing North. 
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Electronic Delivery

 
Re: Executive Order 05-05 Archaeological and Cultural Resources
Yakima Basin Integrated Plan
Spring Creek Restoration Project
WRYBIP-1921-KiCPWD-00013
Request for a Determination of Concurrence

 
Greetings,
 
The Washington State Department of Ecology (Ecology) proposes to fund Kittitas County Public
Works Department’s (County) plans to conduct integrated floodplain management activities for the
160 acres at Stone Road (DAHP Project 2020-11-07331). The County has completed Cultural
Resource Investigations of the project (attached), which includes a description of the Area of
Potential Effect (APE). Project activities include weed management, installing riparian plants, and
culvert removal, and removing foundations for buildings that were previously on site.
 
Project Description
 
Kittitas County Public Works is proposing to implement a series of integrated floodplain
management activities located on Stone Road, DAHP Project 2020-11-07331. These activities include
managing noxious weeds along the east 40 acres of the property, with the long-term objective to
utilize this area for flood compatible agriculture. No soil disturbance is expected for weed control,
which could include herbicide application and mowing. Additional work includes riparian restoration
activities within approximately 18.3 acres directly adjacent to Spring Creek, including: managing
weeds including the removal of noxious weeds, and planting native species, such as black
cottonwood, coyote willow, and redosier dogwood, and seeding native grass and shrubs and placing
temporary fencing to deter wildlife browsing while plants are established. Soil will be disturbed up to
three (3) feet for planting activities, with planting activities only resulting is soil disturbance of up to
one (1) foot. Planting intensity will vary from two (2) feet on center for the installation of live willow
stakes to ten (10) feet on center for potted trees.
 
Fence installation and removal of two culverts will also take place with spot ground disturbance is
expected up to one (1) foot in depth, for fence posts. Ground disturbance for the culvert removal,
which creates a crossing along Spring Creek, is approximately 45 feet by 30 feet (crossing the road).
Staging for all activities will occur within existing established drive and parking areas associated with



the two residences.
 
Ground disturbance activities associated with foundation removal associated with four (4) buildings.
This ground disturbance will be a maximum of 1-2 feet in depth and will include:

Removing the foundations and decommissioning of groundwater wells associated with the 2
residential structures ((one structure has a footprint of 46 feet by 33 feet and the other is 40
feet by 20 feet).
Removing the foundation for the garage (40 feet by 20 feet).
Removing the brick and concrete flooring of a shed (20 feet by 20 feet).

 
 
Area of Potential Effect and Undertaking
 
The proposed APE includes the footprint for the site restoration, including a 100-foot buffer, and all
locations potentially subject to project-related, ground-disturbing activities. Site access will occur off
of Stone Road along dirt and gravel roads located on the parcel in portions of Section 24, Township
17 North, Range 18 East Willamette Meridian, in Kittitas County, Washington State. Once in the
dewatered section of creek, equipment will utilize the creek bed for access and will not require
continued access from the bank. Staging of equipment and materials will occur on existing streets.
 
Summary of Efforts to Identify and Evaluate Cultural and Historic Properties
 
Ecology researched the Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation’s (DAHP) Washington
Information System for Architectural and Archeological Resources Data (WISAARD) in order to
identify recorded historic and previous cultural resource reviews for the project vicinity.
 
The proposed APE located on a parcel that is adjacent to the Yakima River. Therefore, the land is
considered Very High Risk for potential archeological resources according to the WISAARD predictive
model. Four surveys have been conducted within 0.33 mi of the APE. Each of these recommended
no further investigation (Whitlam and Valdez, 2011; Miller, 2002; Christy, 2001; and Amara, 2006).
 
A Cultural Resources Assessment evaluating the proposed activities was prepared for Kittitas County
(Finley et al. 2021). This assessment included detailed surface and subsurface investigations within
the APE. No archeological resources were identified and the authors recommended no further
investigation.

 
Agency Determination and Findings
 
Ecology and the County have made a reasonable and good faith effort to identify cultural resources
and historic properties that may be affected by this project. The project is not anticipated to impact
any historic properties, documented sites, and given the results of past investigations. Ecology’s
preliminary determination is No Cultural Resource Impacts – Inadvertent Discovery Plan Required
Onsite for this project. Ecology is requiring an Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) onsite at all times.
 
Ecology requests your concurrence with our Preliminary Determination of No Cultural Resource



Impacts - Inadvertent Discovery Plan required onsite. As required for all Ecology projects, an
Inadvertent Discovery Plan (IDP) is required to be on-site during all project activities. Ecology
requires the use of the Ecology Inadvertent Discovery Plan template unless we have approved a

similar format. In order to proceed, an updated template[1] must be completely filled out.
 
In the event that archaeological deposits are inadvertently discovered during construction in any
portion of the Project APE, ground-disturbing activities should be halted immediately in an area large
enough to maintain integrity of the deposits. Follow the protocol in the IDP. The DAHP, affected
tribes, and Ecology should be notified. Appropriate treatment of the archaeological resources and/or
human remains would be determined among these parties. Ecology is also recommending the

viewing of this informative video[2] on the value of inadvertent discovery protocol. Staff working in
the field who unexpectedly discover cultural resources or human remains may find this useful in
better understanding what to do in the event of a discovery. The video is also posted on DAHP’s

inadvertent discovery language website[3].
 
Ecology expects to issue a determination shortly after the 30-calendar day comment period. If you
have any questions regarding this project determination, please contact Jennifer Stephens at
jennifer.stephens@ecy.wa.gov.
 
Thank you for your partnership.
 

Jennifer Stephens
Washington State Department of Ecology 
Office of Columbia River
Central Regional Office | 1250 W Alder St | Union Gap, WA 98903
Phone (509) 575-2396
 
Due to COVID-19 social distancing requirements, I will be teleworking for the foreseeable future.
I will respond to email & phone messages as I am able and appreciate your patience as my hours will vary from day to day.

 

[1] https://apps.ecology.wa.gov/publications/SummaryPages/ECY070560.html
[2] https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=ioX-4cXfbDY
[3] https://dahp.wa.gov/archaeology/human-remains/recommended-inadvertent-human-remains-discovery-
language

The information transmitted by this email is intended only for the person or entity to which it is addressed. This email may contain
confidential and/or privileged material. If you are not the intended recipient of this message, be aware that any use, review,
retransmission, distribution, or reproduction is strictly prohibited. If you received this in error, please contact the sender immediately and
delete the material from all devices. 
message id: 38eb45916c6dcbdac24bb8719d004a14 
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