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I. Potential Values at Risk (identified prior to the on-the-ground survey)
Research has shown that wildfires clearly have the potential to damage, or destroy heritage resources through:  (1) direct effects of the fire; (2) ground disturbing suppression or rehabilitation activities; and/or (3) erosive soil movement caused by subsequent storm precipitation.  These impacts may completely destroy historic and archaeological resources or alter the context of surface and subsurface cultural remains vital to any scientific analysis or interpretation.  Also, wildfires may increase the accessibility and visibility of archaeological site locations making them more susceptible to vandalism/artifact looting and unauthorized recreational activity.  The Basin and Indian Complex Incident has the potential to directly or indirectly impact heritage resources located in the area.  
II. Resource Condition Assessment 
A. Resource Setting 
Within the incident perimeter various historic and prehistoric site types are known to exist.  Historic site types and components include: adobe buildings, cemeteries, vineyards, reservoirs, swimming pools, and irrigation ditches.  Prehistoric site types and/or components include: midden, rockshelters, pictographs, lithic scatters, and faunal remains.  
B. Findings of the On-The-Ground Survey
The preliminary archival research in response to the immediate need for heritage resource field work and analysis in association with fire suppression activities resulted in identifying both previous heritage resource surveys and heritage sites within the preliminary APE (approximately 240,000 acres) of the Basin/Indians Incident.  This area is known through historical records and archaeological investigation to contain abundant prehistoric and historical era cultural resources.  Prehistoric resources include chipped-stone lithic scatters, bedrock mortars, pictographs, Native American (Esselan and Salinan) settlements, and areas that are Traditional Cultural Properties based on aural histories.  Historic resources in the area include adobe buildings, cemeteries, reservoirs, vineyards, swimming pools and irrigation ditches.

Initially, approximately 148 heritage sites were considered at risk for impacts from the fire and/or fire-related suppression or rehabilitation measures (Appendix I).  Twenty-three of the sites monitored by the BAER team archaeologists were located in the burn area.  Many of these sites are delineated in GIS as being located in areas of moderate burn intensity, though they do not appear to be at risk from erosion, flooding, or slope degradation. 


125 sites within the burn area were not visited due to safety concerns, a lack of potential BAER issues, or the necessity to prioritize a large assessment in a relatively short amount of time.  Selecting cultural resources to assess was a five step process.  The first step was to choose sites that are eligible or potentially eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places based on criteria as described in 36 CFR 60.4. The second step was considering those sites that are inheritably at greater risk of destruction due to the characteristics they possess (e.g. artifact scatters, structures, and foundations).  The third step was overlaying the known burn intensity, slope, and stream shed information in a GIS with the locations of the various cultural resources.  The fourth step was dictated by access, which was governed by the fact that approximately 95% of the sites are located within the Ventana Wilderness area.  Since the fire was contained and smokes were reported daily, and helicopters were still working hot spots, only those areas that were accessible by vehicle or a short hike were attempted.  The fifth step was to fly over the sites and see if any BAER concerns were apparent.  
III. Emergency Determination  
Of the cultural resources assessed, two are within areas where increased runoff, erosion, flooding, or debris flow pose a significant threat.  In addition, a large number of cultural resources in the burn area are now at an increased risk of being destroyed through looting due to the decrease in foliage, duff, and other natural visual barriers.

Site number xx, located in the Arroyo Seco Watershed and is the location of the old Santa Lucia Ranger Station.  The Santa Lucia Ranger Station was constructed in 1908 and was made of adobe bricks.  Transportation systems at the time were rudimentary and travel was often by horse, the location of the Ranger Station was to provide a Forest Service presence in the backcountry of the Ranger District and was built to house a patrolman.  It is unique in its construction and represents early Forest Service history.  As with most buildings, the Santa Lucia adobe has been modified over time to reflect the needs of its occupant and the times (Appendix III).  This site is potentially eligible for listing on the National Register because it has qualities that contain information about the past that can be understood through further investigation.  
The site is located on a floodplain above Santa Lucia Creek (Appendix II).  With the loss of upstream foliage and cover, this presents the opportunity for seasonal flows to collect debris, and overflow the banks of the creek and inundate all or portions of the adobe building.  
Site number xx, is located in the Milpitas Grant area.  The site is known as the Indians Ranch was originally settled by Eusebio Encinales in the 1870s.  The site consists of an adobe ranch house, a cemetery, an orchard and vineyard, three ditches, and reservoir.  Recent additions include a bathhouse and pool. 
The site is located on a shallow alluvial fan, and sits adjacent to Papoose Creek.  Two possible threats to the site exist.  Two trees a Sycamore and an Oak are in poor condition and may fall on the ranch house.  The second threat is the reservoir, which is currently approximately half full (Appendix II).  A significant storm could dump enough water into Papoose Creek to cause it to overflow, thus potentially destroying the reservoir and damaging the ranch house.  
There is no emergency to Heritage Resources from implementation of potential emergency rehabilitation treatments, as these will be conducted in compliance with the provisions of the Programmatic Agreement Among the U.S.D.A. Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Region, California State Historic Preservation Officer, and Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Regarding the Identification, Evaluation and Treatment of Historic Properties Managed by the Pacific Southwest Region, California.
Additional information:  
The Programmatic Agreement Among the U.S.D.A. Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Region, California State Historic Preservation Officer, and Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Regarding the Identification, Evaluation and Treatment of Historic Properties Managed by the National Forests of the Pacific Southwest Region, California describes the procedures to follow during emergencies:  (a) should a Forest find it necessary to implement an undertaking that has a potential to affect heritage resources in the case of a declared emergency, the Forest may follow the provisions of 36 CFR 800.  (b) in the event of an emergency that does not meet the criteria of 36 CFR 800, but where there is an imminent threat of a major disaster such that an emergency action that has potential to affect heritage resources is necessary for the preservation of human life or property, the Agency Official shall: notify the Regional Forester, SHPO, and Council of the emergency; and where there is an agreement that an emergency situation exists and time permits, the Regional Forester, SHPO, and Council agree to provide comments within seven working days or less as the situation warrants.  


The Los Padres National Forest initiated consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) for the Indians and Basin Complex Incident during the first few days of the fire.  In addition, local Native Americans were contacted and will be invited to monitor BAER treatments.
IV. Treatments to Mitigate the Emergency

Site xx (Santa Lucia):

A. Treatment Type: K-Rail deflection barrier and sand bags.
B. Treatment Objective: Protect the Santa Lucia adobe from being inundated by flood waters and debris flows.  
C. Treatment Description: To prevent flooding and inundation of the adobe, sand bags will be placed inside of the K-Rail barrier and extended around the adobe forming 360º barrier.  A pump will be required to remove the water from the sand bad barrier (Appendix II).

D. Treatment Monitoring Cost:  see Appendix V
Site xx (Indians Ranch):

A. Treatment Type: Drain the reservoir, spillway, clean access trench and fell Oak and Sycamore Trees.  
B. Treatment Objective:  Reduce the potential of flood damage to the adobe ranch. 
C. Treatment Description: Draining of the reservoir should provide adequate space for additional water flow during the winter.  The Sycamore and Oak trees will be reviewed by a forester before any action is taken.  If the trees need to be taken down the district has “C” class fellers for the removal of the trees.  (Appendix II and III).

D. Treatment Monitoring Cost:  see Appendix V
Exposed Cultural Resources:

A. Treatment Type: Posting Signs

B. Treatment Objective:  Provide an avenue to prosecute looters within the burn area and prevent the destruction of important cultural resources.

C. Treatment Description: Educational signs that inform the public about the importance of cultural resources and the laws protecting them.  Informational signs increase the viability of criminal prosecution through the Archaeological Resource Protection Act of 1979 (ARPA).  The signs will be in both English and Spanish and will be located at campgrounds, trailheads, and access points located around the fire perimeter (Appendix IV).
D. Treatment Monitoring Cost:  redacted
V. Discussion/Summary/Recommendations 

The effects described above have likely resulted in the loss of important information, and therefore, a loss of archaeological values that potentially could have contributed to the NRHP significance for many of these resources.  Two of these resources appear to be eminently threatened by further degradation due to erosion, storm runoff, or debris flows.  In addition, many other resources are at a heightened risk of looting and/or unauthorized recreational access.  Therefore, LPNF Heritage Resource Management relays the following recommendations for the purposes of BAER assessment:

1) A Deflection barrier is proposed for FS# xx.
2) Draining Reservoir and felling and Oak and Sycamore Tree is proposed for FS # xx.
3) Locations where non-heritage related treatments are proposed will require review by LPNF Heritage Resource Management prior to implementation.  Heritage survey and site protection measures may also be required for proposed BAER treatment areas prior to implementation.
Compliance with Item No. 3 will ensure that any BAER treatments within or adjacent to the Basin/Indians Incident will have no effect on heritage resources.
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