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Management Summary 
This report describes the cultural resources overview for the Well No. 2 Replacement Project, in 
Walla Walla County, Washington. RH2 Engineering, Inc., on behalf of the City of College Place, 
requested a cultural resources overview prior to ground disturbing activities associated with the 
project. This overview was developed to identify any previously recorded archaeological or 
historic sites in the project location and to evaluate the potential for the project to affect cultural 
resources. Background research conducted by Cultural Resource Consultants, LLC (CRC) has 
not identified any previously recorded cultural resources within the project. The potential for as-
yet unrecorded sites is considered to be moderate to high in areas that have not been disturbed by 
prior construction. Unless the project is designed to only involve ground disturbance in areas that 
have already been demonstrably disturbed, archaeological survey including subsurface testing, 
where feasible, is recommended. 

1.0 Administrative Data 

1.1 Overview 
Report Title: Cultural Resources Overview, Well No. 2 Relocation – East Whitman and SE 

Maple Street, Walla Walla County, Washington 
 
Author (s): Margaret Berger 
 
Report Date: May 7, 2018 
 
Location: City of College Place property at the intersection of E Whitman Drive and SE 
Maple Street (Figure 1). 
 
Legal Description: The legal description for the project is in the NW¼ of the NE¼ of Section 
36, Township 07 North, Range 35 East, W.M.  
 
USGS 7.5’ Topographic Map(s): College Place, WA 
 
Total Area Involved: ca. 2 acres 
 
Regulatory Nexus: Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) 

1.2 Research Design 
This assessment was developed as a component of preconstruction environmental review with 
the goal of preventing cultural resources from being disturbed during construction of the 
proposed project by identifying the potential for any as-yet unrecorded archaeological or historic 
sites within the project location. CRC’s work was intended, in part, to assist in addressing state 
regulations pertaining to the identification and protection of cultural resources (e.g., RCW 27.44, 
RCW 27.53) and compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA. The Archaeological Sites and 
Resources Act (RCW 27.53) prohibits knowingly disturbing archaeological sites without a 
permit from the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation 
(DAHP), and the Indian Graves and Records Act (RCW 27.44) prohibits knowingly disturbing 
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Native American or historic graves. This project is subject to Section 106 of the NHPA because 
it is funded, in part, by the Washington State Department of Health Drinking Water State 
Revolving Fund. Under Section 106, agencies involved in a federal undertaking must take into 
account the undertaking’s potential effects to historic properties within the defined area of 
potential effects (APE) (36 CFR 800.16(l)(1)). Historic properties are typically defined as those 
50 years old or older. This process involves identifying and inventorying historic properties 
within the APE, and evaluating those properties to determine if they are eligible for listing on the 
National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). If NRHP-eligible historic properties are identified 
within the APE, then potential adverse effects to the historic properties must be assessed, and a 
resolution of adverse effects recommended. 
 
CRC’s investigations consisted of review of available project information and correspondence 
provided by the project proponent, local environmental and cultural information, and historical 
maps. CRC contacted cultural resources staff of the Nez Perce Tribe and the Confederated Tribes 
of the Umatilla Indian Reservation on a technical staff- to-technical staff basis to inquire about 
project-related cultural information or concerns (Attachment A). This communication is not 
intended to be or intended to replace formal government-to-government consultation with area 
Tribes. At the time this report was completed, no response had been received. Any additional 
information made available subsequent to the submission of this report will be included in a 
revision of this report. This assessment utilized a research design that considered previous 
studies, the magnitude and nature of the undertaking, the nature and extent of potential effects on 
historic properties, and the likely nature and location of historic properties within the project 
location, as well as other applicable laws, standards, and guidelines (per 36CFR800.4 (b)(1)) 
(DAHP 2018a). 

1.3 Project Description 
On behalf of the City of College Place, RH2 Engineering, Inc., requested a cultural resources 
overview for a proposed well relocation. The project involves the relocation of the City of 
College Place’s Well No. 2 to increase water reliability and quality. The existing Well No. 2 has 
been experiencing a progressive loss of reliability caused by a vertical displacement of the 
wellhead. The City is mining groundwater at a rate of approximately 4 feet per year since Well 
No. 2 was first drilled in the 1950s when the groundwater level was at or above surface level. 
Current water levels are nearing 200 feet below ground surface. The well is also located within 
close proximity of residential development and structures, and the vertical movement of the 
casing has disturbed the bentonite surface seal, both contributing to the need to relocate the well. 
The City’s decision to relocate Well No. 2 is based on an evaluation completed for Well No. 2 in 
April 2017 that recommends the relocation of the well and reconstructing the well into the same 
Columbia River Basalt aquifer. The proposed well relocation sites are located in the northeastern 
portion of the City’s water service area. As recommended in the City’s April 2017 Well No. 2 
evaluation and recommendation report prepared by Keller Associates, the well siting evaluation 
will take place as one of the first steps of this project and will consider land ownership, land uses, 
adjacent water infrastructure, potential well interference, proximity to basin-bounding faults that 
may act as hydraulic boundaries, and will include a site-specific geotechnical evaluation. The 
well is estimated to include the drilling of a new 700-feet- deep well with 20-inch- diameter 
casing, construction of a wellhouse building, equipping the well with an adequately sized pump 
and variable frequency drive motor, installation of a chlorination system, and on-site piping to 
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connect the well to the existing transmission system. The proposed pumping rate will be 
evaluated and will be consistent with the City’s source capacity requirements and water rights. 
Following the well site selection, an analysis of the capacity of the existing adjacent water main 
will be completed. Installation of the on-site water main to connect to the existing water system 
will be 12-inch- diameter water main. 
 
The proposed 20-inch-diameter well will require drilling to a depth of approximately 700 feet, 
and the construction of a wellhouse building estimated to have dimensions of approximately 20-
feet-wide by 30-feet-long (600 square feet [SF]). Footings will be approximately 2.5 feet below 
ground surface and excavation limits will be approximately 30-feet wide by 40-feet long 
(approximately 1,200 SF). Maximum dimensions for the well could be a 30-inch-diameter casing 
and 950 feet depth. Actual dimensions needed will be dependent on subsurface exploration. 
Maximum dimensions for the well building ground disturbance could be 9,000 SF and up to 3 
feet deep to accommodate both the building and site access/security improvements. On-site 
water main will be installed to connect the well to the water main along the adjacent existing 
water main. The proposed water main will be constructed via open-cut construction methods, 
with backfill and surface restoration occurring following water main installation. The water main 
will primarily be installed with 4 feet of cover plus the diameter of the water main 
(approximately 5 feet to the bottom of the trench). 
 
For purposes of this assessment, the area of interest for cultural resources (hereafter, “the project 
location”) for this project is considered to contain the locations of all project elements as 
described above and as shown in Figures 1 – 2. 

2.0 Background Research 

2.1 Overview 
Background research was conducted in January 2018.  
 
Recorded Cultural Resources Present: Yes [ ]  No [x] 
 
Context Overview: The context presented here summarizes environmental, ethnographic, 
historical, and archaeological information presented in local cultural resource reports (e.g., 
Hannum et al. 2014) by reference; archaeological and historic data from DAHP and the 
Washington Information System for Architectural and Archaeological Records Data 
(WISAARD) records search; ethnographic resources; geological and soils surveys (e.g., USDA 
NRCS 2018; WA DNR 2018); and historical maps and documents from Bureau of Land 
Management United States Surveyor General (USSG) Land Status & Cadastral Survey Records 
database, HistoryLink, Historic Map Works, HistoricAerials (NETR 2018), University of 
Washington’s Digital Collection, Washington State University’s Early Washington Maps 
Collection, and in CRC’s library. 

2.2 Environmental Context 
Overview: The project is located in the Lower Walla Walla Sub-Basin of the Walla Walla 
River Basin. The nearest stream, Garrison Creek, a tributary of the Walla Walla River, flows 
within .5 mile southeast of the project. The Walla Walla River is a tributary of the Columbia 
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River; this confluence is approximately 26 miles west of the project. Surface elevation in the 
project is approximately 820 feet above sea level. Topography is flat to gently sloped. Native 
vegetation is of the Agropyron-Festuca association of the steppe region, dominated by 
bunchgrass, including bluebunch wheatgrass, Idaho fescue, and Sandberg’s bluegrass (Franklin 
and Dyrness 1973).  
 
The topography and geology of the central Washington region has been shaped by a unique 
series of geomorphological events that are reflected in the landscape of the project location. The 
project is located in the Columbia Basin physiographic province (Franklin and Dyrness 1973). 
The Columbia Basin is characterized by the Columbia River Basalt Formation comprised of 
continental flood basalt deposits originating from more than 350 lava flows between 16.7 and 5.5 
million years ago, overlain by wind-blown loess and deposits from cataclysmic glacial floods 
(USGS 2014). These deposits successively forced the migration of the Columbia River to its 
present position abutting the eastern margin of the Cascade Range, characterized by north-south 
trending, ancient sedimentary mountains (Franklin and Dyrness 1973).  
 
The Pleistocene epoch, defined by successive glaciation during a cooler climatic period, began 
approximately 2.5 million years ago. During the Late Pleistocene or last glacial period (110,000-
12,000 years ago), the Cordilleran ice sheet covered much of the American northwest and 
scoured the landscape during advance and retreat episodes caused by localized climate 
fluctuations, occasionally entering the northern Columbia Plateau. The onset of climatic 
warming approximately 14,000 years ago caused the ice sheets to retreat to the north and began 
the transition into the Holocene. During this period, large volumes of melt waters from glaciers 
became impounded by ice dams creating glacial lakes, such as Lake Missoula to the northeast 
and Lake Bonneville to the southeast. Numerous failures of these dams created catastrophic 
floods that inundated and scoured major parts of the Columbia Plateau in Washington (Fecht et 
al. 1987) down cutting the underlying basalt, widening the Columbia River Valley, and 
depositing massive amounts of outwash material. Floodwaters impeded by Wallula Gap ponded 
to form Lake Lewis, which covered part of the Walla Walla River valley. Following the 
subsidence of glacial meltwaters, eruptions from volcanoes located in the Cascades deposited 
tephra on the landscape. 
 
Surface Geology: Mapped surface geology for the project location consists of Quaternary 
alluvium (Qa) (WA DNR 2018). This unit is described as clay, silt, sand, and gravel deposited in 
streambeds and fans, has varied thickness and sorting, and includes terrace and organic deposits, 
and reworked loess or outburst flood deposits in places. 
 
Soil Units: The soil unit mapped in the project location is Touchet gravelly silt loam, 0 to 3 
percent slopes (USDA NRCS 2018). This unit formed on floodplains from parent material 
composed of alluvium. The typical profile is gravelly silt loam from 0 to 23 inches, cobbly loam 
from 23 to 38 inches, and very gravelly coarse sand from 38 to 60 inches below surface. There is 
a strongly contrasting textural stratification 20 to 40 inches below surface (USDA NRCS 2018). 

2.3 Archaeological Context 
Comprehensive descriptions of more than 10,000 years of human occupation of southeastern 
Washington environments have summarized many archaeological, ethnographic, and historical 
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investigations conducted over the past several decades (e.g., Ames et al. 1998; Chatters 1989; 
Leonhardy and Rice 1970, 1980; Lohse 2005). These organize ancient regional history into five 
phases of cultural development: Paleoindian/Windust, Vantage/Cascade, Tucannon, Harder, and 
Numipu/Piquinin phases. Evidence from such early sites on the Plateau as the East Wenatchee 
Clovis Cache (Mehringer 1989) and the Lind Coulee site (Irwin and Moody 1978) is suggestive 
of ancient small and dispersed populations emphasizing mobile and broad-spectrum foraging 
strategies, sophisticated socio-religious traditions, and flexible technologies (Ames et al. 1998). 
Recent investigations support human presence in northwestern North America dating to 14,000 
years ago (Gilbert et. al 2008).  
 
The project lies within the South-central subregion of the Southern Plateau Culture Area, as 
defined by Ames et al. (1998). The pattern of permanent winter villages complemented by 
seasonal camps, typically referred to as the “Plateau pattern,” appears archaeologically 
recognizable in an incipient mode by about 4,000 years ago. This model for Plateau subsistence 
is commonly distinguished archaeologically by the presence of several features, such as riverine 
settlement patterns; reliance on riverine and root resources; complex fishing technologies; the 
extension of trading links and apparent political integration; and shared aspects of material 
culture such as pithouse architecture. Regional interaction and cross-utilization of resource areas 
were common results of the mobility and interaction of many Plateau peoples (Anastasio 1972; 
Ray 1939, 1942; Thoms et al. 1983; Wright 1997).   

2.4 Ethnographic Context 
The project location is situated within the traditional territory of the Cayuse, who occupied the 
Walla Walla and Umatilla river valleys (Stern 1998:395-396, Figure 1). The Cayuse associated 
and intermarried with, but were linguistically distinct from, the neighboring Walla Walla, 
Umatilla, and Nez Perce, who spoke Sahaptian languages (Stern 1998:395). These groups are 
represented in the present-day by the Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
and the Nez Perce Tribe. The Cayuse shared many broadly defined traditions with the Walla 
Walla, Umatilla, and Nez Perce, including lacustrine or riverine settlement patterns, subsistence 
emphasis on salmon and other fish, land game, and a wide variety of abundant vegetable foods 
(Stern 1998). People lived along major rivers in semi‐subterranean earth or mat lodges at semi‐
permanent villages during the winter. Villages were situated in relatively warm locations that 
were protected from the elements (Ray 1939:135). Hunting and gathering took place at areas 
away from the winter village during the spring, summer, and fall. The introduction of the horse 
to the Columbia Plateau in the mid‐eighteenth century greatly expanded the mobility of the 
Cayuse and neighboring groups.  
 
Early ethnographers documented locations of villages and names for resource areas, water bodies, 
and other cultural or geographic landscape features from local informants. Knowledge of these 
features contributes to the broader archaeological context of the project location and the nature of 
the archaeology that may be encountered during this assessment. Ray (1936) and Stern (1998) 
identify nine Cayuse groups named after the site of their winter villages. The name given for the 
Cayuse who lived in the Walla Walla River valley is pa’cxapu (Ray 1936:152) or pásxapu, 
“sunflower people” (Stern 1998:395). Stern (1998:395, Figure 1) maps this settlement as on the 
Walla Walla River near Mill Creek. This area is a few miles west of the current project. 
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Background research did not identify any traditional cultural properties (TCPs) in the vicinity of 
the project. 

2.5 Historical Context 
The historic era in Walla Walla County begins with accounts of the Corps of Discovery led by 
Lewis and Clark, which traveled the Snake River on its journey westward in 1805, and followed 
a segment of the Touchet River on its return trip east in 1806 (Hannum et al. 2014:16). Soon 
after, trappers of the North West Fur Company, Pacific Fur Company, and Hudson’s Bay 
Company arrived in the area. The first Fort Walla Walla, initially called Fort Nez Perce, was 
built by the North West Fur Company near the mouth of the Walla Walla River in 1818; this fort 
came under the Hudson’s Bay Company’s control when the two companies merged in 1821.  
 
Presbyterian missionaries Marcus and Narcissa Whitman established a mission in 1836, 
approximately four miles west of the project, with the goal of bringing Christianity to the Cayuse 
people. In the early 1840s, the mission assisted American settlers new to the region, who arrived 
via the Oregon Trail or Immigrant Road. As the American population grew and encroached on 
Cayuse lands and resources, tensions increased, coming to a head during a measles epidemic. 
The mission was attacked in 1847, and 13 of its residents were killed (Becker 2006).  
 
In the mid- to late nineteenth century, a series of treaties made land available for Euro-American 
settlers venturing into the region. The Treaty with the Walla Walla, Cayuse, and Umatilla was 
signed by signed by Isaac Stevens (1818-1862), Governor of Washington Territory, and by Pio-
pio-mox-mox, chief of the Walla Wallas, Weyatenatemany, chief of the Cayuse, and Wenap-
snoot, chief of the Umatilla, on June 9, 1855 (HistoryLink.org 2007). Under the treaty, the tribes 
ceded more than 6.4 million acres in Washington and Oregon, the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
was established, and the tribes reserved rights to fish, hunt, and gather traditional foods and 
medicines throughout the ceded lands (CTUIR 2018). More conflict ensued. A new Fort Walla 
Walla was established by the military in 1856 where the Nez Perce Trail forded Mill Creek. In 
1858, this fort was abandoned and the military Fort Walla Walla moved to a new location 
(Becker 2006) approximately .4 mile east of the current project. 
 
The Walla Walla valley continued to attract American settlers and became an important 
agricultural area. This was aided by the construction of the Walla Walla and Columbia Railroad 
in 1871 (Becker 2006), which carried wheat and other products to steam ships on the Columbia 
River, and by the development of irrigation systems beginning in the 1890s (Emerson 2011). 
College Place began as a village that developed around Walla Walla College, which was founded 
by Seventh-day Adventists in 1892. The City of College Place was incorporated in 1946 
(Marshall 2013). Agriculture and education remain a significant part of the local economy in the 
present-day. 

2.6 Historical Records Search 
Review of historical maps and aerial imagery provided an understanding of the historic and 
modern land use, and ownership of the project. The General Land Office (GLO) conducted early 
cadastral surveys to define or re-establish the boundaries and subdivisions of Federal Lands of 
the United States so that land patents could be issued transferring the title of the land from the 
Federal government to individuals. The GLO plat covering the project shows the location as in 
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an area drained by streams flowing towards the Walla Walla River (USSG 1861) (Figure 3). No 
homesteads, trails, or other cultural features were depicted in the project location, but a network 
of roads had been established nearby. Records on file at the BLM (2018) include a patent for 
lands containing the project issued to George W. Shoemaker (Document Nr: 38; Accession Nr: 
WAVAA 025688; 4/1/1865; Sale-Cash Entry; 140.25 total acres).   
 
The 1909 county atlas shows the project as south of an unnamed stream on land owned by L. L. 
Hunt (Ogle & Co. 1909). The 1919 topographic map of the area does not indicate any structures 
or other development in the project location at that time (USGS 1919). By 1961, the property 
was owned by Vergil Davin (Metsker Maps 1961). According to Harder and Hannum (2007:23), 
the Davin family operated a wool ranch on the property from the early 1930s to the late 1990s. 
 
Historical aerial imagery is available for the project location beginning in 1964. At that time, the 
location appears to have been agricultural, either in use as pasture or for row crops (NETR 2018). 
No buildings or other structures were present. Conditions appear virtually the same in 2006 
aerial imagery (NETR 2018). By 2009, two reservoirs had been constructed (NETR 2018). 

2.7 Cultural Resources Database Review 
A review of the WISAARD database identified previous cultural resource studies, recorded 
precontact and historic sites, and recorded built environment, which helps gauge the potential 
and likely nature of cultural resources present within the project vicinity (DAHP 2018b). 
Twenty-eight cultural resources studies have been completed within a distance of approximately 
one mile from the current project. These have included surveys for proposed road improvements 
(e.g., Hannum et al. 2014), telecommunications facilities (e.g., Buehner 2013), and water system 
developments (e.g., Harder and Hannum 2007), as well as surveys and data recovery excavations 
at Fort Walla Walla (e.g., Cascella 2015).  
 
As a result of prior investigations, 32 archaeological sites have been recorded within a distance 
of approximately one mile from the project (Table 1). Nearly all of these archaeological sites are 
located within the area occupied historically by Fort Walla Walla, and are associated with use of 
the fort. The historic-era archaeological sites include a variety of materials, objects, and 
structural remains. The historic-era archaeological site recorded nearest to the project is 
45WW33, the Military Fort Walla Walla Site (Riordan 1977).  
 
Precontact archaeological materials are present at four sites within one mile from the project. 
The precontact archaeological site recorded nearest to the project is 45WW105, which was 
described as “1 possible pestle, 16 double notched net sinkers (14 basalt and 2 granite), 1 
vesicular basalt net weight with hole, 1 chert flake with cortex, 1 broken andesite sinker, 1 basalt 
hammerstone, 2 broken cobbles” (CTUIR 1997). The project would not affect any previously 
recorded archaeological sites.  
 
Register-listed historic properties recorded within a distance of approximately one mile from the 
project are listed in Table 2. All are located well outside the project. The register-listed historic 
property located nearest to the project is the Saturno-Breen Truck Garden, established in 1892 
and believed to be the first successful commercial truck garden in southeastern Washington 
(Costello and Lentz 1980). Over 100 other historic resources have been recorded within one mile 
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from the project. Historic resources previously recorded within 1,000 feet from the project are 
listed in Table 3. The project would not affect any previously recorded historic properties. 

3.0 Archaeological Expectations 

3.1 Archaeological Predictive Model 
The DAHP statewide predictive model uses environmental data about the locations of known 
archaeological sites to identify where previously unknown sites are more likely to be found. The 
model correlates locations of known archaeological data to environmental data “to determine the 
probability that, under a particular set of environmental conditions, another location would be 
expected to contain an archaeological site” (Kauhi and Markert 2009:2-3). Environmental data 
categories included in the model are elevation, slope, aspect, distance to water, geology, soils, 
and landforms. The model ranks the project location as “Survey Highly Advised: High Risk” 
(DAHP 2018b). 

3.2 Archaeological Expectations 
This assessment considers the implications of the predictive model coupled with an 
understanding of geomorphological context, local settlement patterns, and post-depositional 
processes to characterize the potential for archaeological deposits to be encountered. Local 
geomorphology and the mapped depositional context indicate that the project is within an area 
mapped as alluvium. Local geomorphology and the mapped depositional context indicate that 
intact, undisturbed archaeological deposits, if present, may be buried in or under the alluvium but 
would overlie glacial sediments. Historic-era and modern developments, such as road and prior 
water system construction, have altered the project vicinity.  
 
Based upon the local cultural context and previously recorded archaeological sites in the vicinity 
of the project, precontact activities in the project location may have included stone tool 
production, hunting or other resource procurement, overland travel and temporary camps, and 
food storage or ceremonial activities. Potential precontact deposits that may be preserved in the 
project from the aforementioned activities could consist of lithic, shell, or bone scatters, fire-
modified rock concentrations, and/or rock features such as cairns. Historic-era archaeological 
materials, if present, would likely consist of scatters of glass and/or ceramic, fence wire, 
structural remnants, and/or metal implements that may be associated with past agricultural or 
domestic activity in the area. 

4.0 Results and Recommendations 

4.1 Results  
Cultural Resources Identified within the Project: Background research did not identify any 
previously recorded cultural resources in the project location. 

4.2 Conclusions and Recommendations 
Previously undisturbed areas of the project are considered to have a moderate to high probability 
to contain as-yet unrecorded archaeological sites. Unless the project is designed to only involve 
ground disturbance in areas that have already been demonstrably disturbed, archaeological 
survey including subsurface testing, where feasible, is recommended. No further historical 
investigation is recommended at this time.  
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In the event that any ground-disturbing or other construction activities result in the unanticipated 
discovery of archaeological resources, work should be halted in the immediate area, and contact 
made with county officials, the technical staff at DAHP, and tribal representatives. Work should 
be stopped until further investigation and appropriate consultation have concluded. In the 
unlikely event of the unanticipated discovery of human remains, work should be immediately 
halted in the area, the discovery covered and secured against further disturbance, and contact 
effected with law enforcement personnel, consistent with the provisions set forth in RCW 
27.44.055 and RCW 68.60.055.  

5.0 Limitations of this Assessment 
No cultural resources study can wholly eliminate uncertainty regarding the potential for 
prehistoric sites, historic properties or traditional cultural properties to be associated with a 
project. The information presented in this report is based on professional opinions derived from 
our analysis and interpretation of available documents, records, literature, and information 
identified in this report, and on our field investigation and observations as described herein. 
Conclusions and recommendations presented apply to project conditions existing at the time of 
our study and those reasonably foreseeable. The data, conclusions, and interpretations in this 
report should not be construed as a warranty of subsurface conditions described in this report. 
They cannot necessarily apply to site changes of which CRC is not aware and has not had the 
opportunity to evaluate. 
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7.0 Figures and Tables 

 
Figure 1. USGS College Place, WA (1998) 7.5-minute quadrangle annotated with the approximate location of the 
project in red.  
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Figure 2. Satellite imagery overview of the project location (base map: Google Earth).  
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Figure 3. Portion of USSG (1861) map annotated with the approximate project location. 

 
Table 1. Archaeological sites previously recorded within a distance of 1 mile from the project.  

Site 
Number Site Type Distance from 

Project Historic Register Status Potential Project 
Effects 

45WW33 Historic military properties .41 mile E Unevaluated. None. 
45WW105 Precontact lithic material .51 mile ESE Unevaluated.  
45WW212 Historic debris scatter / concentration .61 mile SE Determined not eligible for 

NRHP. 
None. 

45WW240 Historic and precontact components .92 mile NE Determined eligible for 
NRHP. 

None. 

45WW304 Historic debris scatter / concentration .9 mile NE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW305 Historic debris scatter / concentration .83 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW306 Precontact isolate .88 mile E Unevaluated. None. 
45WW328 Historic debris scatter / concentration .79 mile SE Determined not eligible for 

NRHP. 
None. 

45WW329 Historic debris scatter / concentration .8 mile E Unevaluated. None. 
45WW330 Historic military properties .85 mile E Unevaluated. None. 
45WW331 Historic military properties .82 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW332 Historic debris scatter / concentration .87 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW333 Historic military properties .89 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW342 Historic military properties .89 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW343 Historic military properties .93 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW344 Historic military properties .77 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW345 Historic military properties .97 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
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Site 
Number Site Type Distance from 

Project Historic Register Status Potential Project 
Effects 

45WW346 Historic military properties .86 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW347 Historic military properties .81 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW348 Historic military properties .86 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW374 Historic isolate .97 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW379 Historic military properties .95 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW388 Precontact isolate .97 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW389 Historic isolate .88 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW390 Historic isolate .93 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW391 Historic isolate .89 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW393 Historic isolate .99 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW395 Historic military properties .99 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW396 Historic and precontact components .97 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW397 Historic and precontact components .77 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
45WW398 Historic military properties 1 mile ENE Unevaluated. None. 
 
Table 2. Historic register properties previously recorded within one mile from the project.  

Historic Name Dates Historic Use Historic Register Status Potential Project 
Effects 

Saturno-Breen Truck 
Garden 

1892 Subsistence / Agriculture Listed on WHR and NRHP. None. 

Fort Walla Walla Historic 
District 

1857-
1910 

Military Listed on WHR and NRHP. None. 

 
Table 3. Historic resources previously recorded within 1,000 from the project.  

Address (Historic Name) Dates Historic Use Historic Register Status Potential Project 
Effects 

300 SE Myra Rd 
(Blue Mountain Memorial 
Gardens) 

1957 - ? Historic cemetery Unevaluated. None. 

125 NE Deccio Rd 1950 Domestic – Single family Determined not eligible for 
NRHP. 

None. 
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Attachment A. Correspondence between CRC and Tribal cultural resources 
staff. 

 

CULTURAL RESOURCE CONSULTANTS, LLC.  1416 NW 46TH ST, STE 105 PMB346, SEATTLE, WA  98107 
PHONE 206.855.9020     -      sonja@crcwa.com 

 

 
 
 
December 4, 2017 
 
Nez Perce Tribe  
Patrick Baird, Cultural Resources  
PO Box 365 
Lapwai, ID  83540 
 
Re:  Cultural Resources Assessment for the Well No. 2 Relocation – East Whitman and SE 
Maple Street Project, College Place, Walla Walla County, WA 
 
Dear Patrick: 
 
I am writing to inform you of a cultural resources assessment for the above referenced project 
and to seek additional information about the project area the Tribe may have that is not readily 
available through other written sources. This letter is on a technical staff-to-technical staff basis 
to inquire about project-related cultural information or concerns. It is not intended as formal 
government-to-government consultation to be initiated by the appropriate regulatory agency.  
 
The project is located in Section 36, Township 7 North, Range 35 East Willamette Meridian at 
East Whitman and SE Maple Sr in College Place, Walla Walla County, Washington. This project 
involves construction of a new well. The well is estimated to include the drilling of a new 700-
feet-deep well with 20-inch-diameter casing, construction of a wellhouse building, equipping the 
well with an adequately sized pump and variable frequency drive motor, installation of a 
chlorination system, and on-site piping to connect the well to the existing transmission system.  
 
We are in the process of reviewing available information. Background research will include a 
site files search at the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation, 
review of previously recorded cultural resource reports, and review of pertinent published 
literature and ethnographies. Results of our investigations will be presented in a technical memo. 
  
We are aware that not all information is contained within published sources. Should the Tribe 
have additional information to support our assessment, we would very much like to include it in 
our study. Please contact me at sonja@crcwa.com or 360-395-8879 should you wish to provide 
any comments. I appreciate your assistance in this matter and look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Sincerely,  

 
Sonja Kassa Kleinschmidt 
Projects Manager 
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CULTURAL RESOURCE CONSULTANTS, LLC.  1416 NW 46TH ST, STE 105 PMB346, SEATTLE, WA  98107 
PHONE 206.855.9020     -      sonja@crcwa.com 

 

 
 
 
December 4, 2017 
 
Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
Teara Farrow Ferman, Cultural Resources 
46411 Timine Way 
Pendleton, OR  97801 
 
Re:  Cultural Resources Assessment for the Well No. 2 Relocation – East Whitman and SE 
Maple Street Project, College Place, Walla Walla County, WA 
 
Dear Teara: 
 
I am writing to inform you of a cultural resources assessment for the above referenced project 
and to seek additional information about the project area the Tribe may have that is not readily 
available through other written sources. This letter is on a technical staff-to-technical staff basis 
to inquire about project-related cultural information or concerns. It is not intended as formal 
government-to-government consultation to be initiated by the appropriate regulatory agency.  
 
The project is located in Section 36, Township 7 North, Range 35 East Willamette Meridian at 
East Whitman and SE Maple St in College Place, Walla Walla County, Washington. This project 
involves construction of a new well. The well is estimated to include the drilling of a new 700-
feet-deep well with 20-inch-diameter casing, construction of a wellhouse building, equipping the 
well with an adequately sized pump and variable frequency drive motor, installation of a 
chlorination system, and on-site piping to connect the well to the existing transmission system.  
 
We are in the process of reviewing available information. Background research will include a 
site files search at the Washington State Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation, 
review of previously recorded cultural resource reports, and review of pertinent published 
literature and ethnographies. Results of our investigations will be presented in a technical memo. 
  
We are aware that not all information is contained within published sources. Should the Tribe 
have additional information to support our assessment, we would very much like to include it in 
our study. Please contact me at sonja@crcwa.com or 360-395-8879 should you wish to provide 
any comments. I appreciate your assistance in this matter and look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Sincerely,  

 
Sonja Kassa Kleinschmidt 
Projects Manager 
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Attachment B. Draft Inadvertent Discovery Protocol. 
 



11/3/2014 KMB 

I might implement the IDP / UDP if … 
 

I see chipped stone artifacts. 

1 Stone Artifacts from Oregon 

 

 

 
 
 

• Glass-like material 
 

• Angular 
 

• “Unusual” material for area 
 

• “Unusual” shape 
 

• Regularity of flaking 
 

• Variability of size 



11/3/2014 KMB 

I might implement the IDP / UDP if … 
 

I see ground or pecked stone artifacts. 

2 Artifacts from Unknown Proveniences 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• Striations or scratching 
 

• Unusual or unnatural shapes 
 

• Unusual stone 
 

• Etching 
 

• Perforations 
 

• Pecking 
 

• Regularity in modifications 
 

• Variability of size, function, 
and complexity 



11/3/2014 KMB 

I might implement the IDP / UDP if … 
 

I see bone or shell artifacts. 

3 Bone Awls from Oregon and Bone Wedge from California 

 

 

 
 

• Often smooth 
 

• Unusual shape 
 

• Carved 
 

• Often pointed if used as a tool 
 

• Often wedge shaped like a 
“shoe horn” 



11/3/2014 KMB 

I might implement the IDP / UDP if … 
 

I see bone or shell artifacts. 

4 Tooth Pendant and Bone Pendants from Oregon and Washington 

 

 

 
 

• Often smooth 
 

• Unusual shape 
 

• Perforated 
 

• Variability of size 



11/3/2014 KMB 

I might implement the IDP / UDP if … 

5 Artifacts from Mud Bay, Olympia, Washington 

 

 

 

I see fiber or wood artifacts. 
 

• Wet environments needed for 
preservation 

 

• Variability of size, function, 
and complexity 

 

• Rare 



11/3/2014 KMB 

I might implement the IDP / UDP if … 

6 Artifacts from Downtown Seattle, Alaskan Way Viaduct (Upper Left and Lower) and Unknown Site (Upper Right) 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Paragraph head 16 pt. Paragraph head 16 pt. Paragraph head 16 pt. 

 

Paragraph text 14 pt. Paragraph text 14 pt. Paragraph text 14 pt. 

 

I see historic period artifacts. 



11/3/2014 KMB 

I might implement the IDP / UDP if … 
 

I see strange, different or interesting looking dirt, rocks, or shells 

7 Unknown Sites 

 

 

• Human activities leave traces 
in the ground that may or may 
not have artifacts associated 
with them 

 

• “Unusual” accumulations of 
rock (especially fire-cracked 
rock) 

 

• “Unusual” shaped 
accumulations of rock (e.g., 
similar to a fire ring) 

 

• Charcoal or charcoal-stained 
soils 

 

• Oxidized or burnt-looking soils 
 

• Accumulations of shell 
 

• Accumulations of bone or 
artifacts 

 

• Look for the “unusual” or out 
of place (e.g., rock piles or 
accumulations in areas with 
few rock) 



11/3/2014 KMB 

I might implement the IDP / UDP if … 
 

I see strange, different or interesting looking dirt, rocks, or shells 

8 Site on Muckleshoot Indian Reservation, near WSDOT ROW along SR 164 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

• “Unusual” accumulations of 
rock (especially fire-cracked 
rock) 

 

• “Unusual” shaped 
accumulations of rock (e.g., 
similar to a fire ring) 

 

• Look for the “unusual” or out 
of place (e.g., rock piles or 
accumulations in areas with 
few rock) 



11/3/2014 KMB 

I might implement the IDP / UDP if … 
 

I see strange, different or interesting looking dirt, rocks, or shells 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Site located within WSDOT ROW near Anacortes Ferry Terminal 9 

 
 
 
 
 

Layers of shell 
midden 

• Often have a layered or 
“layer cake” appearance 

 

• Often associated with 
black or blackish soil 

 

• Often have very crush 
and compacted shell 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Historic Debris 



11/3/2014   

 

 

I might implement the IDP I UDP if ... 
 

I see historic foundations or buried structures. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

45KI924, In WSDOT ROW for SR 99 Tunnel      10 



 

 

PLAN AND PROCEDURES FOR THE UNANTICIPATED DISCOVERY OF CULTURAL 
RESOURCES AND HUMAN SKELETAL REMAINS,  

WELL NO. 2 RELOCATION,  
WALLA WALLA COUNTY, WASHINGTON 

 
 
1. INTRODUCTION 
 

The City of College Place plans to construct the Well No. 2 Relocation Project. The following 
Unanticipated Discovery Plan (UDP) outlines procedures to follow, in accordance with state and 
federal laws, if archaeological materials or human remains are discovered. 
 
2. RECOGNIZING CULTURAL RESOURCES 

 
A cultural resource discovery could be prehistoric or historic. Examples include:  
· An accumulation of shell, burned rocks, or other food related materials 

 
· Bones or small pieces of bone, 

 
· An area of charcoal or very dark stained soil with artifacts, 

 
· Stone tools or waste flakes (i.e. an arrowhead, or stone chips), 

 
· Clusters of tin cans or bottles, logging or agricultural equipment that appears to be older 

than 50 years, 
 

· Buried railroad tracks, decking, or other industrial materials. When in doubt, assume the 
material is a cultural resource. 

 
 
3. ON-SITE RESPONSIBILITIES 

 
STEP 1: STOP WORK. If any employee, contractor or subcontractor believes that he or she has 
uncovered a cultural resource at any point in the project, all work in the immediate area of the 
discovery must stop (typically a 10 foot radius, but depends on site conditions). The discovery 
location should be secured at all times. 

 
STEP 2: NOTIFY MONITOR. If there is an archaeological monitor for the project, notify that 
person. If there is a monitoring plan in place, the monitor will follow its provisions. 

 
STEP 3: NOTIFY PROJECT MANAGEMENT. Contact the Project Manager: 

 
Project Manager:  
Robert Gordon, City Engineer, City of College Place, (509) 525-0510, RGordon@cpwa.us 

 



 

 

If you can’t reach the Project Manager, contact the project’s alternate point of contact:  

Alternate Contact: 
Paul Cross, PE, RH2 Engineering, Inc., (509) 392-6502, pcross@rh2.com 

 
 
The Project Manager or their designated Alternate Contact will make all other calls and 
notifications. 

 
If human remains are encountered, treat them with dignity and respect at all times. Cover the 
remains with a tarp or other materials (not soil or rocks) for temporary protection in place 
and to shield them from being photographed. Do not call 911 or speak with the media about the 
remains specifically. 

 
4. FURTHER CONTACTS AND CONSULTATION 

 
A. Project Manager’s Responsibilities: 

 
· Protect Find: The Project Manager is responsible for taking appropriate steps to protect 

the discovery site. All work will stop in an area adequate to provide for the total security, 
protection, and integrity of the resource. Vehicles, equipment, and unauthorized 
personnel will not be permitted to traverse the discovery site. Work in the immediate 
area will not resume until treatment of the discovery has been completed following 
provisions for treating archaeological/cultural material as set forth in this document. 

 
· Direct Construction Elsewhere On-site: The Project Manager may direct construction 

away from cultural resources to work in other areas prior to contacting the concerned 
parties. 

 
· Identify Find: The Project Manager will ensure that a qualified professional 

archaeologist examines the find to determine if it is archaeological. This will either be 
an archaeological consultant hired by the Project or staff from DAHP. 

o If the discovery is determined not archaeological, work may proceed with no 
further delay. 

 
o If the discovery is determined to be archaeological, the Project Manager will 

continue with notification. 
 
o If the discovery is human remains or funerary objects, the Project Manager will 

ensure that the DAHP State Physical Anthropologist examines the find. If the 
discovery is determined to be human remains, the procedure described in Section 
5 will be followed. 

 
· Notify DAHP: The Project Manager will contact the involved federal or permitting 

agencies, including the Department of Health, Drinking Water State Revolving Fund 
(DOH, DWSRF) and the Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation (DAHP). 

 



 

 

Federal and/or Permitting Agencies:  
Agency: Washington State Department of Health 
Name: Heather Walker  
Title: DWSRF Cultural Resources Coordinator  
Number: 360-236-3106  
Email: heather.walker@doh.wa.gov 
 
Department of Archaeology and Historic Preservation: 
Dr. Allyson Brooks 
State Historic Preservation Officer 
360-586-3066 or 360-586-3064 
 
Dr. Rob Whitlam 
State Archaeologist 
360-586-308 
 

The Project Manager will contact the interested and affected Tribes. Tribes consulted on this 
project are: 
 

Nez Perce Tribe  
Mary Jane Miles, Chair, 208-843-2253 
Patrick Baird, Cultural Resources, 208-621-3851, keithb@nezperce.org 
 
Confederated Tribes of the Umatilla Indian Reservation 
Gary Burke, Chair, 541-429-7030 
Teara Farrow Ferman, Cultural Resources, 541-276-2447, tearafarrowferman@ctuir.org 
 
Yakama Nation 
JoDe L. Goudy, Chair, 509.865.5121 
Johnson Meninick, Cultural Resources, 509-865-5121 x4737, johnson@yakama.com  

 
B. Further Activities 

 
· Archaeological discoveries will be documented as described in Section 6. 

 
· Construction in the discovery area may resume as described in Section 7. 

 
5. SPECIAL PROCEDURES FOR THE DISCOVERY OF HUMAN SKELETAL 
MATERIAL 

 
Any human skeletal remains, regardless of antiquity or ethnic origin, will at all times be treated 
with dignity and respect. 

 
If the project occurs on federal lands (e.g., national forest or park, military reservation) or 
Indian lands (e.g., reservations, allotments, communities) the provisions of the Native American 
Graves Protection and Repatriation Act of 1990 apply, and the responsible federal agency will 



 

 

follow its provisions. Note that state highways that cross federal and Indian lands are on 
easements and are not owned by the state. 

 
If the project occurs on non-federal lands, it will comply with applicable state laws, and the 
following procedure: 

 
A. Notify Law Enforcement Agency or Coroner’s Office: 

 
In addition to the actions described in Sections 3 and 4, the Project Manager will 
immediately notify the local law enforcement agency or coroner’s office. 

 
The coroner (with assistance of law enforcement personnel) will determine if the remains 
are human, whether the discovery site constitutes a crime scene, and will notify DAHP. 
 
Walla Walla County Sheriff 
Non-Emergency Line: 509-524-5400 
 
Walla Walla County Coroner’s Office 
Richard Greenwood, Coroner, 509-524-2845 

 
B. Participate in Consultation: 

 
Per RCW 27.44.055, RCW 68.50, and RCW 68.60, DAHP will have jurisdiction over non-
forensic human remains. 

 
C. Further Activities: 

 
· Documentation of human skeletal remains and funerary objects will be agreed upon 

through the consultation process described in RCW 27.44.055, RCW 68.50, and 
RCW 68.60. 

 
· When consultation and documentation activities are complete, construction in the 

discovery area may resume as described in Section 7. 
 
6. DOCUMENTATION OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL MATERIALS 

 
Archaeological deposits discovered during construction will be assumed eligible for inclusion in 
the National Register of Historic Places under Criterion D per 36CFR800.13(c) until a formal 
Determination of Eligibility is made. If the project does not have a federal nexus/compliance 
requirement, contact the Project Manager or DAHP regarding the possible need for an 
Emergency Excavation Permit per RCW27.53. In general, expect that: 

 
· All prehistoric and historic cultural material discovered during project construction will 

be recorded by a professional archaeologist on State of Washington cultural resource site 
or isolate form using standard techniques. Site overviews, features, and artifacts will be 
photographed; stratigraphic profiles and soil/sediment descriptions will be prepared for 
subsurface exposures. Discovery locations will be documented on scaled site plans and 
site location maps. 



 

 

 
· Cultural features, horizons and artifacts detected in buried sediments may require further 

evaluation using hand-dug test units. Units may be dug in controlled fashion to expose 
features, collect samples from undisturbed contexts, or interpret complex 
stratigraphy. A test excavation unit or small trench might also be used to determine if an 
intact occupation surface is present. Test units will be used only when necessary to 
gather information on the nature, extent, and integrity of subsurface cultural deposits to 
evaluate the site’s significance. Excavations will be conducted using state-of-the- art 
techniques for controlling provenience. 

 
· Spatial information, depth of excavation levels, natural and cultural stratigraphy, 

presence or absence of cultural material, and depth to sterile soil, regolith, or bedrock 
will be recorded for each probe on a standard form. Test excavation units will be 
recorded on unit-level forms, which include plan maps for each excavated level, and 
material type, number, and vertical provenience (depth below surface and stratum 
association where applicable) for all artifacts recovered from the level. A stratigraphic 
profile will be drawn for at least one wall of each test excavation unit. 

 
· Sediments excavated for purposes of cultural resources investigation will be screened 

through 1/8-inch mesh, unless soil conditions warrant ¼-inch mesh. 
 

· All prehistoric and historic artifacts collected from the surface and from probes and 
excavation units will be analyzed, catalogued, and temporarily curated. Ultimate 
disposition of cultural materials will be determined in consultation with the federal 
agencies (if any), DAHP, and the affected tribes. 

 
Within 90 days of concluding fieldwork, a technical report describing any and all monitoring 
and resultant archaeological excavations will be provided to the Project Manager, who will 
forward the report to the DOH DWSRF program for review and delivery to the federal agencies 
(if any), SHPO, and the affected tribe(s). 
 
If assessment activity exposes human remains (burials, isolated teeth, or bones), the process 
described in Section 5 above will be followed. 
 
7. PROCEEDING WITH CONSTRUCTION 

 
Project construction outside 100 feet of the discovery location may continue while 
documentation and assessment of the cultural resources proceed. A Cultural Resources 
Specialist must determine the boundaries of the discovery location with consultation of the 
DOH. In consultation with DOH, DAHP, and affected tribes, the Project Manager and Cultural 
Resources Program staff will determine the appropriate level of documentation and treatment of 
the resource. If federal agencies are involved, the agencies will make the final determinations 
about treatment and documentation. 

 
Construction may continue at the discovery location only after the process outlined in this plan 
is followed and DOH, DWSRF (and the federal agencies, if any) determine that compliance 
with state and federal laws is complete. 
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