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MANAGEMENT SUMMARY
An Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of site 33-16712, located within the
boundaries of The Junction at Menifee Valley, was requested by the project sponsor, Kelco
Properties, LLC. The site is commonly known as the Bailey Farmstead, dating to the early 20th
century and first recorded by this firm in 2007. The subject property is comprised of +50.95 acres
of land situated north of Scott Road, west of Haun Road, and south of Wickerd Road, with the
historical site located near the center of the southern property boundary. The proposed
development of The Junction at Menifee, Plot Plan No. 2017-287, includes senior housing, a hotel,
fitness center, and a commercial center.
The intent of the Phase II Historical Resources Investigation conducted in 2007 was to
determine whether the historical features comprising site 33-16712 qualified as significant
cultural resources according to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) criteria and to
determine the appropriate level of mitigation since preservation of these features was not
considered a viable alternative under the proposed development plan. The investigation included
a review of previous studies in the region; advanced literature, archival, and cartographic
research; informant consultation; comprehensive descriptions, photo-documentation, and
measured drawings of selected historical features; subsurface testing, and analysis of all
recovered artifactual material. The results of the Phase II investigation were evaluated according
to CEQA criteria.
The purpose of the Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation is not to duplicate every
task included in the 2007 study, but instead, to provide an update of the site’s current condition,
including the structural and historical integrity of each building addressed in 2007, to evaluate the
site’s significance according to CEQA criteria, and to determine whether mitigation measures
proposed in 2007 remain relevant and necessary. In the interest of providing the most
comprehensive source of information pertaining to the Bailey Farmstead possible, all information
from the original 2007 investigation has been incorporated into the current report so that a single
document can serve as consolidated reference instead of several previous reports viewed

1

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

individually.
The subject property was first included in an archaeological assessment conducted in 1977 by
Ken Daley of the Archaeological Research Unit, University of California, Riverside. Daley’s report,
entitled “Archaeological Assessment of a Portion of the SE ¼ of Section 15, T6S, R3W, Romoland
Quadrangle, Riverside County, California,” reported no archaeological resources within the
project boundaries and as such, recommended that further archaeological investigations were not
required. Since Daley’s report focused only on archaeological resources, it made no mention of
the various structures located within the property boundaries.
Despite Daley’s negative findings, but in consideration of the property’s location within an
archaeologically and historically sensitive area, the project sponsors requested that this firm
conduct an updated Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment for Plot Plan 22279 in March of 2007.
During the course of the field survey, no cultural resources of prehistoric (i.e. Native American)
origin were observed within the boundaries, although numerous cultural resources, seemingly of
both historical and contemporary origin, were observed near the center of the southern property
boundary. Included were several buildings, a windmill, automobiles, furniture, machinery,
equipment, and abundant debris. At the time of the field survey, access to the compound within
which the resources were located was severely restricted and as such, little was known about the
cultural resources besides their existence. Cartographic evidence indicated that three of the
buildings had been built prior to 1953 and GIS data provided by the County of Riverside indicated
that one of them – an 1140-square-foot house - had been built in 1905; the three buildings were
consequently classified as historical resources. Due to access restrictions, it was not possible to
fully document these buildings, evaluate their integrity, or determine whether they would be
considered significant historical resources according to CEQA criteria. In addition, it was not
known whether additional historical resources existed within the secured compound. Therefore,
the Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment recommended that prior to development plan
approval a focused Phase II Historical Resources Investigation be conducted for all cultural
resources located within the boundaries of the subject property, the results of which would
determine the appropriate level of mitigation required for cultural resources that would be
adversely impacted by the proposed commercial project.

2

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

In conjunction with the proposed commercial development of the subject property, referred
to at that time as The Junction at Menifee Valley, the project sponsor contracted with this firm to
conduct a Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of cultural resources located within the
subject property. Literally tons of debris covered much of the area which had previously been
contained within the secured compound. Since this material obscured ground surface visibility
and hindered safe traversal of the property, the initial task at hand was clearing the site to
facilitate visibility, survey, and recordation. Following vacation of the property by its previous
owners, the project sponsors contracted for removal of debris that was clearly of contemporary
origin, leaving all other materials in and around the various buildings for evaluation during the
Phase II investigation. During the period in which debris was being cleared and the property
prepared for survey, initial cartographic and archival research commenced.
Cartographic research indicated that while much of the land surrounding the subject property
had been homesteaded and improved by 1879, the subject property was patented to the
Southern Pacific Railroad and remained unoccupied until the 20th century. The first improvements
to the subject property, which is located within the SE ¼ of Section 15, Township 6 south, Range
3 west, appear on the 1901 USGS Elsinore topographic map, which was surveyed in 1897-1898.
These were external improvements comprised of what is now Scott Road along the southern
boundary, an unnamed road delineating the property’s western boundary, and Antelope Road
near the eastern property boundary. Between 1901 and 1939, a very short access road leading
from Scott Road onto the subject property appears; this conforms to the existing driveway of the
residential compound. Interestingly, no structures are shown cartographically, despite the fact
that Riverside County GIS data lists a construction date of 1905 for the house. According to
cartographic sources, three structures were built on the subject property between 1939 and 1951.
Two of the buildings conform to an existing house and workshop/equipment shed, while the third
structure, shown at the end of what had been the driveway, no longer exists. Between 1951 and
1976 three additional structures appear cartographically, as well as a long extension of the
driveway first shown in 1939. In general, one of these mapped structures corresponds to an
existing garage/workshop; two of the buildings are no longer present.
Archival research revealed that the original ownership of the subject property was somewhat
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convoluted. According to General Land Office records, an agent for the Southern Pacific Railroad
filed an application for the 640 acres of Section 15 on July 13, 1885 under the 1866 Grant-RRAtlantic and Pacific Act (14 Sta. 292), although a land patent was not issued at that time. However,
the County of Riverside Assessor’s Map Book (Vol. 19) shows J.D. Bicknell as the owner of the S ½
of Section 15 from 1892 to 1896 even though the actual mechanism for his ownership could not
be found in the archival records. On January 20, 1896, the United States issued a land patent to
the Southern Pacific Railroad for Section 15 and the land was subsequently transferred from
Bicknell to SPRR; after this time, no mention can be found of Bicknell in the records. How Bicknell
came to own land already claimed by SPRR is unknown, particularly since SPRR had already filed
an application for the land as early as 1885. The Southern Pacific Railroad held all of Section 15
until 1899, at which time the S ½ is transferred to Alden T. and Elluard H. Drake, brothers who
came to the Menifee Valley from Pennsylvania with their parents in 1887. Interestingly, archival
documents from the Assessor’s Office show that the land was assessed to (not owned by) E.H.
Drake from 1899 to 1907. There is no indication that the Drakes ever occupied the subject
property during this period of time since Assessor’s Office records show only land and no buildings
in Section 15 and U.S. Census Records indicate both brothers were living elsewhere; where the
1905 date of construction provided by the County of Riverside GIS was obtained is unknown. Since
the Drake ranch was located approximately one mile to the south it is possible that the Drakes
leased the land from SPRR for wheat farming and as part of the agreement, paid the property
taxes. In 1907, the Southern Pacific Railroad resumed ownership of the S ½ of Section 15, holding
it for the next ten years. From 1907 to 1911 the assessed value of the land was $1120, increasing
to $2400 in 1912 and remaining so until 1917 when the Southern Pacific Land Company sold the
SE ¼ of Section 15 (160 acres) to Ida Mary Lanier for $4800. Considering that the assessed value
of S ½ of Section 15 (320 acres) was $2400 in 1917, the fact that Mrs. Lanier paid twice the
assessed value for one-half the acreage is astounding and no explanation for this has been
discovered.
In 1917, the SE ¼ of Section 15 had an assessed value of $1100 (less than one-quarter what
Lanier paid) and it was at this time that the first building was constructed within the bounds of
the subject property, assessed at $150. Since Ida Mary lived in Perris with her husband, Dr.
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Thomas Lanier, at this time, it is believed that she purchased the land for her son, Charley Bailey,
and his wife, Laura. Charley built the house, which at first consisted of only two rooms, in 1917.
This house came to be known as the “Bailey House” and currently exists in an expanded form on
the subject property. In 1921, Ida Mary and Thomas Lanier sold 60 acres of the SE ¼ to Charley A.
and Laura E. Bailey for $10.00. The Baileys lived on the subject property until 1968, at which time,
Charley, by then a widower, sold the property to Howard A. and Elizabeth J. Johansen. The
property remained in the Johansen family from that time until its sale to the current project
sponsor.
Eight buildings, the possible remains of a ninth building, and two structures currently exist
within the boundaries of Plot Plan No. 2017-287. Buildings include the Bailey House, a tankhouse,
guest house, workshop/equipment shed, silo, automotive shop, office, and garage. Two concrete
pads with associated lumber and/or features mark the location of a barn that previously existed
at the northern terminus of the complex, although according to an informant, these features were
not part of the barn. A playhouse previously adjacent to the tankhouse has completely collapsed
into a pile of rubble. Two structures built of concrete and locally available rock are also present,
one of which is a low patio wall and the other used to heat water, make lye soap, and boil pigs.
Although building permits do not exist for any structure within the subject property, information
regarding the history and/or date of construction was obtained for each using a combination of
archival, cartographic, and informant sources.
Exact dates of construction exist only for the Bailey House (1917), the low rock wall (1948), and
the water heater (1939), while general dates are available, based on cartographic evidence, for
the barn (which no longer exists) and workshop/equipment shed (post-1917, pre-1951). Inferred
dates of construction for the tankhouse and silo are based on remembrances of Charley Bailey’s
granddaughter, Sandy La Fon. According to Ms. La Fon, who was born in 1941, these structures
had always existed during her lifetime. The garage was built at sometime around 1950 to house
her grandfather’s new 1950 Ford, although a fire resulted in the garage being partially destroyed
and rebuilt by Johansen family.

Also according to Ms. La Fon, a Quonset hut had previously

existed where the guest house is now located, the guest house having been built by Howard
Johansen for his wife’s sister and mother sometime after 1968. Finally, according to his daughter,

5

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

Linda Zeiders, the automotive shop and office were built in the 1970s by Johansen. Based on the
aforementioned sources, historicity is either proved or inferred for six buildings and two
structures located within the subject property, with a possible classification of the extant
architectural features located where the barn once stood as historical resources.
Mapping and collection of surface cultural resources, shovel tests, and artifact analysis during
the 2007 Phase II study revealed little information regarding occupation of the subject property.
A significant problem exists at the site in that the property had been occupied continuously for
over 90 years, but by two families whose occupations and lifestyles were polar opposites. Cultural
resources representing the Bailey family, who farmed the property during the historical era, were
essentially destroyed during the contemporary residency of the Johansen family, whose primary
occupation was in the automotive industry. Further, according to Ms. La Fon, the Bailey family
did not dump or bury their trash, but put it in metal cans or drums, burned it on a regular basis,
then scattered the ashes over the farmland; the same practice was used by the Johansen family,
at least in the early years. Consequently, the few historical resources recovered from surface
collection and subsurface testing were generally construction-related artifacts associated with the
barn demolition and unfortunately, offered little insight into activities occurring during the
historical period. Alternately, an almost limitless amount of contemporary cultural resources
existed in the form of automotive parts, food and beverage containers, construction materials,
clothing, publications, plastic toys, furnishings, utensils, and other similar household and workrelated artifacts.
Data compiled from all research conducted in the 2007 Phase II Historical Resources
Investigation determined that while none of the structures comprising 33-16712 would qualify
individually as significant cultural resources according to California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) criteria, the site itself would be considered significant under Criteria 2 and 3 of the
California Register of Historical Resources, which is CEQA’s primary mechanism for determining
whether a historical resource is significant. The farmstead was occupied by the Bailey family for
over 50 years and while Charley and Laura Bailey were not among the earliest settlers of the
Menifee Valley, they were arguably among the most influential, representing the true cooperative
spirit of an early 20th century farming community in Menifee Valley. The Baileys were the first to

6

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

welcome newcomers to the community, kept their home open to friends and family, and in
addition to dry-farming and raising cattle, Charley Bailey provided water-witching, calving, and
animal medicine services to his neighbors. Charley Bailey, in particular, served as an important
link in the Menifee Valley farming community chain, offering support and strength at a time when
neighbors depended on each other for survival. Thus, since the farmstead was associated with a
locally important individual and family, historical site 33-16712 would be considered significant
under Criterion 2.
Criterion 3 also applied to the site at that time, but not because the buildings represent the
work of a master or possess high artistic values. Instead, they collectively embody the distinctive
characteristics of early 20th century farming communities throughout southwestern Riverside
County where utilitarian structures were pieced together with whatever materials are available,
expanded when necessary, and demolished when they no longer serve their intended purpose.
Though occupied by the Johansen family for the past 40 years, the Bailey farmstead remains
remarkably intact, providing valuable insight into a rural lifestyle that is rapidly disappearing, but
that for over 100 years has defined the Menifee Valley.
Unfortunately, the distinctive characteristics that made the Bailey farmstead a significant
historical resource have ultimately worked against its preservation. According to Charley and
Laura Bailey’s granddaughter, Sandy La Fon, her grandparents’ life on the farm was a poor one,
but they did what they could to survive. Longtime residents of the Menifee Valley noted that the
Baileys were known as always having to piece things together, often using materials that had been
discarded by others. This practice speaks to the reported condition of the buildings and explains
why buildings such as the Bailey House, tankhouse, and playhouse were in such poor condition,
after a relatively short existence, that they were literally falling apart.
In the 12 years since the original evaluation of the Bailey Farmstead buildings, every building
and structure has deteriorated to the point that all are mere shells, with every defining
architectural element having been removed by “pickers.” The playhouse has completely collapsed
into a pile of rubble, most of the automotive barn has collapsed, and the Bailey House is on the
verge of collapse. These buildings in particular, but actually all the other remaining buildings and
structures, constitute a dangerously attractive nuisance as trespassers continue to come onto the
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property to scavenge everything from siding, to windows, to root cellar contents that are part of
an urban legend about the Bailey House, and even roof joists. Given the continuing deterioration
of all Bailey farmstead buildings, they lack both structural and historical integrity and in fact,
should be demolished as soon as possible before an unfortunate accident occurs during illegal
scavenging and deconstruction activities.
In 2007, the buildings and structures comprising site 33-16712 were in relatively poor
condition, but generally still maintained structural and historical integrity. As such, the original
Phase II Historical Resources Investigation determined that they would be adversely impacted by
the proposed commercial project, The Junction at Menifee Valley. Since this site, referred to as
the Bailey Farmstead, was deemed significant under two criteria of the California Register and
hence, the California Environmental Quality Act, mitigation of adverse impacts was required.
Comprehensive documentation of the history and resources of the Bailey Farmstead obtained
through extensive cartographic, archival, and informant research, as well as a field investigation
that included mapping, descriptive recordation, photo-documentation, measured drawings, and
artifact analysis, would generally be considered sufficient mitigation for the adverse impacts
resulting from project development. All of these mitigation measures had been accomplished by
the 2007 Phase II Cultural Resources Investigation. However, since it was already evident that the
deteriorating condition of the buildings and structured precluded their preservation, the following
additional mitigation measures were also recommended, albeit in simplified form:
1. Monitoring of all building demolition and earthmoving activities within the
Bailey farmstead compound, as described in this report, by a qualified
archaeologist.
2 If possible, utilization of a demolition method that provides at least
temporary access to the Bailey House root cellar.
3. Preservation of the water heater and the section of rock wall that contains the
builder’s name and date of construction, as well as the initials of Charley and
Laura Bailey. If possible, the broadcast sower should be salvaged and
preserved, as well.
4. Integration of the aforementioned features and artifact into the project
landscaping design, with each accompanied by a descriptive, informative
plaque.
8
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5. Incorporation of architectural features reflective of the Farming Era in
Menifee Valley into the entry statement and/or building design.
The current Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation found that none of the
buildings, structures, and features comprising the Bailey Farmstead, site 33-16712, have
maintained either structural or historical integrity. The potential danger posed by the continued
existence of these site components calls for their demolition at the earliest possible time. Since
an important element in determining significance under CEQA is historical integrity, the Bailey
Farmstead would thus no longer be considered a significant historical resource. Demolition of the
buildings and structures would result in the proposed development of The Junction at Menifee
Valley no longer adversely impacting the site because the elements comprising it would no longer
exist. The mitigation measures recommended in 2007 when the Bailey Farmstead was considered
significant according to CEQA criteria, have already been integrated into the site design for The
Junction at Menifee Valley. Since the current Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation
determined that the Bailey Farmstead no longer has retained enough integrity to be evaluated as
historically significant, no mitigation measures are required to reduce the potential project to the
site. However, it is recommended that the mitigation measures proposed in 2007 when the Bailey
Farmstead was deemed significant, now be maintained as conditions of approval, required at the
City of Menifee’s discretion, albeit with some modifications as discussed in the Recommendations
section of this report.
As part of the current Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation, the entire +50.95
acres of The Junction at Menifee Valley was included in an updated comprehensive pedestrian
field survey. The reason for this was to determine whether, in the 12 years since the initial study
was conducted, any additional cultural resources associated with the Bailey Farmstead had been
revealed as a result of environmental and/or agricultural factors. Tiny bits of ceramics, glass,
metal, and wood were found scattered throughout much of the farmland surrounding the Bailey
Farmstead compound, presumably the result of trash removal practices utilized by both the Bailey
and Johansen families. No representative evidence of two outhouses known to have existed
within the Bailey complex was observed and no additional historical resources associated with the
Bailey Farmstead were observed within the property boundaries.
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Surprisingly, a previously unrecorded site of prehistoric (Native American) origin was
discovered during this updated field survey. As part of a vegetation removal program to facilitate
ground surface visibility, a flock of sheep had been brought to the property for grazing and this
activity actually resulted in uncovering a series of three bedrock milling loci at the northern
boundary of the property that had been previously been buried and/or covered with piles of
debris; an additional site locus is on adjacent property to the north. Each milling feature locus
was measured, drawn, photographed, GPS coordinates taken, and an appropriate DPR site
recording form was submitted to the Eastern Information for assignment of site number 3328615. According to CEQA criteria, this small limited-use site would not be considered a significant
cultural resource. The three site loci within the subject property will be adversely impacted by the
development of a proposed senior housing project within The Junction at Menifee Valley. Neither
relocation nor preservation of the features are viable options. Similar isolated milling sites within
a one-mile radius of the subject property do not have associated subsurface cultural deposit and
given its limited use, it is unlikely that one exists at this site. This site is not considered a significant
cultural resource, so CEQA does not require mitigation beyond the recordation accomplished by
this report. However, since there is a possibility, however slight, that a subsurface cultural deposit
may exist, it is recommended that all ground disturbing activities associated with development of
the +20.0-acre Senior Village be subject to both archaeological and Tribal monitoring.

10
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INTRODUCTION
In compliance with California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and City of Menifee Planning
Department requirements, the project sponsor contracted with Jean A. Keller, Ph.D., Cultural
Resources Consultant, to conduct an Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of the
Bailey Farmstead (33-16712), which is located within the boundaries of a proposed mixed use
development known as The Junction at Menifee Valley (Plot Plan No. 2017-287). A Phase II
Historical Resources Investigation of the site was previously conducted in 2007 to comply with
recommendations made in a 2007 Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment. Since 12 years have
passed since the original Phase II study was conducted, the City of Menifee required an Updated
Phase II Historical Resources Investigation in order to provide information about the site’s current
condition, including the structural and historical integrity of each building, to evaluate the site’s
significance according to CEQA criteria, and to determine whether mitigation measures proposed
in 2007 remain relevant and necessary.
The proposed project, currently entitled Plot Plan No. 2017-287 and commonly referred to as
The Junction at Menifee Valley, is a large mixed-use development that includes a Senior housing
complex, a hotel, gas station, fitness center, and a large commercial/retail center (Fig. 1). The
Junction at Menifee Valley is a phased development and at this time, the only element for which
formal plans have been submitted is referred to as Senior Village, located in the northwestern
+13.19 acres of the subject property. The remainder of the +50.95-acre property will be
developed at some future time. As shown on the USGS Romoland, California Topographic Map,
7.5’ series, the subject property is located in the SE ¼ of Section 15, Township 6 south, Range 3
west SBBM. Historical site 33-16712 is located near the center of the southern property boundary
(Fig. 2). A small site of prehistoric origin (33-028615), discovered during the current study near
the northern boundary of the property, will be discussed later in this report. Land comprising the
proposed project is situated in a rapidly urbanizing area in the City of Menifee, southwestern
Riverside County. Current land use is vacant; adjacent land use to the north and east are vacant,
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Figure 1: The Junction at Menifee Valley, Plot Plan No. 2017-287
12
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33-28615

Plot Plan No. 2017-287

33-16712

Figure 2: Location of 33-16712 and 33-28615 within The Junction at Menifee / Plot Plan 2017287, in the City of Menifee. USGS Romoland, California Topographic Map
(photorevised 1979). Scale 1:24,000.
13
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with rural residential land use to the west and south. The subject property has been actively
farmed for over 100 years, with expected resultant disturbances such as collection of field stone,
excavation, and soil displacement. Several areas dot the northern portion of the property,
typically concentrated around bedrock outcrops, where fieldstone, fencing remnants, landscaping
materials, and assorted debris have been deposited. Disturbances to the Bailey residential
complex are substantial and represent the cumulative impacts of age, vandalism, neglect, grading,
fire, demolition, and extensive trash dumping.
The Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation commenced with an updated review
of site records and reports that addressed the subject property, site 33-16712, and similar
historical sites within the study area at the Eastern Information Center at the University of
California, Riverside.

Since the 2007 Phase II study had included exhaustive literature,

cartographic, and archival research, the current study did not duplicate those efforts, although
the complete 2007 research results have been included in the current report. The original
reference materials included all available photographs, books, journals, newspapers, registers,
and directories at the Riverside Public Library Local History Collection and at the University of
California, Riverside libraries. Cartographic research was conducted through the Bureau of Land
Management, Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District, and at the Map
Collection in the Science Library at the University of California, Riverside. Archival research using
online data bases included the United States Federal Census, California Birth Index, California
Death Index, Social Security Death Index, Immigration & Passenger List Index, and General Land
Office Records held by the Bureau of Land Management. Archival research was conducted in
person at the County of Riverside Recorders Office, the County of Riverside Assessor’s Office, and
at the Riverside County Archives. A presentation of research results was given to the Menifee
Valley Historical Association and information regarding the subject property’s history was
requested. Several longtime residents of the Menifee Valley were interviewed, including Betty
Bouris, Kate Krubsack, Linda Johansen Zeiders, and Sandy La Fon (granddaughter of Charley and
Laura Bailey).
Due to the changing (and deteriorating) dynamic of the Bailey Farmstead site, an intensive
examination of the ground around the farmstead structures was conducted during the current
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updated Phase II field survey. The intent of this examination was to determine whether any
additional archaeological materials had been uncovered since the 2007 study, particularly
evidence of two reported outhouses that had never been found. The remaining acreage of the
+50.95-acre property was also intensively scrutinized during a comprehensive pedestrian field
survey, as information gleaned in 2007 indicated that all discarded materials had been burned and
the detritus scattered over the farmland to serve as a fertilizing component. Since crops covered
most of this land in 2007, such a field examination was not possible, so incorporating it into the
current survey was deemed an important evaluative task. Prior to commencement of the updated
field survey, the entirety of the subject property was covered with dense ground cover, so the
property owner contracted for the vegetation to be cleared in order to facilitate ground surface
visibility. Interestingly, part of the clearing involved grazing by a flock of sheep and this activity
actually resulted in uncovering a series of limited use bedrock milling features at the northern
boundary of the property that had been previously been buried and/or covered with piles of
debris. Each milling feature locus was measured, drawn, photographed, GPS coordinates taken,
and an appropriate DPR site recording form was submitted to the Eastern Information for
assignment of site number P-33-28615. A discussion of the small site is included later in this
report, since the primary focus of the current research is on the Bailey Farmstead.
Finally, each building, structure, and feature comprising the Bailey Farmstead (33-16712) was
photographed and evaluated for both structural and historical integrity. As part of the original
Phase II Historical Resources Investigation in 2007, measured plan views of the Bailey House, tank
house, and water heater were drawn, as were floor plans for the Bailey House,
workshop/equipment shed, and extant architectural features marking the location of the
demolished barn, so these tasks were not duplicated during the current study. The original plans
have been included in the current Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation in order to
provide a comprehensive recordation of the Bailey Farmstead, site 33-16172.
Subsequent to completion of the recordation and evaluation of structures and features, the
2007 Phase II study had surveyed the ground surface in the immediate vicinity of each historical
structure for evidence of associated artifactual materials and/or a subsurface cultural deposit;
areas between structures were also surveyed in this manner. All surface cultural resources were
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evaluated to determine their historicity and integrity. Those areas containing material not of
contemporary origin and apparently in situ were marked for subsequent mapping, evaluation, and
possible collection. Only one relatively defined surface concentration of historical resources was
observed and it was mapped, measured, inventoried, and representative surface cultural
resources collected for analysis. A series of 55 shovel tests was conducted within the area
encompassed by 33-16712, with the majority focused on obvious areas of occupation and the
remainder randomly placed. Evidence of a potential subsurface cultural deposit was not revealed
by the shovel tests. Since this archaeological research was completed in 2007, it was not (could
not be) duplicated in the current study. The results, however, are included in this report.
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ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
Topography and Geology
The

subject property is located on the southwestern margin of Paloma Valley, although the

region is commonly referred to as Menifee Valley, in southwestern Riverside County (Fig. 3). It is
situated in a topographically diverse region that is defined by Bell Mountain to the northeast,
Warm Springs Creek to the southeast, Murrieta Valley to the southwest, and Lake Elsinore to the
northwest. Virtually all drainage in the vicinity of the subject property has been channelized, but
historically the flow pattern was in a northeasterly direction from hills located southwest of the
subject property to the Paloma and Menifee valleys. For the most part, drainage in this region is
intermittent, occurring only as the result of seasonal precipitation.
Topographically, the subject property is comprised primarily of an undulating alluvial plain; site
33-16712 is situated in a relatively flat area near the center of the southern boundary, while the
recently recorded site 33-028615 is located near the northern property boundary (Fig. 4).
Elevations range from a low of 1500.0 feet above mean sea level (AMSL) at the northeastern
property corner to a high of 1520.0 feet AMSL at the southwestern corner. A USGS-designated
blueline stream enters the southern boundary of PP 2017-287 approximately 500 feet east of the
buildings comprising 33-16712, exiting near the center of the eastern property boundary. This
watercourse may represent a relatively permanent source of water, but it is primarily fed by
irrigation run-off and seasonal precipitation.
The subject property is situated on the Perris Peneplain, a portion of the Northern Peninsular
Range Province of Southern California. The Perris Peneplain is a broad valley bounded on three
sides by mountain ranges: the San Jacinto Mountains on the east, the San Bernardino Mountains
on the north, and the Santa Ana Mountains on the southwest; the northwestern extent of the
Perris Peneplain in the Santa Ana River. The peneplain is a large depositional basin composed
primarily of materials eroded from the bedrock surfaces of the Southern California Batholith. The
geological composition of the subject property is representative of the region as a whole, with
alluvial fans and terraces formed by local granitic bedrock decomposition. Successful farming of
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Figure 3: Location of the study area relative to southwestern Riverside County. Adapted
from USGS Santa Ana, California Topographic Map (1959). Scale 1:250,000.
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33-28615

The Junction at Menifee Valley

33-16712

Figure 4: Aerial view of the subject property and sites 33-16712 and 33-28615.
Biology
As the result of agricultural activities spanning decades, no intact native plant communities
remain within the project boundaries. Remnant native plants are limited to isolated stands of
California buckwheat (Eriogonum fasciculatum), a cluster of three Fremont cottonwoods (Populus
fremontii), three isolated blue elderberry shrubs (Sambucus mexicana), and a few small arroyo
willows (Salix lasiolepus) in the drainage course. The presence of cottonwoods, elderberry, and
willows suggests the presence of a permanent, or at least sustained, source of water. Growing
around the residential complex is a variety of non-native ruderal, and ornamental vegetation, with
many large eucalyptus, pines, and palms predominating. According to informants, the linear
alignment of large eucalyptus trees that extends from the house to the western property
boundary was planted to delineate an interior boundary line, as well as serve as a wind break,
although exactly when the trees were planted is unknown. Prior to agricultural and residential
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development, the property hosted native plants representative of the Riversidian Sage-Scrub
Plant Community, which predominates in the region. Characteristic plants of this native
community include California buckwheat, chamise (Adenostoma fasciculatum), black sage (Salvia
mellifera), white sage (Salvia apiana), California sagebrush (Artemisia californica), and sumac
(Rhus integrifolia). During the historical period, an abundance of faunal species undoubtedly
inhabited the study area. However, due to regional urbanization, the current faunal community is
generally restricted to those species that can exist in proximity to humans, such as valley pocket
gopher (Thomomys bottae), black-tailed jackrabbit (Lepus californicus), Audobon’s cottontail
(Sylvilagus audobonii), California ground squirrel (Spermophilus beecheyi), coyote (Canis latrans),
and western fence lizard (Scelopous occidentalis).
Climate
The climate of the study area is that typical of cismontane Southern California, which on the
whole is mild, sunny, warm, and rather dry. This climate is classified as Mediterranean or “summerdry subtropical.” Temperatures seldom fall below freezing or rise above 100 degrees Fahrenheit.
The rather limited precipitation received occurs primarily during the winter and early spring months.
Discussion
Based on existing resources found on undeveloped land in the vicinity of the subject property,
it is probable that floral and faunal resources would have offered opportunities to Native
Americans for procuring food, as well as components for medicines, tools, and construction
materials. A limited number of bedrock outcrops suitable for use in food processing is available
within the property boundaries, but none for rock art or shelter. Loose lithic material suitable for
ground or flaked stone tool production is only minimally present and sparsely scattered
throughout the property, with larger pieces having been collected as part of agriculture
operations. A permanent source of water is present, albeit it appears to primarily be the result of
drainage from surrounding properties and roads. Defensive locations preferred for long-term
occupation are not present within the property boundaries. It is probable that the subject
property would have been viewed in a favorable light for seasonal resource exploitation, but not
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long-term habitation.
Criteria for occupation during the historical era were generally somewhat different than for
aboriginal occupation since later populations did not depend solely on environmental conditions for
survival. During the historical era the subject parcel would probably have been considered very
desirable due to an abundance of flat, tillable land suitable for agriculture, few bedrock outcrops
and limited fieldstone, a relatively dependable source of water, and its proximity to major
transportation corridors and urban centers. the subject property would have been facilitated by
the presence of few bedrock outcrops and relatively sparse fieldstone. At one time, however,
fieldstone was apparently more abundant and provided Charley Bailey with construction
materials for several features within the farmstead.

21

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

CULTURAL SETTING
Ethnography
According to available ethnographic research, the study area was included in the known
territory of the Luiseño Indians during both prehistoric and historic times. The name Luiseño is
Spanish in origin and was used in reference to those aboriginal inhabitants of Southern California
associated with the Mission San Luis Rey. As far as can be determined, the Luiseño, whose
language is of the Takic family (part of the Californian Uto-Aztecan linguistic stock), had no
equivalent word for their nationality because they did not consider themselves to “belong to” the
Spanish occupiers.
According to ethnographers and Luiseño oral tradition, the territory of the Luiseño was
extensive, encompassing much of coastal and inland Southern California. Known territorial
boundaries extended on the west to the Southern Channel Islands, to the Santa Ana River and Box
Springs Mountain on the north, as far northeast as Mt. San Jacinto, to Lake Henshaw on the
southeast, and to Agua Hedionda Creek on the southwest. Their habitat included every ecological
zone from sea level to 6000 mean feet above sea level. Territorial boundaries of the Luiseño were
shared with the Gabrieliño and Serrano to the north, the Cahuilla to the east, the Cupeño and Ipai
to the south (Fig. 5). With the exception of the Ipai, these tribes shared similar cultural and
language traditions. Although the social structure and philosophy of the Luiseño were similar to
that of neighboring tribes, they had a greater population density and correspondingly, a more
rigid social structure.
The settlement pattern of the Luiseño was based on the establishment and occupation of
sedentary autonomous village groups. Villages were usually situated near adequate sources of
food and water, in defensive locations primarily found in sheltered coves and canyons. Typically,
a village was comprised of permanent houses, a sweathouse, and a religious edifice. The
permanent houses of the Luiseño were earth-covered and built over a two-foot excavation
(Kroeber 1925:654). According to informants’ accounts, the dwellings were conical roofs resting
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Study Area

Figure 5: Ethnographic location of the study area. Adapted from Kroeber, (1925).
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on a few logs leaning together, with a smoke hole in the middle of the roof and entrance through
a door. Cooking was done outside when possible, on a central interior hearth when necessary.
The sweathouse was similar to the houses except that it was smaller, elliptical, and had a door in
one of the long sides. Heat was produced directly by a wood fire. Finally, the religious edifice was
usually just a round fence of brush with a main entrance for viewing by the spectators and several
narrow openings for entry buy the ceremonial dancers (Kroeber 1925:655).Luiseño subsistence
was based on seasonal floral and faunal resource procurement. Each village had specific resource
procurement territories, most of which were within one day’s travel of the village. During the
autumn of each year, however, most of the village population would migrate to the mountain oak
groves and camp for several weeks to harvest the acorn crop, hunt, and collect local resources not
available near the village. Hunters typically employed traps, nets, throwing sticks, snares, or clubs
for procuring small animals, while larger animals were usually ambushed, then shot with bow and
arrow. The Luiseño normally hunted antelope and jackrabbits in the autumn by means of
communal drives, although individual hunters also used bow and arrow to hunt jackrabbits
throughout the year. Many other animals were available to the Luiseño during various times of
the year, but were generally not eaten. These included dog, coyote, bear, tree squirrel, dove,
pigeon, mud hen, eagle, buzzard, raven, lizards, frogs, and turtles (Kroeber 1925:62).
Small game was prepared by broiling it on coals. Venison and rabbit were either broiled on
coals or cooked in and earthen oven. Whatever meat was not immediately consumed was crushed
on a mortar, then dried and stored for future use (Sparkman 1908:208). Of all the food sources
utilized by the Luiseño, acorns were by far the most important. Six species were collected in great
quantities during the autumn of every year, although some were favored more than others. In
order of preference, they were black oak (Quercus kelloggii), coast live oak (Q. agrifolia), canyon
live oak (Q. chrysolepsis), Engelmann Oak (Q. engelmannii), interior live oak (Q. wislizenii), and
scrub oak (Q. berberidifoilia). The latter three were used only when others were not available.
Acorns were prepared for consumption by crushing them in a stone mortar and leaching off the
tannic acid, then made into either a mush or dried to a flour-like material for future use. Herb and
grass seeds were used almost as extensively as acorns. Many plants produce edible seeds which
were collected between April and November. Important seeds included, but were not limited to,
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the following: California sagebrush (Artemisia californica), wild tarragon (Artemisia dracunculus),
white tidy tips (Layia glandulosa), sunflower (Helianthus annus), calabazilla (Cucurbita
foetidissima), sage (Salvia carduacea and S. colombariae), California buckwheat (Eriogonum
fasciculatum), peppergrass (Lepidium nitidum), and chamise (Adenostoma fasciculatum). Seeds
were parched, ground, cooked as mush, or used as flavoring in other foods. Fruit, berries, corms,
tubers and fresh herbage were collected and often immediately consumed during the spring and
summer months. Among those plants commonly used were basketweed (Rhus trilobata),
manzanita (Arctostaphylos Adans.), miner’s lettuce (Montia Claytonia), thimbleberry (Rubus
parviflorus), and California blackberry (Rubus ursinuss). When an occasional large yield occurred,
some berries, particularly juniper and manzanita, were dried and made into a mush at a later time.
Tools for food acquisition, preparation, and storage were made from widely available materials.
Hunting was done with a bow and fire-hardened or stone-tipped arrows. Coiled and twined
baskets were used in food gathering, preparation, serving, and storage. Seeds were ground with
handstones on shallow granitic mutates, while stone mortars and pestles were used to pound
acorns, nuts, and berries. Food was cooked in clay vessels over fireplaces or earthen ovens. The
Luiseño employed a wide variety of other utensils produced from locally available geological,
floral, and faunal resources in all phases of food acquisition and preparation.
The Luiseño subsistence system described above constitutes seasonal resource exploitation
within their prescribed village-centered procurement territory. In essence, this cycle of seasonal
exploitation was at the core of all Luiseño lifeways. During the spring collection of roots, tubers,
and greens was emphasized, while seed collecting and processing during the summer months
shifted this emphasis. The collection areas and personnel (primarily small groups of women)
involved in these activities remained virtually unchanged. However, as the autumn acorn harvest
approached, the settlement pattern of the Luiseño altered completely. Small groups joined to
form the larger groups necessary for the harvest and village members left the villages for the
mountain oak groves for several weeks. Upon completion of the annual harvest, village activities
centered on the preparation of collected foods for use during the winter. Since few plant food
resources were available for collection during the winter, this time was generally spent repairing
and manufacturing tools and necessary implements in preparation for the coming resource
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procurement seasons.
Each Luiseño village was a clan tribelet – a group of people patrilineally related who owned an
area in common and who were both politically and economically autonomous from neighboring
villages (Bean & Shipek 1978:555). The chief of each village inherited his position and was
responsible, with the help of an assistant, for the administration of religious, economic, and
warfare powers. A council comprised of ritual specialists and shamans, also hereditary positions,
advised the chief on matters concerning the environment, rituals, and supernatural powers.
According to early ethnographers, the social structure of the villages is obscure, since the
Luiseño apparently did not practice the organizational system of exogamous moieties used by
many of the surrounding Native American groups. At birth, a baby was confirmed into the
householding group and patrilineage. Girls and boys went through numerous puberty initiation
rituals during which they learned about the supernatural beings governing them and punishing
any infractions of the rules of behavior and ritual (Sparkman 1908:221-225). The boys’ ceremonies
including the drinking of toloache (Datura), visions, dancing, ordeals, and the teaching of songs
and rituals. Girls’ ceremonies included advice and instruction in the necessary knowledge for
married life, “roasting” in warm sands, and rock painting. Shortly after the completion of the
puberty initiation rituals, girls were married, typically to someone arranged for by the girl’s
parents. Although the Luiseño were concerned that marriages not occur between individuals too
closely related, it has been suggested that cross-cousin marriages were the norm prior to Spanish
Catholic influences beginning in 1769 (White 1963:169-170).

Luiseño marriages created

important economic and social alliances between lineages and were celebrated accordingly with
elaborate ceremonies and a bride price. Residence was typically patrilineal and polygyny, often
sororal, was practiced especially by chiefs and shamans.
One of the most important elements in the Luiseño life cycle was death. At least a dozen
successive mourning ceremonies were held following an individual’s death, with feasting taking
place and gifts being distributed to ceremony guests. Luiseño cosmology was based on a dyinggod theme, the focus of which was Wiyó-t’, a creator-culture hero and teacher who was the son
of earth-mother (Bean & Shipek 1978:557). The order of the world was established by this entity
and he was one of the first “people” or creations. Upon the death of Wiyó-t’ the nature of the
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universe changed and the existing world of plants, animals, and humans was created. The original
creations took on the various life forms now existing and worked out solutions for living. These
solutions included a spatial organization of species for living space and a chain-of-being concept
that placed each species into a mutually beneficial relationship with all others.
Based on Luiseño settlement and subsistence patterns, the type of archaeological sites
associated with this culture may be expected to represent the various activities involved in
seasonal resource exploitation. Temporary campsites usually evidenced by lithic debris and/or
milling features, may be expected to occur relatively frequently. Food processing stations, often
only single milling features, are perhaps the most abundant type of site found. Isolated artifacts
occur with approximately the same frequency as food processing stations. The most infrequently
occurring archaeological site is the village site. Sites of this type are usually large, in defensive
locations amidst abundant natural resources, and usually surrounded by the types of sites
previously discussed, which reflect the daily activity of the villagers. Little is known of ceremonial
sites, although the ceremonies themselves are discussed frequently in the ethnographic literature.
It may be assumed that such sites would be found in association with village sites, but with what
frequency is not known
History
During the historical period four principle periods of occupation existed in Southern California:
the Explorer Period (A.D. 1540-1830), the Colonial Spanish-Mission Era (A.D. 1770-1830), the
Mexican Ranch-Pastoral/Landless Indian Period (A.D. 1830-1860), and the American
Developmental/Indian Reservation Era (A.D. 1860 to current).
In the general study area, the historical period was first represented by the Colonial Spanish-Mission
Era (A.D. 1770-1830). Although earlier European explorers had traveled throughout Southern
California, it was not until the 1869 “Sacred Expedition” of Gaspar dé Portola and Franciscan Father
Junipero Serra that there was actual contact with indigenous peoples of the region. The purpose of
the expedition, which began in San Blas, Baja California, was to establish missions and presidios
along the California coast. The first mission and presidio were founded in San Diego; from there
Portola and Serra proceeded to Monterey.
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Although the “Sacred Expedition” apparently bypassed what is now southwestern Riverside
County, there is a possibility that Pedro Fages, a lieutenant in Portola's Catalan Volunteers, may
have stopped in the area while looking for deserters from San Diego in 1772 (Hicks and Hudson
1970:10; Hudson 1981:14). In addition, historian Philip Rush credits Captain Juan Pablo Grijalva and
his party with the first white discovery of this area in 1795 (1965:29).
However, the first white men of record to enter the region were Father Juan Norberto de Santiago
and Captain Pedro Lisalde. In 1797 their expedition party, comprised of seven soldiers and five
Indians (probably Juaneños from the Mission San Juan Capistrano) stopped briefly near Temecula on
their journey to find another mission site. Upon leaving the valley, Fr. Santiago remarked in his
journal that the expedition had encountered an Indian Village called "Temecula" (Hudson 1981:1314).
In 1798 on the site Santiago had selected, the Mission San Luis Rey de Francia was founded and
all aboriginals within the mission's realm of influence became known as the "Luiseño". Within a
twenty-year period, under the guidance of Fr. Antonio Peyri, the mission prospered to a degree that
it was often referred to as the "King of the Missions". At its peak, the Mission San Luis Rey de Francia
controlled six ranches and annually produced 27,000 cattle, 26,000 sheep, 1,300 goats, 500 pigs,
1900 horses, and 67,000 bushels of grain. During this period, the Mission San Luis Rey claimed the
entire region of what is now western Riverside as a cattle ranch, although records of the Mission
San Juan Capistrano show it as part of their holdings. Cattle belonging to the mission grazed among
the numerous hills and mesas, providing meat for the mission and hides for trading with the Yankees
and exporting to Spain.
By 1818 the greater Temecula Valley had become the Mission San Luis Rey's principal producer
of grain and was considered one of the mission's most important holdings. It was at approximately
this time that a granary, chapel, and majordomo's home were built in Temecula. These were the
first structures built by whites within the boundaries of Riverside County. The buildings were
constructed at the original Indian village of Temecula, on a high bluff at the southern side of
Temecula Creek where it joins Murrieta Creek to form the Santa Margarita River. This entire area
continued to be an abundant producer of grain, as well as horses and cattle, for the thriving Mission
San Luis Rey until California became part of Mexico on April 11, 1822. Following this event, the
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Spanish missions and mission ranches began a slow decline.
During the Mexican Ranch-Pastoral/Landless Indian Period (A.D. 1830-1860), the first of the
Mexican ranchos was established following the enactment of the Secularization Act of 1833 by the
Mexican government. Mexican governors of California were empowered to grant vacant land to
"contractors (empresarios), families, or private citizens, whether Mexicans or foreigners, who may
ask for them for the purpose of cultivating or inhabiting them” (Robinson 1948:66). Mexican
governors granted approximately 500 ranchos during this period. Although legally, a land grant
could not exceed 11 square leagues (about 50,000 acres or 76 square miles) and absentee
ownership was officially forbidden, neither edict was rigorously enforced (Robinson 1948:66). The
subject property was not included in any of the land grants, with the closest (Temecula Rancho)
being located almost four miles to the south.
The central event of California history -the Gold Rush – also occurred during this period.
Although gold had been discovered as early as 1842 in the Sierra Pelona north of Los Angeles, it
cost more to extract and process the gold than it was worth. The second discovery of gold in 1848
at Sutter's Mill by James Marshall was serendipitously coincidental with California's change in
ownership as the result of the Anglo-American victory in the Mexican War, occurring at a time
when many adventurers had come to California in the vanguard of military conquest (Cutter,
1949; Caughey, 1948). If gold had not been discovered, California may have remained an
essentially Hispanic territory of the United States. The discovery of gold and the riches it promised
caused California to become a magnet that attracted Anglo-American exploration and
colonization.
It has been estimated that the Anglo-American population of California at the beginning of 1848
was 2000 and that by the end of 1849, it had exploded to over 53,000 (Farquhar, 1965). In 1849
alone, more than 40,000 people traveled overland from the Eastern United States to California and
by the end of the year, 697 ships had arrived at San Francisco, bringing another 41,000 individuals
(Holliday, 1981). In 1850, over 50,000 people came overland and 35,000 came by sea. Hence,
despite the thousands of disenchanted prospectors who left California (reportedly 31,000 in 1853
alone) by 1860, California's population had grown to 380,000 and to 560,000 by 1870, not including
Native Americans, whose populations were decimated by the Anglo-American invasion.
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During the early years of the Gold Rush, most mining activity occurred in the northern and central
portions of the state. As a result, these areas were far more populated than most of southern
California. Nevertheless, there was an increasing demand for land throughout the state and the
federal government was forced to address the issue of how much land in California would be
declared public land for sale. The Congressional Act of 1851 created a Land Commission to receive
petitions from private land claimants and to determine the validity of their claims. The United States
Land Survey of California, conducted by the General Land Office, also began that year.
Throughout the 1840’s and 1850’s, thousands of settlers and prospectors traveled through the
study area on the Emigrant Trail in route to various destinations in the West. The southern portion
of the trail ran from the Colorado River to Warner’s Ranch, and then westward to Aguanga, where
it split into two roads. The main road continued westward past Aguanga and into the valley north
of the Santa Ana Mountains. This road was alternately called the Colorado Road, Old Temescal
Road, or Fort Yuma Road. The second road, known as the San Bernardino Road, split off
northward from Aguanga and ran along the base of the San Jacinto Mountains.
In the final period of historic occupation, the American Developmental/Indian Reservation Era
(A.D. 1860-current) the first major changes in the study area took place as a result of the land issues
addressed in the previous decade. Following completion of the G.L.O. land survey, large tracts of
federal land became available for sale and for preemption purposes, particularly after Congress
passed the Homestead Act of 1862. The state was eventually granted 500,000 acres of land by the
federal government for distribution, as well as two sections of land in each township for school
purposes. Much of this land was in the southern part of the state. Under the Homestead Act of
1862, 160-acre homesteads were available to citizens of the United States (or those who had filed
an intention to become one) who were either head-of-household or a single person over the age
of 21 (including women). Once the homestead claim was filed, the applicant had six months to
move onto the land and was required to maintain residency for five years as well as to build a
dwelling and raise crops. Upon completion of these requirements, the homesteader was required
to publish an intent to close on the property in order to allow others to dispute the claim; if no
one did so, the homesteader was issued a patent to the property, thus conveying ownership.
Individuals were attracted to the federal lands by their low prices and as a result, the population
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began to increase in regions where the lands available for homestead were located. It was at this
time, that the region of Southern California which came to be known as Riverside County saw an
influx of settlers, as well as those seeking other opportunities, including gold mining.
Unfortunately, as Anglo-Americans came to this region in increasing numbers the continued
existence of indigenous peoples was threatened as their traditional lands were stolen from them.
Settlement of the Menifee Valley region, which generally is considered to include both the
Menifee and Paloma valleys, began in earnest as a direct result of the Homestead Act of 1862,
although many of the settlers actually obtained their land through other avenues. This region was
considered especially desirable by settlers due to the abundance of flat land with good soil, relatively
dependable sources of water, and the proximity to major transportation corridors. One such road,
known as the “Road to San Bernardino,” existed as early as the 1850’s and was located within onemile northeast of the subject property. However, despite the attractiveness of the region, non-Native
settlement did not begin until the last two decades of 19th century, with the majority occurring in the
1890’s. The first individuals to receive patents for land within the Menifee Valley region (for the
purposes of this report, Township 6 south, Range 3 west) were Jacob Rance and Francisco Alvarado,
who on January 30, 1880 received a land patent for 160 acres in portions of Sections 10 and 11;
authorization for the land patent was a Surveyor General Certificate under the Scrip or Nature of
Scrip Act of March 17, 1842 (5 Stat. 607) (GLO Document #86268). Not until almost ten years later
did the influx of settlers into the Menifee Valley region commence. Interestingly, many of the
patents in this area were not for homesteaded land, but instead, were cash-sale patents issued
by authority of the Land Act of 1820 (3 Stat. 566), which permitted purchase of as few as 80 acres
of land for as little as $1.25 per acre. These purchases did not require residence, domicile
construction, or agriculture as did the Homestead Act of 1862. Considering that many of the cashsale patents occurred after gold had been discovered in the region, the intended use for much of
this land may have been for pursuits other than farming.
On March 17, 1882 the California Southern Railroad commenced service, extending from
National City near the Mexican border in San Diego County, northerly to Temecula and Murrieta,
across the Perris Valley, down the Box Springs Grade, and on to the city of San Bernardino.
Unfortunately, from the time the first train came through Temecula on its way from National City to
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San Bernardino, the California Southern Railroad had been plagued by flooding and washouts in
Temecula Canyon. Railway service was disrupted for months at a time and a fortune was spent on
rebuilding the washed-out tracks. Finally, in 1891 the Santa Fe Railway constructed a new line from
Los Angeles to San Diego down the coast and when later that year the California Southern Railway's
route through Temecula Canyon once again was washed out, that portion of the line was
discontinued.
Around the same time the California Southern Railroad opened, L. Menifee Wilson, a 20-year-old
from Kentucky, came to this area and located what appears to be the first gold quartz mine in this
part of Southern California. The mine was located approximately two miles northwest of the subject
property in Section 5 and was named the Menifee Quartz Lode (California Division of Mines and
Mineral Resources). As news of his find spread, miners flocked to the region to try their luck.
Hundreds of gold mining claims were subsequently filed in the region around Menifee’s mine and
this area became known as Menifee and the Menifee Valley. In addition to the Menifee mine, three
gold mines were located within two miles of PP 2017-287: the Alice Mine (Sec. 24), Lucky Boy Mine
(Sec. 9), and the Mammoth Mine (Sec. 8). Two feldspar-silica mines, the Bundy-Murrieta Mine (Sec.
17) and the Perris Mining Co. Mine (Sec. 16), were also developed within this two-mile radius. Gold
quartz discoveries in the Winchester, Perris, Lakeview, and Murrieta areas further fueled the belief
that the entire region was one of unsurpassed mineral wealth, ripe for the taking. Wilson was one
of the major proponents of this belief and in addition to his original mine, he claimed several others
in the general area.
From the time of L. Menifee Wilson’s first gold discovery in the early 1880s, gold production
through hard rock mining in western Riverside County increased considerably, reaching its peak in
1895. At that time, the value of gold produced was reported in the Mining and Scientific Press (Vol.
85) as being $285,106. Although the gold value was still relatively high in 1896 ($262,800), from
that point on production decreased substantially every year until in 1917, the value of gold produced
was reported as being zero.
Based on numerous reports found in local newspapers such as the Winchester Record, Perris
New Era, and Riverside’s Press and Horticulturist, the gold boom in western Riverside County
appears to have occurred primarily between late 1893 and mid-1895. During this period there
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were almost daily articles enthusiastically touting the number of new mining claims being
recorded, yields from the various operations, and the resultant population boom as news of the
region’s mineral wealth spread. By early 1896, the mining related articles were less frequent and
those appearing often lamented the closing of mines, which was generally due to the lack of water
necessary for processing gold-bearing ore. By this time, a far greater emphasis began to be placed
on the agricultural potential of the region. Replacing daily reports on gold yields from the mines
were crop yields and bushel counts from the growing number of farms in southwestern Riverside
County.

33

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

METHODS AND PROCEDURES
Research
Prior to commencement of the Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation, an updated
records search was conducted by staff at the Eastern Information Center, University of California,
Riverside. The research included a review of all site maps, site records, survey reports, and
mitigation reports that addressed the subject property. In addition, the following documents
were reviewed: The National Register of Historic Places, The California Register of Historical
Resources, Office of Historic Preservation, Archaeological Determinations of Eligibility; and the
Office of Historic Preservation, Directory of Properties in the Historic Property Data File.
A literature search of available published references to the history of Menifee Valley, Paloma
Valley, Perris, Murrieta, and the surrounding region was undertaken as a component of the 2007
Phase II Historical Resources Investigation. Reference material included all available photographs,
maps, books, journals, historical newspapers, registers, and directories at the Riverside Public
Library Local History Collection and at the University of California, Riverside libraries. Due to the
extensive nature of the research conducted in 2007, a literature search was not included in the
current Updated Phase II study. However, the results of the 2007 research have been incorporated
into the current updated report.
Archival research using online data bases included the United States Department of Commerce
and Labor Bureau of the Census, California Birth Index, California Death Index, Social Security
Death Index, Obituaries Index, Bureau of Land Management (General Land Office plats &
surveyor’s notes), and the Passenger & Immigration Lists Index. Archival research also included
perusal of all relevant documents at the County of Riverside Recorders Office, County of Riverside
Assessor’s Office, and the Riverside County Archives. Since the archival research conducted for
the Phase II study in 2007 included all existing sources and documents, revisiting these archival
repositories was considered duplicative and as such, was not part of the current study. The results
of the 2007 archival research have been incorporated into the current Updated Phase II Historical
Resources Investigation in order to provide context for evaluating the Bailey Farmstead.
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Cartographic research was conducted for the 2007 Phase I and Phase II studies through the
Bureau of Land Management, Riverside County Flood Control and Water Conservation District,
and at the Science Library of the University of California, Riverside. The following maps were
consulted:
1854-1880 General Land Office Plats (Township 6 south, Range 3 west)
1854-1880 (filed 1897) General Land Office Plat (Township 6 south, Range 3 west)
1901 Elsinore, California 30’ USGS Topographic Map
1942 Murrieta, California 15’ U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Topographic Map
1953 Romoland, California 7.5’ USGS Topographic Map
1979 (photorevised) Romoland, California 7.5’ USGS Topographic Map
Additional cartographic research was not conducted for the current report, but information
obtained in 2007 has been integrated into the Updated Phase II study.
In 2007, informant interviews were conducted with members of the Menifee Valley Historical
Association, as well as longtime Menifee Valley residents Betty Bouris, Kate Krubsack, Sandy La
Fon, and Linda Johansen Zeiders. BLM Land Records Specialist, Larry Weitzel, also provided
valuable information regarding land ownership. Due to the comprehensive nature of these
interviews, no further informants were interviewed for the current report, although all
information obtained in 2007 is included in the Updated Phase II report.
Fieldwork
A comprehensive field evaluation of cultural resources comprising 33-16712 was conducted
from September 15 through October 27, 2007 for the original Phase II Historical Resources
Investigation. Since the entirety of the +50.95-acre subject property had been surveyed in two
previous Phase I Cultural Resources Assessments, only the area actually considered to represent
the Bailey Farmstead residential compound was included in the 2007 Phase II study. Prior to
commencement of the field evaluation, much of the site area had to be cleared of debris that had
accumulated over decades, obscuring the ground surface and hindering safe traversal of the site.
The project sponsor contracted for mechanical removal of only debris that was obviously of
contemporary origin, with most debris in and around historical structures left in place.
Subsequent to removal of debris, a pedestrian survey of the project area was conducted with
all buildings, structures, extant architectural features, and other resources being identified, then
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described in detail, mapped, measured, photographed, and evaluated for both structural and
historical integrity. Measured plan views of the Bailey House, water heater, and tankhouse were
compiled using Auto Cad by Mr. John Johnson of CJ Consulting, as were measured floor plans of
the Bailey House, workshop/equipment shed, and extant architectural features marking the
location of a demolished historical barn. Subsequent to completion of recordation and evaluation,
the ground surface in the vicinity of each historical resource was intensively scrutinized for
evidence of associated artifactual materials and/or a subsurface cultural deposit, as was the area
between all identified resources. All surface cultural resources were evaluated to determine their
historicity and depositional integrity. Those areas containing material of historical origin and
apparently in situ were identified for subsequent mapping, evaluation, collection, and possible
testing. Only one relatively well-defined concentration of debris was observed and it was mapped,
measured, inventoried, and representative surface cultural resources collected for analysis.
Although inventoried, non-diagnostic cultural materials, such as scraps of rusted wire or small
glass fragments, were not collected since beyond the fact of their existence, they offered no
information about the function or temporal orientation of the site.
To determine whether 33-16712 contained a subsurface cultural component, a series of 55
shovel tests, each with a 2’ diameter, were manually excavated within the project area, with the
majority focused on obvious areas of occupation and the remainder randomly placed. Evidence
of a potential subsurface cultural deposit was not revealed by the shovel tests so hand-excavated
units were not included in the field investigation. Representative diagnostic cultural resources of
historical origin, collected from both surface and subsurface of 33-16712, were placed in labeled
bags and removed from the site for processing and analysis.
Since so much time had elapsed since completion of the 2007 Phase I Cultural Resources
Assessment and subsequent Phase II Historical Resources Investigation, the entirety of +50.95
acres of land comprising The Junction at Menifee Valley was reevaluated first for an update
required by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers in 2018, and then again for the current Updated
Phase II Historical Resources Investigation required by the City of Menifee. The 2018 field survey
did not include the land within the fenced Bailey residential compound, because that was to be
the focus of the 2019 Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation. The 2018
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comprehensive pedestrian field survey of the subject property was conducted on October 24 and
29, 2018, in parallel transects at 15-meter intervals, beginning at the southeastern property
corner. The survey continued in a generally south-north, north-south direction, following existing
land contours. All land was accessible for survey, with ground surface visibility ranging from 25%
in areas around the line of eucalyptus trees where the ground was obscured by leaves and
branches, to 100% on recently cleared farmland throughout the remainder of the property.
Average ground surface visibility was approximately 90%. Special attention was given to all
bedrock outcrops, although many had been at least partially covered by mounds of dirt,
fieldstone, dead plant materials, and miscellaneous debris. Clusters of bedrock outcrops
apparently served as collection areas when clearing the fields to facilitate agricultural endeavors.
Recent sheep grazing and herding activities associated with vegetation clearance had resulted in
the disturbance of many bedrock areas, uncovering previously buried outcrops. These areas were
manually cleared of remaining dirt and debris using trowels, brooms, and brushes, and this
procedure led to the discovery of four loci of bedrock milling features that had not been observed
during two previous cultural resources studies. The outcrops generally parallel the northern
property boundary, with one outcrop on adjacent property immediately north of the property line
and three within the boundaries of the subject property. Each of the features was photographed,
drawn, measured, mapped, and GPS coordinates taken. The area surrounding each outcrop was
scrutinized for evidence of an associated cultural deposit, and since none were observed, no
further investigation was attempted. Appropriate DPR site record forms were compiled and
submitted to the Eastern Information Center, University of California, for assignment of a Primary
Number 33-28615. A copy of the DPR form is included in Appendix III of this report.
In conjunction with the current 2019 Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of site
33-16712, a field survey of the area containing recently discovered milling feature site 33-28615
was conducted to determine whether any additional site features had been revealed as a result
of environmental (or animal) disturbances. None were observed, so no further work was
conducted in this area. A resurvey of the “islands” scattered over the northern half of the subject
property was also conducted. Although they had been intensively scrutinized during the 2018
field survey, a resurvey was deemed warranted in 2019 to determine whether these “islands”
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contained any newly-exposed cultural resources. Since none were observed, no further
investigation ensured. Upon completion of the general pedestrian resurveys, the area within the
fenced Bailey residential compound, as well as components of the site located north of the fenced
area, were surveyed in transects at one-meter intervals and included all land not occupied by
buildings and structures. Ground surface visibility ranged from 0% where abundant debris had
accumulated, to essentially 100% where land had recently been cleared of vegetation. Special
attention was given to those areas where previous archaeological fieldwork had been conducted
in 2007 and to areas considered most likely for the location of two reported outhouses. No
evidence of the outhouses or of any historical resources not previously identified were observed,
so no further research was conducted on the ground surface of site 33-16712. Finally, subsequent
to completion of the land survey within the compound, all buildings, structures, extant
architectural features, and other resources identified in the 2007 investigation were
photographed and evaluated for both structural and historical integrity.
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RESULTS
Records Search
Results of the records search conducted by staff at the Eastern Information Center indicated
that the subject property had been included in three previous cultural resources studies. The first
study, conducted in 1977 by Ken Daley of the Archaeological Research Unit, University of
California, Riverside, was an archaeological assessment of the subject property. Daley’s report,
entitled “Archaeological Assessment of a Portion of the SE1/4 of Section 15 T6S, R3W, Romoland
Quadrangle, Riverside County, California,” reported no archaeological resources within the
project boundaries and as such, recommended no further archaeological investigations. Since
Daley’s report focused only on archaeological resources it made no mention of the various
structures located within the property boundaries. In addition, at the time of the 1977 study,
cartographic evidence of pre-1951 structures would not have been considered necessarily
representative of historical resources.
Despite Daley’s negative findings and in consideration of the property’s location within an
archaeologically and historically sensitive area, the project sponsors requested that this firm
conduct an updated Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment for Plot Plan 22279 in March of 2007.
The report of findings for this study is entitled “A Phase I Cultural Resources Assessment of Plot
Plan 22279, +50.95 acres of land near Menifee, Riverside County, California, USGS Romoland,
California Quadrangle, 7.5’ Series.” During the course of the field survey, no cultural resources of
prehistoric (i.e. Native American) origin were observed within the property boundaries, although
numerous cultural resources, seemingly of both historical and contemporary origin, were
observed near the center of the southern property boundary. Included were several buildings, a
windmill, automobiles, furniture, machinery, equipment, and abundant debris. At the time of the
field survey access to the compound within which the resources were located was severely
restricted and as such, little was known about the cultural resources besides their existence.
Cartographic evidence indicated that three of the buildings had been constructed prior to 1951
(the date of aerial photography for the 1953 USGS Romoland topographic map) and GIS data
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provided by the County of Riverside indicated that one of them - a house - had been built in 1905,
thus resulting in the historical classification of at least these three buildings. Due to the access
restrictions it was not possible to fully document the three historical buildings, evaluate their
integrity, or determine whether they would be considered significant historical resources
according to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Further, it was not known whether
additional historical resources existed within the secured compound. The Phase I Cultural
Resources Assessment therefore recommended that prior to development plan approval a
focused Phase II Historical Resources Investigation be conducted for all cultural resources located
within the boundaries of the subject property. The results of this investigative study would
determine the appropriate level of mitigation required for any cultural resources that would be
adversely impacted by the proposed commercial project.
In conjunction with the proposed commercial development of the subject property, referred
to at that time as The Junction at Menifee Valley, the project sponsor contracted with this firm to
conduct a Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of cultural resources located within the
subject property. This report, entitled “A Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 3316712 Located within the Boundaries of The Junction at Menifee Valley, Plot Plan 22279,” included
literature, archival, and cartographic research, informant interviews, evaluation of each building
and structure for historical integrity, and archaeological testing. Data compiled from all research
conducted determined that while none of the structures comprising 33-16712 would qualify
individually as significant cultural resources according to California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) criteria, the site itself would be considered significant under Criteria 2 and 3 of the
California Register of Historical Resources, which is CEQA’s primary mechanism for determining
whether a historical resource is significant. However, since it was already evident that the
deteriorating condition of the buildings and structures precluded their preservation, a number of
mitigation measures were recommended that would preserve the essence of the Bailey
Farmstead, if not the buildings and structures themselves.
In addition to the three previous studies conducted for the subject property, 55 cultural
resources studies have been conducted within a one-mile radius of Plot Plan No. 2017-287, the
current case designation for The Junction at Menifee Valley. During the course of field surveys for
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these studies, 28 cultural resources properties have been recorded, including two sites within the
subject property boundaries. Table 1 provides Primary site numbers, trinomials (when
appropriate), a summary of the cultural resources reported at the properties, and their distance
from The Junction at Menifee Valley.
TABLE I
Preciously Recorded Cultural Resources in the Scope of the Records Search and Distance from
The Junction at Menifee Valley
Primary No.
(Trinomial)

Description – Recorded Cultural Resources

Distance
from
Property
(in miles)

33-000635

3 bedrock metates on a granitic boulder

0.0 – 0.25

33-000636

1 slick (badly weathered)

0.50 – 0.75

33-001072

0.75 – 1.0

33-007714

BRM, midden, pictographs reported but no maps, photographs,
or descriptions were provided (recorded in 1976, could not be
relocated in 1978)
5 bedrock mortars, 2 slicks, flake scatter (tested in 1978,
several flakes and 1 projectile point fragment found)
3 slicks on a granitic outcrop (little wear, must be touched to be
found)
3 slicks on a granitic outcrop (little wear, must be touched to be
found)
1920 Vernacular Wood Frame House (27115 Scott Road)

33-007716

1927 Vernacular Wood Frame House (33281 Zeiders Road)

0.25 – 0.50

33-007717

0.50 – 0.75

33-011242

1890/1910/1930 Vernacular Wood Frame House (33300
Highway 395)
Several concrete foundations and trash scatters

0.25 – 0.50

33-012888

3 separate historic trash scatters

0.75 – 1.0

33-012889

1 historic trash concentration; domestic artifact assemblage
(+200 cans, +75 glass fragments, +50 ceramic fragments)
1 shallow mortar saucer on a granitic outcrop, 3 shallow
mortars and 1 slick on a second outcrop (all poorly developed
with not associated cultural resources or soil discoloration)
16 slicks on 7 granitic outcrops (all poorly developed with no
associated cultural resources or soil discoloration)

0.75 – 1.0

(CA-RIV-635)
(CA-RIV-636)

(CA-RIV-1072)

33-001309
(CA-RIV-1309)

33-002151
(CA-RIV-2151)

33-002152
(CA-RIV-2152)

(CA-RIV-7186)
(CA-RIV-7187)

33-014990
(CA-RIV-7964)

33-014991
(CA-RIV-7965)

0.75 – 1.0
0.50 – 0.75
0.75 – 1.0
0.50 – 0.75

0.0 – 0.25
0.25 – 0.50
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33-015452

2 slicks on exfoliated granitic boulder outcrop

0.75 – 1.0

33-015463

1 isolated granitic mano

0.75 – 1.0

33-015987

1 slick

0.75 – 1.0

33-016712

c. 1905 Bailey Farmstead

0.0 – 0.25

33-017108

1950 single family residence and two associated out buildings
(32930 Cox Road)
1935 single family residence, moved to site in 1945 (26993
Bradley Road)
1946 single family Vernacular Cottage (26753 Scott Road)

0.75 – 1.0

2 slicks on 2 granitic outcrops (entire surface shows wear,
possible natural patination with a few spots of minimal polish)
Concrete foundation/footing of 20th century residence

0.75 – 1.0

1 isolated mano fragment and 1 quartz crystal lithic tool (found
during mitigation monitoring)
1 isolated mano fragment (found during mitigation monitoring)

0.75 – 1.0

c. 1870-1958 historic-age refuse deposit; glass bottles and
fragments, +30 ceramic fragments (found during mitigation
monitoring 3’ below ground surface, no stratigraphy)
c. 1944 – present historic & modern age burned refuse deposit;
20-30 glass bottle fragments (found during mitigation
monitoring 6’ below ground surface, 6” deep, no stratigraphy)
8 slicks on 4 granitic bedrock outcrops

0.50 – 0.75

(CA-RIV-8150)

(CA-RIV-8290)

33-017109
33-017182
33-017575
(CA-RIV-9111)

33-021009
33-026645
33-026646
33-026647

(CA-RIV-12548)

33-026648

(CA-RIV-12549)

33-028615

0.50 – 0.75
0.75 – 1.0

0.0 – 0.25

0.50 – 0.75

0.75 – 1.0
0.0 – 0.25

As can be seen in Table 1, the majority of cultural resource properties within a one-mile radius
of the subject property are of historical-period origin, represented by structures and refuse
deposits. The preponderance and spacing of historical resources are consistent with the
establishment of the Menifee Valley farming community in the late 19th and early 20th centuries.
Interestingly, the two primary refuse deposits were found during mitigation monitoring at depths
of 3 feet and 6 feet, although no surface cultural resources had been evident prior to grading.
Neither testing nor mitigation monitoring has been conducted at the two surface refuse deposits,
but it is probable that at least a minimal subsurface deposit exists at these sites. Burying refuse,
typically after collecting it in dry ravines, is relatively common in most rural farming communities,
although this was not the practice during the occupation of the subject property. According to the
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descendants of Charley Bailey, all refuse was placed in large metal oil drums, burned, then the
remains scattered over the farmland. Apparently, the Johansen family, who were subsequent
owners of the property, followed the same protocol. Consequently, while it is possible that
subsurface refuse deposits exist within the subject property which are similar to those recorded
within a one-mile radius, it is unlikely. An exception would be the two outhouses within, or at least
near, the Bailey residential compound. Both were reportedly filled and covered, so the existence
of subsurface cultural deposits of historical origin is probable, despite the fact that no surface
evidence has been observed during the various field surveys and subsurface testing.
Archaeological sites of prehistoric (i.e. Native American) origin are essentially limited to either
bedrock milling features or isolated manos, both of which were used plant food processing. Most
of the land in this area hosted the Riversidian Sage Scrub Plant Community that provided
abundant resources for food, medicine, implement production to indigenous peoples of the
region, so this land use pattern is to be expected. Bedrock milling slicks outnumber all other types
of milling features by a ratio of 34 to 9 and most were described as being marginal, with only
minimal wear evidenced. The preponderance of milling slicks indicates the focus of plant food
exploitation was on herb and grass seeds. With the exception of site CA-RIV-7965, which
contained 16 slicks, the majority of sites contained only one to three such features. The limited
number of features at each site, combined with the marginal wear present, indicates usage by
either a small group or individuals for a short period of time, probably only one season. No
associated surface artifacts or soil discoloration, which would be indicative of a subsurface deposit
were reported at any site.
Cartographic Research
Cartographic research conducted in 2007 provided significant information pertaining to past
land use of the subject property between 1859 and 1976. The subject property, which
encompasses +50.95 acres of land located in the SE ¼ of Section 15, Township 6 south, Range 3
west, was first surveyed by John C. Hays on August 15, 1859 as part of the General Land Office
(GLO) survey of Township 6 south, Range 3 west. Whereas a survey of the exterior boundary of
this township had been conducted by Henry Hancock in 1854, Hays’ survey focused on
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establishing all interior subdivisions. As illustrated in Figure 6, Hays’ 1859 map recorded no
structures or residents living in the region, but did show the Road to San Bernardino one mile to
the northeast and a trail running from that road across Section 15, approximately one-half mile
north of the subject property. In summarizing the land surveyed, Hays noted,
The land in this township except the hilly portion, is nearly level, soil second rate
with good grass. The hills in the S.W. portion are worthless, which was the cause
of my not subdividing that portion of it. There are four springs in this township,
one in the S.W. quarter section one, one in S.E. quarter section 24, one in N.W.
quarter section 24, and one in S.W. quarter of section 5. (240-24:459).

Figure 6: General Land Office Plat showing the subject property in Section 15, Township 6 south,
Range 3 west (1854-1859).
The above GLO plat was filed in the Surveyor General’s Office in San Francisco on February 18,
1860 and on January 13, 1897 an updated map was filed. The new map, shown in Figure 7,
delineated land patents issued by the United States General Land Office for cash-sale lands and
individual homesteads, as well as sections set aside for use by schools and the Southern Pacific
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Railroad. Statutory authority for the patents varied, but primarily included Public Land Sales Act
of 1820, Homestead Act of 1862, Timber Culture Act of 1873, and several Scrip-Warrant acts.

Figure 7: Updated General Land Office Plat showing land patents in relation to the subject
property.
According to General Land Office records, an agent for the Southern Pacific Railroad filed an
application for the 640 acres of Section 15 on July 13, 1885 under the 1866 Grant-RR-Atlantic and
Pacific (14 Stat. 292), although a land patent was not issued until January 20, 1896. Half of the land
in what was to become known as Menifee Valley was originally designated as railroad land, but
since the land could be sold if not needed by the railroad, virtually all of the land in this region
eventually passed into private ownership.
Cartographic research indicates that external improvements to the subject property first appear
on the 1901 USGS Elsinore topographic map, the survey for which was conducted in 1897-98. As
shown in Figure 8, by this time roads have been established that border the property, including
Bundy Canyon Road / Scott Road along the southern boundary and Antelope Road near the eastern
boundary (although none are named on the 1901 map). No improvements are shown within the
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Figure 8: Location of external improvements to the subject property in 1897-1898.
Adapted from the 1901 USGS Elsinore, California 30’ Topographic Map.

property boundaries. The place names “Paloma Valley” and “Menifee Valley” appear for the first
time on this map, with the subject property situated at the western margin of the Paloma Valley.
The 1942 Murrieta, California 15’ topographic map compiled by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
indicates that between 1897-98 and 1939 (date of aerial photography for the 1942 map) a very
short access road leading from Scott Road onto the subject property appears for the first time (Fig.
9). This road corresponds to an existing unpaved driveway; the map shows no structures within
the property boundaries, but the USGS-designated watercourse located within the property
appears for the first time. In the immediate vicinity of the subject property, Bundy Canyon Road /
Scott Road has been upgraded to an improved road and Antelope Road to a hard surface secondary
road. Interestingly, although the Antelope School was established in 1893 on the southeast corner
of Antelope and Scott roads, it does not appear cartographically until the 1942 topographic map.
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Figure 9: Location of a short access road within the subject property boundaries in 1939.
Adapted from the 1942 U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Murrieta, California 15’
Topographic Map.
As shown in Figure 10 three structures were built on the subject property between 1939 and
1951 (date of aerial photography conducted for 1953 USGS Romoland topographic map). Two of
these buildings conform to an existing house and workshop/equipment shed, while the third
building no longer exists; the access road/driveway shown on the 1942 map does not appear on
the 1953 map. By 1951, Bundy Canyon Road, which becomes Scott Road east of Briggs Road, has
been designated a secondary highway, while Antelope Road is now State Highway 395, and
although the Antelope School no longer exists, the Menifee-Antelope Community Hall has been
established within one-quarter mile of the subject property.
The 1953 Romoland topographic map was photorevised in 1979, with changes based on aerial
photographs taken in 1976. This map, shown in Figure 11, reflects the contemporary period of
occupation although admittedly, some changes on the subject property may have occurred
between 1951 and 1957, which would technically still have been within the 50-year historical
period. Between 1951 and 1976, three additional structures and an unimproved road appear
cartographically within the boundaries of the subject property. The road corresponds to an existing
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Figure 10: Configuration of buildings within the boundaries of the subject property in 1951.
Adapted from the 1953 USGS Romoland, California 7.5’ Topographic Map.
driveway, which is an extension of the short road shown on the 1942 map, and in general, two of
the mapped structures correspond to an existing mobile home and automotive shop; the third
structure no longer exists.
Informants
Invaluable information pertaining to the ownership and land use history of the subject property
was obtained through informant interviews conducted in 2007. A general overview of Menifee
Valley history, settlers, and lifeways was provided by the Menifee Valley Historical Association. Mr.
Larry Weitzel, a Land Records Specialist with the Bureau of Land Management’s California office,
offered insight into the land patent issues involved with the subject property. By far the most
comprehensive contributions were made by long-time residents of Menifee Valley Betty Bouris
and Kate Krupsack, as well as Sandy La Fon, who is Charley and Laura Bailey’s granddaughter. These
generous informants provided information regarding the function, age, and history of structures,
as well as lively anecdotes about life on the Bailey Farm during the mid-20th century. Mrs. La Fon
also provided a detailed written genealogy of the Bailey family for use in compiling the history of
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Figure 11: Configuration of buildings and roads within the boundaries of the subject
property as shown on the 1979 photorevised USGS Romoland, California
7.5’ Topographic Map
the Bailey family’s occupation of the subject property. Since much of the narrative derived from
these informants is intertwined with information obtained from literature and archival sources,
their contributions will be presented in relation to this research instead of as an independent
source.
Literature and Archival Research
In addition to cartographic research and informant narrative conducted in 2007, information
regarding the ownership and land uses of the subject property was obtained primarily through a
combination of archival sources. Despite the fact that a regional transportation route ran through
the Menifee Valley region beginning in the 1840’s, the first non-Native settlers arrived by 1880,
and that it was the focus of an enthusiastic rush for gold in the 1880’s through the 1890’s, little has
actually been written about this part of Riverside County. The primary reason for this exclusion is
that no true townsite settlement was ever established in the region. In large part this is because
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the Homestead Act of 1862 permitted each of the early settlers in the region to own many
hundreds of acres and as a result, families were widely scattered through the valley. In 1893, at
the time of Riverside County’s formation, an anonymous group attempted to found a Menifee
townsite at the northeast corner of the present-day intersection of Newport Road and I-215, going
so far as to have Menifee adopted as the county seat (Lech, 157). However, their efforts were
unsuccessful and no map was ever recorded for the town of Menifee. The few published Riverside
County directories offer glimpses into the lives of early settlers in the late 19th and early 20th
centuries, including the estimated value of family land holdings and personal property in at least
one year, but more detailed information is seldom available.
Archival material such as the U.S. Census Records, California Birth and Death Indexes, Social
Security Death Indexes, Grantee/Grantor Indexes, Land Patents, Mortgages, Mining Claims and
many more types of documents provided a great deal of information about the original residents
of the subject property, the Charley and Laura Bailey family. Of preeminent importance in
developing a Chain-of-Title for the property, as well as assigning age to historical structures, were
the original Riverside County Assessor’s Map Books, accessed at the Riverside County Archives.
Published references specific to the subject property or to the Bailey family could not be located,
although the recently published pictorial history, Images of America Menifee Valley, did provide
photographs of the Baileys and life on their farm.
According to General Land Office records maintained by the Bureau of Land Management, the
first application for ownership of the subject property was filed by an agent of the Southern Pacific
Railroad on July 13, 1885. Authorization for this claim, which included the entirety of Section 15,
was by the July 27, 1866 act of Congress “to aid in the construction of a Railroad and Telegraph
Line from the States of Missouri and Arkansas to the Pacific Coast” (14 Stat. 292), commonly
referred to as the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad Grant Act of 1866. The specific intent of the agent’s
application was to permit the Southern Pacific Railroad to construct a railroad and telegraph line
from the City of San Francisco to a point of connection with the Atlantic and Pacific Railroad near
the eastern boundary of California. Included in the grant to the Southern Pacific Railroad were
alternating sections of public lands, designated by odd numbers, to the amount of 10 alternate
sections per mile on each side of the proposed railroad in States and 20 alternate sections in
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Territories. Since Section 15 of Township 6 south, Range 3 west was an odd-numbered section
within the specified distance from the proposed railroad alignment, it was included in the grant
application. Perhaps due to the complexity of granting a total of 19,605.273 acres, a patent for
land claimed by the Southern Pacific Railroad was not issued until January 20, 1896
(CACAAA072297).
Interestingly, despite the application for Section 15 made by the Southern Pacific Railroad in
1885, information recorded in the Riverside County Assessor’s Map Books indicates that J.D.
Bicknell owned the S ½ of Section 15 between 1892 and 1896 (MB 19:31). Although no mechanism
for Bicknell’s ownership has been found in archival documents (i.e. patent, deed, etc.), his
ownership is unequivocal in the records. In 1892-1893, the SW ¼ of Section 15 was recorded as
“rough, rock dry” with an assessed value of $960, which inexplicably decreased to only $480 in
1894-1895. The SE ¼ of Section 15, within which the subject property is located, was described
as “rolling, Gra dry” and retained its assessed value of $960 from 1892 through 1895. No buildings
were on the property and interestingly, despite Bicknell’s listing as owner, this name does not
appear in the County of Riverside Directories or in the U.S. Census Records, indicating that Bicknell
was probably an absentee owner. In 1896, Assessor’s Map Book 19 shows that the land owned
by Bicknell, is transferred to the Southern Pacific Railroad, along with the remainder of Section
15. No archival documents have been found that provide specific information about this transfer,
merely that it occurred, corresponding with the land patent issued to the Southern Pacific Railroad
on January 20, 1896 by the United States under the previously discussed application. After 1896,
no mention of J.D. Bicknell is found in any archival or published documents, including the U.S.
Census.
If the Southern Pacific Railroad had already applied for the land of Section 15 in 1885, how is it
possible that Bicknell took ownership of the S ½ of Section 15 in 1892 and continued that
ownership until 1896? There are a number of possible explanations, but it is not known which
explains the situation involving the subject property. The Southern Pacific Railroad applied for
the land of Section 15 in 1885, but since they were not granted a patent until 1896, actual
ownership was not yet conveyed by 1892. It is possible that Bicknell did not know of the railroad’s
application and attained ownership by some unknown means. However, his ownership could
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technically have precluded patenting the land to the railroad because according to the Atlantic
and Pacific Railroad Grant Act of 1866, “whenever prior to said time any of said sections shall have
been granted, sold, reserved, or occupied by homestead settlers, or pre-empted or otherwise
disposed of other lands shall be selected by said Company in lieu thereof under the direction of
the Secretary of the Interior” (PB1:277). Yet the land was transferred, so it appears Bicknell’s
ownership did not fall under any of the exclusionary conditions listed in the Act. Since Bicknell did
not homestead the land and no records have been found documenting his ownership other than
the Assessor’s Map Book, it may be that he never, in fact, owned the property, just paid property
taxes on it. During the late 19th century it was a relatively common practice for individuals to lay
claim to land through occupation, or “squatting,” and in many cases actual ownership could
eventually be conveyed by filing a Pre-Emption Claim. If Bicknell had acquired the S ½ of Section
15 through “squatting” he could have filed a Pre-Emption Claim and thus kept the Southern Pacific
Railroad from being granted the land patent. However, there is no evidence that Bicknell was
anything more than an absentee “owner” and would not have had a valid claim on the land, thus
allowing its transfer to the railroad.
The Southern Pacific Railroad held the entirety of Section 15 until 1899, at which time the S ½
was transferred to A.T. and E.H. Drake (MB 19: 34). From 1899 until 1907, the records indicate
that the land was “assessed to” E.H. Drake, indicating that Drake was not the owner, but instead,
the person responsible for paying taxes on the land. According to Betty Bouris in Images of
America, Menifee Valley, Alden T. and Elluard H. Drake were brothers who moved with their
parents, Joseph and Harriet Drake, from Lawrence County, Pennsylvania to the Menifee Valley in
1887. The family purchased 80 acres of land near the corner of Zeiders Road and Keller Roads and
farmed wheat. Shortly after arriving in the Menifee Valley, Alden and Elluard’s brother, Freeman,
died and the following year, their father passed on, leaving the ranch to be run by Harriet, Alden,
Elluard, and their sister, Viola, who later married George Summons and moved to Temescal. There
is no indication that the Drakes ever occupied the subject property during the period that it was
“assessed to” Elluard Drake. In addition to the fact that the Assessor’s Office records list only land
and no buildings, according to the Twelfth Census of the United States taken on June 26, 1900,
Elluard was living in Temescal with his sister and brother-in-law and Alden was living with Harriet
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on the family ranch. Since the Drake family ranch was located approximately one mile to the
south, it is possible that the Drake brothers leased the land in the S ½ of Section 15 from the
Southern Pacific Railroad from 1899 to 1907 to expand their wheat crop acreage and as part of
the lease payment, paid the property taxes.
In 1907, the Southern Pacific Railroad resumed active ownership of the S ½ of Section 15,
holding it for the next 10 years. The assessed value of the land from 1907 through 1911 was
$1120, doubling to $2400 from 1912 through 1916; an assessed value from 1914 to 1917 was not
given and no buildings were located on the land during the entire period. On January 4, 1917,
the Southern Pacific Land Co. sold the SE ¼ of Section 15, Township 6 south, Range 3 west to Ida
M. Lanier for $4800 (DB 453:380). This purchase encompassed 160 acres of land and included the
subject property, which is located in the SW ¼ of the SE ¼ of Section 15. No rationale has been
discovered that would explain why Mrs. Lanier paid $30 per acre for land that was assessed at
$7.50 per acre in 1916 and from 1917 through 1919 would be assessed at $6.90 per acre.
According to great-granddaughter Sandy La Fon, Ida Mary Holt was born on December 31, 1857
in Tennessee. After marrying Rufus Albert (Frank) Bailey on October 26, 1881, the couple moved
first to Missouri where, according to census records, Ida Mary gave birth to their first child, Joseph
Holt (b. 8-15-1882). Since La Fon’s family history does not mention the move to Missouri and in
fact, lists Joseph’s birthplace as Oklahoma, the reason for the move and length of stay is unknown.
After Joseph’s birth the Baileys moved to Oklahoma and lived with Rufus’ second cousins, the
Suggs family. The Suggs were squatters in Oklahoma Territory for 20 years and ran cattle on
government land. While the Baileys were living with the Suggs, they had another son, Charles
(Charley) Albert (b.3-16-1885), whose actual birthplace is listed as Indian Territory in the 1900
United States Census. Since 1830, most of Oklahoma had been included in Indian Territory, where
displaced Indian tribes from the eastern United States were sent following the Indian Removal Act
of 1830, so it is possible that the Suggs were actually squatting in Indian Territory. In the late
1880’s, Oklahoma was opened to White settlers and a huge land rush ensued, eventually
overrunning the Native population. When Oklahoma became the 46th state in 1907, the Suggs
decided to move to Texas, where they ran cattle and sheep, eventually becoming very wealthy.
Subsequent to the Suggs’ move to Texas, Rufus and Ida Mary decided to move to Coos Bay,
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Oregon. After giving birth to a third son, Francis Eugene (b. 5-19-1888), the Bailey family moved
to Perris, where Rufus took up alfalfa farming. While living in Perris, Rufus and Ida Mary had two
more sons: Miles Clement (b. 9-30-1896) and Walter Holt (b. 6-15-1899). Unfortunately, Rufus
Bailey died on May 5, 1903, leaving his wife and five sons to run the family farm. Five years after
Rufus’ death and 27 years plus 1 day after their marriage, Ida Mary Holt Bailey married Dr. Thomas
Luther Lanier. Although La Fon’s family history notes that Lanier had a successful medical practice
in Perris, U.S. Census records, as well as County of Riverside Directories, indicate that although he
was a physician, his actual occupation was a merchant with a General Store. Although the 1910
census records originally gave Lanier’s occupation as ‘Physician,’ it was crossed off and ‘Merchant’
written in its place. By 1920, Lanier’s occupation changed from Merchant to the Justice of the
Peace for the City of Perris.
Archival documents of the Assessor’s Office indicate that the first building within the
boundaries of the SE ¼ of Section 15 was constructed after Ida Mary Lanier’s purchase in 1917;
the building had an assessed value of $150 (MB 19: 41). Although not stipulated as such, it is
believed that this building is what came to be known as the Bailey House, which currently exists
within the subject property as part of site 33-16712. At the time of the purchase, Ida Mary and
Thomas Lanier were living in Perris and they continued to be listed as Perris residents at least
through 1930, so Ida Mary’s intention in purchasing the property was not to live on the property.
Instead, it appears that the property was purchased on behalf of her son, Charley and his wife
Laura, for they are the ones who constructed the first house on the subject property.
Charley Bailey met Laura E. Morrison at a church picnic in Pomona and they married on October
14, 1913. They continued living in Pomona at least through the end of 1914 and the birth of their
daughter, Leota E. (b. 12-21-1914). It is unknown exactly when the family moved back to the
Perris / Menifee area or where they first lived, but son Luther N. (b. 11-16-1916) was born in
Perris. Following Ida Mary’s 1917 purchase of 160 acres in Section 15, the Baileys moved to
Menifee and took up residence on the subject property, at first building a small two-room house;
the house was later expanded twice to accommodate the growing Bailey family. Two children
were born to Charley and Laura Bailey after moving to the subject property, Ida M. (b.5-14-1919)
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and Gladys M. (b. 5-2-1921).

During this early period, Ida Mary retained ownership of the

property and the 1920 U.S. Census lists the Baileys as renters.
On January 10, 1921, Ida M. Lanier and T.L. Lanier sold 60 acres of the 1917 purchase to Charley
A. Bailey and Laura E. Bailey, as joint tenants, for ten dollars (DB 540:286). Interestingly, the legal
description of this land indicates that it did not include the property on which the house was
located. As illustrated in Figure 12, the western property boundary of Charley and Laura Bailey’s
60 acres would be in approximately the location of the currently existing driveway. The fact that
the 1921 purchase did not include the Bailey residence or associated buildings is confirmed by
archival documents of the Assessor’s Office. Assessor’s Map Book 19 for 1926-1932 (no books
exist for 1920-1925) indicate that Ida M. Lanier owned 100 acres of land in the SE ¼ of Section 15
with land assessed at $850 in 1926-1930 and $940 in 1931-1932. Buildings on the land had an
assessed value of $160 in 1926-27, $200 in 1928-1931, and $180 in 1932 (MB 19:10). The same
Map Book page shows Charley Bailey owning the SE 60 acres of the SE ¼ of Section 15 with an
assessed land value of $510 in 1926-1930 and $560 in 1931-1932; no buildings were listed on this
land.
No information has been found to explain why Ida Mary did not sell the land containing Charley
Bailey’s farmstead to him, but only the contiguous land to the east. Eventually Charley did own
the land, but the mechanism for his ownership has not been discovered in available archival
documents. It is probable that Charley inherited the remainder of his mother’s 100 acres after her
death in 1945 since only his youngest brother, Walter, was still alive at that time. Whatever the
reason for Ida Mary’s decision, Charley and Laura lived with their four children on the property,
dry-farming, raising cattle, and according to his granddaughter, proudly becoming the first
Menifee Valley farmer to try growing watermelon. In addition to farming, Charley Bailey was a
“water witch” using willow sticks to find places for his neighbors to dig their wells and could be
counted on to help his neighbors with calving and other types of animal medicine, skills apparently
learned from his step-father, Dr. Lanier. Granddaughter Sandy La Fon remembers that “Papa”
and Grandma Bailey were always the first to welcome new neighbors and kept their home open
to friends and family alike; longtime Menifee Valley resident Merle Zeiders was born at the Bailey
house in 1929, and married Laura’s niece, Ina Mae, on the covered patio next to the house in
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1950. Charley loved to socialize, always visiting his Menifee Valley neighbors and as evidence of
his commitment to the community, he and Laura donated land for the first Menifee Rural Center
(where Louie’s Nursery now stands).
Charley and Laura Bailey lived on the farmstead that is now designated site 33-16712 until
Laura’s death in an automobile accident on August 23, 1965. Charley apparently went to live with
his daughter, Ida Mae Freeman, in Wildomar after Laura’s death. On May 7, 1968, Charley sold
the land containing the farmstead buildings to Howard A. Johansen and Elizabeth J. Johansen; it
is not known when or to whom the remaining Bailey acreage was sold. Members of the Johansen
family have lived on the subject property from 1968 until the recent sale to the project sponsor.

Figure 12: Location of the 1921 Bailey land purchase in relation to historical buildings.
Fieldwork: Bailey Farmstead (Site 33-16712)
During the course of the 2007 Phase II Historical Resources Investigation field survey, numerous
cultural resources of both historical and contemporary origin were observed within the
boundaries of the subject property (Fig. 13). The subject property had been occupied continuously
for over 90 years; 50 years by the Bailey family, whose occupation was farming and 40 years by
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33-16712

Figure 13: Location of site 33-16712 within the boundaries of the subject property.
the Johansen family, whose primary occupation involved the automotive industry. As such,
existing cultural resources reflected two distinct periods of occupation, as well as a blending of
the two, with some buildings comprised of elements representing both the historical and
contemporary periods. In some cases, an exact date of construction for historical resources was
known; in other cases, it was approximate or inferred. The original Phase II Historical Resources
Investigation fieldwork focused primarily on buildings, structures, and features associated with
the Bailey occupation, with secondary attention given to those that represent both periods of
occupation. Contemporary cultural resources were not included in this study.
Existing historical resources representing the Bailey Farmstead, occupied from 1917 to 1968,
are situated near the southern boundary of approximately +50 acres of farmland, nestled within
the shelter of numerous mature eucalyptus, pine, and palm trees. The farmstead compound,
currently designated site 33-16712, encompasses an area generally 575 feet N/S by 150 feet E/W,
with a single unpaved driveway providing access from Scott Road; all historical structures are
situated on the west side of the road, while those of contemporary or mixed origin are located on
the east.
57

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

As illustrated in Figure 14, historical resources included in both the 2007 and the 2019 field
investigations are the Bailey House, a tankhouse, rock wall, water heater, playhouse,
workshop/equipment shed, two concrete pads, a rock oven, silo, and a garage. Contemporary
structures that currently exist on the property, but were not included in either study, are a
guesthouse, automotive shop, and office; a mobile home recorded in 2007 no longer exists on the
property.

In addition to the buildings, structures, and features located within 33-16712, an

abundance of debris was (and is) scattered throughout the compound and along an adjacent row
of eucalyptus trees, the vast majority of which is of contemporary origin. As a result of the Bailey’s
practice of burning all debris and the subsequent occupation of the Bailey farmstead by the
Johansen family for 40 years, virtually all non-structural historical resources have been destroyed
or removed.
Following are detailed results of the 2007 field investigation for each historical resource located
within the Bailey Farmstead, site 33-16712 (labelled 2007). Those resources with a confirmed date
of construction were considered first, followed by those with an approximate or inferred age, and
finally, a resource representing mixed periods of occupation is addressed. Measured drawings,
floorplans, and perspective elevations from the 2007 study have been included not only to
accurately document these buildings and structures, but to facilitate reproduction of the tank
house and water heater, pursuant to recommended mitigation measures. An updated
photograph, description, and evaluation of each historical resource, as recorded during the
current Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation, follows (labelled 2019). This
methodology was employed in order to provide an historical context for the site, as well as a
comprehensive documentation of the Bailey Farmstead in a single document instead of being
spread over several individual reports.
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Figure 14: Site plan of the Bailey Farmstead, site 33-16712.
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Bailey House (2007)
This vernacular 1140-square-foot house was built by Charley Bailey in three phases, the first of
which was completed in 1917; dates of construction for the two additions are unknown, but based
on information provided by Bailey’s granddaughter, probably before 1941. The three phases are
clearly delineated by differing rooflines (Fig. 15). An exterior gable wall chimney is constructed of
fieldstone collected by Charley Bailey with a well-worn basin metate inserted in the middle as a
decorative element (Fig. 15). The front-gabled central portion represents the original house,
comprised of a single large room and a kitchen; the first addition, identified by the shed-roof,
included a porch, root cellar, two bedrooms, and one bathroom; the second, side-gabled, addition
finished the house with a living room and third bedroom (Fig. 16). What is now a steep-pitched,
cross-gabled roof is covered in coursed plain wood shingles with metal valley flashing; the shed
roof is covered by various colors of composition sheeting with a rolled edge finish, supplemented
by several corrugated metal panels (CMP). Wall cladding of the wood-frame structure is relatively
roughcast plaster over a chicken wire, tar paper, and paper insulation base. Although the plaster
was laid over the entire house and painted pale green after the final addition and as a result, offers
a uniform appearance, it is still possible to discern construction lines of demarcation Figures 17
and 18 offer alternate perspective elevations of the Bailey House.
Fenestration incudes double-hung, fixed-frame, and multi-pane lites, all with wood frames
painted red. The double-hung windows are found only on the south wall, part of the second
addition to the Bailey house, while fixed-frame windows are found on all other walls, and two 8pane lite frame the main entry. Interestingly, with the exception of a 4-pane fixed-frame window
the bedroom at the northwest corner of the house, no evidence was observed that any fixedframe window contained glass; each is instead covered by screening nailed to the exterior wall.
No doors remain in place except the two French doors at the front of house, each with 16- window
panes of clear glass, that provide access to the living room.
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Figure 15: Phases of Bailey House construction, as delineated by rooflines, and
chimney with embedded metate.
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Figure 16: Floor plan of the Bailey House.
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Figure 17: Perspective elevation of the Bailey House from the southwest corner.

63

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

Figure 18: Perspective elevation of the Bailey House from the northwest corner.
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A major component of the first addition to the Bailey House was construction of a covered
porch over the existing root cellar, in which Laura Bailey stored canned fruits and vegetables, as
well as corn and potatoes packed in straw. Access to the root cellar was by a set of stairs, which
are now missing, covered by a board floor with a removeable hatch over the stairs. The covered
porch housed a summer kitchen comprised of an ice box, storage cupboard, and sink connection
(Fig. 19). Later, a concrete pad was added outside of the summer kitchen on which a refrigerator
was placed with the door opening toward the house (Fig. 20). In 2007, this entire portion of the
Bailey House was in a state of extreme disrepair, with most of the porch floor missing, the ceiling
collapsing, and walls tenuously standing. The remainder of the Bailey House was also structurally
unstable due to the cumulative effects of recent vandalism, wet and dry rot, insect damage, and
general age deterioration.

Figure 19: Covered porch with summer kitchen and root cellar access.
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Figure 20: Perspective elevation of the Bailey House from the northeast corner showing
covered porch and concrete pad for refrigerator.
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Baily House (2019)
As is evident from the Figure 21 photographs, the current condition of the Bailey House shows
significant deterioration. While it was found to be in poor condition during the 2007 Phase II
Historical Resources Investigation, enough integral components remained so that its historical
integrity had not been compromised. In the 12 years since that study, virtually every defining
element representing the historical period has been removed by vandals. All of the windows and
the French doors are gone, the metate originally embedded in the rock chimney has been
removed, roofing shingles have either deteriorated to the point of disintegration or have been
removed, and the original plaster cladding has been covered by graffiti. Large portions of plaster,
support beams, and wood framing have been stripped from the house. Flooring has been
removed, the interior walls are covered by graffiti and have been damaged, and the entire house
is full of debris. As shown in Figure 22, a tree fell on the north side of the house, collapsing the
covered porch and summer kitchen. The ice box, cabinets, and shelving that had comprised the
summer kitchen have been removed by vandals. Perhaps one of the most disturbing elements of
the Bailey House destruction is that the original access to the root cellar has been enlarged by
removing floorboards from the covered porch, undoubtedly to facilitate access. This not only has
led to severe structural instability, but there are obvious signs that vandals had been crawling
under the collapsing porch in order to access the root cellar, probably looking for the numerous
canning jars rumored to be stored in this space. The continued existence of the Bailey House
poses a dangerous risk to vandals who, despite fencing and posted notices, have trespassed on
the property so frequently that they have managed to wear a pathway from a forced opening in
the northern fence to the Bailey House. The only elements that have maintained any degree of
integrity are a rock fireplace/hearth in the living room and the remnants of the accompanying rock
chimney. As recommended, these features should be deconstructed, removed from the property,
and put in storage until they can be integrated into a planned outdoor feature at The Junction at
Menifee Valley.
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Figure 21: Current condition of the Bailey House and rock chimney with metate missing.
68

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

Figure 22: Current condition of the covered porch, root cellar access, and summer kitchen.
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Rock and Concrete Wall (2007)
A wall of large locally-available rock, topped by a chain link fence, partially encloses the yard
and patio of the Bailey House (Fig. 23). The rocks are held in place by concrete mortar with coarse
sand aggregate and the same concrete has been used to cap the wall and associated pillars. As
indicated by words carved into the concrete cap, the wall was apparently built by B. Harrington
on July 5, 1948, possibly with help from Jerry H. Gruth, whose name is also carved in the cap;
Charley and Laura Bailey’s initials are also carved in the concrete wall cap (Fig. 24). Varying in
height from 12” to 14” and in width from 11” to 15”, the wall begins at a point midway between
the main and secondary entrances to the house and extends 90’ north before making a right-angle
turn, then extending 15’9” in a westerly direction. There are two openings in the wall, one
measuring 41” and the other 39”, each of which is flanked by a rock and concrete pillar 58” tall;
pillars also mark the southern terminus of the wall and the junction of the north/south and
east/west walls.

Figure 23: Rock and concrete wall with chain link fence enclosure.
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Figure 24: Construction detail of rock wall and pillar, with initials inscribed on the concrete cap.
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Rock and Concrete Wall (2019)
The rock wall and pillars that once enclosed the Bailey House yard have been subjected to
aggressive vandalism. As illustrated in Figure 25, the rock pillars have all been toppled and parts
of the rock wall have broken, destroyed, and/or removed. Fortunately, the portions of the wall
with the inscribed concrete cap remained relatively unscathed, probably because they have been
covered by vegetation, thus hiding their existence. As recommended, the inscribed portions of
the wall should be removed as single units and the rock wall itself deconstructed, then moved offsite to be stored until it can be rebuilt at The Junction at Menifee Valley

Figure 25: Current condition of the rock wall and pillars.
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Water Heater (2007)
This vernacular structure, located in front of the tankhouse in what would have been the rear
yard of the Bailey House, was at first identified as a rock oven (Fig. 26). However, according to
informant narratives, it was instead used by Laura Bailey to heat water for laundry and to make
lye soap; the Johansens later used the structure for tanning and boiling pigs. Measuring 7’10”
long by 5’ wide, and at its highest point, 3’11”, the dual-chambered structure was built of locally
available rock held together variously by concrete mortar and a plaster-like grout. The top of the
structure’s highest side was sealed by a slightly convex plaster cap that appeared to be a cooking
surface, but informants stated that while they were sure the Baileys had never used it as such, no
one had any idea what it had been used for, if anything. The top of the lower side was open, lined
with brick, and contained a large cast iron cauldron supported by angle irons, and at one time,
possessed a grate that fit over the cauldron. This is the only portion of the structure that
informants remembered being used and as previously noted, Laura Bailey heated water in the
cauldron for doing laundry and, usually on an annual basis, made lye soap in the cauldron. There
were two chimneys, but no interior evidence of fire or smoke was observed. When queried about
the actual mechanism Laura Bailey used for heating water, none of the informants could
remember how this was accomplished. Detailed views of all sides of the water heater are
illustrated in Figures 27, 28, and 29.
Although built to serve a utilitarian purpose, this unique structure may also be considered a
type of folk art. Carved into various parts of the plaster chimneys, grout, and finishing caps are
the names of the individuals who built the structure (What-a-Man Oster and Gopher Joe Swem),
the time someone named Kenneth worked (12:00), the dates it was built (October 13 and 14,
1939), and a variety of other names and characters, including a chicken and a person (Fig. 27).
The addition of these decorative touches to a utilitarian structure effectively makes the water
heater a type of time capsule by providing a glimpse into the lives of its builders 68 years ago, as
well as a testament to their obvious good humor and pride of workmanship. plaster chimneys and
two ground-level rectangular openings and although fires used to heat the water would
presumably be built in the openings and vented through the chimneys, no interior evidence of fire
or smoke was observed.
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Figure 26: Front and rear views of the water heater.
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Figure 27: Front and right side views of the Water Heater.
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Figure 28: Left side and rear views of the Water Heater.

76

Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of Site 33-16712

Figure 29: Top view of the Water Heater.
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Water Heater (2019)

Figure 30: Current condition of the Water Heater, front and rear views.
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As shown in Figure 30, the rock water heater has suffered the ravages of aggressive vandalism
over the past 12 years. One of the concrete chimneys has been removed, as has the cast iron bowl.
Large segments of brick in the front of the water heater and rock in the rear portion have been
broken off. Some of this material remains scattered on the ground around the feature, but it
appears that entire sections have been removed from the site. Fortunately, the “folk art” elements
shown in Figures 27, 28, and 29 are still largely intact, perhaps because they were incised into
concrete mortar that requires too much effort to remove. As such, it is anticipated that they can
be successfully reintegrated into the water heater when it is rebuilt in The Junction at Menifee
Valley project, as recommended.
Workshop / Equipment Shed (2007)
This building is one of three shown cartographically as having a date of construction prior to
1951, although it is unclear whether this is the original configuration or whether it has been
altered. According to Sandy La Fon, this was her grandfather’s workshop and was originally a very
small building, perhaps only one-third of the existing square footage. Due to the type of wall
cladding used, an expansion of the original building was not readily apparent. In addition, the
common footing and rafter systems indicate single phase construction. It may be that the existing
building replaced an earlier workshop or due to certain architectural characteristics, merely gave
the impression of being much smaller. The 1200-square-foot workshop / equipment shed was
built on a three-unit linear plan measuring 24’ x 49’9”. The side-gabled roof with a normal pitch
was covered with corrugated metal panels, some of which are fire-affected and many are badly
rusted. Wall cladding on the south and west walls was comprised of two rows of CMPs with a
vertical orientation over a base of tar paper, chicken wire, and wood framing, while that of the
north wall appears to be portions of an airplane skin that have been cut into various size pieces
to create siding; the east wall of the building is open (Fig. 31). Different periods and types of use
are evident in the building’s interior. The southern one-third of the building interior has a very
rough concrete floor and unfinished walls with exposed wood framing and built-in parts bins,
shelving, and a workbench (Fig. 32). This portion of the building corresponds to Sandy La Fon’s
description of her grandfather’s workshop in both size and design. As illustrated in Figure 33, the
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northern two-thirds of the building interior have a smooth finish concrete slab floor and the walls
have been covered by 4’ x 10’ x 1/8” plywood sheets painted white; it is probable that this portion
of the building originally had a dirt floor and exposed wood framing. The interior improvements
were done by Howard Johansen at some time after 1968, probably to accommodate his
automotive based business, Howard’s Cams, and include a 4-foot-wide extension of the slab
across the entire east side of the building, and creation of a raised concrete platform along the
north side. Although the entire building has a common rafter system, virtually all roof joists and
trusses in the northern two-thirds had been replaced, apparently due to fire damage, and it may
be that the interior improvements in this area were completed in conjunction with a rebuilding
effort. The workshop /equipment shed was structurally stable in 2007 and as far as can be
determined, had maintained its historical integrity.

Figure 31: Workshop / Equipment Shed with airplane skin siding.
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Figure 32: Southern one-third of the workshop / equipment shed interior.
Workshop/ Equipment Shed (2019)
As illustrated by the photograph in Figure 34, the workshop/shed has completely collapsed.
When first documented in 2007, this building was structurally stable and had maintained its
historical integrity, so the fact that it is now merely a ruin is curious. The airplane skin siding is
still in good condition, although some pieces appear to have been stripped from the building.
Interior wood framing also appears to be in good condition, with little rot or insect damage.
However, it appears that significant amounts of wood framing have been removed from the
building, undoubtedly the result of continuing vandalism. It is probable that this removal
eventually led to the collapse of the building. All of the interior shelving, brackets, hardware,
parts, and storage units have been removed from this building. Currently, the
Workshop/Equipment Shed has neither structural or historical integrity and is danger of further
collapse at any time.
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Figure 33: Interior northern two-thirds of the Workshop/Equipment Shed.
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Figure 34: Current condition of the workshop/equipment shed.
Concrete Pads and Rock Oven (2007)
Two small concrete pads, part of a possible rock and concrete oven, steps, and associated
lumber, are situated at the northern terminus of the Bailey Farmstead’s access road, marking the
location of a building shown cartographically as having a pre-1951 date of construction (Fig. 35).
According to informant and archival sources, the building originally occupying this location was a
large wood barn that housed the Bailey family’s livestock. Although none of the informants could
remember exactly when the barn was demolished, the consensus was that it was sometime
subsequent to Howard Johansen’s purchase of the property in 1968. When queried as to the
possible use of the concrete pads, rock oven, and associated lumber, informants Bouris, Krupsack,
and La Fon professed to have no idea whatsoever, that they had never seen these features before.
While it is possible that these represent extant architectural features of the barn, based on
informant narrative, it is more likely that they are of relatively contemporary origin. However,
since there was a chance these features are of historical origin, they were included in the field
investigation.
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Figure 35: Location of concrete pads, possible rock oven, and associated lumber.
The concrete pads, rock oven, and associated lumber are located on a low rise that apparently
has been utilized for many years as a repository for an abundance of contemporary debris,
including construction materials, household items, fencing, and landscaping materials. This
deposition of debris effectively contaminated the historical barn locus and site clearance
conducted prior to the beginning of the field investigation may have removed some intermingled
historical resources, but it is probable that any relevant cultural resources were removed from the
site when the barn was demolished. Despite some site clearance, the area around the concrete
slabs remains littered with debris.
As illustrated in Figures 36 and 37, both concrete pads are essentially the same size, measuring
approximately 9’ 5” x 14’5”. They were formed of poured concrete with a distinctive quartz
aggregate, in many cases represented by large quartz crystals, which contributes to an
exceptionally rough finish that appears to have been raked before setting occurred. Concrete for
Pad No. 1 is 4” thick and was poured over a bed of large quartz rocks. Pieces of weathered wood
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Figure 36: Concrete Pad No. 1, with associated lumber.
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Figure 37: Concrete Pad No. 2, with associated features.
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most of which are 8” x 8” bridge timbers, are scattered in the vicinity of the pad with several pieces
seemingly in situ, possibly representing wall remains (Fig. 38). The concrete of Pad No. 2, situated
33’ northeast of Pad No. 1, was poured over a base of dirt and large rocks, but is only 1”– 1½“
thick. A rock and concrete foundation wall is located at the northwestern interior and two 27”
wide sections of railroad tie are in step formation immediately adjacent to this feature; a rock
oven is 3’6” southeast of the pad’s southeast corner (Fig. 39). The feature identified as a rock
oven is very similar to the water heater previously discussed, at least as far as construction
methods and materials, thereby indicating a similar date of construction (Fig. 40). However, Ms.
La Fon stated categorically that there was never anything in this area except the barn during the
time the Baileys owned the property, so the inferred date of construction may be incorrect. The
actual function of this feature is unknown, as excavation of the interior revealed no evidence of
burn except for a partial burn of boards used as a form for pouring concrete around the rocks. As
will be discussed elsewhere in this report, excavated artifacts included a roll of barbed wire,
unburned animal bones, and striped fabric.

Figure 38: Concrete Pad No. 1, with associated lumber.
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Figure 39: Concrete Pad No. 2, with associated features.

Figure 40: Rock and concrete feature tentatively identified as an oven.
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Concrete pads and oven (2019)
As can be seen in Figure 41, in the 12 years since the original documentation of these features,
the size and extent of both the concrete pads and associated materials have diminished. This is
probably due to the ongoing efforts of individuals to vandalize and salvage materials from the
Bailey Farmstead. The current field survey observed none of the large quartz crystals that were
originally embedded in the concrete pads, and significantly less wood is scattered around Pad No.
1. Portions of the rock oven and wall remain intact, as do much of Concrete Pad No. 2. A
considerable amount of debris has been added to what was originally recorded in 2007, as this
site is apparently used not only for salvage, but for dumping. It is difficult to determine whether
this portion of 33-16712 has retained historical integrity, because despite informant interviews,
archaeological testing, and archival research, nether the function nor age of these features could
be ascertained in the 2007 Phase II Historical Resources Investigation.
Silo (2007)
A silo located on the northeast margin of the access road does not appear cartographically, had
no temporally diagnostic landmarks, and no information could be found by which to assess its
historicity. This structure was included in the Phase II Historical Resources Investigation because,
according to Ms. La Fon, “it has always been there.” Since La Fon was born in 1941, the silo has
an inferred construction date of pre-1941 and was thus classified as an historical resource for the
purposes of this report. La Fon particularly remembers the silo because an outhouse was situated
near it (where the pink automotive shop building now stands) and according to one family story,
the actual outhouse building blew down, leaving only the one-seater standing. Papa, as Charley
was called, continued to use the facility, with the silo as a bright and shiny backdrop, even when
company came to call.
Although this structure has been identified as a silo by La Fon, there is a distinct possibility that
it in fact served a different purpose. Typically, a silo’s function is to preserve silage until it is needed
by providing an airtight environment that effectively prevents the fermentation naturally caused
by moisture in the grain. The structure located on the Bailey Farmstead is certainly not airtight
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Figure 41: Current condition of Concrete Pad No. 1 (top) and Concrete Pad No. 2 (bottom).
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with a 40” wide door providing easy access to the interior. In general, silos should be 2½ - 3 times
taller than their diameter, so with an average silo diameter being 12’ – 14’, the height should be
35’-40’ (Beedle, 12). Since the structure identified as a silo on the subject property has a diameter
of 9’7” and a height of 10’1”, it clearly does not conform to typical silo construction. Finally, most
silos from the historical period were made of wood or brick with tile and concrete being
considered modern materials; no example of a metal silo was found in reference material, perhaps
because the contact with silage acids tends to be corrosive, compromising the structural stability
of metal after a period of time. As shown in Figure 42, the silo included in site 33-16712 is of
unusual construction in that it was built with the same materials used as cladding on the north
wall of the workshop / equipment shed, which appear to be panels cut from airplane skin,
although the material used for the silo is somewhat heavier. Built atop a crudely constructed base
of rock, poured-in-place concrete, and concrete mortar, tacked and riveted metal panels
measuring 36” high by 6’ long encircle the metal infrastructure. Substantial corrosion marks the
panels, particularly around the uppermost edge where the body joins the cap. With a concrete
floor and unfinished interior, this structure is currently used for storage of miscellaneous
materials. It appears to be structurally stable and has probably maintained its historical integrity.

Figure 42: Structure identified as a silo.
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Silo (2019)
The structure informants identified as a silo in 2007, has changed little in the past 12 years,
although it is now missing the access door (Fig. 43). The contents once stored in the structure
have been removed, a substantial amount of graffiti has been painted on it, and there is
considerably more corrosion. In general, the structure appears to have maintained most of its
structural stability. The historical integrity has been adversely impacted by the loss of the access
door. and partial historical integrity.

Figure 43: Current condition of the structure identified as a silo.
Playhouse (2007)
A 175-square-foot playhouse of indeterminate age was located adjacent to the tankhouse in
what was the backyard of the Bailey House (Fig. 44). This vernacular building does not appear
cartographically, has no temporally diagnostic features, and no documentation relating to date of
construction. However, according to all informants, this was a playhouse built for the Bailey
children by Charley Bailey; the playhouse was also used by Bailey grandchildren and ultimately,
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by the Johansen children. Based on the similarity of construction methods and materials, the
playhouse is considered to have been built at approximately the same time as the additions to the
Bailey House were completed and is thus classified as an historical resource.

Figure 44: Southern perspective of the playhouse.
The playhouse was built on a two-unit linear plan measuring 6’11” wide by 14’5” long. At its
highest point (ground to gable) the exterior elevation is 8’3”, while the side walls were only 5’5”
high. A principal rafter with common purlin roof framing system was used and the front-gabled
roof of normal pitch is primarily covered with coursed plain wood shingles; several areas have
been patched with red composition sheeting. As shown in Figure 44, the roof was in exceptionally
poor condition and on the verge of complete collapse in 2007. Wall cladding was tar paper and
chicken wire covered by a very thin plaster coat that frequently was too thin to adequately cover
either the chicken wire or the tar paper; the playhouse was painted the same pale green as the
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Bailey House. The interior finish was wood scrap painted white and the floor was unfinished 7”
T&G. Interestingly, almost every wall of the playhouse is comprised of large window openings, all
of which were covered exclusively by screens and none of which contained glass. Prior to
identification as a playhouse, this design was perplexing since it seemingly allowed no privacy for
the building occupants. Not until Sandy La Fon explained that the playhouse was designed in that
manner - and built in that location - so that adults in the main house could easily keep an eye on
what the children were doing in the playhouse, was the wisdom and simplicity of the design fully
appreciated. In keeping with this observant design, the single door, which measures only 23” x
5’8”, opens onto the rear yard of the Bailey House (Fig. 45). This wood frame building was in
extremely poor condition with substantial insect damage, dry rot, and large wall sections missing.
As a result, although it has maintained historical integrity, it was structurally very unstable in 2007.

Figure 45: Eastern perspective of the playhouse
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Playhouse (2019)
Unfortunately, the extremely poor condition of the playhouse, as noted in 2007, continued
over the past 12 years and as shown in Figure 46, the building completely collapsed into a large
pile of wood and miscellaneous debris. As such, it has lost both structural and historical integrity.

Figure 46: Current condition of the playhouse.
Tankhouse (2007)
A two-story tankhouse with associated well was located adjacent to the playhouse, west of the
water heater, and north of the Bailey House (Fig. 47). The base of the tankhouse measured 8’4”
x 7’2”, with a height of 13’2”. Wall cladding of the wood frame structure was very thin plaster
over chicken wire, but in many cases the plaster coat was so thin that it did not cover the wire.
Encompassing 60 square feet, the unfinished interior of the tank house base recently served as a
laundry room, with both washer and dryer hook-ups. A 16” x 23” chicken wire covered window
offers ventilation on the east wall, as does a 19” x 24” opening in the west wall; the lower one95
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Figure 47: Northeastern perspective of the tankhouse.
third of the east wall is open and provides access to the interior. The enclosed tank platform sits
atop the base with a 12” overhang on the north and west sides, a 16” overhang on the south and
east sides. It is constructed of a wood platform enclosed on three sides by wood lath in a diagonal
pattern; the south side of the enclosure is open, presumably for access to the tank, which has
since been removed. The tank platform is 6’8” high and is topped by a pyramidal hipped roof
made of CMP-covered wood planks of various sizes. This building was in extremely poor condition
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with the 6” x 8” main supports decimated by rot and insect damage, plaster separating from the
walls, and portions of the roof missing. While this building does not appear cartographically and
the date of construction is not documented, it is believed to have originally been erected at
approximately the same time as the Bailey House, since water would have been one of the primary
necessities for the family’s survival. Despite the structural instability of the tankhouse, it has
maintained its historical integrity.
A concrete-lined well with 8” thick walls extending at least 16’ deep is situated at the western
base of the tank house and at one time, a windmill was anchored to metal braces atop the well
(Fig. 48). The raised well opening measures 5’7” x 6’ and is covered by 2” x 12” wood planks. A
2½” diameter iron pipe extends from the well up the side of the tank house and into the enclosure,
where it once deposited water into the tank.

Figure 48: Concrete-lined well with plank cover.
Tankhouse (2019)
As can clearly be seen in Figure 49, the tankhouse has sustained significant damage in the 12
years since it was originally documented. The entire upper portion of this building, which was built
to enclose a water tank, is missing. Originally comprised of a platform, wood lath siding, and a
CMP-covered wood plank roof, all that now remains is the platform. It is assumed that the lath,
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CMP, and wood planks were taken by vandals, as none of this material remains on-site. Much of
the wall cladding is also missing. Insect and rot damage affecting the structural support of the tank
house has increased significantly since 2007 and as a result, the structural stability has been
compromised, In large part due to the loss of a key architectural component, this building has also
lost it historical integrity. Although not included in the 2007 Phase II Historical Resources
Investigation report, perspective plans of each side of the tankhouse have been included in this
Updated Phase II report in order to facilitate the recommended reconstruction of the tank house
in The Junction at Menifee Valley Development (Fig. 50-53).

Figure 49: Current condition of the tankhouse.
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Figure 50: Tankhouse, east elevation.
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Figure 51: Tankhouse, north elevation.
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Figure 52: Tankhouse, south elevation.
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Figure 53: Tankhouse, west elevation.
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The concrete-lined well located at the base of the tankhouse remains largely intact, although the
wood planks that originally covered the opening have been removed (Fig. 54). The metal braces
that once anchored a windmill atop the well have remained in place. An assortment of debris has
fallen into the well. The well itself appears to have maintained its structural integrity, but the loss
of the plank covering has diminished the historical integrity of the well and made it a dangerous
attractive nuisance.

Figure 54: Current condition of the well.
Garage (2007)
A 400-square-foot garage is situated on the east side of the Bailey Farmstead access road,
northeast of the Bailey House. The building does not appear cartographically and its date of
construction has not been documented. However, according to Sandy LaFon, Charley Bailey built
the garage at some time “around 1950” to house his new 1950 Ford automobile, which would
make this an historical building. However, according to La Fon and other informants, at some time
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after Howard Johansen purchased the property, he had a mobile home moved onto land near the
garage and a fire not only destroyed the mobile home, but burned a palm tree and heavily
damaged the garage. As a result, the roof of the garage had to be rebuilt, as well as the front wall
of the garage. The original wood frame garage was clad with thin plaster laid over a tar paper
and chicken wire base, then painted pale green to match the Bailey House, tankhouse, and
playhouse, but after rebuilding, this cladding exists only on three walls, with the front wall covered
in T-111 paneling and an aluminum garage door (Fig. 55). Further, after rebuilding, the frontgabled roof is now covered by brown composition shingles with metal edging, instead of the wood
shingles that appear to have originally covered the roof. Despite evidence of fire damage inside
the garage, it is structurally stable, but with the changes made to the roof and front wall, the
building’s historical integrity has not been maintained.

Figure 55: Southwestern perspective of the garage.
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Garage (2019)
The garage is currently in very poor condition (Fig. 56). The garage door has been removed and
graffiti covers the original plaster cladding. The roof is in the process of collapsing due to the
removal of key support components, presumably by vandals. As a result, the garage is no longer
structurally stable and what little historical integrity it once possessed no longer exists.

Figure 56: Current condition of the garage, southwestern perspective and interior view.
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Surface Collection, Subsurface Testing, and Artifact Analysis (2007)
Mapping and collection of surface cultural resources, subsurface testing, and artifact analysis
revealed little information regarding occupation of the subject property during the historical
period. A significant problem existed at the site in that the property had been occupied
continuously for over 90 years, but by two families whose occupations and lifestyles were polar
opposites. Non-structural cultural resources representing the Bailey family, who farmed the
property during the historical era, were essentially destroyed during the contemporary residency
of the Johansen family, whose primary occupation was in the automotive industry. Further,
according to Bailey granddaughter Sandy La Fon, the Bailey family did not dump or bury their
trash, but put it in metal barrels or drums, burned it on a regular basis, and then scattered the
ashes over the farmland. Linda Johansen Zeiders noted that the Johansen family practiced the
same method of trash removal, but dumped their ashes on land behind the well. In recent years
the Johansens apparently ceased this practice in favor of dumping trash where the old barn had
been, near the line of eucalyptus trees west of the residential and work compound, and numerous
other places around the subject property.
As a result of this practice, a seemingly limitless amount of contemporary cultural resources
exist in the form of automotive parts, food and beverage containers, construction materials,
clothing, publications, plastic toys, furnishings, utensils, and other similar household and workrelated artifacts. Alternately, very few temporally diagnostic artifacts were discovered during the
Phase II field investigation that represented occupation during the historical era. Although an
abundance of construction materials were observed that “looked old,” none could be conclusively
tied to historical occupation and in fact, since they were in areas where other debris had been
dumped, there was no way to determine whether they had originated on the subject property or
whether they had been brought from elsewhere and simply dumped there.
Surface Collection
A comprehensive field survey of the Bailey farmstead resulted in the recordation of numerous
potentially historical resources, but only four were temporally diagnostic and of these, one artifact
represented Bailey family occupation, but of the early contemporary period.

Artifacts of
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apparently historical origin were found in three locations: adjacent to the Bailey House, beneath
a tree adjacent to the workshop / equipment shed, and around the two concrete pads that mark
the previous barn site.
Found immediately adjacent to the north side of the Bailey House, near the root cellar entry,
was a jar of Trojan Imitation Raspberry Jelly that not only was still sealed, but contained the
desiccated remnants of jelly. Produced by the California Maple Syrup Company of Los Angeles,
the jelly was contained in a clear glass jar decorated with embossed raspberries and vines that the
Maywood Glass Company manufactured from 1958-1961. Since the Bailey family owned the
property until 1968, this product represents their occupation of the property, but not during the
historical period.
Remnants of a piece of farm machinery were found beneath a tree adjacent to the north of the
workshop / equipment shed. Apparently, the machinery had been discarded beneath the tree
and was there for so long that the tree actually grew through and around it (Fig. 57). Although it
appeared to be largely intact, the machinery was very difficult to fully analyze due to the tree
growth configuration, yet to remove the machinery from its confines was to risk its loss to vandals
that have targeted the subject property. As far as could be determined, the machine is what was
broadly classified as a broadcast sower.

This type of machinery, used for spreading seed on

farmland, has been referred to by a number of names, such as seed-sower, seeder, or seed drill,
depending on the particular innovation being touted by its manufacturer. There is a number
embossed on the undercarriage of the machinery, but no manufacturer’s mark could be found, so
it was not possible to determine the age of this artifact. Broadcast sowers similar to this one have
been common on farms for at least 150 years, but without the manufacturer’s mark, it was not
possible to assign an age to this artifact. Obviously, for the tree to have experienced so much
growth, the machinery has been in place for a long period of time. One possible clue to the
artifact’s age is the fact that the seat and seed hopper are made of plywood. Mass production of
plywood, at first most commonly used for running boards in automobiles, did not begin until the
1920’s. Not until the 1930’s did the breakthrough invention of waterproof adhesive, plus
production standardization and improved quality testing, result in more popular use of plywood
products. Of course, it is possible the plywood was simply an “after-market” additional to the
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Figure 57: Views of the broadcast sower and tree growth.
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original, older farm machinery. Since this is one of very few non-structural historical resources
that remains within the Bailey Farmstead and clearly reflects the property’s historical land use, it
is recommended that it be salvaged from the tree’s embrace and integrated into the landscape or
hardscape design of the proposed commercial center, accompanied by an informative plaque
which would describe its original function.
The field survey found only one relatively defined surface concentration of artifactual material
that appeared to be of historical origin, with the concentration generally delineated by the two
concrete pads that mark the previous location of an historical barn (Fig. 58). Observed within this
area were 103 pieces of rusted metal and wire, 237 rusted nails of various sizes, 12 rusted hinges
of various design, portions of two rusted pans, +189 clear glass fragments, and several piles of
wood that appeared to be construction debris. Unfortunately, within the same delineated area
were mass amounts of contemporary debris, primarily contemporary automotive, landscaping,
and construction materials.
A representative sample of surface cultural resources from this concentration was collected for
analysis. Included were 36 nails, 7 clear glass bottle fragments, 4 hinges, 1 bracket, and 1 handle
from an aluminum cup. At least one sample of every type of nail observed was collected with the
total sample reflecting the approximate percentage distribution of all observed. Although the
presence of rusted metal, nails, and old lumber in the place a barn had previously existed
suggested that these were historical artifacts, this could not be verified because the construction
materials were not temporally diagnostic. All nails were so badly rusted that it was not even
possible to determine whether they were machine cut or wire nails. However, since neither
“modern” machine cut nails nor wire nails manufactured after the 1840’s – 1850’s are readily
distinguishable from those manufactured today, the historicity of these artifacts could not be
verified even if they were not totally rust encrusted (Nelson, 7).

Based on identifiable

characteristics (length and head) it was possible to determine the types of carpentry the nails
were used for, although this is essentially irrelevant since neither the age nor provenance of the
nails could be established. The following summarizes the types of nail, number of each type
represented in the sample, and the common use for the nail.
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Figure 58: Views of the surface cultural resources concentration.
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Summary of Collected Nails
Type (Length)
2d
4d
6d
8d
9d
10d
16d
20d
30d
50d

(1”)
(1½”)
(2”)
(2½ “)
(2¾”)
(3”)
(3½”)
(4”)
(4½”)
(5½”)

Quantity in Sample
1
3
7
17
3
7
11
2
2
1

Common Use
?
Door & window stops
Plywood, bevel siding, trim
Roof & wall sheathing, plywood
Drop siding
Toe nailing studs, joists, framing
Framing, 2” thick stock, spiking
Framing, 2” thick stock
?
3” thick stock

The same problem existed with analysis of the bracket and hinges as with nails in that the
manufacture and design of this hardware have changed little in the past 150 years and as such,
the collected artifacts are neither temporally nor functionally diagnostic.
Only two temporally diagnostic artifacts were recovered from the surface concentration of
cultural resources. Both artifacts were clear glass bottle bases, one manufactured by Hazel-Atlas
Glass Co, from 1920-1964 and the other manufactured by Anchor Hocking from 1938 to the
present. Consequently, while it is possible that both represent the historical period of occupation
by the Bailey family it is equally possible that these artifacts are of contemporary origin.
Subsurface Testing
To determine whether site 33-16712 contained a subsurface cultural component, a series of 55
shovel tests, each with a 2’ diameter, were manually excavated within the project area, with the
majority focused on obvious areas of occupation and the remainder randomly placed (Fig. 59).
Each shovel test was excavated to an average depth of 2’ with all excavated soil screened through
1/8” mesh. Evidence of a potential subsurface deposit was not revealed despite the fact that
many of the tests were placed in areas described as locations where trash was burned and the
ashes dumped. In addition, several tests were placed in an area described by Sandy La Fon as the
previous location of an outhouse; another outhouse location appears to be under the automotive
shop building constructed in the 1970s. There are two possible reasons for the lack of a subsurface
cultural component of the Bailey farmstead. Of primary importance is that according to
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Figure 59: Locations of subsurface testing.
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informants, the Bailey family did not dump or bury their trash, but instead, placed it in metal
barrels or drums, burned it, and then spread the ashes over the farmland. This was apparently a
common practice throughout the Menifee Valley farming community, considered a sanitary way
to discard debris that did not waste valuable farmland, and at the same time, provided a type of
soil amendment. During the early years of the Johansen family’s occupation, they also burned
trash in metal drums, dumping the ashes next to the well. The second reason for a lack of a
subsurface cultural component is that during the historical period there was little waste and by all
accounts, this was particularly true of the Baileys. Materials were not simply discarded and easily
replaced, but recycled many times over until finally becoming worthless as a result of their
extended use. Consequently, large deposits of expendable resources simply do not exist because
nothing was expendable. It is likely that only the outhouse deposits, should they eventually be
found, will yield tangible subsurface evidence of life during the historical period of the Bailey
Farmstead.
In addition to the 55 shovel tests scattered throughout site 33-16712, the interior of the Rock
Oven situated near the concrete slabs was excavated. When fieldwork first commenced, this
feature was underneath a large pile of trash and was not visible until the site was cleared. Soil
and debris filled the interior and only two walls remain in place; broken wall sections are scattered
throughout the surrounding area. After removing debris, the soil inside the feature was handexcavated in arbitrary 10-centimeter levels to the floor, which is approximately 12” below the
ground surface. The structure measures 4’8” E/W by 6’ N/S and the walls rise 21” above the
poured concrete foundation; the north and south walls are each 7½” thick, while the east wall is
12” thick and the west wall measures 13”. Excavation revealed that the walls were constructed
by first building a wooden form into which rocks of various sizes were placed and then concrete
was poured into the form to fill spaces between and around the rocks; a convex plaster cap was
then placed on top of the walls. An 8” clay pipe was set into the base of the north wall and a 7¼”
diameter opening extends from the pipe, up through the wall, ending in a circular vent in the
plaster wall cap. Two iron pipes, each with a 2¾” diameter, extend from the east wall to the west
wall at the same level as top of the foundation, with their ends set into the concrete of the walls;
the pipes may have been used to stabilize the structure. The construction of this feature is similar
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to the water heater and it may be that it too had a function other than an oven. Since the interior
walls show no evidence of fire or smoke, the only charcoal (9 pieces) was from a partial burn of
the wooden form, and no ash was present in the excavated soil, the premise that the feature was
not an oven, at least not a functional oven, is supported.
Excavation revealed the presence of a roll of barbed wire embedded in the floor (Fig. 60). The
barbed wire was identified as Glidden’s Barb, Common Variation, which is a two-strand wire with
two-point wire barb; it is a variation of Patent 157124 awarded to Joseph F. Glidden of DeKalb
Illinois on November 24, 1874. This is one of the most common types of barbed wire with use
through much of the 19th and 20th centuries. Additional artifacts included three small scraps of
red and white striped knit fabric, two rusted 6d nails, and two fragments of unidentified and
unburned animal bones, one of which evidences butcher marks. None of these artifacts were
temporally diagnostic and since they were all recovered from the upper 10 centimeters of the
excavated soil, it is probable that they represent a surface deposit that perhaps migrated down
from the large pile of trash that had covered the structure. The relevance of the barbed wire in
the floor of the structure is unknown.

Figure 60: Barbed wire embedded in floor of concrete and rock feature.
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Surface Collection, Subsurface Testing, and Artifact Analysis (2019)
Although the entire area in and around the Baily Farmstead compound was subject to intense
scrutiny during the current field survey, no cultural resources representing the historical period
were observed. Interestingly, the broadcast sower still exists, probably because the tree growth
encompassing it was so dense that vandals had not noticed it. This appears to be changing as
recent attempts to free it are obvious (Fig. 61). It appears to be in similar condition as it was 12
years ago, but it is difficult to examine without cutting the tree down. As such, this farm implement
has maintained its historical integrity and as recommended, it should be removed from the
confines of the tree as soon as possible and placed in storage pending its integration into
landscape or hardscape of The Junction at Menifee Valley.

Figure 61: Current condition of the broadcast sower and tree growth.
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Fieldwork: Milling Feature Site 33-28615
During the field surveys of the northern half of the subject property conducted in 2018 and
2019, special attention had been given to the many granitic bedrock outcrops scattered
throughout the area. Many of the outcrops are in clusters and have apparently been used as
collection points for various types of debris, as well as mounds of dirt, fieldstone, and dead
vegetation when clearing the fields to facilitate agricultural operations. Abundant indications of
recent sheep grazing and herding activities were evident and had resulted in a number of
previously buried outcrops being partially uncovered. After manually clearing these areas, four
loci of bedrock milling features were discovered. Due to their proximity to each other they were
recorded as a single archaeological site.
Three of the loci are in a relatively linear alignment, while one is immediately north of the
northern property boundary (Fig. 62). Each site locus was comprised exclusively of milling slicks
on a single granitic bedrock outcrop, with neither surface artifacts nor soil discoloration indicative
of a subsurface cultural deposit observed (Fig. 63). The slicks at Loci 1, 2, and 4 evidenced very
limited wear, were irregular, discontinuous, and exfoliating. Milling slicks at Locus 3 showed
considerably more wear and had at least minimal polish, although they were generally irregular
and discontinuous, as well.
In general, this bedrock milling feature site conforms to the same pattern as those recorded
within a one-mile radius of the subject property, as discussed in the Research Results section of
this report. Loci 1 and 2 have only a single slick each, Locus 4 has two slicks, and Locus 3 has four,
thus inferring use by individuals or a small group. All of the slicks show only minimal wear,
indicating a limited period of usage. The lack of associated cultural resources indicates that this
was a special-use site, used exclusively for plant food processing, instead of for a long-term
habitation site. Sites such as this are ubiquitous throughout Riverside County, with tens of
thousands of such features having been recorded. The bedrock outcrops are located in the street
and parking areas of the proposed Senior housing section of The Junction at Menifee Valley and
will thus be adversely impacted by development (Fig. 64). Infrastructure and grading requirements
preclude relocation or preservation as viable options for the site loci.
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CONFIDENTIAL PHOTOGRAPH REMOVED

Figure 62: Aerial view of site 33-28615 loci within with subject property.
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Locus 1

Locus 2

Locus 3

Locus 4

Figure 63: Milling feature loci and panoramic view of site 33-28615
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Figure 64: Location of milling feature loci within The Junction at Menifee Valley.
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SIGNIFICANCE
Bailey Farmstead (33-16712)
Evaluations for site significance are typically made with respect to eligibility criteria for
nomination to the National Register of Historic Places. Since this measure of significance has come
to be the determining factor in whether or not a particular site warrants consideration by the
federal government in federally funded projects, state and local governments often use it to
assess sites, as well. The State of California has established its own criteria, as set forth in the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). Since this is the principal statute utilized by the
County of Riverside, who had jurisdiction at the time, in processing The Junction at Menifee Valley,
the historical resources comprising the Bailey Farmstead Site (33-16712) were analyzed
accordingly in the 2007 Phase II Historical Resources Investigation. Based on data compiled from
all research, it was determined that the Bailey Farmstead site itself would be considered a
significant historical resource eligible for listing on the California Register under Criteria 2 and 3.
At the time, although the buildings, structures, and features comprising the site were in a state of
disrepair, they had maintained sufficient historical integrity to conform to California Register
requirements.
In the 12 years since the original Phase II Historical Resources Investigation was conducted, the
City of Menifee incorporated and assumed jurisdiction over The Junction at Menifee Valley
project. Since the Bailey Farmstead was originally evaluated under CEQA and that is the principal
statute utilized by the City, it was the intention of the current Updated Phase II Historical
Resources Investigation to simply update the findings based on a California Register criteria.
However, since the original study was completed, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers assumed
partial jurisdiction over the project due to the presence of a blueline stream on the property and
required that the cultural resources within the project boundaries be evaluated according to
National Register of Historic Places criteria. The California Register criteria are virtually identical
to those of the National Register, since the former was patterned on the latter. However,
evaluation under National Register criteria is significantly more detailed and must adhere to a
somewhat different, more rigorous, standard of what determines historical significance since it
must apply to the entire country instead of just a single state. In the interest of creating a
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comprehensive, all-inclusive report on cultural resources located within the boundaries of The
Junction at Menifee Valley, the National Register evaluation conducted for the Bailey Farmstead
and milling feature site was primarily used for determining significance in this report despite the
fact that the principal statutes used by the City of Menifee are CEQA and the California Register.
All of the information contained within the National Register evaluation was also used in the
CEQA/California Register evaluation conducted for the current Phase II study, so to include the
full text of each evaluation was considered redundant. Instead, the more general California
Register evaluation has been integrated into the more specific National Register evaluation for
significance. For clarity, the four California Register criteria for determining significance (in italics)
were included with those of the National Register to illustrate their similarity and the resultant
applicability of the more detailed evaluation.
The National Register’s standard for evaluating significance of properties was developed to
recognize the accomplishments of all peoples who have made significant contribution to our
country’s history and heritage. The criteria are designed to guide State and local governments,
Federal agencies, and others in evaluating potential entries in the National Register of Historic
Places. 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, and:
A. That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of our history; or
(1. It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the United
States; or)
B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
(2. It is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national
history; or)
C. That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic
values, or that represent a significant and distinguishable entity whose components
may lack individual distinction; or
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(3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of type, period, region, or method of
construction, or represents the work of a master or possesses high artistic values; or)
D. That have yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.
(4. It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory
of the local area, California, or the nations).
For a property to qualify for the National Register of Historic Places, it must meet at least one
of the above criteria by being associated with an important historic context and retain historic
integrity of those features necessary to convey its significance. Standards such as those of the
National Register were established with the recognition that not every property of a certain age
is necessarily significant and what is significant can only be determined by the integrity of the
resources and by the historic context in which the property exists. Despite the existence of the
above eligibility criteria and similar guidelines for assessing archaeological or historical
significance found in other legislation, the determination of significance remains a somewhat
subjective, and often difficult, endeavor. This is primarily due to conflicting perceptions of
“important” or “distinctive” or “contributing,” but also because it is not always easy to remain
objective when considering the past.
A similar problem arises in evaluating historic integrity, which is the ability of a property to
convey its significance. The evaluation of integrity is sometimes a subject judgement, but it should
always be grounded in an understanding of a property’s physical characteristics and how they
relate to its significance. To retain historic integrity a property must always possess several, and
usually most, of the aspects. The retention of specific aspects of integrity is paramount for a
property to convey its significance. Determining which of these aspects are most important to a
particular property requires knowing why, when, where, and when the property is significant.
Based on research conducted for the Bailey Farmstead in the original 2007 Phase II Historical
Resources Investigation, it was determined that the Bailey Farmstead was eligible for listing on
the California Register of Historical Resources under Criteria 2 and 3. The current Updated Phase
II Historical Resources Investigation evaluated the site for historical context and integrity
according to both National Register and California Register criteria and found that the Bailey
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Farmstead (site 33-16712) would not be eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places. Theoretically, it would still be eligible for listing as locally significant on the California
Register of Historical Resources under Criteria 2 and 3 when considering its historic context.
However, historical resources eligible for listing on the California Register must not only meet one
of the four criteria of significance, but must have retained enough of their historic character or
appearance to be recognizable as historical resources and to convey the reasons for their
significance. As a result of several factors, the Bailey Farmstead has not retained any integrity and
as such, would not be eligible for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources. The
significance determinations for the National Register and California Register evaluation of the
Bailey Farmstead were made for the following reasons.
HISTORIC CONTEXT
The National Register of Historic Places includes significant properties, classified as buildings,
sites, districts, structures, or objects. Small groups of properties are listed under a single category,
using the primary resource. In the case of the Bailey Farmstead, the primary resource is the
farmhouse (building). Buildings eligible for the National Register must include all their basic
structural elements. If a building has lost any of its basic structural elements, it is usually
considered a “ruin” and is categorized as a site. Thus, for purposes of National Register evaluation,
the Bailey Farmstead was categorized as a site. The primary resource, the farmhouse, is in a state
of advanced deterioration, with most basic structural elements having been removed and the
building in a state of collapse; clearly a “ruin.” All of the other associated buildings and structures
within the site are in a similar state of decline. The significance of a historic property can only be
judged and explained when it is evaluated within its historic context. Historic contexts are those
patterns or trends in history by which a specific occurrence, property or site is understood and its
meaning (and ultimately, its significance) within history is made clear. In order to decide whether
a property is significant within its historic context, five things must be determined:
1. The facet of history of the local area, State, or nation that the property represents;
2. Whether that facet of history is significant;
3. Whether it is a type of property that has relevance and importance in illustrating the
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historic context;
4. How the property illustrates the history;
5. Whether the property possesses the physical features necessary to convey the aspect
of history with which it is associated.
A theme is a means of organizing properties into coherent patterns based on elements such as
environment, social/ethnic groups, transportation networks, technology, or political
developments that have influenced the development of an area during one or more periods of
history. A theme is considered significant if it can be demonstrated, through scholarly research,
to be important in American history. In evaluating the Bailey Farmstead, it was determined that
the operative theme was agriculture, specifically, “Early 20th Century Farming Era in Menifee
Valley.” Farming in the Menifee Valley began in the 1880s and has continued in some areas to
today, but in general, the Farming Era extends from 1880 to 1960, when as the result of the nearby
Sun City development, urbanization of the area began in earnest. The period in which the Bailey
family occupied the farmstead did not begin until 1917, though it continued for the next 50 years.
This period represents neither the earliest nor latest period of the Farming Era, but instead, a
place in the middle where farming had already been established in the Menifee Valley, but had
not yet ended. Relatively little scholarly research has been done in the Menifee Valley, but it is
doubtful that this theme would be considered significant in American history. Arguably, this
period is important to the local history of Menifee Valley in that it represents a period of increase
in population and agriculture to this relatively isolated area of Riverside County.
The Bailey Farmstead is the type of property that has relevance and importance in illustrating
the historic context of “Early 20th Century Farming Era in Menifee Valley.” The farmhouse
represents the rather piecemeal expansion of residences to accommodate growing families that
was common in this region, the types, siting, and construction of associated buildings were also
common in this region of relative isolation and few resources. The typical farming property in the
Menifee Valley was dynamic, changing when necessary and using what resources were available
to cobble together buildings and structures that were never assumed to be permanent. The Baily
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Farmstead is all of this, representing a typical rural farming community in early 20th century
Menifee Valley and actually, in the surrounding communities in western Riverside County.
Finally, the Bailey Farmstead does not possess the physical features necessary to convey the
aspect of history with which it is associated. The farmhouse and all associated buildings and
structures of the site have had most representative physical features necessary to convey the
history with which the farmstead if associated removed. Looters have stripped identifying
features such a rockwork, doors, windows, hardware, and even parts of walls, floors, and roofs
from the site buildings and structures. The barn, a portion of the farmhouse, and a small playhouse
have collapsed. As such, the site simply looks like the ruins of a farmstead, but with no discernible
association to any particular period of time or theme.
Historic contexts are found at a variety of geographical levels or scales. A local historic context
represents an aspect of the history of a town, city, county, cultural area, or region or any portions
thereof. It is defined by the importance of the property in relation to a particular place and time
in history. In the case of the Bailey Farmstead, its importance relates only to the early 20th century
in the Menifee Valley, so it would be considered to have local significance. It does not have
significance on a State or national level because it does not represent an aspect of history of the
State of California or the United States as a whole or have an association with properties that are
of State or national significance.
The National Register Criteria recognize different types of values embodied in districts, sites,
buildings, structures, and objects. These values fall into the following categories:
Associative value (Criteria A and B): Properties significant for their association or linkage
to Events (Criterion A) or persons (Criterion B).
Design or Construction value
(Criterion C): Properties significant in representing manmade expressions of
culture or technology
Information value
(Criterion D): Properties significant for their ability to yield important
information about history or prehistory
Criterion A: The Bailey Farmstead site would not be eligible for listing on the National Register
under Criterion A in that it was not associated with events that have made a significant
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contribution to the broad patterns of American history. It was simply a farm, like hundreds of
others in the Menifee Valley and western Riverside County region. For 50 years, beginning in 1917,
Charley Bailey dry-farmed and ran cattle, but while that is representative of the theme of historic
context, it was not a significant activity or event. Further, the farmstead has not retained its
historic integrity, an important element in determining significance under Criterion A.
Criterion B: The Bailey Farmstead site is associated with the lives of persons significant to our past
on a local level, but not on a state or national level. The farmstead was occupied by the Bailey
family for over 50 years and while Charley and Laura Bailey were not among the earliest settlers
of the Menifee Valley, they were arguably the most influential during that period of time,
representing the true cooperative spirit of an early 20th century rural farming community. The
Baileys were the first to welcome newcomers to the community, kept their home open to friends
and family at all times, and in addition to dry-farming and raising cattle, Charley Bailey provided
water-witching, calving, and animal medicine services to his neighbors. Charley Bailey, in
particular, served as an important link in the Menifee Valley farming community chain, offering
support and strength at a time when members of the community depended on each other for
survival. In some ways, every one of the early settlers was important to local history because each
played an integral part in the development and survival of the region. Without a town settlement
or urban amenities, neighbors depended on each other, especially in the often harsh and
unforgiving world of farming. But the Bailey family arguably more than others personified this
spirit of sharing and as evidence of their commitment to the community, donated the land for the
first Menifee Rural Center so that the Menifee Valley community would have a central place to
gather. Since the farmstead was associated with a family important to local history, the Bailey
Farmstead would clearly be deemed a significant historic resource on a local level, eligible for
listing on the California Register of Historical Resources. However, the importance of the Bailey
family is limited to the Menifee Valley during the early 20th century and that does not meet the
standards set by the National Register Criteria for significance under Criterion B.

Their

accomplishments may have been important in their small community, but recognizing that level
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of importance is not the intent of a finding of significance and eligibility for listing on the National
Register under this criterion
Criterion C: The Bailey Farmstead site does not represent the work of a master or possess high
artistic values. Instead, the buildings and structures collectively embody the distinctive
characteristics of small rural farming communities of the early 20th century. In the Menifee Valley,
as well as on farmsteads throughout the country, utilitarian structures were pieced together with
whatever materials were available, expanded when necessary, and demolished when they no
longer served their intended purpose. Buildings were essentially recycled as the materials from
one demolished were used to build another. Specific need drove design and farmstead buildings
rarely could be identified as representative of a particular architectural style or period, instead
they are vaguely described as “vernacular.” The buildings and structures found on the Bailey
Farmstead are all of these things; it is not so much that they are unique, but rather, that they are
not. Though subsequently occupied by the Johansen family for 40 years, the Bailey Farmstead
remained remarkably unchanged, providing valuable insight into defining a rural lifestyle that is
rapidly disappearing. It is clear, as stipulated in Criterion C of the National Register, that the Bailey
Farmstead embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction,
as well as a significant and distinguishable entity whose components may lack individual
distinction. However, the intent of the National Register is not to include every property that
possesses these characteristics; they must have significance at a more demanding level. Instead,
it is more appropriate to include the Bailey Farmstead as a locally significant property on the
California Register of Historical Resources than on the National Register of Historic Places.
Criterion D: The Bailey Farmstead site does not have the potential to answer important research
questions about human history which can only be answered by the actual physical material of
cultural resources. The very characteristics that may have had the potential to address such
questions, such as how early 20th century farmers in the Menifee Valley successfully recycled and
repurposed materials to create functioning farms, have ultimately worked against the farmstead’s
preservation and towards its destruction, thus negating the significance of the site under Criterion
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D. The Bailey family’s use of recycled and previously discarded material in constructing the various
elements of the farmstead resulted in them being less than stable and not destined for
permanence. In other words, there is not much left that could be of potential informational value.
INTEGRITY
Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance. To be listed on either the National
Register of Historic Places or the California Register of Historical Resources, a property must not
only be shown to be significant under their respective criteria, but it must also have integrity.
Integrity is the authenticity of a historical resource’s physical identity evidenced by the survival of
characteristics that existed during the resource’s period of significance. Although often a
subjective judgement, to retain historic integrity a property will always possess several, and
usually most, of the seven necessary aspects: Location, Design, Setting, Materials, Workmanship,
Feeling, and Association. The Bailey Farmstead has retained its Location in that it remains in the
place where it was constructed, and its Setting, its original physical environment. It has retained
none of the additional five aspects of integrity, as illustrated by the numerous photographs in this
report. At the time of the original studies in 2007, the Bailey Farmstead site was in disrepair and
had a moderate level of deterioration, but most elements representing the historic context
remained. In the 12 years since, looters have managed to enter the fenced site and strip all
defining features from every building, structure, and feature. These include such things as original
chimney rockwork with an embedded metate, doors, windows, beams, flooring, roofing, and
walls. The entire workshop/equipment shed and playhouse have collapsed, as has half of the
farmhouse. As a result, the Bailey Farmstead has retained no historic integrity and has become
not only an attractive nuisance, but a dangerous one.
CONCLUSION
An evaluation of the Bailey Farmstead (33-16712) according to National Register of Historic
Places criteria determined that it is not eligible for listing as a significant historic resource because
it lacks an important historic context. The site is of local importance and would be eligible for
listing on the California Register of Historical Resources under Criteria 2 and 3. However, the Bailey
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Farmstead has no longer retained five of the seven requisite aspects of integrity. Since both
historic context and integrity must be present in order for a property to be eligible for listing on
either the National Register of Historic Places or the California Register of Historical Resources,
the Bailey Farmstead would be ineligible for listing on either register.
Milling Feature Site (33-28615)
The previously unrecorded prehistoric-era archaeological site discovered during the field
survey of the subject property was also evaluated for significance according to both National
Register of Historic Places and California Register of Historical Resources criteria for listing
eligibility. It is clear that archaeological site 33-28615 would not be deemed a significant
archaeological resource eligible for listing on either register as it does not meet any of the
stipulated eligibility criteria. While the site was associated with indigenous occupation of the
Menifee Valley, it was not associated with events that made a significant contribution to the
broad patterns of our history. This milling feature site was associated with food processing, which
was a daily practice that obviously contributed to the subsistence of indigenous populations, but
that does not speak to the essence of this National Register/California Register criterion. The
milling site was associated with Native Americans who resided in the Menifee Valley and their
presence was important to local history. However, the Menifee Valley is considered to be the
Traditional Use Area of both the Luiseño and Cahuilla Indians, so it is not possible to determine
exactly which used this site, and therefore, how it would be associated with the lives of persons
significant in our past.
The last two criteria are also not met by this site. Comprised of four granitic bedrock outcrops
containing a total of eight milling slicks, the site has neither associated surficial artifacts nor
evidence of a subsurface cultural resources deposit. There are only four slicks located on the three
outcrops actually located within the boundaries of The Junction at Menifee Valley and each
evidenced very minimal wear, was irregular, discontinuous, and exfoliating. This was a small
special-use site used for only a limited period of time by individuals or a small group, probably for
less than one season. There are literally tens of thousands of such features recorded throughout
Riverside County and little information can be gleaned from them beyond recordation of their
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existence. This bedrock milling site conforms to the same pattern of others located within a onemile radius in that all have a limited number of milling features that show only minimal wear,
indicating a limited period of usage with no associated cultural resources. As such, they are neither
distinctive nor do they have the potential to provide additional information relating to temporal
orientation, tribal affiliation, or specificity of use. Their importance lies in their existence and
contribution to an understanding of indigenous lifeways in the Menifee Valley. The recordation
accomplished by this report has provided documentation of both.
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RECOMMENDATIONS
The buildings, structures, and features comprising historical site 33-16712 will be adversely
impacted by the proposed multi-use development, The Junction at Menifee Valley. The 2007
Phase II Historical Resources Investigation conducted for this project determined that the site,
commonly referred to as the Bailey Farmstead, was determined significant under two criteria of
the California Register of Historical Places. Unfortunately, the very characteristics that made the
Bailey Farmstead a significant historical resource had ultimately worked against its preservation.
According to Charley and Laura Bailey’s granddaughter, Sandy La Fon, her grandparents’ life on
the farm was a poor one, but they did what they could to survive. Longtime residents of the
Menifee Valley described the Bailey family as being known for always having to piece things
together, for recycling materials, even those discarded by others. In 2007, despite a relatively
short existence, the buildings were in a state of disrepair and rapidly deteriorating, although their
historical integrity remained largely intact. Given the continuing deterioration of most of the
Bailey Farmstead buildings, structures, and features, preservation was not considered a viable
option. Since the farmstead itself, as opposed to individual buildings, was considered significant,
mitigation of the adverse impacts posed by development of The Junction at Menifee Valley was
mandated by CEQA. The 2007 study recommended several specific mitigation measures designed
to preserve the essence of the Bailey Farmstead, if not its actual physical elements. A number of
these recommended measures have already been implemented by the project sponsor.
Due to the fact that 12 years had passed since the original Phase II study, the City of Menifee
(now the Lead Agency) required an Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation to assess
the current condition of the Bailey Farmstead and determine whether the original mitigation
measures approved by the County of Riverside in 2007 were still appropriate. The Updated Phase
II Historical Resources Investigation found that not only had the deterioration of Bailey Farmstead
continued, but that every building, structure, and feature had been subjected to aggressive
vandalism, resulting in the loss of virtually every element that contributed to its historical
integrity. As such, the current Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation found that the
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site was no longer eligible for listing as a significant historical resource on the California Register
due to a lack of integrity. Further, it was determined that the site was not eligible for listing on the
National Register due to a lack of both historic context and integrity. The current condition of the
Bailey Farmstead buildings, which also lack structural integrity, led to a conclusion that not only
was preservation not viable, but that the continued existence of the buildings poses a dangerously
attractive nuisance and they should be demolished as soon as possible.
While the Bailey Farmstead may no longer be considered a significant historical resource
according to CEQA, preservation of all cultural resources is always preferred, even if they are not
significant. In this case, it is not possible to preserve this historical farmstead, but it is certainly
possible to preserve its essence and in doing so, preserve the memory of the Bailey family and
their farmstead, which ultimately represents the Farming Era in Menifee Valley.
Comprehensive documentation of the Bailey Farmstead, obtained through extensive
cartographic, archival, and informant research, as well as a field investigation that included
mapping, descriptive recordation, photo-documentation, measured drawings, and artifact
analysis, would generally be considered sufficient mitigation for adverse impacts resulting from
project development and these have all been completed as part of the 2007 and 2019 Phase II
studies. Mitigation measures are not currently mandated by CEQA since the Bailey Farmstead is
no longer considered a significant historical resource. However, in order to meet the goal of
preserving the essence of this historical farmstead, the following project-level standard conditions
of approval, as defined in the Cultural Resources Section of the Environmental Impact Report for
the City’s General Plan (EIR; pages 5.5 -16), are recommended:
1. Monitoring all building demolition and earthmoving activities within the Bailey
Farmstead compound, as described in this report, by a qualified archaeologist.
Informants noted the presence of two outhouses on the property that were torn
down and filled in many years ago, but neither deposit was located during the
subsurface testing. Monitoring would facilitate location and investigation of resources
contained within the deposits, which typically reflect the lives of the property
residents through time.
2. Monitoring of all earthmoving activities conducted on farmland surrounding the Bailey
Farmstead compound by a qualified archaeologist. In keeping with the predominant
method of debris disposal utilized by both the Bailey and Johansen families, tiny bits
of glass, ceramics, and metal are intermixed with the soil, primarily in the area between
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the Bailey Farmstead compound and Scott Road. While it is unlikely that in situ deposits
of historical debris remain, according to informants the Johansen family was also
known to bury their unburned debris in various locations around the perimeter of the
residential compound. Grading monitoring will ensure that any remaining deposits can
be found and evaluated.
3. If possible, utilization of a demolition method that provides at least temporary access
to the Bailey House root cellar. Informants stated that the Bailey family stored a
variety of food stuffs in the cellar and it was also used as a storage facility. Due to the
unstable and unsafe condition of the Bailey House it was not possible to enter the root
cellar for investigational purposes.
4. Preservation of the water heater, the rock chimney/fireplace, and the section of rock
wall that contains the builder’s name and date of construction, as well as the initials of
Charley and Laura Bailey. If possible, the broadcast sower should also be salvaged and
preserved. While the metate that had previously been embedded in the rock chimney
has been stolen by vandals, the remaining feature represents Charley Bailey’s use of
locally-sourced materials in the building of his house and as such, deserve to be
preserved as a reminder of the creativity of early settlers in the Menifee Valley in
making use of whatever they could find. The water heater is a unique structure that
offers an intriguing and humorous glimpse into rural life during the early years of the
20th century and at the same time, could be considered folk art for its many
embellishments; it represents a true melding of utility and art. Both the water heater
and inscribed rock wall offer a tangible record of their builders and owners, while the
sower that was used until it fell apart, symbolizes the effort and difficulties of the
farming in the Menifee Valley. Due to ongoing vandalism that critically damaged the
water heater, it is further recommended that the structures and artifact be removed
from the subject property immediately and safely stored until project development.
5. Integration of the aforementioned structures and artifact into the project landscape
and/or hardscape design of The Junction at Menifee Valley with each accompanied by
a descriptive, informative plaque. The current site design, with meandering pathways,
benches, and numerous planters, offers an ideal setting for the water heater, rock
chimney, rock wall section, and broadcast sower. Placement of the historical features
and informative plaques throughout the project presents an opportunity to create an
educational memorial of past land use that at the same time increases the project’s
signature and ambiance. The inclusion of these historical resources will actually
benefit The Junction at Menifee Valley in that patrons will be enticed to linger, viewing
the commercial center as more than just a place to buy, but also a place to learn. As
shown in the Artist Rendering found in Appendix IV, the project sponsor has already
complied admirably with this recommendation.
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6. Incorporation of architectural elements representative of the Menifee Valley Farming
Era in the entry statement and buildings. As evident in the Artist Rendering of The
Junction at Menifee Valley found in Appendix IV, the project sponsor has already
successfully complied with this recommendation. The project design includes such
elements as simulated wood siding, wood louvers, metal trellises, corrugated metal
roofs, a clock tower, and water feature, all intended to evoke the historical essence of
place.
7. The previously unrecorded milling feature site 33-28615, discovered during the current
study, was not considered significant under either the California Register or the
National Register, and would therefore not warrant mitigation measures. However, it
is recommended that as a project -level condition of approval, the City of Menifee
require the monitoring of all earthmoving activities associated with development of
the Senior housing element of The Junction at Menifee valley, which encompasses
approximately +28.0 acres in the northwestern corner of The Junction at Menifee
Valley. Monitoring should be conducted by a qualified archaeologist and a professional
Tribal monitor. A Cultural Resources Monitoring Plan and monitoring agreements with
the archaeologist and appropriate Tribe should be submitted prior to issuance of a
grading permit. A Phase IV Monitoring Report should be required prior to final grading
clearance.

CONSULTANT CERTIFICATION
The undersigned certifies that the attached report is a true and accurate description of the results
of the Updated Phase II Historical Resources Investigation herein.

01/24/2020 (revised)
Jean A. Keller, Ph.D.
Cultural Resources Consultant
Register No. 232

Date
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Property Name:The Junction at Menifee Valley
Page __1___ of __1___

October 2019
In the 12 years since the original Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of the Bailey
Farmstead, every building, structure, and feature has deteriorated to the point that all are mere shells,
with every defining architectural element having been removed by “pickers.” The playhouse has
completely collapsed into a pile of rubble, most of the automotive barn has collapsed, and the Bailey
House is on the verge of collapse. These buildings in particular, but actually all the other remaining
buildings and structures, constitute a dangerously attractive nuisance as trespassers continue to come
onto the property to scavenge everything from siding, to windows, to root cellar contents that are part
of an urban legend about the Bailey House, and even roof joists. The current Updated Phase II
Historical Resources Investigation determined that due to the continuing deterioration of all Bailey
farmstead buildings, they lack both structural and historical integrity and in fact, should be
demolished as soon as possible before an unfortunate accident occurs during illegal scavenging and
deconstruction activities.
•

Comprehensive details regarding the original and current condition of every component of the
Bailey Farmstead (33-016712) can be found in the Updated Phase II Historical Resources
Investigation report on file at the Eastern Information Center.
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Date
*Resource Name or #: Bailey 1

P1. Other Identifier:
*P2. Location:  Not for Publication x Unrestricted
*a. County: Riverside
and (P2b and P2c or P2d. Attach a Location Map as necessary.)
*b. USGS 7.5' Quad: Romoland Date: 1953/photorevised 1979 T.6s R.3w; SW ¼ of SE ¼ of of Sec 15 ; S.B.B.M.
c. Address: 27984 Scott Road
City: Menifee
Zip: 92584
d. UTM: Zone: 11; mE/ mN
e. Other Locational Data: (e.g., parcel #, directions to resource, elevation, etc., as appropriate) Elevation:
Located 0.4 mile west of Antelope Road and 250’ north of Scott Road.

*P3a. Description: (Describe resource and its major elements. Include design, materials, condition, alterations, size, setting, and boundaries)

Existing farm with numerous structures, most of which are of contemporary origin. Historical resources include a house &
garage constructed in 1917, two pre-1953 concrete slabs with an associated outdoor oven, a water tank and associated
building of unknown age (probably c. 1917), an outdoor oven built in 1939, and a rock wall built in 1948. Property commonly
referred to as the “Bailey Farm” after family whose occupation lasted from 1917 to 1968. Subsequent ownership by the
Johanson family extended from 1968 to 2006. See Continuation Sheet for resource descriptions.

*P3b. Resource Attributes: (List attributes and codes) HP2: Single family property; HP33: Farm/ranch;AH2: Foundations/structure
pads; AH5: Wells/cisterns
*P4. Resources Present:
x Building
x Structure Object x Site District Element of District Other (Isolates, etc.)
P5a. Photo or Drawing (Photo required for buildings, structures, and objects.)

P5b. Description of Photo: (View,
date, accession #)

Southeastern perspective of the
Bailey House, 10-15-2007
*P6. Date Constructed/Age and
Sources: x Historic □Prehistoric
Both

Riverside
County
Assessor’s
records give date of construction
for house & garage of 1917; dates
for water tank & associated
structure
are
inferred.
Cartigraphic evidence for concrete
slabs is pre-1953 construction.
Dates for rock wall & outdoor
oven were carved into concrete of
these features, 1948 and 1939
respectively.

*P7. Owner and Address: Private
*P8. Recorded by: (Name, affiliation, and address) Jean A. Keller, Ph.D.

Cultural Resources Consultant
1042 N. El Camino Real, Suite B-244
Encinitas, CA 92024

*P9. Date Recorded: October 15, 2007
*P10. Survey Type: (Describe) Phase II Historical Resources Investigation
*P11. Report Citation: (Cite survey report and other sources, or enter "none.")

“A Phase II Historical Resources Investigation of the Bailey Farm, Located within the Boundaries of Plot Plan 22279, in the
Menifee Valley, Riverside County, California”

*Attachments: NONE x Location Map x Sketch Map x Continuation Sheet Building, Structure, and Object Record
Archaeological Record District Record Linear Feature Record Milling Station Record Rock Art Record
Artifact Record Photograph Record  Other (List):
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*Map Name: USGS Romoland., California *Scale: 1:24,000’
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*Resource Name or #: Bailey 1
*Date of Map: 1953 / photorevised 1979
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State of California  The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

Primary # 33-016712
HRI#

SKETCH MAP

Trinomial
*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder) Bailey1
*Date: 11-13-2007
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*Drawn By: John Johnson

NOTE: Include bar scale and north arrow.
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*Resource Name or # (Assigned by recorder) Bailey 1
*Date: 11-13-2007
x Continuation
 Update

*Recorded by: Jean Keller

“Bailey House”: structure encompassing 1140 sq. ft. which appears to have been built in 2 phases, although this may simply reflect the
vernacular design. Eastern half of structure, which includes the living room, family/dining room, & kitchen has cross-gabled steep pitch roof,
while the western half containing 3 bedrooms and a bathroom has a shed roof. Cross-gabled roof is covered by coarsed plain wood shingles
with metal valley flashing; shed roof is coverd by various colors of composition sheeting & corrugated metal panels (CMPs). Wall cladding of
the wood frame structure is relatively rough cast plaster over chicken wire, tar paper, and paper insultation; the house is painted pale green.
An exterior gable wall chimney is constructed of locally available rock with a well-worn basin metate inserted into the middle as a decorative
element. All windows have wood frames painted red and include double-hung, fixed frame, and multi-pane lites. No evidence that the fixed
frame windows ever contained glass, appear to have been covered only by exterior screens. A summer kitchen situated within a partially
enclosed north wall porch contains an ice box, storage cabinet, and floor access to the root cellar. This structurally unstable building is in
exceptionally poor condition, with roof, floors, & walls all in a state of active collapse.
Rock Wall: A wall constructed of locally available rock was built to the east and north of the house, creating a patio area, in 1948.
The eastern section measures 90’ and the northern section measures 15’9”; a concrete extension to the northern wall was added at some
time after 1968. The wall varies in height from 12” to 14” and in width from 11” to 15”. Six pillars, each of which is 4’8 ½” high, delineate wall
sections and entry points. The year of construction, as well as the initials of Charley and Laura E. Bailey are carved in the concrete wall cap.
Tankhouse & Associated Structure: A two-story tankhouse and an associated building of unknown function are located to north of house. The
tankhouse is 20’ tall, with the base measuring 13’ 2” and the enclosed tank platform measuring 6’ 10”. Wall cladding of the wood frame base is
very thin plaster over chicken wire; in many areas the plaster was so thin (less than 3/8”) that it did not succeed in covering the chicken wire.
Encompassing 60 sq. ft, the unfinished interior of the tankhouse base serves as a laundry room, with both washer and dryer hook-ups. The
enclosed tank platform above the base is clad in wood lath laid in a diagonal pattern and has a roof constructed of CMP over wood boards of
various sizes. A concrete-lined well is situated at the western base of the tankhouse and at one time, a windmill was anchored atop the well;
neither the holding tank nor the windmill currently exist. This structure is also in extremely poor condition, with significant insect damage and
rot.
A small building whose original function is unknown is located adjacent to the south of the tankhouse. An informant whose family
purchased the property from the Baileys in 1968 stated that this building was always used as a playhouse for the children, but its location in
relation to the tankhouse suggests that its original purpose was in some way connected to the well and water tank. The structure was built on
a two-unit linear plan measuring 6’11’ wide by 14’5” long. At its highest point (ground to gable) the exterior elevation is 8’ 3”, while the side
walls are only 5’ 5 ½ “ high. The front-gabled, normal pitch roof is primarily covered with coursed plain wood shingles, with several areas
patched with showing red composition sheeting. Wall cladding is tar paper and chicken wire covered by a very thin plaster coat that
frequently is too thin to adequately cover either the chicken wire or the tar paper. The interior finish is wood scrap painted white and the
floor is unfinished 7 “ T & G. Interestingly, almost every wall of this structure is comprised of large windows, all of which were covered
exclusively by screens and none of which contained glass. The structure has neither electricity nor plumbing and is in the process of
collapsing.
Rock Oven : Adjacent to the east of the tankhouse is an outdoor oven, constructed of locally available rock and plaster, that measures 7’10”
wide, 5’ deep, and 3’11” high. The date of construction for this feature was October 14, 1939 and its makers were “What-a-Man” Oster and
“Gopher Joe” Swem…. This information, as well as pictures of a chicken and a devil, were carved into the concrete. Inserted in one half of the
oven (which is open) is a large cast iron cauldron, reportedly used by the Johansons for tanning & boiling pigs; the second half of the oven is
covered with a plaster cap and the use mechanism is uncertain. Since each half of the oven has its own plaster-covered chimney, it is assumed
that both were functional, but apparently used for different purposes as indicated by design differences.
Garage/Equipment Shed: Riverside Co. GIS records list a 400 sq. ft. garage with the same date of construction as the house. Cartographic
evidence indicates that the location of the historical garage is the same as an existing garage/equipment shed and yet the existing building
measures 1200 sq. f t.. It may be that this building replaced an earlier garage since the common footing and rafter system indicates singlephase construction. The existing structure is built on a three-unit linear plan measuring 24’ x 49’9”. The normal pitch side-gabled roof is
coverd with CMPs, some of which are fire-affected. Wall cladding of the south and west walls is comprised of two rows of CMPs with a vertical
orientation, while that of the north wall appears to be portions of an airplane skin that have been cut into various size pieces to create siding;
the east side of the structure is open. The southern one-third of the interior has unfinished walls with exposed wood framing, while the
northern two-thirds have been finished with painted 4’ x 10’ x 1/8” plywood panels. The concrete floor indicates two pours. A very rough
textured concrete floor is present in the southern portion of the building and this is apparently the original floor, the remainder probably had
only a dirt floor. At some time after 1968, Howard Johanson had the concrete poured in the remainder of the building, as well as extending it
4’ along the entire eastern side and a distance of 24’ from the northern end of the garage. Virtually all roof joists and trusses in the northern
two-thirds of the building have been replaced due to fire damage and it is probable that the new floor and interior wall finishes were
completed in conjunction with the rebuilding effort. The existing garage/equipment shed is in good condition.
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Concrete Slabs & Associated Rock Oven : Cartographic evidence indicates the presence of a pre-1953 structure in the location of
two existing concrete slabs. Both slabs are formed of poured concrete with a distinctive quartz aggregate which in many cases is
represented by large quartz crystals. The slabs have an exceptionally rough finish, appearing to have been raked before setting
occurred. Concrete for the western slab, which measures 9’7” x 14’8” and is approximately 4” thick, was poured over a bed of
large quartz rocks. Pieces of wood, most of which are 8” x 8” bridge timbers, are scattered in the vicinity of this slab, with
several pieces seemingly in situ and representing the remains of walls. Construction debris of both historical and contemporary
origin litters the site. A second slab is located 33’ NE of the first, measures 14’5” x 9’5”, was poured over a base of dirt and
large rocks, but is only 1” to 1 ½” thick. A rock and concrete foundation wall is located at the northwestern interior corner and
two 27” wide sections of 9” x 9” railroad tie are in step formation immediately adjacent to this feature. A rock oven similar in
construction to that previously discussed is located 3’6” SE of the SE corner of the concrete slab. Four 5/16” lag bolts are
embedded in a square pattern near the SE interior corner, rising 1” above the slab surface, but the function they served is
unknown. An abundance of contemporary debris covered much of the area around this slab and the rock oven.

Eastern perspective of the concrete slabs and portion of the rock oven.
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Northern perspective of tank house, associated structure, & rock oven

Northeastern perspective of the garage/equipment barn.
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Artist rendering of The Junction at Menifee Valley
Historic Features
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Exhibit 52 | Proposed Outdoor Fireplace

Exhibit 51 | Proposed Restoration of Water Heater

December 2018

This outdoor fireplace will be constructed from stones salvages from the Baily
house fireplace.

This water heater is a masonry structure that has been used for heating water for
the house, rendering fat for soap and other domestic uses. It will be dismantled
and rebuilt in the Historical Plaza using the original materials.

7. Create and install an historical exhibit on the interior walls of the
lower ( open) section of the recreated tank house. The exhibits
primary focus will be on appropriately mounted and protected
interpretive panels containing relevant images and text, although
representative artifacts may also be included in the exhibit.
Suggested interpretive panels include large photographs of the
Bailey farmstead and members of the Bailey family members,
accompanied by minimal text explaining the Bailey family story
and its place in Menifee Valley history. Consultation with the
Menifee Valley Historical Association and Bailey family members
will guide creation of the interpretive exhibit.

6. Use stones from the dismantled Bailey House stone chimney
to reconstruct and adapt it as an outdoor fireplace in the Site
Plaza gathering area. Should Bailey family members request
retention of a portion of the chimney stones, the original stones
may be supplemented with similar stones to complete fireplace
construction.

5. Use stones salvaged from the rock wall to build a version of the
historical wall/fence that will enclose or define the Site Plaza.
The section of rock wall inscribed with the name of the builder,
construction date, and family initials will be integrated into the
Site Plaza.

4. Reconstruct the rock water heater in the Site Plaza. With the
exception of the iron cauldron which was stolen by vandals,
original materials from the water heater will be used in the
reconstruction.

3. Recreate the tank house, using new materials, as the centerpiece
of the Site Plaza.

2. Develop a Site Plaza as public outdoor space that will incorporate
historical structures, offer an interpretive exhibit and descriptive
plaques depicting the historic Bailey farmstead, and serve as a
community gathering place, a target location for patrons of The
Junction at Menifee Valley. The Site Plaza will be enhanced by
benches, trees, and other attractive landscaping.

IX. HISTORICAL PLAZA

- Page 50 -

An historical exhibit will be created and installed on the interior walls of the lower section of the recreated tank house. The exhibit’s primary focus will be
on the interpretive panels containing relevant images and text, although representative artifacts may also be included in the exhibit. Consultation with the
Menifee Valley Historical Association and Baily family members will guide creation of the interpretive exhibit.

Exhibit 53 | Proposed Tank Tower

December 2018

IX. HISTORICAL PLAZA

8. Place descriptive plaques adjacent to the recreated tank house,
rock water heater, rock. fireplace, and inscribed rock wall. The
plaques will provide context for the reconstructed historical
elements of the Bailey farmstead and shall be made of attractive
durable material that will enhance the ambience of the Site Plaza.
Consultation with the Menifee Valley Historical Association and
Bailey family members will aid in the design of the descriptive
plaques.

As can be seen here and on the following pages, all of the mitigation
measures have been incorporated into The Junction at Menifee Valley.
The mitigation measure is indicated by the number in parenthesis i.e.
(1).

The building architecture (1) for The Junction will reflect a rural,
agrarian style, alluding to and incorporating architectural elements
representative of the Menifee Valley Farming Era. These include a
complementary blend of roof forms, window types, and colors and
materials reminiscent of but not directly imitating rural, farm-like
vernacular. Visual interest will be maintained throughout the project
by enhanced architectural detailing and facade articulation along all
building elevations.

The tank house (3) that held the farmstead water tank and was a
visual landmark for travelers through the once open farmland, will
be recreated using new materials and become an interpretive exhibit
on the history of the site (7), with Plaques at the following items
(8). The water heater ( 4), a masonry structure that had been used for
heating water for the house, rendering fat, and other domestic uses,
will be rebuilt using the original materials, as will a section of wall
(5) containing the name of the wall’s builder, date of construction
and the initials of Charley and Laura Bailey. The rocks salvaged from
the house chimney will be used to construct an outdoor fireplace
(6). All of these historic elements have been designed into a plaza
area that can serve as a community gathering place with outdoor
furniture including benches, chairs, tables as well as shade trees.

