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ABOUT THIS PLAN 

This installation-specific Environmental Management Plan (EMP) is based on the United States (U.S.) Air 
Force’s (USAF’s) standardized Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan (ICRMP) template. This 
Plan is not an exhaustive inventory of all cultural resource requirements and practices. External resources, 
including Air Force Instructions (AFIs); Air Force Manuals (AFMANs); USAF Playbooks; and federal, 
state, local, and permit requirements are referenced, where applicable.  

Certain sections of this ICRMP begin with standardized, USAF-wide “common text” language that 
addresses USAF and Department of Defense (DoD) policy and federal requirements. This common text 
language is restricted from editing to ensure that it remains standard throughout all plans. The designated 
Air Force Civil Engineer Center (AFCEC) Office of Primary Responsibility (OPR) with assistance from 
the AFCEC Office of Collateral Responsibility maintains and updates common text language as 
appropriate. 

Installation Supplement sections follow each of the USAF-wide common text sections. Installation 
Supplements sections contain installation-specific content to address state, local, and installation-specific 
requirements. Installation sections are unrestricted and are maintained and updated by AFCEC 
environmental Sections and/or installation personnel. Updates should be made only when there are unique 
requirements at an installation. They should not be used to reiterate standard USAF requirements, such as 
those found in AFIs or Department of Defense Instructions (DoDIs).   
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DOCUMENT CONTROL 

Standardized ICRMP Template  

In accordance with (IAW) the AFCEC Environmental Directorate Business Rule  08, EMP Review, Update, 
and Maintenance, the standard content in this ICRMP template is reviewed periodically, updated as 
appropriate, and approved by the Cultural Resources Subject Matter Expert (SME).  

This version of the template is current as of 09/24/2018 and supersedes the 2015 version.  

NOTE: Installations are not required to update their ICRMP Updates every time this template is updated. 
When it is time for an ICRMP, installations should refer to the eDASH EMP Repository to ensure they 
have the most current template. 

Installation ICRMP 

Record of Review – The ICRMP is updated annually, or more frequently, as changes to cultural resource 
management and protection practices occur, including those driven by changes in applicable regulations. 
Annual ICRMP updates are critical for effective cultural resource management, as they ensure that new 
information on historic properties, historic property surveys and evaluations, and findings of eligibility are 
added to the ICRMP as they become available. The ICRMP will be revised and approved at least every five 
years, or when there is a significant change to the mission or installation, IAW AFI 32-7065, Cultural 
Resources Management, and DoDI 4715.16, Cultural Resources Management. The Base Civil Engineer 
(BCE) level, at a minimum, will sign the five year/significant updates. The installation Cultural Resources 
Manager (CRM) or an AFCEC Branch or Section Cultural Resource Specialist (CRS) will update the Plan 
every year. ICRMPs should consider the effects of installation missions on cultural resources, the 
maintenance and upkeep of those resources, and compliance with National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA) Sections 306108, 306101-107, and 306109-114, and new survey and evaluation data. The CRM, 
the CRS, or the Branch specialist will send the ICRMP, or a summary of updates since the last approval, to 
the Civil Engineer (CE) squadron commander or comparable officer/civilian for review IAW DoDI 4716.16 
and AFI 32-7065. Annual reviews do not require BCE signature, but are captured in a memo to the BCE. 
Annual review procedures are outlined below: 

ICRMP Annual Review and Coordination 

Annual Requirements 

• Update data tables (minimum will include: resources, evaluations, locations, and references), 
including the Installation Profile 

• Update survey locations tables and maps. Always include surveyed acreage and survey 
boundaries, note the dates of the surveys, and cite the survey report on the map or in map legends 

• Add new Memoranda of Agreements (MOAs), Programmatic Agreements (PAs), Native 
American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) Comprehensive Agreements 
(CAs) and Plans of Action, and other signed agreements or understandings that drive work 
requirements 

• Summarize MOAs, PAs, NAGPRA CAs and Plans of Action, and other agreement or 
understanding documents in the Executive Summary and Work Plan 

• Add outline of new planning data, to include mission changes, construction, destruction, 
development, etc., that will drive NHPA Section 306108 and/or Environmental Impact Analysis 
Process (EIAP) reviews and consultations 
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Timing 

• Update period is at least annual 
• ICRMP may (and should) be updated continuously through the year 

Validation 

• The AFCEC CRS writes an Annual Update Memo to the installation briefly outlining annual 
changes and additions 

• Annual Update Memo included in the ICRMP 
• Update is complete when the AFCEC CRS’s Annual Update Memo is sent to the CRM for 

appropriate installation-level distribution. The annual review cycle is complete (and the ICRMP 
will show as “green” on all relevant eDASH dashboards) after the Memo is sent and all required 
metrics are updated in the Plans and Permits tool on eDASH 

Digital File Storage and Archiving 
• Current approved ICRMP PDF is kept on installation eDASH page 
• Current approved ICRMP Word and Excel files are kept in the EMP Repository 
• Installation will follow their installation’s approved file management plan (e.g. Air Force Records 

Management System [AFRMS]) for archiving older ICRMPs IAW with current USAF policy 
Annual ICRMP Review 

Date Review Participants Notes/Remarks ICRMP Update 
Recommended? (Yes or No) 
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ICRMP Approval (Signature Page) 

 

 

 

 

________________________________________ 

Base Commander 

 

 

 

________________________________________ 

CE Commander 

 

 

 

________________________________________ 

CRM  
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1.0 OVERVIEW AND SCOPE 

This ICRMP was developed to provide for effective management and protection of cultural resources. It 
summarizes the history and prehistory of the installation and reviews past historical and archaeological 
survey efforts. It outlines and assigns responsibilities for the management of cultural resources, discusses 
related concerns, and provides standard operating procedures (SOPs) that will help to manage or preserve 
the cultural resources of the installation within the context of the mission. The ICRMP is intended for use 
by all personnel involved in installation planning. AFI 32-7065 acts as the main driver for the ICRMP. The 
Cultural Resources Management Playbook serves as supplemental guidance to this Plan. 

1.1 Executive Summary 

This report was prepared as an update for the 2011 Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan, 
March Air Reserve Base (March ARB), Riverside County, California, IAW the revised guidelines put forth 
in AFI 32-7065. The ICRMP serves as a critical planning tool that integrates stewardship of cultural 
resources with the effective and efficient management of March ARB in support of the base mission. This 
report is divided into fourteen sections and identifies key cultural resources management issues affecting 
March ARB and instructs March ARB personnel in identifying and managing all cultural resources, defined 
as archaeological, architectural, and Native American resources, in conjunction with overall management 
of the base. In addition, this ICRMP delineates targeted compliance actions and SOPs that fulfill USAF 
requirements under applicable statutes and regulations pertaining to cultural resources.  

Appendixes follow the main body of this report and include inventory tables, PAs, and other important 
information. Volume II of this ICRMP contains Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 523 Series 
forms documenting the results of a full architectural history survey completed as part of this ICRMP.  

1.1.1 Summary of Major Points 

March ARB currently occupies 2,385 acres in Riverside County, California.1 The current March ARB is a 
portion of the former March Air Force Base (AFB), which was selected for realignment as part of the Base 
Realignment and Closure (BRAC) program and became March ARB in 1996. Under this conversion, 4,400 
acres of the former March AFB were transferred to March Joint Powers Authority (MJPA), including 
portions of the March Field Historic District (MFHD). The MFHD was listed in the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP) in 1994 and represents the only NRHP-listed historic property within the current 
boundaries of March ARB. The primary focus of the March ARB’s cultural resources management program 
has been and will continue to be management and stewardship of the MFHD, which is located in the 
physical and operational center of March ARB. This management includes ongoing maintenance and repair 
of contributing resources and character-defining features of the historic district as well as effective 
integration of the historic district into the operational and mission-related activities of the base. In addition 
to responsibilities related to stewardship of the MFHD, the March ARB cultural resources management 
program seeks to identify, protect, and manage all significant cultural resources within the base and comply 
with all regulations and directives relating to cultural resources. The development of this ICRMP is an 
integral component of this management responsibility and serves as a targeted and codified management 
tool. 

The entirety of March ARB has been surveyed for surface archaeological resources and no such resources 
have been identified. One archaeological isolate (consisting of a historic-period glass fragment) is known 
                                                      
1
 Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Infrastructure, Department of Defense Base Structure Report FY 2-18 Baseline, 

https://www.acq.osd.mil/eie/Downloads/BSI/Base%20Structure%20Report%20FY18.pdf, Accessed May 13, 2019.  
 

https://www.acq.osd.mil/eie/Downloads/BSI/Base%20Structure%20Report%20FY18.pdf
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to exist within the airfield. Furthermore, no known sacred sites or Traditional Cultural Properties (TCPs) 
are located within the current boundaries of March ARB.  

1.1.2 Cultural Resources Management Goals and Objectives 

The primary goals of the March ARB cultural resources management program over the next five years are 
as follows: 
  
• Comply with NHPA Section 306108 (formerly Section 106) by identifying cultural resources eligible 

for listing in the NRHP and reducing or avoiding adverse effects to historic properties that could result 
from project activities  

• Evaluate resources at March ARB as they reach 45 years of age in order to maintain compliance with 
NHPA Sections 306101-306114 (formerly Section 110) 

• Identify, evaluate, nominate, and manage historic properties and maintain an up-to-date inventory of 
historic properties 

• Facilitate and streamline interaction with federal, state, and local agencies and Native American tribes 

• Continue the implementation of a cultural resources training program that highlights awareness of 
cultural resources and appropriate management procedures for installation staff, particularly project 
managers, maintenance personnel, and all tenant organizations 

• Conduct an annual review of this ICRMP and perform a five-year update prior to 2025  

• Ensure compliance with all applicable federal and state environmental legislation, regulations, and 
guidelines, including AFIs, the American Indian Religious Freedom Act (AIRFA), the Archaeological 
Resources Protection Act (ARPA), DoD guidance and policies, the NHPA, and the NAGPRA. See 
Section 11.0 for standard references 

Refer to Section 9.0 for additional information on cultural resources management goals and objectives at 
March ARB.  

1.1.3 Current and Priority CRM Requirements (5 Year Plan) 

 Project Title and Description Estimated Completion Date Status 
2019 ICRMP January 2020 In progress 

Consultation support Ongoing Ongoing 
2019 Section 306101-306114 

updates 
February 2020 Planned 

2019 architectural history resource 
survey (refer to Volume II of this 

ICRMP) 

September 2019 Complete 

 

Refer to Section 10.2 for additional information on cultural resources project programming and execution. 

1.2 General Information 

1.2.1 Mission Statement 

March ARB is home to the Air Force Reserve Command’s (AFRC’s) Fourth Air Force (4 AF), including 
the 452nd Air Mobility Wing (452 AMW). The primary mission of the 452 AMW is to provide airlift 
support for the USAF and to train in tactical airlift and airdrop of personnel and supplies in combat, air 
refueling, and aeromedical evacuation. The 452 AMW is the host organization responsible for all 
operational functions at March ARB and is the AFRC’s largest wing. In addition to housing the 452 AMW, 
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March ARB is home to units from the Army Reserve, Marine Corps Reserve, and the Air National Guard 
(ANG). Other tenants at the base include the Department of Homeland Security and several defense 
contractors. 

1.2.2 Historical Perspective 

March ARB has been dedicated to aircraft training since it was first established as Alessandro Flying 
Training Field by the Army Air Service, prior to its designation as March Field on March 20, 1918. Aviation 
cadets received primary training at March Field during World War I. The federal government purchased 
land encompassing the base in May 1920, however, the flight training school there was shuttered the 
following year. Passage of legislation upgrading and expanding the military’s aviation sector later led to 
the reopening of March Field as one of three Air Corps flight schools in the U.S. years later in 1927, and 
the facility was redesigned according to a formal, axial plan with a triangular form with new buildings 
expressed in the Mission Revival style. Tactical units were stationed at March Field in 1931, while 
construction of the permanent resources at the facility was still underway. 

In 1933, March Field became the primary west coast base for gunnery and bombing training after Muroc 
bombing range, which is part of the present-day Edwards AFB, was established in the Mojave Desert for 
bombing practice. March Field provided training, staging, and aircraft testing functions during World War 
II, when it formed the largest aviation field on the west coast. In 1940, the War Department ordered the 
construction of an anti-aircraft artillery camp, Camp Haan, near March Field to accommodate trainees in 
the National Guard anti-aircraft program. Camp Haan later was combined with March Field, and the base 
was augmented through the addition of 920 acres to the north, east, and south in late 1940, doubling its size. 

Construction at March Field expanded to meet an influx of enlistees during World War II. After the war, 
the facility was renamed March AFB when the USAF was created as an independent branch of the armed 
forces in 1947. The initial years following establishment of the USAF brought continuing command 
changes to March AFB, and on May 1, 1949, the base was assigned to the Strategic Air Command (SAC), 
a Major Command (MAJCOM) of the USAF. SAC control of March AFB led to a program of expansion 
at the base during the 1950s and 1960s, a period that also witnessed a surge in the population at the base. 
The SAC program ended with the close of the Cold War in 1992, and March AFB subsequently was 
transferred to the Air Mobility Command (AMC). The BRAC recommended March AFB for realignment 
in 1993, and the installation was realigned as March ARB in April 1996. Under this realignment, the base 
was decreased in dimension to approximately one-third of its peak size, with the surplus property 
transferred to the MJPA. The base continues to serve an air support mission, and is the AFRC’s largest air 
mobility wing, with the 452 AMW Operations, Maintenance, Mission Support, and Medical groups. 

A more in-depth ethnography and prehistoric and historic contexts are presented in Section 8.2. 

1.2.3 Legal Requirements 

Cultural resource management must be performed IAW federal laws and regulations and DoD and USAF 
policies and requirements. Specific legal requirements are identified in applicable sections of this Plan, the 
Cultural Resources Management Playbook, the eDASH Cultural Resources Home Page, the eDASH Air 
Force Legal Operations Agency (AFLOA) Legal and Other Requirements List, and in referenced 
documents. 

Installation Supplement – Legal Requirements 

March ARB complies with all applicable state and local requirements for the management and treatment of 
cultural resources. See Section 11.2 of this document for specific guidance. 
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2.0 INSTALLATION PROFILE 

Scope of Plan This plan applies to March ARB. 

OPR The CRM, located in the Environmental Management Office, has 
overall responsibility for implementing the Cultural Resources 
Management Program and is the lead organization for monitoring 
compliance with applicable federal, state and local regulations. 

Cultural Resources Manager Name: Chris Wagner 
Phone (office): (951) 655-3653 
Email: christhild.wagner@us.af.mil 

State Historic Preservation Office 
(SHPO) 

Name: Julianne Polanco, SHPO 
Address: Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 95816 
Phone: (916) 445-7000 
Email: julianne.polanco@parks.ca.gov 

Name: Ed Carroll, USAF SHPO Contact  
Address: OHP 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 95816 
Phone: (916) 445-7049 
Email: ed.carroll@parks.ca.gov 

Consulting Native American Tribe(s)  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The BCE and CRM consult and coordinate with the following Native 
American points of contact, which includes 24 representatives from 11 
federally recognized tribes and one non-federally recognized tribe 
(Agua Caliente Cupeño Tribe). The non-federally recognized tribe is 
not a consulting party, and instead is a stakeholder. The tribal contacts 
are listed below. 
 

Name: Patricia Garcia-Plotkin, Director of Historic Preservation 
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians 
Address: 5401 Dinah Shore Road, Palm Springs, CA 92264 
Phone (main office): (760) 699-6907 
Phone (direct): (760) 567-3761 
Fax: (760) 699-6924 
Email: acbi-thpo@aquacaliente.net 

Name: Jeff Grubbe, Tribal Chairman 
Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians 
Address: 5401 Dinah Shore Road, Palm Springs, CA 92264 
Phone: (760) 699-6920 
Fax: (760) 699-6924 
Email assistant Ms. Laura Aviles, laviles@aguacaliente.net 

Name: William J. Pink, Tribal Chairman 
Agua Caliente Cupeño Tribe 
Address: 48310 Pechanga Road, Temecula, CA 92592 
Phone: (909) 936-1216 
Email: wjpink@hotmail.com 
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Consulting Native American Tribe(s) 
(continued) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Name: Doug Welmas, Tribal Chairman 
Cabazon Band of Mission Indians, California 
Address: 84-245 Indio Sprints Parkway, Indio, CA 92203 
Phone: (760) 342-2593 

Name: Judy Stapp, Director of Cultural Affairs 
Cabazon Band of Mission Indians, California 
Address: 84-245 Indio Sprints Parkway, Indio, CA 92203 
Phone: (760) 342-2593 

Name:  Bobby Ray Esparza, Cultural Director 
Cahuilla Band of Indians 
Address: 52701 Highway 371, Anza, CA 92539 
Phone: (951) 763-5549, ext. 109 
Email: culturaldirector@cahuilla.net 

Name: Daniel Salgado, Tribal Chairman 
Cahuilla Band of Indians 
Address: 52701 Highway 371, Anza, CA 92539 
Phone: (951) 763-5549, ext. 109 
Email: chairman@cahuilla.net 

Name: Denisa Torres, Cultural Heritage Program 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
Address: 12700 Pumarra Road, Banning, CA 92220 
Phone: (951) 849-4697 
Email: dtorres@morongo-nsn.gov 

Name: Robert Martin, Tribal Chairman 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
Address: 12700 Pumarra Road, Banning, CA 92220 
Phone: (951) 849-4697 

Name: Travis Armstrong, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians 
Address: 12700 Pumarra Road, Banning, CA 92220 
Phone: (951) 755-5259 
Email: thpo@morongo-nsn.gov 

Name: Robert Smith, Tribal Chairman 
Pala Band of Mission Indians 
Environmental Office, Administration 
Address: 35008 Pala Temecula Road, PMB50, Pala, CA 92059 
Phone: (760) 891-3500 

Name: Mark Macarro, Tribal Chairman 
Pechanga Temecula Band of Luiseño Mission Indians 
Address: PO Box 1477, Temecula, CA 92593 
Phone (main office): (951) 770-6313 
Phone (direct): (951) 770-6210 
Email assistant Emily Preston, epreston@pechanga-nsn.gov 
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Consulting Native American Tribe(s) 
(continued) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Name: Molly Escobar, Cultural Resources Manager 
Pechanga Temecula Band of Luiseño Mission Indians 
Address: PO Box 1477, Temecula, CA 92593 
Phone: (951) 770-6313 
Email: mescobar@pechanga-nsn.gov 

Name: Tuba Ebru Ozdil, Cultural Analyst 
Pechanga Temecula Band of Luiseño Mission Indians 
Address: PO Box 1477, Temecula, CA 92593 
Phone (main office): (951) 770-6313 
Phone (direct): (951) 770-6302 
Email: eozdil@pechanga-nsn.gov 

Name: Joseph Hamilton, Chairman 
Ramona Band of Cahuilla 
Address: PO Box 391670, Anza, CA 92539 
Phone: (951) 763-4105 
Email: sreckker@ramona-nsn.gov 

Name: John Gomez, Cultural Resources Manager  
Ramona Band of Cahuilla  
Address: PO Box 391670, Anza, CA 92539  
Phone: (951) 763-4105  
Email: jgomez@ramona-nsn.gov 

Name: Lee Clauss, Director of Cultural Resources 
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians 
Address: 26569 Community Center Drive, Highland, CA 92346 
Phone: (909) 864-8933 

Name: Lynn Valbuena, Tribal Chairman 
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians 
Address: 26569 Community Center Drive, Highland, CA 92346 
Phone: (909) 864-8933 

Name: Gabriella Rubalcava, Environmental Director/Tribal Council  
Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians  
Address: PO Box 391820, Anza, CA 92539  
Phone: (951) 659-2700  
Email: grubalcava@santarosa-nsn.gov 

Name: Steven Estrada, Chairperson  
Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians  
Address: PO Box 391820, Anza, CA 92539  
Phone: (951) 659-2700  
Email: sestrada@santarosa-nsn.gov 

Name: Vanessa Minott, Tribal Administrator 
Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians 
Address: PO Box 391820, Anza, CA 92539 
Phone: (951) 659-2700 
Email: vminott@santarosa-nsn.gov 

 
 
 

mailto:sreckker@ramona-nsn.gov
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Consulting Native American Tribe(s) 
(continued) 
 
 

Name: Joseph Ontiveros, Tribal Historic Preservation Officer 
Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians 
Address: PO Box 487, San Jacinto, CA 92581 
Phone: (951) 663-5279 
Email: jontiveros@soboba-nsn.gov 

Name: Scott Cozart, Tribal Chairman 
Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians 
Address: PO Box 487, San Jacinto, CA 92581 
Phone: (951) 654-2765 
Email: scozart@soboba-nsn.gov 

Name: Anthony Madrigal, Historic Preservation Officer  
Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians  
Address: 46200 Harrison Place, Coachella, CA 92236  
Phone: (760) 398-6767  
Email: amadrigal@29palmsbomi-nsn.gov 

Name: Darrell Mike, Tribal Chairman 
Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians  
Address: 46200 Harrison Place, Coachella, CA 92236  
Phone: (760) 863-5108  
Email Tribal Executive Assistant Leanna Thomas, 
lthomas@29palmsbomi-nsn.gov 

Routinely consulted parties 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

At the time of this ICRMP, the points of contact for Consulting Parties 
are as follows:  
 
Name: John M. Fowler, Executive Director  
ACHP 
Address: 401 F Street NW, Suite 308, Washington, D.C. 20001 
Phone: (202) 517-0200 
Email: jfowler@achp.gov 

 Name: Julianne Polanco, SHPO 
Address: OHP 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 95816 
Phone: (916) 445-7000 
Email: julianne.polanco@parks.ca.gov 

Name: Ed Carroll, USAF SHPO Contact  
Address: OHP 
1725 23rd Street, Suite 100, Sacramento, CA 95816 
Phone: (916) 445-7049 
Email: ed.carroll@parks.ca.gov 

In addition, 36 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 800 requires 
agency officials involve the public in the Section 306108 process. This 
requires the CRM to identify appropriate parties who may have an 
interest in affected historic properties. The CRM maintains a list of 
such parties and will notify them of any undertaking that is under 
consultation in the Section 306108 process. Such notification solicits 
public input and comments. The current list of potentially interested 
members of the public is as follows:  
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Routinely consulted parties 
(continued) 

Name: Greg Kuster, Director of Operations  
March Field Air Museum 
Address: PO Box 6463, March ARB, CA 92518 
Phone: (951) 902-9936 
Email: greg@marchfield.org 

 
Name: Richard Sandzimier, Director 
Community Development Department 
Moreno Valley Environmental and Historical Preservation Board 
Address: 14177 Frederick Street, Moreno Valley, CA 92552 
Phone: (951) 413-3214 
Email: richardsa@moval.org 

Name: Riverside Historical Society 
Address: PO Box 246, Riverside, CA 92502 
Email: riversidehistoricalsociety@gmail.com 

Name: Mary Kopaskie-Brown, City Planner 
City of Riverside Planning Division 
Cultural Heritage Board 
Address: 3900 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92522 
Phone: (951) 826-5371 

Name: Alice Bradley, President 
Moreno Valley Historical Society 
Address: PO Box 66, Moreno Valley, CA 92556 
Phone: (951) 924-4146 

Name: Gina Cavallo Collins, Executive Director 
Mission Inn Foundation 
Address: 3696 Main Street, Riverside, CA 92501 
Phone: (951) 781-8241 
Email: collins@missioninnmuseum.org 

Name: Dr. Danielle Kelly, Executive Director 
MJPA 
Address: 23555 Meyer Drive, Riverside, CA 92518 
Email: kelly@marchjpa.com 

Office of the Secretary of Defense most 
current "Base Structure Report" 
notion of the “total acres” managed by 
the Installation including 
Geographically Separated Units 
(GSUs) 

2,385 

Installation surveyable acres (i.e., 
undisturbed, accessible acres)  

2,385 

Total acres ever surveyed  2,385  

Acres surveyed in FY2018 
An architectural history survey was completed for all 2,385 acres of 
the base as part of the ICRMP. Refer to Volume II. 

Cultural Resources outreach program 
(e.g., website, welcome package, or 
brochures)? 

 The March Field Air Museum collaborates with the base and serves as 
a strong public outreach mechanism for the surrounding community.  

Total archaeology sites recorded 
0 (an archaeological isolate, consisting of a glass fragment, exists 
within the airfield, but the resource has not been recorded; it remains 
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in place); Areas where archaeological resources have been identified 
are no longer part of the March ARB boundaries. 

Archaeology sites recorded in FY2018 0 
Cumulative number of archaeology 
sites recorded through FY2018 

0; Areas where archaeological sites have been identified are no longer 
part of the March ARB boundaries. One archaeological isolate, 
consisting of a glass fragment, exists within the airfield, but the 
resource has not been recorded; it remains in place.  

Number of eligible or listed sites N/A (no archaeological sites are within base boundaries) 

Number of non-eligible sites N/A (no archaeological sites are within base boundaries) 

Number of unevaluated sites N/A (no archaeological sites are within base boundaries) 

Number of archaeology sites 
evaluated in FY2018 

N/A (no archaeological sites are within base boundaries) 

Total number real property facilities 
as reported in Appendix A 

 197 (reference Appendix B, Built Resources Inventory Table)  

Number of eligible or listed real 
property facilities as reported in 
Appendix A 

1 NRHP-listed district (the MFHD, consisting of 69 contributing 
resources and 13 non-contributing resources within the boundaries of 
March ARB); 1 individually-eligible resource (Building 413, also a 
contributing resource to the MFHD). Refer to Volume II.  

Number of non-eligible real property 
facilities as reported in Appendix A 

 106  

Number of unevaluated real property 
facilities as reported in Appendix A 

 23  

Number of real property facilities 
evaluated in FY2018 as reported in 
Appendix A 

A total of 175 resources were surveyed at March ARB as part of the 
ICRMP. Of these, 127 are re-evaluated MFHD and Cold War-era 
resources, and 48 are unevaluated resources that are primarily Cold 
War-era resources that are less than 50 years of age. Volume II of this 
ICRMP contains DPR 523 Series Forms for the surveyed resources. 

Have Historic Status Codes been 
updated in the Accountable Property 
System of Record in FY2018? 

No 

Number of archaeology sites mapped 
into GIS 

0 

Number of surveyed acres mapped 
into GIS 

2,385 

Are historic real property assets 
(buildings/structures) mapped into 
GIS? 

Yes 

Cumulative volume in cubic feet of 
archaeology collections 

Archaeology records on file with the CRM; cumulative volume of 
collection will be addressed in future updates of this ICRMP. 

Cumulative volume in linear feet of 
associated records 

Associated records on file with the CRM; cumulative volume will be 
addressed in future updates of this ICRMP. 

Cumulative volume of archaeology 
collections complying with 36 CFR 
Part 79 

0 

Volume of archaeology collections 
acquired in FY2018 

0 

Volume of associated recorded 
acquired in FY2018 

0  

Archaeological collections repositories An archaeological collection repository has not been identified since 
no archaeological sites are known to exist within the current 
boundaries of the March ARB (an archaeological isolate, consisting 
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of a glass fragment, exists within the airfield, but the resource has not 
been recorded; it remains in place).  

3.0 ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT SYSTEM 

The USAF environmental program adheres to the Environmental Management System (EMS) framework 
and its “Plan, Do, Check, Act” cycle for ensuring mission success. Executive Order (EO) 13693, Planning 
for Federal Sustainability in the Next Decade; DoDI 4715.17, Environmental Management Systems; AFI 
32-7001, Environmental Management; and International Organization for Standardization 14001 standard, 
Environmental Management Systems – Requirements with Guidance for Use, provide guidance on how 
environmental programs should be established, implemented, and maintained to operate under the EMS 
framework. 

The Cultural Resources Management Program employs EMS-based processes to achieve compliance with 
all legal obligations and current policy drivers, effectively manages associated risks, and instills a culture 
of continual improvement. The ICRMP serves as an “administrative operational control” that defines 
compliance-related activities and processes. 

4.0 GENERAL ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 

AFI 32-7065 and the Cultural Resources Management Playbook contain detailed roles and responsibilities 
for cultural resources management. Installation-specific cultural resources management roles and 
responsibilities are described throughout this Plan and in referenced documents. 

Installation Supplement – General Roles and Responsibilities 

March ARB is home to the 452 AMW as well as units from the Army Reserve, Navy Reserve, Marine 
Corps Reserve, ANG, and the Department of Homeland Security. The CRM must consult with all host and 
tenant units to ensure that all mission-related activities are in compliance with the cultural resources 
regulations and requirements detailed by this ICRMP. In addition, the CRM must ensure that any conflicts 
that arise between the cultural resources management program and execution of the base mission are 
resolved IAW the rules and regulations herein as stipulated by AFI 32-7065. 

Generally speaking, mission-related activities that have the most potential to conflict with the cultural 
resources management program are those that require renovation, modification, demolition, or removal of 
a building or structure that is a contributing resource to the MFHD or new construction within the district. 
In addition, changes in mission requirements that necessitate abandoning a historic property or putting it 
into layaway or lease by a third party also has the potential to conflict with the cultural resources 
management program.  

The major roles/organizations involved in supporting the cultural resources management program include: 

• Wing/Installation Commander 
• CRM  
• Installation Tribal Liaison Officer (ITLO) 
• AFCEC Branch and Section specialists 
• AFCEC Cultural Resources SME 
• Legal/Judge Advocate  
• Unit Environmental Coordinators (UECs); see AFI 32-7001 for role description 
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• SHPO 
• Tribal Historic Preservation Officers (THPO) 
• Tribal government leaders 
• Interested public parties/stakeholders 

5.0 TRAINING 

Cultural resources management training is crucial to ensure that installation personnel, contractors, and 
visitors are aware of their role in the program and the importance of their participation to its success. The 
eDASH Training Matrix, available from the eDASH Cultural Resources Home Page, identifies cultural 
resources-related training topics, target audiences, training frequency, etc. Appropriate personnel must 
complete required education, training, and certification necessary to perform their jobs. Training records 
are maintained IAW the Recordkeeping and Reporting section of this Plan. 

Installation Supplement – Training 

Training Plan 

Category Training Course Installation Plan 
(Describe training frequency, attendees and delivery method) 

Archaeological 
Archaeological 
Resources 
Protection 

New CRM undergoes training within one year of starting at base. 
Various providers offer training courses. 

Buildings Historic Facility 
Management 

New CRM undergoes training within two years of starting at base; 
Facilities Management personnel receive training as needed. Various 
providers offer training courses. 

Buildings Historic Structure 
Reports 

CRM and Facilities Management personnel receive training as needed. 
Various providers offer training courses. 

General 
Cultural 
Resources 

Introduction to 
Cultural Resources 
Management – Laws 
and Regulations 

New CRM undergoes training within one year of starting at base. 
Various providers offer training courses. 

General 
Cultural 
Resources 

Advanced Section 
306108/Agreement 
Documents 

New CRM undergoes training within one year of starting at base; 
Environmental Program Managers undergo training as needed. 
Training available through the Advisory Council for Historic 
Preservation; more information at: http://achp.gov/106advanced.html 

Tribal 

American Indian (or 
Alaskan) Cultural 
Communication 
Course 

New CRM undergoes training within two years of starting at base; 
Installation Commander and Environmental Manager undergo training 
as needed. Training available through the DoD Environment, Safety 
and Occupational Health Network and Information Exchange 
(DENIX); more information at: https://www.denix.osd.mil/na/training 

Tribal 
American Indian 
Cultural Awareness 
Course 

New CRM undergoes training within two years of starting at base; 
Installation Commander and Environmental Manager undergo training 
as needed. Training available through DENIX; more information at: 
https://www.denix.osd.mil/na/training 

Tribal NAGPRA 

New CRM undergoes training within one year of starting at base. 
Training available through the National Park Service  
(NPS); more information at: 
https://nps.gov/nagpra/TRAINING/INDEX.htm 

National 
Environmental 
Policy Act 
(NEPA)/EIAP 

Understanding and 
Preparing 
Preliminary EIAP 
Documents: USAF 
Specific 

CRM, Environmental Manager, and staff undergo training as needed. 
Training available through The Shipley Group; more information at: 
https://www.shipletgroup.com/applying-the-eiapnepa-process-air-
force-specific 
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Category Training Course Installation Plan 
(Describe training frequency, attendees and delivery method) 

NEPA/EIAP 
EIAP Course (Air 
Force Institute of 
Technology [AFIT]) 

New CRM undergoes training within one year of starting at base; 
EIAP Program Manager, CE Flight Chiefs, and others listed in the 
course description undergo training as needed. Training available 
through AFIT Civil Engineer School; more information at: 
https://www.afit.edu/CE/Course_Desc.cfm?p=WENV%20450 

NEPA/EIAP 

Applying 
NEPA/EIAP 
Process: USAF 
Specific 

New CRM undergoes training within one year of starting at base; 
Environmental Manager and staff undergo training as needed. Training 
available through The Shipley Group; more information at: 
https://www.shipletgroup.com/applying-the-eiapnepa-process-air-
force-specific 

 

6.0 RECORDKEEPING AND REPORTING 

Recordkeeping 

The installation maintains required records IAW AFMAN 33-364, Management of Records, and disposes 
of records IAW the AFRIMS Records Disposition Schedule. Numerous types of records must be maintained 
to support implementation of the Cultural Resources Management Program. Specific records are identified 
in applicable sections of this Plan, in the Cultural Resources Management Playbook, and in referenced 
documents. 

Reporting 

The CRM is responsible for responding to cultural resources-related data calls and reporting requirements. 
The CRM and supporting AFCEC Branch and Section specialists should refer to the Environmental 
Reporting Playbook for guidance on execution of data gathering, quality control/quality assurance, and 
report development. 

Installation Supplement – Recordkeeping and Reporting 

March ARB possesses a limited, yet valuable, records collection related to the MFHD. The base holds a 
Property Ledger that includes construction photographs and general specifications as well as ongoing 
maintenance records that document maintenance, repairs, additions, and alterations through the 1940s. The 
ledger is securely stored in Building 470 and is available by appointment for reference by personnel and 
researchers. The Environmental Management Office houses a number of pertinent records including 
historic and current maps of the installation in digital format and hard copy, copies of previous cultural 
resources studies, and a SHPO Consultation File that includes consultation related to cultural resources at 
March ARB. Lastly, the March Field Air Museum, located adjacent to March ARB on Van Buren 
Boulevard, houses a substantial photographic collection related to the general development of the base, 
including within the historic district. In addition, the museum houses miscellaneous ephemera related to the 
contextual development of the base that is on public display.  

While there are no officially affiliated curation facilities that house records related to March ARB, a number 
of important archival collections related to the physical development of the base are securely housed off-
site at various federal repositories. Records of the Office of the Quartermaster General provide valuable 
information related to the construction of March Field and are housed at the Washington National Records 
Center in Suitland, Maryland. In addition, Records of the Office of the Chief of Engineers and Records of 
the Army Air Forces are housed at the National Archives, both of which also supply important information 
related to the construction and early development of March Field. Additional information on the curation 
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of collections and records is presented in Section 7.8. At this date, March ARB has no additional 
requirements regarding curation. 

7.0 STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES 

This section contains SOPs for managing and protecting cultural resources. The CRM ensures that 
appropriate procedures are properly communicated and followed by necessary personnel. 

7.1 Communication, Planning, and EIAP 

Applicability Statement: 

This SOP applies to all USAF installations. 

Background/Overview: 

The EIAP is the USAF procedure for performing environmental project review, in compliance with the 
requirements of NEPA. The lead federal agency is responsible for initiating the EIAP early in the planning 
stages of a proposed action. The EIAP process is documented on AF Form 813, Request for Environmental 
Impact Analysis. The CRM must be familiar with NEPA and the EIAP process. Notably, NEPA compliance 
for cultural resources is often accomplished through completion of Section 306108 of the NHPA 
compliance, which specifically encourages agencies to coordinate NEPA and NHPA compliance issues 
early in project planning process. Compliance under NEPA alone does not usually substitute for Section 
306108 compliance. 
  
Procedure: 

The CRM should: 

• Work in close coordination with the EIAP manager during all NEPA reviews 
• Assist the EIAP manager to determine whether existing and planned formal agreements under 

NHPA or other cultural resources authorities may be associated with the NEPA planning effort 
• Confirm that NHPA Section 306108 review is required and identify other considerable cultural 

resources laws 
• Identify and consult with SHPO or THPO/local governments/other parties 
• Plan for public participation, as necessary 

7.2 36 CFR Part 800 Process (Implementing NHPA Section 306108) 

Applicability Statement: 

This SOP applies to all USAF installations 

Background/Overview: 

36 CFR Part 800 implements Section 306108 of the NHPA. It is a federal review process designed to ensure 
that historic properties are considered during the planning and execution of federal undertakings. Activities, 
programs, or projects that have the potential to involve or affect historic properties and could trigger a 36 
CFR Part 800 review include, but are not limited to: 

• New construction and alterations to existing facilities  
• Demolition of a historic property  
• Maintenance of a historic property  
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• Rehabilitation of historic properties  
• Real property actions such as land transfers, out-leasing, etc.  
• Proposed beddowns 
• Environmental Restoration Program investigations and clean-up 

The 36 CFR Part 800 review process should be initiated early in the planning stages of a project. When 
applicable, maintenance and disposal of historic properties should be completed IAW the existing base PAs 
(refer to Appendix E).   

Procedure: 

Project Proponents should: 

• During initial project planning (e.g., completion of AF Form 813; AF Form 332, Base Civil 
Engineer Work Request; DD Form 1391, Military Construction Project Data; and, AF 
Information Management Tool (IMT) 103, Base Civil Engineering Work Clearance Request 
[“Dig Permit”]), provide adequate information necessary to determine whether historic properties 
are present and to assess impact of the proposed project on historic properties 

• If a proposed project could involve preparation of an environmental assessment or environmental 
impact statement, contact the CRM as early as possible to ensure that any required public 
participation, analysis, and review can be planned to meet the requirements of both NEPA and 
NHPA Section 306108 in a timely and efficient manner 

• Implement mitigation or management conditions stipulated by the CRM resulting from the 
Section 306108 consultation/coordination process 

The CRM should: 

• Assess if the proposed action is being completed IAW the existing PAs for maintenance activities 
and disposal of properties (refer to Appendix E), and proceed as directed in the PAs  

• Determine whether the proposed action is an undertaking IAW 36 CFR Part 800. If the action is 
an undertaking, define the Area of Potential Effects and determine if any historic properties are 
present within the area. Assess impact of proposed project on historic properties. Results of this 
review could include: 
o No Historic Properties Affected: This determination is made when the project will have no 

foreseeable effects on historic properties. The installation should seek concurrence from the 
SHPO and other consulting parties (i.e., tribal stakeholders) 

o No Adverse Effect: This determination is made when there might be an effect, but the effect 
will not be harmful to those characteristics that qualify the property for inclusion in the 
NRHP. The installation must seek concurrence from the SHPO and other consulting parties 
that no adverse effect is likely 

o Adverse Effect: This determination is made when the effect of an undertaking could diminish 
the integrity of the characteristics that qualify the property for the NRHP. The installation 
will continue consultations with the SHPO and other interested parties whenever an “adverse 
effect” is likely, expected, or unavoidable 

• Coordinate execution of 36 CFR Part 800 process to support desired project schedules. Refer to the 
Cultural Resources Management Playbook for detailed descriptions of the Section 306108 review 
process 
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7.3 Cultural Resources Contracting 

Applicability Statement: 

This SOP applies to all USAF installations. 

Background/Overview: 

USAF Planning, Programming, Budgeting, and Execution (PPBE) is the process of acquiring funding for 
activities. Contracting of cultural resources-related work follows standard USAF PPBE processes. The 
Environmental Quality PPBE Playbook and Activity Management Plan Playbooks contain detailed 
information on funding and contracting. 

March ARB will ensure that all compliance activities requiring professional expertise meeting the Secretary 
of the Interior’s Professional Qualification Standards will be appropriately contracted to retain properly 
qualified individuals and firms.  
 

Procedure: 

• The CRM proposes future projects and includes them in the ICRMP and in the Accountable 
Property System of Record (APSR) 

• If the project is determined to be eligible and funds are available for the project, the CRM 
develops a detailed statement of work and moves forward with contracting options 

Contracting Points of Contact 

Types of Cultural 
Resources Actions Contracting Plan Points of Contact 

Archaeological Resources Consult with Brent S. Hefty, 
Cultural Resources Program 
Manager, AFRC 

Name: Brent S. Hefty, Cultural Resources 
Program Manager, 
AFRC 
Phone: (478) 327-2479 
Email: brent.hefty@us.af.mil 

Architectural History 
Resources 

Consult with Brent S. Hefty, 
Cultural Resources Program 
Manager, AFRC 

Name: Brent S. Hefty, Cultural Resources 
Program Manager, 
AFRC 
Phone: (478) 327-2479 
Email: brent.hefty@us.af.mil 

 

7.4 Discoveries of Archaeological Resources and NAGPRA Cultural Items 

Applicability Statement: 

This SOP applies to all USAF installations that contain or potentially contain archaeological resources 
and/or NAGPRA cultural items. 

Background/Overview: 

Accidental or unanticipated discoveries of archaeological resources may occur on USAF controlled lands. 
When discoveries occur, the proper actions must be taken to minimize damage to these resources and to 
ensure that legal requirements are met. The relevant statute is ARPA and the regulation is 32 CFR Part 229, 
Protection of Archaeological Resources. 
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There is also an important legal subset of archaeological resources, which includes NAGPRA cultural items 
(i.e., Native American human remains, associated or unassociated burial artifacts, and objects of cultural 
patrimony). The relevant regulation is 43 CFR Part 10, Native American Graves Protection and 
Repatriation Regulations. See the Cultural Resources Management Playbook for detailed guidance on the 
requirements of NAGPRA and this regulation. 

It is a federal offense, under the provisions of ARPA and 32 CFR Part 229, to excavate, remove, damage, 
or otherwise deface any archaeological resources located on federal lands, without authorization. The 
provisions of ARPA apply to archaeological material greater than 100 years in age, regardless of the NRHP 
status of the site where they are found. Any person wishing to excavate or remove archaeological resources 
from an USAF installation must apply for an ARPA permit. USAF-contracted work is exempted from the 
permitting provision of ARPA. In the event of a permit request, the CRM should notify the AFCEC Section 
CRS. Detailed information to assist in facilitating ARPA permitting is available in the Cultural Resources 
Management Playbook. 

Procedure: 

USAF or contractor personnel that make or become aware of a potential archaeological discovery on 
installation lands should: 

• Immediately notify the CRM of the nature and location of the discovery 
• Immediately cease potentially damaging activities and take efforts to ensure protection of 

resources until arrival of the CRM or designee 
The CRM should: 

• Notify Security Forces of the discovery 
• Ensure that all archaeological items are left in place and that no further disturbance is permitted to 

occur 
• Sufficiently identify the location of the discovery to provide efficient relocation, yet take efforts 

to minimize the types of signs that could attract personnel and place the discovery in danger 
• Direct installation personnel and contractors to take efforts to resume mission-associated 

activities in a reasonable and timely manner 
Security Forces should: 

• Notify the Wing Commander regarding the location, nature, and circumstances of the discovery 
• Provide security/protection for the site to prevent unauthorized disturbance, looting, or vandalism 

If human remains are discovered or if there is sufficient reason to suspect that human remains are present 
(such as the observation of an oval-shaped rock or earthen mound), the CRM should: 

• Determine (with the aid of a coroner or forensic anthropologist) if the remains are human, and 
whether or not they are associated with an archaeological deposit 

• If the remains are not human, and not associated with an archaeological deposit, work may 
continue 

• If the remains are human, Security Forces should notify local law enforcement agency and a 
coroner, who will determine if the remains are recent, or ancient (with the aid of a forensic 
anthropologist). If the human remains are modern, the matter may become the responsibility of 
law enforcement officials who will determine when project activities may resume 
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• Invite consultation with Native American tribes, as appropriate. If a qualified professional finds 
the human remains to be Native American, the provisions of NAGPRA apply. Follow the 
procedures outlined in 43 CFR Part 10 or in existing installation NAGPRA agreements with 
tribes 

7.5 Native American Access 

Applicability Statement: 

This SOP applies to USAF installations that receive requests from Native American Tribes or tribal 
members for access to USAF property for various reasons.  

Background/Overview: 

Members of federally recognized tribes have the right to access sites of traditional, cultural, or religious 
importance on lands under USAF control and to practice traditional religious activities associated with these 
sites. Tribal members may also request permission to collect small amounts of minerals or plant or animal 
materials for traditional, cultural, or religious purposes. Installations should routinely grant such 
permission, within the constraints of operational and/or safety concerns. 

Procedure:  

NOTE: Specific access procedures are developed through coordination with affected Native American 
Tribes should a tribe/group request visitation. Below is an example procedure for consideration when 
developing an installation-specific procedure: 

The Wing Commander or Designee should: 

• Perform initial contact required to establish government-to-government relationships with tribes 
and consult with tribal leaders 

• Establish procedures for day-to-day working relationships with appropriate tribal representatives 
• Establish government-to-government relationships with federally recognized affiliated tribes 
• Document all government-to-government contacts, identification of specific tribal requirements 

and point of contacts for future consultation and coordination activities 
The ITLO, with assistance from the CRM and other installation personnel as appropriate, should: 

• Identify appropriate tribes with whom to establish ongoing relations for involvement in any 
subsequent planning processes. Document appropriate tribes, affected lands and specific access 
procedures in the ‘Native American Tribes with Ancestral Ties to Installation Lands’ table below 

• Facilitate and maintain government-to-government relationships 
• Compile and maintain a list of tribal point of contacts for consultation and coordination 
• Brief incoming commanders on their responsibilities and arrange meetings, as appropriate 
• Conduct routine consultation and coordination with affiliated tribes per the requirements 

identified during the government-to-government contact 
• Maintain documentation of consultation and coordination and other contracts 
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Native American Tribes with Ancestral Ties to Installation Lands 

Native American Tribe Affected Lands Access Procedures and 
Agreements 

Agua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
Agua Caliente Cupeño Tribe Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
Cabazon Band of Mission Indians, California Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
Cahuilla Band of Indians Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
Morongo Band of Mission Indians Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
Pala Band of Mission Indians Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
Pechanga Temecula Band of Luiseño 
Mission Indians 

Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 

Ramona Band of Cahuilla Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
San Manuel Band of Mission Indians Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
Santa Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians  Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
Soboba Band of Luiseño Indians Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 
Twenty-Nine Palms Band of Mission Indians  Entire installation and all GSUs Entry Access List procedures 

 

7.6 Accidents and Emergencies Affecting Historic Properties 

Applicability Statement: 

This SOP applies to all USAF installations. 

Background/Overview: 

Federal laws and regulations provide exceptions to the standard NHPA Sections 306108, 306101-107, and 
306109-114 reviews that may be used in times of emergency. Immediate rescue and salvage operations 
conducted to preserve life or property are exempt from the provisions of Sections 306108, 306101-107, and 
306109-114 and the procedures outlined in 36 CFR Part 800.12. Per 36 CFR Part 78, the Secretary of the 
Air Force may waive all or part of the USAF's Section 306108 responsibility on a specific undertaking if 
the Secretary determines the existence of an imminent major natural disaster or a threat to national security. 
Such waivers will not exceed the period of the emergency, and generally do not extend to reconstruction or 
other activities beyond those immediately required to prevent endangerment of human life or property. 

Procedure: 

The following actions may be performed when responding to an accident or emergency situation (e.g., 
hazardous material spill, aircraft or vehicular accidents, fires/explosions, and natural disasters) where 
cultural resources may be affected: 

USAF Personnel, Construction Crews, Utility Workers, Contractors, and Rescue Workers should: 

• Notify the CRM as soon as possible upon realizing potential for impact to cultural resources 
associated with an emergency situation 

• Take reasonable steps to avoid or minimize disturbance of significant cultural resources during 
emergency operations, as appropriate to concerns for human life or property 
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The CRM should: 

• Complete a preliminary damage assessment of historic properties and identify cultural resources 
that might be affected by emergency response and provide guidance and advice to emergency 
operations workers on methods to avoid or minimize negative effects to cultural resources 

• Photograph any damage before any changes are made to affected resources and collect 
appropriate historic information and recent photographs of affected resources 

• Notify the Installation Commander and AFCEC of the emergency or disaster as soon as possible 
and include descriptions of historic properties potentially affected  

• Notify the SHPO/THPO of any adverse effects to historic properties that resulted from the 
emergency and emergency response ss soon as practicable and within 14 days of the conclusion 
of the emergency situation 

• Consult with the SHPO/THPO about steps necessary to reduce or mitigate adverse effects to 
historic properties when additional actions are necessary to stabilize, repair, or demolish historic 
properties damaged in the emergency or emergency response (e.g., demolition of historic 
properties that cannot be repaired or have become unsafe). Identify measures in concert with 
Installation Commander and AFCEC that can be completed using careful utilization of photos, 
plans, and the Maintenance Manual, as applicable (see Appendix K) 

• If a waiver is requested, provide information to installation personnel regarding the status of the 
waiver request (granted or denied) and direction regarding follow-up notification of parties 
o If a waiver is granted, provide information regarding the scope and limitations of the waiver 

to appropriate installation personnel and initiate required notifications to SHPO 
o If a waiver is not granted, provide direction to installation personnel regarding 

resumption of work and implement the Section 306108 consultation process 
7.7 Suspected Vandalism 

Applicability Statement: 

This SOP applies to all USAF installations. 

Background/Overview: 

The installation has established procedures to deter vandalism and to investigate suspected acts of 
vandalism when a cultural resource protected under NHPA, ARPA, or NAGPRA is damaged as a result of 
unauthorized activity. 

Procedure: 

In the event of a discovery of damaged archaeological site or other historic property, the following actions 
should be performed:  

Discoverer of potential looting or vandalism should: 

o Immediately notify the CRM (at 951-655-3653) and Security Forces (at 951-655-2981) 
o Take all necessary precautions to protect the resource from further damage, loss, or 

destruction 
o Wait for further instructions from the CRM or other authority 
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Security Forces should: 

o Notify the Installation Commander immediately regarding the location, nature, and 
circumstances of the looting or vandalism 

o Provide security/protection to prevent further unauthorized disturbance, looting, or vandalism 
The CRM should: 

o Inspect the site to assess damage 
o Notify the Installation Commander of damage within 48 hours of discovery. Include the 

following information in the damage report: circumstances of site damage, assessment of the 
nature and extent of damage, recommendations for treatment procedures (coordinate with 
SHPO and tribal authorities, as appropriate), and suggestions for future protection measures 

o Notify Native American organizations and individuals if traditional cultural resources or 
sacred sites were damaged 

Legal Department personnel should: 

o Assess whether or not accused violators can be prosecuted 
o Determine whether a civil penalty or other prosecution can be applied 

7.8 Curation of Collections and Records 

Applicability Statement: 

This SOP applies to USAF installations that maintain archaeological collections that require curation. This 
installation does not maintain such a collection and is not required to implement this SOP. Any unforeseen 
curation needs, including archaeological curation, will be addressed as needed in subsequent updates of this 
ICRMP. 

Background/Overview: 

Federal regulations require curation of archaeological collections and their associated records owned by 
federal agencies in perpetuity (36 CFR Part 79, Curation of Federally Owned and Administered 
Archeological Collections). Curation of artifacts collected from USAF property shall be consistent with 
procedures in the Guidelines for the Field Collection of Archaeological Materials and Standard Operating 
Procedures for Curating Department of Defense Archaeological Collections (1999, Legacy Project No. 98-
1714). Specific recommendations and procedures for curation are described in this ICRMP, where 
applicable, and in the Cultural Resources Management Playbook. Records related to historic properties or 
historic preservation should be evaluated for their usefulness in documenting the history of the installation’s 
cultural resources and should be maintained or disposed of as appropriate. 

Procedure: 

The CRM should: 

• Ensure that installation personnel are aware of the historic value of old records, collections, etc. 
• Identify federally owned and administered archaeological collections and associated records 

required to be curated 
• Identify an appropriate curation facility (or facilities). Location(s) where archaeological 

collections and their associated records are currently maintained include: 
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o March ARB does not currently have a curation agreement; therefore, a curation facility has 
not been identified 

• Prepare collections for moving to the identified curation facility 
• Make a duplicate copy of all documentation on either acid-free paper or in digital format and 

store in a separate, secure, fire-safe location 
• Transfer collections to the appropriate facility 
• Conduct an annual inventory and inspect curated collections for compliance with applicable 

requirements 
• Maintain records/documents regarding transferred collections 

7.9 Management and Coordination 

Applicability Statement: 

This SOP applies to all USAF installations. 

Background/Overview: 

The following procedure outlines and describes cultural resources-related communication, review, and 
coordination processes and workflows. 

Procedure: 

Internal Reviews 

Internal review procedures will be initiated as early in project planning as possible, so that personnel are 
allowed sufficient time to implement appropriate cultural resource activities, as required. Specific 
documents and processes that typically require internal review include: 

• Completion of AF Form 332 for proposed work to Civil Engineering to determine whether the 
proposed work will affect any natural or cultural resources (a copy the form is included in 
Volume II of this ICRMP) 

• Completion of AF IMT 103 generally for work involving digging to the CE to determine whether 
the proposed work will affect any natural or cultural resources 

• NEPA project review including the EIAP and completion of AF Form 813 
Notification and Consultation 

• Consultation can occur at any time with Native American tribal groups or other stakeholders at 
the discretion of the CRM and the ITLO 

• Notification and consultation with tribal groups must occur immediately if any human remains 
are encountered 

Stakeholder Reviews 

• Installation stakeholders can include, but are not limited to: the SHPO, the THPO, local 
surrounding communities, and the NPS 

• The Public Affairs Office manages the official website for the installation and uploads cleared, 
sanctioned information for public access 

• The CRM and ITLO are responsible for contacting NPS, SHPO, and any tribal groups for any 
reviews of cultural resource documents 
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Agreement Documents 

• Agreement documents, such as MOAs, PAs, CAs, Plans of Action, etc. will be drafted and 
coordinated by the CRM and approved by the Installation Commander 

• Agreement documents are referenced in the Appendixes section of this ICRMP 
GIS Management 

• The installation maintains maps showing locations of certain significant cultural resources. These 
maps are maintained by the Environmental Management Office 

• According to 32 CFR Part 229, information divulging the location and character of archaeological 
sites should be limited to parties involved in management and/or planning and shall not be 
divulged to the general public. Such confidentiality prevents damage to sites. In the spirit of 
ARPA, all maps of archaeological sites have restricted access. Access will be granted by the 
CRM IAW user need and 32 CFR Part 229 

•  
8.0 CULTURAL RESOURCES INVENTORY 

8.1 Physical Setting 

March ARB is approximately 15 miles south of the City of San Bernardino and 50 miles east of Los 
Angeles. The City of Moreno Valley borders the north and east boundary of the base, the City of Riverside 
lies to the northwest, the City of Perris lies to the south, and unincorporated areas of Riverside County lie 
west of the base. The region surrounding March ARB has transitioned in recent decades from a primarily 
agricultural area to a dense mixture of residential, commercial, industrial/warehouse, and agricultural uses.  

As mentioned, the current March ARB is a portion of the former March AFB, which was realigned in 1996. 
Under this conversion, 4,400 acres of the former March AFB were transferred to the MJPA, including 
portions of the MFHD. The current March ARB consists primarily of an active runway area containing two 
runways and associated aviation facilities as well as general personnel support facilities. Land use at the 
base is generally classified according to functional areas and land use categories that include: 
administrative, community, housing, industrial, medical, mission, open space, outdoor/recreation, and 
runway/taxi/apron. The bulk of the acreage and square footage is devoted to runway/taxi/apron and mission 
related activities and uses.2 

Average temperatures in the Riverside County area generally range from the low 50s (degrees Fahrenheit 
[°F]) in the winter months to high 70s (°F) in the summer months. The region averages about 95 days per 
year with a maximum temperature over 90°F and five days a year with minimum temperatures below 32°F. 
Average annual precipitation for Riverside is 10.9 inches, with the majority of the precipitation occurring 
in November through April. There is a monthly precipitation peak of 2.2 inches in January and February.3  

Topography on March ARB is generally flat, and elevations range from 1,480 feet above sea level in the 
southeast portion of the base and 1,550 feet above sea level in the northwest portion of the base. March 
ARB is located in the San Jacinto Watershed, an approximately 770-square-mile area that extends from the 
San Jacinto Mountains to the north and east to Lake Elsinore to the west. The watershed drains into the San 
Jacinto River, located 6 miles southeast of the base. No permanent surface water bodies are located within 
                                                      
2
 AFRC, Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Military Construction and Total Force Integration at March Air Reserve Base, California, 

June 2010, 1-3. 
3
 AFRC, Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Military Construction and Total Force Integration at March Air Reserve Base, California 

, 3-25. 
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the boundaries of March ARB. Although no active fault zones have been identified on the base, March 
ARB is located near two active fault zones: the Elsinor Whittier (13 miles to the southwest) and the San 
Jacinto (7 miles to the northeast) fault zones.4 

The base is situated in the northern portion of the Perris Plain, a north-south trending alluvial valley, 
bounded by low-lying granitic bedrock and a series of tributary valleys defined by four surrounding 
mountain ranges (San Jacinto, San Gabriel, Santa Ana, and San Bernardino) as well as the San Bernardino 
National Forest and Cleveland National Forest. Perris Plain alluvial deposits are largely composed of 
alternating layers of clay, silt, sand, and gravel of mixed composition. Alluvial fill at and around March 
ARB can vary from only a few feet in thickness to approximately 300 feet in thickness.5  

The vegetation at March ARB consists of grasslands, disturbed scrublands, riparian areas, and landscaped 
areas, including lawns. The majority of the western half of the base surrounding the airfield is comprised 
of open mowed grasslands dominated by a mix of native and non-native species including wild oats, barley, 
fescues, Russian thistle, Mediterranean grass, black mustard, and field mustard. Within the grassland area 
are small remnants of coastal sage scrub and disturbed scrublands that include scrub oak, Palmer’s 
goldenbush, and leafy buckwheat. Along the natural and manmade drainage areas on base are remnant 
riparian areas that consist of Fremont cottonwood, mulefat, narrow-leaf cattail, common sow thistle, 
sandbar willow, and arroyo willow. The vegetation within the developed areas of the base is comprised 
primarily of turf grasses, including Kentucky bluegrass, common Bermuda grass, and fescue mixes. 
Landscaped areas include 36 known ornamental species, such as pines, palms, California live oak, Carob 
trees, Silktree, iceplant, edible fig, and Eucalyptus.6  

8.2 Prehistory and History 

The following discussion includes a development of both the prehistoric and historic framework for the 
March ARB. More detailed attention is given to the historic context of the base as the known cultural 
resources at the base are from this period. The built environment of the base reflects this context, with 
buildings representing a range of twentieth-century periods including World War I, the interwar period, 
World War II, and the Cold War era. The prehistoric and historic contexts are primarily adapted from the 
2011 ICRMP and other studies completed at the base.  

Prehistoric Context  
The prehistoric period before the ethnographic period is not well understood in the area surrounding March 
ARB. Most of the archaeological research done in southern California has focused on the coast, the Channel 
Islands, and the Mojave Desert – leaving inland areas like Moreno and San Jacinto valleys relatively 
unexplored. While cultural sequences have been offered for those surrounding regions, to date there is no 
well-developed model of prehistoric human habitation in the vicinity of March ARB.7 

Evidence for human occupation of southern California by the end of the Pleistocene era, ca. 12,000-11,000 
Before Present, is summarized in the form of highly mobile hunter-fisher-gatherers focused on the now-

                                                      
4
 AFRC, Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Military Construction and Total Force Integration at March Air Reserve Base, California 

, 3-8, 3-36. 
5
 AFRC, Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Military Construction and Total Force Integration at March Air Reserve Base, California, 

3-1, 3-2. 
6
 AFRC, Draft Environmental Assessment for Proposed Military Construction and Total Force Integration at March Air Reserve Base, California, 

3-14. 
7
 For a detailed summary of one version of regional cultural history, the reader is referred to Donn Grenda, Continuity and Change: 8,500 Years 

of Lacustrine Adaptation on the Shores of Lake Elsinor, (prepared for the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District, Statistical 
Research, Inc., Tucson, Arizona, 1997).  
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extinct pluvial lakes. By the beginning of the middle Holocene era (ca. 8500 Before Present), populations 
appear to have become somewhat more sedentary and to have developed a more varied material culture that 
included beads and ornaments, charmstones, and cogged stones.8 Deep-basined milling stones from these 
sites suggest an increased use of seeds in the diet.9 Site CA-RIV-2798/H at Lake Elsinore, approximately 
13 miles southwest of the base and site CA-RIV-6069/8712 near the Lakeview Mountains, approximately 
8 miles southeast of the base, contain middle Holocene era (“Pauma Complex”) components.10 

The archaeological record in many areas of southern California reflects little change in material culture or 
settlement patterns until relatively late in prehistory. Sometime around 1,500 years ago, local groups 
adopted bow-and-arrow technology and pottery, probably reflecting influences and/or migrations into the 
area by Takic speakers from the desert regions to the east.11 Late Holocene-era sites in interior southwestern 
California typically contain bedrock milling stations (mortars and slicks), Cottonwood Triangular arrow 
points, pottery vessels, and tools made of bone or shell. By the time of Spanish incursion, native people in 
the region had adopted a “more complex, consolidated village pattern … similar to ethnohistorically 
documented Luiseño and Mountain Cahuilla rancherĩa settlements.”12  

In the vicinity of March ARB, the majority of investigated archaeological resources date to the late 
prehistoric period. Early or middle Holocene sites are rare, leading some researchers to conclude that the 
area was relatively unpopulated until late in prehistory. However, researchers like Donn Grenda point out 
that many of the region’s inland valleys are subject to flooding, which has caused repeated deposition of 
sediments that very likely are obscuring part of the archaeological record. He cautions that “models that 
account only for surface remains are likely to be inadequate as tools for examining the past.”13 Similarly, 
Michael Lerch and Amanda Cannon note that deep alluvial deposits near the Lakeview Mountains might 
contain buried cultural remains dating from the earliest period of human occupation. No assessment has 
been done of the potential for buried archaeological deposits at March ARB.14 

Ethnography 
Moreno Valley and the vicinity have been variously assigned to the Cahuilla, Gabrielino, Luiseño, and 
Serrano groups. The lack of agreement reflects the early disruption of native peoples in southwestern 
California with the arrival of the Spanish explorers, military, and missionaries, followed by Mexicans and 
Euro-Americans. The devastating diseases brought by these intruders wiped out thousands of native people, 
and many others were taken to the coastal missions or (later) forced onto reservations. By the early twentieth 

                                                      
8
 Moratto, Michael J. "California Archaeology." Academic Press, San Francisco, California, 1984: 110-113. 

9
 Delbert L. True, “The Pauma Complex in Northern San Diego County,” Journal of New World Archaeology 3, no. 4 (1980): 1-39. 
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century, when the first ethnographers tried to reconstruct the traditional territories of these groups, it was 
challenging to determine who had been living in which area, at what point in time.  

Originally, Lowell Bean attributed the vicinity of March ARB to the ethnographic Cahuilla, whose lands 
once extended from the vicinity of what is now Riverside, southeast to Borrego Springs and eastward to the 
San Bernardino Mountains.15 Lowell Bean and G.H. Phillips both report Cahuilla villages in the vicinity of 
March ARB, including three along the Whitewater River and three in the Riverside and Perris Valley areas.16 
Subsequently, however, Bean revised his thinking, and states that “we are able to confirm that March AFB 
is within the traditional ancestral cultural area of the Serrano, as acknowledged in the Treaty of 1851…”17  

Other ethnographers, however, have mapped the region differently: Alfred L. Kroeber places the location 
of March ARB in Luiseño territory, Phillip Drucker attributes it to the Serrano, and William Strong suggests 
it was “probably Gabrielino, though occupied by Mountain Cahuilla in the Mexican period.”18 
Ethnohistorian John Johnson believes that the area was in Serrano territory, and definitely not in Luiseño 
lands.19 As Michael Lerch and Amanda Cannon conclude for the nearby Lakeview Mountains, “the 
protohistoric and historic-period occupation of the … area cannot be conclusively attributed to a single 
modern group.”20 The same can be said for the March ARB vicinity. 

It is possible that this somewhat stark landscape was a boundary zone between groups: Heizer draws the 
boundaries between the Gabrielino, Serrano, and Cahuilla very near where the March ARB is located today, 
implying either a boundary zone or an area of overlapping use.21 In any case, the early ethnographers were 
studying a place that had already seen more than a century of disruption and outside influence from the 
Spanish, Mexican, and American governments, influencing native lifeways and traditional territorial 
boundaries in the area.  

In the protohistoric and contact periods, Cahuilla, Serrano, and interior Gabrielino people practiced a 
hunter-gatherer lifestyle, exploiting local food resources like deer, pronghorn, rabbits/hares, pinyon nuts, 
acorns, mesquite pods, and various seeds and tubers. As with most California hunter-gatherers, they 
established year-round villages at reliable water sources, especially the major rivers (San Jacinto, Santa 
Ana, San Luis Rey) and their larger tributaries. Temporary or seasonal camps were used when collecting 
resources that were father from the main villages; plants and animals often would be partially processed 
(ground, dried, butchered, etc.) at these camps for easier transport to the year-round habitations. Lowell 
Bean reports that the three groups “interacted regularly by intermarriage, trade, ritual, and war.”22  
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Trade relationships, territorial boundaries, socio-political and religious practices, and traditional patterns of 
settlement and subsistence all began to change with the establishment of missions San Gabriel and San Luis 
Rey in the second half of the eighteenth century. Native people were also impacted by the arrival of exotic 
diseases; the smallpox epidemic of 1863 wiped out perhaps a third of the Cahuilla and similarly devastated 
the neighboring groups. Under the American system of government schools, Indian Services, and land 
divisions, the social, political, and religious institutions among the native people were suppressed. By the 
beginning of the twentieth century, most of the native people of the region lived on or near reservations.23 

Historic Context 
This historic context is adapted from previously developed historic contexts for March ARB. JRP Historical 
Consulting Services, LLC’s (JRP’s) 1992 National Register of Historic Places Registration Form for 
March Field Historic District addresses the early development of March Field in the decades following its 
establishment in 1918. Patti Johnson’s 1991 Inventory and Evaluation of World War II Structures: March 
Air Force Base, Riverside California provides a discussion of March Field during World War II. William 
Manley’s 1995 Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation: March AFB, Riverside County, California and 
its update, JRP’s 2013 Cold War Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Update Report, March Air 
Reserve Base, Riverside County, California, present a history of the base focusing on the Cold War period.24 
This historic context information was augmented by primary and secondary source research completed for 
this ICRMP between November 2018 and February 2019 at the March Field Air Museum (including 
discussions with knowledgeable individuals), National Archives at Riverside, University of California, 
Davis Shields Library, University of California, Riverside Special Collections and University Archives, 
March ARB collections and records, and the Moreno Valley Historical Society. 

World War I Era (1917-1918) 

America’s entry into World War I and the corresponding development of the country’s nascent aeronautical 
capabilities spurred early development of March Field. Between 1917 and 1918, the Army Air Service 
oversaw construction of at least ten new air stations, most of rudimentary construction with scattered wood 
frame buildings and modest air strips. March Field, initially named Alessandro Aviation Field, was 
established in early 1918 and was of standard Army design, with a modest assemblage of support buildings 
and a 50-acre landing strip. JRP’s National Register of Historic Places Registration Form for March Field 
Historic District addresses this early period, discussing the factors behind March Field’s rapid development 
into one of the west coast’s key Army Air Corps installations. The following discussion is primarily derived 
from the nomination completed by JRP, with additional information added, as noted. 

Plans for expansion of the Army Air Service were incomplete when the U.S. entered World War I on April 
6, 1917. Early in March of that year, the War Department sent General William L. Sibert, who became 
commander of the American 1st Division in France under General Pershing, to southern California to look 
for a site to establish a west coast Army airfield for coastal defense and pilot training. The Riverside 
Chamber of Commerce appointed one of its members, Arthur Sweet, a representative of the Riverside 
District Aero Club of America, and local attorney Miguel Estudillo to promote a site 10 miles southeast of 
Riverside on the Alessandro plains. Instructions from Washington, however, gave preference to a site closer 
to the ocean and General Sibert eventually chose to establish the west coast airfield at the existing Camp 
Trouble site (renamed Rockwell Field) on North Island in San Diego. Nevertheless, the War Department 
had been sufficiently impressed with the climate, topography, and general flying conditions in the vicinity 
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of Alessandro that it soon established an emergency landing strip for student flyers from Rockwell Field 
on a vacant tract of land near the old Alessandro railroad depot.25  

Members of the Riverside Chamber of Commerce continued to lobby for the establishment of a second 
southern California airfield at Alessandro. A permanent Aviation Committee was appointed by the 
Riverside chamber, led once again by Arthur Sweet and another prominent citizen, Frank Miller, owner of 
the Mission Inn. The committee prepared a comprehensive prospectus on the Alessandro site emphasizing 
its excellent flying conditions, freedom from flight hazards such as tall buildings or trees and overhead 
wire, its topographical advantages, good prevailing winds, persistent sunshine, and general healthy 
conditions. The Aviation Committee was able to gain the support of Hiram Johnson, former Governor and 
a U.S. Senator at the time. It was at Johnson’s insistence that the War Department agreed to investigate the 
feasibility of expanding the emergency landing strip at the Alessandro site into a permanent Army Air 
Field.26  

As further incentive to the government, the chamber proposed to negotiate a favorable lease of a 640-acre 
tract which they offered to the government rent-free with an option to purchase the entire tract at any time 
within three years for $100 per acre. With this prospectus in hand, an investigating committee comprised 
of Maj. Benjamin F. Castle (Signal Corps), Lt. Col. George H. Crabtree (Medical Corps), and Captain 
Alphonse Boyriven of the French Flying Corps arrived from Washington on January 18, 1918 to meet with 
Sweet, Miller, and other members of the Riverside Chamber of Commerce. After making a thorough 
inspection of the Alessandro area, the commission agreed to lease the 640-acre Hendrix Estate from June 
1918 through June 1923 for the sum of $1 with an option to purchase for the duration of the lease.27 

The original boundaries of March Field encompassed 640 acres. Nine additional acres were purchased to 
construct an entrance road from the San Diego-Los Angeles inland highway one-half mile east of the base. 
These boundaries remained unchanged until October 1941, when the approaching crisis of World War II 
necessitated a quarter-mile expansion of the boundary on all four sides of the perimeter.28 To hasten a 
decision by the War Department, the Riverside Chamber’s Aviation Committee arranged with the Santa Fe 
Railroad to construct a branch line into the property for use by the Army. In addition, the committee gained 
assurances from the Southern Sierra Power Company, Pacific Telephone, and Western Union that they 
would be ready to extend their lines and begin installation as soon as the Army was ready.29 

Troops began arriving at the Alessandro Aviation Field from Rockwell Field on February 26, 1918. Led by 
aviation pioneer Sergeant Charles Garlick, three servicemen, local muleskinners, and a team of mules began 
clearing the area and making way for aircraft to begin aviation operations at the site.30 On March 20th, the 
airfield was officially renamed March Army Air Field (also known as March AAF, or more commonly 
referred to as March Field), in honor of 2nd Lieutenant Peyton C. March Jr. (son of the Army Chief of Staff 
Maj. Gen. Peyton C. March). March had been mortally injured in February of that year in an aviation 
accident at Hicks Field in San Antonio Texas, later dying in Fort Worth, Texas.31 The World War I era 
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buildings at March Field were of standard Army design, one-story temporary wood-frame structures clad 
in board-and-batten siding and resting on wood foundations.32 

The wartime layout of March Field was based upon a standard army design replicated at several aviation 
fields erected during World War I, including Scott and Chanute Fields in Illinois, Brooks and Kelly Fields 
in Texas, and Mather Field near Sacramento, California. Twohy Brothers Construction Company of 
Spokane, Washington, received the construction contract and was led and represented by George Boschke. 
The Army then assigned Captain Caruthers from Rockwell Field to take over for Garlick. Both men were 
committed to efficiently and economically construct the base, and they were assisted by numerous military 
personnel who were as part of the construction crew.33 Additional logistical support was provided by the 
Riverside Chamber of Commerce through arranging offices at the Riverside Inn and paying for additional 
roadway improvements leading to the base.34   

The buildings at March Field were stretched out along the north boundary of the military reservation. The 
main boulevard ran in an east-west direction, bordered on the south-southwest by a long row of hangars, 
and on the north by barracks, workshops, hospital, headquarters, warehouses, mess halls, and the 
commanding officer’s quarters. North of the central boulevard, residences and barracks were clustered on 
the two wings with the service and industrial facilities mixed together at the center surrounding a tall water 
tower. The 1918 base was never landscaped, in fact, the only trees appearing in historic photographs is a 
remnant grove of olive trees located near the commanding officer’s residence at the northeast corner of the 
base. The base received permission from the War Department to leave the grove intact during construction.35 
Open spaces between buildings and the 50-acre landing strip were sown with grass to reduce dust. The 
remainder of the 640 acres were graded, leveled, and treated with a coat of oil.36 Five training squadrons, 
each with 250 flyers and 19 airplanes, and 2,000 support personnel were assigned to active duty at March 
Field during the remainder of the war.  

Interwar Period (1918-1941) 

Training continued until mid-March 1919. By that time, 50 officer-students had graduated, and 170 cadets 
had successfully completed the primary aviation training course. After the final class graduated, 70 percent 
of the enlisted personnel and many administrative officers were discharged or transferred to other Army 
installations. Six months passed before the War Department announced that March Field would remain 
open as an active installation. During its 1919 session, Congress passed a bill authorizing purchase of the 
640-acre site along with several other World War I cantonments located across the country. The federal 
government acquired a deed to the property on May 22, 1920. By the fall of 1920, the Army Air Service 
had resumed regular courses in primary pilot school at two sites: one was at March Field, California and 
the other at Arcadia Field, Florida. Graduates of these programs went to advanced training at Kelly Field, 
Texas.37 

The decision to resume flight training at the “Air Service Pilot School March Field” brought a request from 
the Army Air Service for Congress to provide funding in its 1922 appropriation bill for construction of 
permanent buildings at March Field. The Air Service instructed the Quartermaster Corps to prepare cost 
estimates for 35 sets of officers’ quarters, one commanding officer’s quarters, and a long-distance radio 
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hut. Influenced by the concerns of local citizens, Major Barton K. Yount, commanding officer of March 
Field, requested that the proposed structures be designed in a regionally appropriate architectural style, “a 
Mission Type of architecture.”38 

Yount had been in close consultation with Frank Miller, owner of the Mission Inn, about the construction 
of permanent facilities at March Field. Miller informed Yount that the Riverside community preferred 
March Field be designed in the Mission Revival style by an established southern California architect. Miller 
offered the services of Arthur B. Benton, architect of the Mission Inn, to draw up a “tentative plan” free of 
charge for the government. Yount consulted with Benton and later submitted blueprints and a proposal for 
laying out 35 Mission-style hollow tile and cement post officers’ quarters arranged in a “court type” setting 
on a 25-acre tract of privately-owned agricultural land adjacent to March Field. According to the Benton-
Yount plan, all permanent buildings constructed in the future at March Field would conform to this 
architectural style.39  

Major-General Mencher, chief of the Air Service, agreed with Yount’s proposed building program, but the 
“call for retrenchment” in military spending during the early 1920s, wrote Mencher, made it impossible to 
construct any quarters at Army Service air fields for the next few years. When the Washington Disarmament 
Conference forced Congress to reduce the number of personnel in the 1922 Army appropriation bill, the 
Air Service had no recourse but to phase out flight instruction at March Field. The Air Service Pilot School 
was discontinued, and the detachment disbanded on October 1, 1921. A reduced pilot training program 
continued at Arcadia Field, Florida, and March Field was garrisoned for a short period by the 19th Aero 
Pursuit Squadron and the 23rd Aero Bombardment Squadron. By the end of 1922, however, these squadrons 
transferred to foreign duty and only six officers and two civilian employees remained. On April 5, 1923 the 
base was placed in caretaker status.40 

In March 1926, Congress enacted Public Law No. 45 which authorized the Secretary of War to dispose of 
43 military reservations and to deposit the money received from those sales into a special fund designated 
the “Military Post Construction Fund.” This money was earmarked for permanent construction at military 
posts until fully expended. The Act called for submission of annual estimates along with a statement of the 
specific construction projects covered under each estimate. The program was aimed primarily at taking care 
of the housing and hospitalization needs of the Army. Many of the buildings used to shelter the Army were 
old and obsolete. Some had been constructed prior to the Civil War and many more were temporary 
structures erected during World War I. Lack of sufficient permanent shelter after the war necessitated use 
of these temporary buildings beyond their intended life of two or three years. Furthermore, new military 
activities, such as that of the Army Air Service, required new and special types of technical buildings for 
support of military aviation.41  

The Army Air Service, separated from the Signal Corps in 1918, became the Army Air Corps by virtue of 
the passage of the Air Corps Act of July 2, 1926. The Act left Army aviation under General Staff control, 
but it also increased the air organization’s military strength and its prestige and influence within the War 
Department. New units of the Air Corps became priority locations for the expenditure of military post 
construction funds. As a feature of this renewed interest in Army aviation, Congress authorized a 
$147 million five-year program (1927-1932) to expand the Army’s pilot training program and to modernize 
its tactical units. The Air Corps began with 919 officers, 8,725 enlisted men, and 1,254 airplanes. The 1926 

                                                      
38

 JRP, National Register Form for March Field. 
39

 JRP, National Register Form for March Field. 
40

 JRP, National Register Form for March Field. 
41

 JRP, National Register Form for March Field. 



INTEGRATED CULTURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Page 38 of 81 

act authorized a buildup that would roughly double the size of the Air Corps and strengthen their presence 
at garrisons in Hawaii, the Canal Zone, and Alaska. Bombardment wings would be permanently deployed 
on the east and west coasts along with an attack wing on the southern border of the U.S.42 

Although the Army maximized use of its only primary flying school at Brooks Field, Texas, alone it could 
not accommodate all of the flying cadets entering the Air Corps training program. One of the initial steps 
toward execution of the Air Corps five-year national expansion plan was a reorganization of the pilot 
training program that resulted in removing March Field from caretaker status. The Air Corps rehabilitated 
March Field in two phases. To meet immediate needs, the Air Corps reconditioned the old and obsolete 
World War I facilities and opened a second primary air training facility at March Field for 40 officers and 
400 students. By the end of its five-year program, the Air Corps planned to consolidate all the primary flight 
training programs of both March and Brooks fields, as well as the training tasks of the advanced training 
program at Kelly Field, to a new 2,300-acre site northeast of San Antonio, Texas, called Randolph Field. 
The Air Corps program would then provide for one air wing each on the east and west coasts, one in the 
south, one each in Panama and Hawaii, one air group on the northern U.S. border, and another in the 
Philippines. By the end of the Air Corps’ five-year program, March Field would be the permanent home 
for the Air Corps west coast bombardment wing.43  

The office of the Quartermaster General had primary responsibility for construction and maintenance of 
buildings of the Army and operating the utilities at the various military posts from 1885 until 1941. The 
task of carrying out the new building program authorized by Congress in 1926 fell to the Quartermaster 
General. The War Department construction programs placed a priority on new barracks, officers’ quarters, 
and hospitals. These building types were among the first erected at March Field, but new posts for the Air 
Corps provided additional problems because an entire new post had to be planned from the ground up. 
March Field is a significant example of military post planning, because it was the first complete aviation 
post laid out and built by the Quartermaster Corps and the Army Air Corps during peacetime. Whereas the 
war-time Construction Division of the Quartermaster Corps emphasized expeditious procedures to meet 
War Department requirements, employment of temporary construction methods, and standardized plans for 
both base layout and individual structures, during peacetime the construction program of the Army 
established a different set of criteria. In contrast, peacetime construction emphasized input into the planning 
process from prominent city planners and architects, variety of structure and installation, aesthetics with 
functional utility, and the use of appropriate local building materials and architectural styles. These values 
were emphasized by both Congress and Army officials alike during the 1926 hearings of the Subcommittee 
on Military Affairs.44  

The Construction Division of the Quartermaster Corps, organized in 1920, was the only office of the Army 
provided with a cadre of high quality, professional architects, planners, and designers. In addition to civilian 
architects employed through the civil service, Quartermaster General B. Frank Cheatham (1926-1930) 
employed George B. Ford, a leading figure in the “City Beautiful” movement and internationally renowned 
city planner, and Arthur Loomis Harmon, an equally prominent architect, to serve as consultants to review 
and advise on the layout and architectural design of major new army posts. Local constructing 
quartermasters also prepared plans and specifications, and occasionally private architects, working closely 
with a construction quartermaster, were employed to develop regionally appropriate architectural models. 
These drawings were submitted to the Design Section of the Construction Division, which prepared all final 
plans, specifications, and working drawings. Once completed, these plans were submitted for approval 
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and/or modification by the consulting architect and city planner. The approved sketches and post plans were 
forwarded through the Adjutant General to the Corps Area and Post Commanders, and possibly also to the 
Chief of the Military Branch (Air Corps), for comments and returned through the same channels. If there 
were objections, the project was redesigned; if not, it went to the Secretary of War for approval. Once the 
Quartermaster General was notified of approval, the Building Section was free to proceed with preparing 
contract specifications which were forwarded to the Construction Quartermaster to advertise for bids.45 

Colonel William C. Gardenhire, Quartermaster Corps, was appointed to oversee the reconstruction of 
March Field in the spring of 1927. Arriving from Louisville, Kentucky with his wife, he took up temporary 
headquarters at Frank Miller’s Mission Inn in Riverside. Over the next five years Colonel Gardenhire 
became closely identified in the local community with the developments at March Field. He served as post 
quartermaster and constructing quartermaster at March Field until his retirement from the Army in 1932. 
Gardenhire’s first tasks at March Field were to survey the remaining World War I buildings and utilities, 
report on their condition, and develop a plan for rehabilitation of the old post for temporary occupation. 
Electrical hook-ups, construction of telephone lines, reconstruction of the water distribution system, sinking 
of wells in search of a reliable potable water supply, and procurement of a pumping plant were among his 
first priorities. Since permanent barracks and quarters would be erected shortly at March Field, the 
Quartermaster General instructed Gardenhire to repair the old temporary wooden barracks and residences 
only to the degree essential to make them habitable until permanent buildings were ready for occupancy. 
Underpinnings, stringers, joists, and floors were to receive minimal repairs, when necessary, and the 
buildings’ exteriors were not to be painted. The Air Corps, which was responsible for funding repairs to 
technical Air Corps buildings, such as hangars, shops, dope houses, and the flying field, also anticipated 
the imminent construction of new facilities and only made minor repairs to its buildings.46 

While Col. Gardenhire labored to rehabilitate the old post, local Riverside interests mobilized to influence 
the Army to construct a new army base that would harmonize with the image projected by the City of 
Riverside. Major J. A. Cummings of the Quartermaster Corps Reserves in Riverside, whom Gardenhire 
characterized as “the Self-Appointed Ambassador, without folio” traveled to Washington, D.C. in March 
to confer with the authorities at the Quartermaster General’s Office on the type of architecture to be used 
in construction of March Field. Upon his return, he met with G. Stanley Wilson, a prominent Riverside 
architect who had designed 16 local schools and the Riverside Auditorium and Soldiers Memorial and 
encouraged him to pursue a commission for designing the new post. Wilson wrote General Yates, chief of 
the Construction Services of the Quartermaster Corps, offering his professional services and lobbying for 
adoption of an architectural style for the new army barracks and quarters at March Field in keeping with 
the buildings and grounds that beautified the City of Riverside. Inspired by the Mission Inn, the architectural 
style that predominated in the city, he wrote, was elegant and graceful in its simplicity, and not extravagant 
or expensive. Major Cummings, who supported Wilson in his quest for the job as architect of the new post, 
sent recent photographs of Wilson’s Riverside school buildings and the Mission Inn to General Yates as 
samples for his consideration. General Yates confided to Wilson in a correspondence dated April 6, 1927 
that the Quartermaster Corps had already decided to build in a style that would “harmonize with the best 
traditions of the historical architecture of Southern California,” but he informed Wilson that planners and 
architects within the Quartermaster Corps in Washington, D.C. would be responsible for developing the 
layout and building plans.47 
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While Cummings and Wilson lobbied General Yates, Colonel Gardenhire was working directly with Frank 
Miller of the Mission Inn and other architects to develop recommendations for a detailed site plan and a 
Mission or Spanish Colonial Revival style design. One of the architects consulted by Miller and Gardenhire 
was Myron Hunt, a Director of the American Institute of Architects and a leading architect in California 
who also recently completed the St. Francis Atrio at the Mission Inn. The Atrio contains the Famous Fliers’ 
Wall where many of the world’s greatest pioneer aviators have sought the protection of St. Francis, patron 
saint of birds, by “signing” the wall of the chapel with inscribed copper wings. Another prominent advisor 
to Gardenhire was Charles H. Cheney, a graduate of the Ecole des Beaux Arts in Paris, who specialized in 
city planning and was responsible for Palos Verde Estates near Los Angeles. Drawing upon available 
California models of community planning and residential architecture, Gardenhire and his consultants 
worked to develop several different types of Mission Revival style houses to create a setting for them that 
would “do away with the sameness of appearance” that detracted from the beauty of nearly all military 
posts.48 

Besides the constructing quartermaster, Colonel Gardenhire, the other key military officer involved in 
planning March Field was the post commander. In April 1927, Major Carlyle H. Wash transferred from the 
advanced training facility at Kelly Field, Texas to take command of the flying school at March Field. Major 
Wash brought with him the 47th School Squadron from Brooks Field to inaugurate the new training 
program. The 70th Service Squadron from Kelly Field arrived a month later to reactivate the base and 
rehabilitate the existing technical facilities. By the end of July, this task was nearly completed.49  

Shortly after his arrival at March Field, Major Wash began working on plans for the layout of the new 
airfield. Like Gardenhire, Wash also consulted with Myron Hunt on proposed layouts of the new airfield. 
On April 20, 1927, he forwarded to the Chief of the Air Corps, Major General Mason M. Patrick, three 
alternative plans (Plans A, B, and C) for the layout of permanent Air Corps technical buildings. The key to 
each of the plans from the post commander’s perspective was the placement of six proposed 75 x 500 x 20 
bomber hangers (though eight hangars were ultimately constructed), their functional utility for pilots and 
maintenance crews, and the ability of the Air Corps to take advantage of prevailing winds.50 

The Air Corps and Quartermaster Corps conducted further investigations before finalizing a plan for March 
Field. During the summer of 1927, the chiefs of both departments made separate trips to the west coast to 
inspect the airfield and look over the proposed plans onsite. Brig. General Yates, head of the Construction 
Service Quartermaster Corps, arranged a meeting between Quartermaster General Cheatham, Hunt, and 
Gardenhire during his inspection visit on June 16, 1927. Cheatham was guest of honor at a luncheon at the 
Mission Inn attended by Hunt, Gardenhire, members of the Riverside Chamber of Commerce, and other 
civic organizations. On the following day, Cheatham requested that the Design Branch of the Construction 
Service forward sketches of the proposed layout plans, perspectives of the hangars, and plans and elevations 
for the administration building, barracks, officers’ quarters, and technical buildings to Hunt. These materials 
were sent to Colonel Gardenhire through H.M. Nurse of the Construction Service on June 24th.51  

Three weeks after General Cheatham’s visit, General Patrick of the Air Corps inspected March Field with 
orders from the Secretary of War to make a final determination of the best layout. On July 6th he visited the 
site with Major Wash and Col. Gardenhire and studied the proposed layout and sketches of the new 
buildings prepared by the constructing quartermaster and post commander in consultation with Myron 

                                                      
48

 JRP, National Register Form for March Field. 
49

 JRP, National Register Form for March Field. 
50

 JRP, National Register Form for March Field. 
51

 JRP, National Register Form for March Field. 



INTEGRATED CULTURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Page 41 of 81 

Hunt. On the following day, he notified his office in Washington, D.C. that he had approved a revised plan 
for the layout of the new buildings at March Field. The general layout corresponded closely with Major 
Wash’s proposed Plan B, but the precise location of individual buildings was as yet undetermined. General 
Patrick was especially pleased with the building design work noting that Gardenhire had “enlisted the 
services of an excellent architect.” The officers and non-commissioned officers’ quarters, wrote General 
Patrick, would be built in “the Spanish style, a front section with two wings enclosing a court in the rear. 
They will be low one-story houses, of course with slightly different treatment of the front and of the main 
entrance in order to avoid too great monotony.” Design details would be added to the new standard Air 
Corps hangars to make them compatible with the architectural style of the remaining structures on the post.52  

Construction at March Field proceeded as military funds became available. The first wave of construction 
included officer’s quarters, non-commissioned officer’s quarters, the commanding officer’s quarters, and 
bachelor officer’s quarters. In addition, a variety of mission-support facilities were erected, including a 
headquarters building, photo-parachute-armaments-radio huts, and a hospital. This also included eight 
hangars that were constructed in 1929 (Building 385, which was one of these eight hangars, was demolished 
in 2017). Construction additionally included the development of roads, sidewalks, curbs, culverts, and water 
utility facilities. Following this initial spate of construction, several other key projects continued through 
the early 1930s, including the construction of the war department theater, laundry, post gymnasium, and 
the officer’s club and mess hall. By 1932, most of the construction for the base’s redesign was complete, 
with the central parade grounds flanked by the new base headquarters, a firehouse, barracks, and a new 
hospital.53 Formal landscaping was also included in the redesign, with palm trees and areas of manicured 
lawns dispersed throughout the base’s administrative and living areas.54  

The design of the installation was divided into seven distinct programmatic sectors, all of which were 
interdependent entities that enabled the base to operate as a self-sufficient installation. The buildings were 
generally grouped according to function: officers and non-commissioned officers family Quarters; hangars; 
industrial buildings; medical buildings; recreational/social buildings for enlisted personnel; barracks; and 
officer’s recreation/social buildings. This programmatic structuring was emblematic of the City Beautiful 
design movement and dominant military planning theories of the period, which both sought to order the 
built environment by function (see Figure 1). Across all sectors, the buildings in the district were remarkably 
unified in their architectural tone, with a universal reference to the Mission Revival theme of the base.  

For the Army Air Corps, the first half of the 1930s was an era of great transition. It was a time of rapid 
change in air doctrine, mission, organization, and equipment. Doctrinally, the period produced more clearly 
defined employment concepts. Likewise, it bred a fervent belief among Air Corps officers that independent 
strategic bombardment could achieve decisive results in warfare, and that air power alone could prevent a 
hostile invasion of the U.S. Organizationally, it was an era of centralization. The War Department allowed 
the air arm’s striking elements, previously divided among the various ground commanders, to be 
concentrated under a senior Air Corps commander in one General Headquarters Air Force. In addition, it 
was a decade of rapid technological advancements in aeronautics, spawning long-range, high altitude heavy 
bombers such as the B-17 that could turn the potential of air power into reality. These and other changes 
strengthened the Air Corps as a combat force and better prepared it to meet the challenges of World War 
II.55 
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In 1933 the Muroc bombing range (later Edwards AFB) in the Mojave Desert was opened as an auxiliary 
installation for bombing practice by March Field pilots and their crews. Expansion of this facility in 1938 
established March as the central base for bombing and gunnery training. Recognition of the increasing 
significance of bombing as an attack force further enhanced the reputation of March Field. As the buildup 
for World War II began General Headquarters Air Force constructed a temporary tent city for 280 men in 
an open area at the rear of one of the barracks. On July 29, 1938 a revised layout plan for March Field was 
approved that authorized construction of a new permanent barracks (Building 456).56  

 

 

Figure 1. Proposed Plan of March Field 
 
In 1940, the beginning of National Guard anti-aircraft training boosted the number of personnel at March 
Field. The number of people stationed at March Field increased from 125 officers to 250 and from 1,500 
enlisted to 3,600 in the few months following the opening of this training program. By October 1940, the 
War Department had decided to open a new anti-aircraft artillery camp, designated Camp Haan, west of the 
main highway. By the end of the year, the War Department more than doubled the size of March Field by 
adding 920 acres to the north, east, and south of the base. The Air Corps built new runways, which were 
longer and with thicker paving. A great number of temporary wood-frame buildings were also erected 
between 1940 and 1943, some of them within the historic triangle, but most outside the older base in the 
newly acquired regions of the post. New additions included barracks, administrative buildings, hospital 
facilities, and an array of operational support shops.57 
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In the immediate years prior to World War II, one important development occurred that bolstered military 
morale: the United Service Organization (USO). The USO was formed in February 1941 with a mission to 
provide a “home away from home” for servicemen. This included morale and recreation activities, and even 
entertainment and live performances. Bob Hope was one such entertainer who volunteered to perform for 
the troops, travelling with the USO and performing all over the world throughout his career. Hope’s first 
USO show was in May 1941 at March Field where he performed a live radio broadcast from the base’s 
gymnasium, kicking off what would become a decades-long dedication to performing for the men and 
women of the U.S. armed forces, no matter where they were sent.58 

World War II Era (1941-1945) 

America’s entry into World War II initiated the third phase of significant construction at March Field. The 
1991 Inventory and Evaluation of World War II Structures: March Air Force Base, Riverside California 
addresses this period, focusing primarily on March Field’s training program during World War II, and the 
buildings necessary to support this function.  

In 1939, as the war in Europe threatened to become global in scope, the U.S. began preparations to improve 
its air defense capability in an effort to defend against invasion pending a general mobilization. At this time 
the Army consisted of about 200,000 men, and when President Franklin D. Roosevelt announced the first 
peacetime draft in the fall of 1940, it became imperative for the Army to provide adequate housing for the 
large number of new inductees. This situation was complicated by the fact that during World War I, troops 
had been stationed only briefly in the U.S. before being transferred overseas for training, and the level of 
accommodations at these domestic bases could be minimal. However, this mobilization effort would require 
that large numbers of soldiers be stationed in a large single location and trained there for an indefinite period 
of time. Troops stationed indefinitely required better accommodations than those on a brief stopover. The 
vast majority of this new army was “citizen-soldier” draftees and public perception of what constituted 
decent and healthy housing had changed appreciably since World War I. The standard of living for 
Americans had improved despite the Depression, and public pressure was brought to bear to include more 
of the comforts of home for the soldiers.59  

The Selective Service Act provided that no one could be sworn into the service unless the Army could 
provide adequate shelter, sanitary services, water supplies, heating and lighting, and medical care essential 
to public and personal health. This limited the Army’s troop housing options. No longer could the Army 
house men in rough canvas tents thrown up in vacant fields or in warehouses converted to dormitories.60 

An increase in troop strength to 1,200,000 by June 1940 required construction of new cantonments as well 
as expansion of existing facilities such as March Field. By the time America entered the war in December 
1941, there were 1,644,000 troops in uniform. At war’s end, that number had grown to 5,900,000.61 

The answer to the problem of providing adequate shelter to millions of troops in a timely fashion was the 
construction of temporary structures along the lines of the “600 Series” used during World War I. 
Modifications to upgrade the level of accommodations were necessary, however, and providentially, the 
Army had precisely what was needed. Plans for a “700 Series” had been drawn up in the 1930s by a group 
of architects under Col. Hartman. The roots of the “700-Series” extended back to 1928, when permission 
to update the World War I cantonment drawings came down from the General Staff to the Quartermaster 
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Corps. A few rough sketches gained approval the following year, but no further work was done. In 1934, 
when Col. Hartman was named to command the Construction Division of the Quartermaster Corps, he 
called for a complete revision of the plans.62  

In the spring of 1937, a crew of architects and draftsman completed an initial set of revised drawings. 
Col. Hartman appropriated over $250,000 in work relief funds in the fall of the following year to obtain a 
warehouse as workspace for his specialized crew. Work on the plans proceeded steadily but seemingly 
without purpose since the Protective Mobilization Plan of 1938 did not call for a significant amount of 
actual construction.63 

These plans became very important in 1940, however, with the huge influx of draftees. But when 
Col. Hartman reviewed them, he found that some plans had been altered so extensively that they were 
rendered useless, and the remainder of the plans had disappeared. Hartman assembled a number of the 
veteran employees from his previous taskforce to redraw the essential plans and he was thus able to provide 
the revised “700 Series” plans on schedule.64 

Five principles guided the mobilization construction plans: speed, simplicity, conservation of materials, 
flexibility, and safety. Speed was given the highest priority, and it was in the interest of achieving this speed 
that simplicity came into play. Wood was used in standard sizes where possible. Complex framing and 
interior framing were avoided or omitted. Interior electrical work, plumbing, and other mechanical facilities 
were kept to bare necessities.65 

New construction at March Field began as early as 1939. However, 1941-42 was the most productive 
construction period. As part of the country’s mobilization effort, this massive construction program was an 
unprecedented undertaking. Barracks, warehouses, supply rooms, and expanded utilities were all part of 
the program. Anti-aircraft artillery training began at March Field in 1940 and trainees for this activity more 
than doubled the manpower at the base. In addition, the War Department began construction of Camp Haan 
as a designated anti-aircraft artillery training area in October 1940. Although Camp Haan was not officially 
part of March Field at that time (it was absorbed after the war, becoming known as West March; however, 
it is no longer extant), it did become involved in the social and military life of the base. Construction of 
Camp Haan directly affected March Field to the extent that it increased traffic at both facilities and required 
the realignment of U.S. Highway 395. The purchase of an additional 950 acres to the north, east, and south 
of March Field allowed for runway expansion and provided the additional space required to accommodate 
the large number of planned temporary buildings.66 

In 1942, after completion of the major building program at March Field, the Army acquired an additional 
625 acres to extend the northwest runway. Several other late additions to the mobilization construction 
program occurred after most construction activity had ended. Runways received attention in 1944, with 
additional parking and landing areas constructed under a federal grant. As the Army developed newer and 
heavier aircraft, more durable runways were required. In October 1944, March Field planned a new runway 
which would parallel the older one. Construction began in 1945 and eventually cost $1.5 million. When 
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completed, the 7,000-foot runway boasted supporting aprons, taxiways, warm-up pads, and shoulders to 
accommodate the new B-24 and B-29 aircraft.67  

After two years of service as a tactical base, March Field’s mission changed to that of pursuit or offensive 
operations. During World War II, March Field served many vital, if unspectacular, functions. It provided 
facilities for test aircraft, although none were actually developed on base. The Army Air Corps tested a 
prototype of the first twin-engine fighter at March Field on January 1, 1939. The XP-38 made several test 
flights, then departed on February 11th on a transcontinental hop. The plane crashed just short of the runway 
at Mitchell Field in New York, but it had shown enough promise for the Army to continue tests at another 
air field. Between August 6th and 23rd, 1939, tests on an Ercoupe engine proved the feasibility of jet-assisted 
takeoffs. In April 1942, liquid rockets were used to assist A-20 bombers into the air from Muroc Bombing 
Range. At the opposite end of the technical spectrum, the Army designated March Field as the replacement 
center for glider training in May 1942.68  

The mission of March Field became one of support for an aviation engineer training center during the 
greater part of 1943, changing once again in 1944 to a B-24 training base. It remained in this capacity for 
the remainder of the war.  

After the war, March Field served as the base for inactivating bomber groups under the supervision of the 
58th Bomb Wing. During this time, the base reverted to its former wartime role as an operational fighter 
base and functioned in this capacity until the early part of 1949 when the SAC assumed jurisdiction and 
March Field became a bomber base.69  

Cold War Era (1946-1991) 

After World War II, March Field’s role and importance faded briefly. However, as the Cold War intensified, 
the changing political climate caused the Defense Department to envision March Field as an important part 
of the domestic SAC. The 1995 Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation: March Air Force and 2013 
Cold War Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Update Report, March Air Reserve Base, 
Riverside County, California address March AFB during the Cold War and discuss March Field’s role in 
the SAC system between 1946 and 1992.  

Tensions between the U.S. and the Soviet Union renewed a sense of urgency within the U.S. military shortly 
after World War II. The military, after only a few months of post-war contraction, underwent broad changes, 
affecting March Field and considerably changing its makeup. The National Security Act of 1947 created 
the USAF as a military branch and set up three commands placed under its authority. March Field was then 
renamed March AFB and was placed under the first of these, the Tactical Air Command (TAC), in 1948. 
Following a short period under Continental Air Command, March AFB was eventually placed under SAC 
jurisdiction on May 1, 1949, and remained a SAC base for 44 years.70  

SAC had been developed in 1946 as the nascent USAF’s premier strike force command and served as the 
military’s primary force in the prevention of atomic war. Prior to the development of intercontinental 
ballistic missiles (ICBMs), American nuclear capabilities were restricted to long-range bombers. 
Effectively, it was SAC that embodied American nuclear retaliation capabilities, commanding both 
bombers and later ICBMs. Through the Cold War, particularly in the late 1940s, 1950s, and early 1960s, 
SAC was entrusted with the primary responsibility of establishing the threat of “massive retaliation.” This 
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was seen as the foremost deterrent against nuclear attack on the U.S., more so than the nation’s efforts to 
develop defensive tools, such as the early warning system, air defense system, and, later, the antiballistic 
missile.71  

For the remainder of the Cold War, SAC defined March AFB’s role in the nation’s perceived Soviet threat. 
March AFB became home to the Fifteenth Air Force (15 AF) in November 1949. The 15 AF was SAC’s 
first numbered air force and came to March AFB to hold SAC authority over the western U.S. The 22nd 

Bombardment Wing (22 BW) was assigned to the base a few months earlier and became the main combat 
unit at March AFB. The 15 AF also gained fighter and reconnaissance wings to complement its 
bombardment components. March AFB increased by 6,300 acres of government-owned land during this 
period, acquiring farmland to the south and east.72 The 15 AF remained at the base until 1993, and the 22 
BW until 1994.73 

During the Korean War, SAC, along with other USAF Commands, was called upon to fight, and the 22 
BW was mobilized for war in July 1950, shortly after returning from temporary duty in England. The 22 
BW was sent to Okinawa, Japan, and within a few weeks was part of the newly created Far East Air Forces 
headed by 15 AF Commander General Emmett “Rosie” O’Donnell. Before the 22 BW returned to March 
AFB in October 1950, the wing conducted a total of 57 missions and 835 sorties. The wing grew to 
30 aircraft and 30 combat crews by summer 1952 and trained other crews from the 44th and 106th 
Bombardment Groups, a service vital to the Korean War effort.74  

SAC itself underwent great changes in the early 1950s. Commander Curtis LeMay, in an attempt to make 
the command more battle ready, announced in early 1951 that all combat units were to be separate and 
independent of base services and operations. This reorganization allowed combat wings to move into action 
without administrative complications. The reorganization assigned an air division to each combat unit to 
handle the “housekeeping” duties on base. The 12th Air Division at March AFB was assigned to the 15 AF 
in February 1951 and exercised operational control over the 22 and 44 BWs.75  

In 1950, March AFB assumed another role: air refueling. The 22nd Air Refueling Squadron (22 AFRES) 
was activated under the 22 BW in June 1950, and immediately got under way with use of KB-29s, B-29s 
converted for refueling purposes. The squadron acquired the KC-97, designated specifically for air 
refueling, in June 1952.76 

During the Korean Conflict, individuals at March AFB worked to plan the future of the base in the face of 
rapid changes. General Jack Catton and General Howell Estes, both from the 12th Air Division, began a 
campaign to convince USAF superiors that March AFB should serve as a jet bomber base. The new B-47 
bombers represented a technological advance from the propeller-driven B-29s of World War II. General 
Estes and Catton knew that changes would have to be made at March AFB to handle these more 
sophisticated bombers.77  

Substantial expansion of the March AFB flightline was initiated in November 1952. The most important 
projects were the expansion of the flightline and lengthening of the main runway to 10,000 feet. A total of 
600 acres south of the base were acquired for this lengthening project, and buildings located at the south 
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boundary of the base were moved to West March to make room. The $6-million contract went to Peter 
Kiewit Company of Arcadia, who had worked on March Field’s runway in 1944. The new runway was 
three feet thick and ran parallel to the old one. The runway’s length and thickness allowed it to handle any 
USAF plane in existence or in planning stages and was designed to handle aircraft in the years to come.78  

In addition to the runway construction, March AFB acquired over $15 million from the Marshall 
Appropriation in Congress. This money was used to build a new hospital, administration buildings, 
maintenance buildings, housing units, and a munitions storage area. While a significant portion of this new 
construction took place adjacent to the flightline and in the historic core of the base, a number of projects 
took place in the western area of the base known as West March, on the site of the World War II era anti-
aircraft artillery training area known as Camp Haan. Most notably, construction in this area included a large 
housing area named Arnold Heights, in honor of General Arnold (which is no longer extant or part of base 
property).79 A series of eight “skydocks” were also renovated to handle the shift to KC-97s during this 
time.80 

Improvements undertaken at March AFB during this period reflected a standardized design that reflected 
the larger SAC program rather than any particular mandates of March AFB itself. Air Force “Definitive 
Designs” were used for virtually all new construction, including hangars, administration buildings, and 
other operational construction. Across all SAC bases, the Air Force Architectural Services Branch 
developed standardized projections for specific facilities association with operational groups, thereby 
creating a uniform design language across SAC bases. Within this standardized context, the Air Force did 
often employ local architectural firms, however, almost all of the plans were adapted from this core set of 
Definitive Designs and, as such, SAC related construction at March AFB mirrored that which was occurring 
at other SAC bases across the country.81 

In January 1953, March AFB (through the 22 BW) became one of the first 15 AF bases to convert from 
B-29s to B-47s to facilitate combat readiness. The culmination of the new aircraft programs came in 
February 1953, when one of the 22 BW’s KC-97 successfully refueled a B-47 flown by Major Chuck 
Yeager. By the early 1950s, March AFB no longer had fighter aircraft, having become purely a bomber 
base.82 By 1954, the additional support facilities for the B-47 and KC-97 aircraft were completed.83 

March AFB continued in the late 1950s to fulfill a variety of missions for the USAF. Numerous specialized 
squadrons operated out of March AFB, giving the base a broad spectrum of expertise. The 6983rd Radar 
Squadron operated at the base, possibly controlling early warning radar stations at remote locations in 
California. An Altitude Training Unit (pressurized chamber) was also operational at March AFB during 
this period. The pressure chamber was designed to reconstruct conditions when flying at high altitudes. The 
March Radar Field Maintenance Section of the 15 AF tested radar antenna equipment and developed them 
for use by all SAC bases.84  

March AFB continued its role in training through the Cold War, especially in the 1950s. The 44 BW was 
reactivated at March AFB in January 1951 (after demobilization in 1946) and assigned a training role. By 
the end of the month, the 44 BW contained 60 officers and 400 airmen drawn from other units (such as the 
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22 BW). Not under SAC control, the 44 BW was not required to undergo operational readiness testing, and 
focused solely on training. Although the 44 BW left March AFB in August 1951, other units continued the 
training mission through the 1950s. Throughout its various programs, the training of refueling crews was a 
major task of the 22 AFRES. A special trainer was established at March AFB for use in the maintenance of 
the B-47 navigation system. The “MAC-2 Trainer” served as a simulator for bomb navigation, training 
many in accurate bombing.85 

By 1955, the 15 AF at March AFB oversaw 10 bases throughout the west. Later, this control included 
ICBMs. The 15 AF received command of its first Atlas missile in October 1959 at F.E. Warren AFB, 
Wyoming. A special squadron was established for this new responsibility. The 564th Strategic Missile 
Squadron became operational in September 1960 at F.E. Warren AFB and was given the task of firing the 
Atlas missile should the need arise. By the next year, six such squadrons existed; by late 1961, 15 AF held 
jurisdiction over 75 percent of SAC’s ICBMs throughout the western U.S. With these ICBMs, all located 
changes in manpower and headquarters occurred throughout the 15 AF.86  

The alert responsibility continued for years at March AFB and remained a priority. To minimize the time 
needed for the alert crews to reach their planes on the flightline, an alert facility, or “crew readiness” 
building, was completed in January 1960. This alert facility was adjacent to the flightline and the SAC 
bombers. It was designed to house 96 men, allowing them to live and work next to their planes. In 1961, 
the 22 BW increased its alert posture from 33 percent to 50 percent.87  

March AFB alert crews were called upon during the Cuban Missile Crisis of 1962. The 22 BW was ordered 
to an advanced posture of alert on October 22nd, after President Kennedy’s quarantine of Cuba. The 
commanding officer of the 22 BW ordered all training canceled and prepared all units for combat. Tensions 
were high on base, particularly among alert crews, until a “relaxed state” was reached when the crisis was 
averted a few weeks later. March AFB alert crews were prepared to carry out SAC policy of both nuclear 
retaliation and deterrence to communist moves throughout the globe. With the change to 50 percent alert 
status, the remaining 50 percent of the crew not on alert duty remained in constant training. The non-alert 
portion of the 22 BW at March AFB was assigned to test a new SAC maintenance plan. Project “High 
Blower” was designed to cut SAC maintenance time by half, bringing mechanics out to the plane and 
commencing work immediately.88  

Throughout the late 1950s and early 1960s, the 15 AF played a major role in development and management 
of SAC’s ICBM force. By the close of 1963, the 15 AF had jurisdiction over all but one missile unit in the 
west, and commanded 600 Atlas, Titan, and Minuteman ICBMs. The first 15 AF Minuteman missile was 
accepted in 1963, giving an effective mix of missiles and planes.89  

In March 1963, March AFB received its first B-52 bombers to replace the outdated B-47s. The B-52s 
marked a change in the role of the 22 BW to that of heavy bombardment. In line with the changeover to the 
B-52, March AFB KC-97s were replaced by the KC-135 tanker, giving the base an all-jet force. In 
September 1963, a new 24-hour alert posture was initiated with these new bombers. In addition, March 
AFB crews began to perform alert duty at other installations.90  
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Once again, new aircraft at March AFB sparked a massive construction program, surpassing that of the B-
47 buildup. A total of $11 million was spent in the buildup between 1963-1968 including the construction 
of enlisted dormitories, a child care facility, a squadron operations building, the Combat Operations Center, 
a new hospital, water storage tanks, and various warehouses. Facilities also constructed during this five-
year period to directly support the B-52s included aircraft maintenance lighting and docks, an engine 
inspection and repair shop, and a maintenance control facility, as well as blast deflector fences, four new 
parking aprons, and fuel cell dock at the south end of the runway for the repair of B-52 fuel systems. In 
addition, the runway, taxiways, and overways were again strengthened.91 This array of construction 
supported a surge in population at the base, which by the mid-1960s was at 9,000, the highest since World 
War II.92 

While massive construction programs were underway, March AFB became involved in conflict overseas, 
contributing units to the Vietnam war effort. Between 1967-1972, most units at the base were sent to 
Southeast Asia, leaving only caretaker and support elements to run the base. The presence of the HQ 15 AF 
at the base also meant that much of the planning for deployment of SAC forces to Southeast Asia occurred 
at March AFB, particularly in the field of air refueling. The air refueling deployment operation was moved 
from Castle AFB to March AFB in January 1972 and all tankers destined for Southeast Asia were staged 
through March AFB until December 1975. KC-135s from March AFB also participated in the refueling of 
TAC and Military Airlift Command aircraft destined for Southeast Asia.93  

By late 1973, the majority of crews from March AFB returned to the U.S. to resume their roles in the 
ground-alert missions. Despite shrinking budgets, construction and base improvements continued in the 
early 1970s, as World War II temporary structures became increasingly insufficient. Most of these wartime 
structures were demolished, and many other buildings were refurbished for modern usage. Base 
construction in this era attempted to continue General Arnold’s ideal of making the base an architectural 
showplace. Much of the new construction was designed to complement the older Mission-style architecture; 
the basic outline of the base remained in place even with this new construction. The center of the base 
continued to focus on the original triangular area of housing and administration buildings that dated back 
to the late 1920s and 1930s. The flightline existed, as it had since construction, at the hypotenuse of this 
triangle, with support facilities arranged alongside it.94  

The hospital at March AFB, constructed in 1965, was selected to receive and care for many of the prisoners 
of war (POWs) returning from Southeast Asia in 1973 during Operation Homecoming. An entire wing was 
set aside for these returning POWs, who received a variety of medical, psychiatric, and spiritual services. 
The hospital was the first stop for these POWs, and every effort was made to smooth the transition to regular 
life for these men. Family members were transported to the hospital at government expense, and full 
medical evaluations were performed. A total of 54 POWs were processed through the hospital in 1973. A 
new wing was also constructed in 1974 to accommodate the increasing number of retirees settling in the 
immediate area.95  

The 1970s witnessed continued changes for March AFB, with many cutbacks in expenditures and 
personnel. The number of base personnel was reduced by 20 percent in the early 1970s, initiating a move 
to place deterrent forces inland away from coastal areas. The move was designed to increase response time 
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of strategic forces in the event of an attack. Despite these reductions, March AFB continued to set records. 
In April 1975, crews again performed another first by refueling a B-1B in the air with a KC-135 tanker, and 
in May, a Navy F-14.96  

With increased defense spending under the Reagan Administration, March AFB transformed again. In 
1982, the 22 BW was renamed the 22 Air Refueling Wing (22 ARW), ending an era of bombardment 
missions at March AFB. March AFB’s B-52s were replaced by new KC-10 tankers, a military version of 
the DC-10. With the conversion to the KC-10, March AFB lost nearly 430 military and 10 civilian positions. 
Later in 1982, the number of KC-10s was increased at March AFB, due to realized shortages in air refueling 
capabilities illustrated by a crisis in the Middle East.  

In 1982, March AFB gained an ANG unit, the 163rd Tactical Reconnaissance Group, which required a total 
of $15 million in construction programs to support it. The 163rd, previously a Tactical Air Support Group, 
flew RF-4s, the unarmed reconnaissance version of the F-4 Phantom II. By 1993, the 163rd changed again, 
this time to the 163rd Air Refueling Group, flying KC-135Es.97 

Post-Cold War Era (1992-Present) 

With the end of the Cold War, SAC was disestablished in 1992 and March AFB came under the command 
of the newly established AMC. The 22 ARW was transferred, in name only, to McConnell AFB, Kansas. 
22 ARW aircraft and personnel were assigned to the newly established 722nd Air Refueling Wing (722 
ARW). Following the conversion of March AFB from an active duty base to a reserve base, the 722 ARW 
was disestablished. The HQ 15 AF, also assigned to AMC, was relocated to Travis AFB, California in 
1993.98  

In 1993, March AFB was selected for realignment by the BRAC program, and on April 1, 1996, March 
AFB was officially re-designated March ARB under the AFRC. As part of the realignment, the base was 
decreased in size to approximately one-third of its peak acreage with the surplus property transferred to the 
MJPA. The MJPA was established in 1993 for planning and implementing new uses for the excess land, 
the reuse of existing buildings and facilities, and the joint use of the airfield for the development of an air 
cargo facility.99 March ARB continues to serve a critical air support mission with the 452 AMW Operations, 
Maintenance, Mission Support, and Medical groups. The 452 is the AFRC’s largest AMW. The base also 
serves as a joint-use installation and is home to tenant units from the Army Reserve, Navy Reserve, Marine 
Corps Reserve, ANG, and the Department of Homeland Security.  

8.3 Resource Inventories 

Cultural resources inventories are key tools in the identification and protection of existing cultural 
resources. The following resources inventories are maintained, as necessary, by the installation: 

• Archaeological sites (no known archaeological sites are located within the base boundaries) 
• Buildings and structures 
• TCPs and sacred sites (no known TCPs and sacred sites are located within the base boundaries) 
• Cultural landscapes (no known cultural landscapes are located within the base boundaries) 
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The inventory tables for buildings and structures are maintained in Microsoft Excel format and are included 
in Appendix B to this Plan. 

Installation Supplement – Resource Inventories 

Archaeological Resources 

All areas of the former and current installation have been surveyed for surface archaeological resources, 
and are detailed in the table provided below, arranged by report number. As part of the 2011 ICRMP, the 
California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) conducted a records search of previously 
recorded cultural resources and previously conducted archaeological investigations for March ARB. This 
search, together with information reported in the 2004 ICRMP and the ASM Affiliates 1996 report, as well 
as March ARB records, identified 57 archaeological investigations within the search area, which included 
the current boundaries of March ARB, areas located west of the current base boundaries (which were 
previously part of the base), and a 500-foot search radius buffer. Six of these archaeological investigations 
include portions of the current March ARB boundaries. No archaeological resources were identified within 
the March ARB boundaries as a result of the surveys. One archaeological isolate, a historic-period glass 
fragment, is located within the airfield; however, it has not been recorded and remains in place. As such, 
no NRHP-listed, -eligible, or potentially eligible archaeological resources have been identified within the 
current boundaries of the installation. 

Summary of Archaeological Studies 

Author and Years Report No. Total Acres 
Surveyed Resources Recorded 

Within Current 
March ARB 
Boundaries? 

Drover 1986 MF-0021 23 None No 

McCarthy 1986 MF-2237 134 Six bedrock milling sites No 

Swope and Neiditch 
1987 

MF-2313 970 18 bedrock milling sites, one 
historic-era site, four isolated 

artifacts 

No 

Drover 1987 MF-2346 153 Five bedrock milling sites No 

Drover 1989 MF-3755 25 None No 

Clough 1974 RI-0130 2,000 2 (type not specified) Yes 

King et al. 1974 RI-0133 None None No 

O’Conell et al. 1974 RI-0137 2,400 10 (type not specified) No 

Greenwood 1975 RI-0161 N/A N/A (overview only) No 

Leonard and Belligio 
1977 

RI-0250 320 6 (type not specified No 

Lando 1978 RI-0422 150 9 (type not specified) No 

Bean et al. 1979 RI-0535 403,203 16 (type not specified) No 

Spanne 1986 RI-0583 32 None No 

Van Horn 1980 RI-1144 1,500 21 (type not specified) No 
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Summary of Archaeological Studies 

Author and Years Report No. Total Acres 
Surveyed Resources Recorded 

Within Current 
March ARB 
Boundaries? 

Hammond 1982 RI-1410 3.6 None No 

Bouscaren 1983 RI-1717 637 31 (type not specified) No 

Swope 1987 RI-2125 970 19 (type not specified) No 

Drover 1987 RI-2159 153 5 (type not specified) No 

McCarthy 1987 RI-2171 680 65 (type not specified) Yes 

Drover 1988 RI-2293 2 1 (type not specified) No 

Brewer 1991 RI-3186 20 None No 

Tetra Tech, Inc. 1990 RI-3243 834 5 (type not specified) Yes 

Torres 1991 RI-3298 2.5 None No 

Drover 1992 RI-3465 800 None No 

Budinger 1990 MF-3475 834 Three bedrock milling sites, one 
isolated artifact 

Yes 

Drover 1989 RI-3494 50 None No 

Taskiran 1992 RI-3505 2 None No 

ASM Affiliates 
(McDonald and 
Giacomini) 1996 

RI-3510 2,500 60 bedrock milling sites, five 
historic-era sites, three isolated 

artifacts 

Yes 

Bupp 1993 RI-3692 1.3 1 (type not specified) No 

Foster et al. 1991 RI-3693 951 10 (type not specified) No 

White 1993 RI-3704 46.2 None No 

Keller 1994 RI-3797 245.6 40 (type not specified) No 

Hogan et al. 2004 RI-4766 275 13 (type not specified) No 

Irish 1997 RI-4858 520 17 (type not specified) No 

McKenna et al. 2001 RI-4996 None (review 
only) 

6 (type not specified) No 

McKenna et al. 2002 RI-5055 None None (literature review only) No 

LSA Associates 2003 RI-5179 20 None No 

Mason 2005 RI-5458 10 None No 

Dahdul et al. 2003 RI-5994 None 
(excavation) 

2 (type not specified) No 

Bricker 1998 RI-6088 None 30 (type not specified) No 



INTEGRATED CULTURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Page 53 of 81 

Summary of Archaeological Studies 

Author and Years Report No. Total Acres 
Surveyed Resources Recorded 

Within Current 
March ARB 
Boundaries? 

Mason 2005 RI-6276 2.4 1 (type not specified) No 

Tang et al. 2006 RI-6660 54 None No 

Jordan 2007 RI-6718 11 1 (type not specified) No 

McKenna 2006 RI-6780 2.5 None Yes 

Alexandrowicz 2006 RI-6845 2.1 None No 

Jordan 2007 RI-7063 1 None No 

Jordan 2007 RI-7068 16.8 1 (type not specified) No 

Bonner and Aislin-Kay 
2006 

RI-7323 0.3 None No 

McGinnis 2007 RI-7568 None None No 

Tibbett and Bell 2007 RI-7817 None None No 

Jordan and Moreno 
2007 

RI-8169 2.8 None No 

Schultze and Cook 
1996 

RI-8231 74 3 (type not specified) No 

Bonner and Williams 
2009 

RI-8307 None None No 

Said and Bonner 2009 RI-8309 0.2 None No 

McKenna 2008 RI-8367 200 6 (type not specified) No 

Mermilliod 2008 RI-8398 0.1 1 (type not specified) No 

Pollack 2007 RI-8433 None None No 

Sources: ASM Affiliates 1996;  et al. 1999; CHRIS Eastern Information Center 2010; JRP 1996; March ARB 2004 ICRMP; March ARB 2011 
ICRMP. “MI” report numbers are from ASM Affiliates 1996; “RI” report numbers are from CHRIS Eastern Information Center 2010. 
 

Determination of Eligibility and SHPO Concurrence 

The PA between the USAF and the SHPO regarding the disposal of portions of March ARB notes that “the 
Air Force, in consultation with the California State Historic Preservation Officer and Regional Native 
American Tribes, has conducted archaeological surveys and ethnographic and ethnohistoric studies to 
determine the presence of National Register-listed or -eligible prehistoric or historic archaeological 
resources or TCPs within the boundary of March AFB [which includes the current March ARB] and has 
determined that the entirety of the base is devoid of these types of historic properties and the California 
SHPO has concurred” (see Appendix E).  
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Measures Taken to Mitigate Adverse Effects 

Because no NRHP-eligible or -listed archaeological resources have previously been identified at March 
ARB, there have been no mitigation measures implemented to reduce or resolve adverse effects to 
significant archaeological resources.  

Section 7.4 includes procedures to ensure protection of any newly discovered archaeological resources. 

Architectural History Resources  

March ARB has been fully surveyed for architectural history resources by a number of cultural resources 
studies, including a full inventory and evaluation of March ARB completed as part of this ICRMP. As 
discussed in previous sections, the MFHD is the only historic property previously identified as a result of 
the past surveys completed within the current March ARB boundaries. The surveys completed for this 
ICRMP identified Building 413 as being individually eligible for listing in the NRHP. The following 
provides a summary of the previously conducted architectural history surveys and the current survey 
completed as part of this ICRMP.  

Previously Conducted Architectural History Surveys 

Previously conducted surveys at March ARB have studied and evaluated architectural history at the base 
through the lens of several historic contexts. A Preliminary Historical Inventory was completed by the firm 
Fields & Silverman Architects in 1985, which resulted in the recommendation that the buildings and 
structures in the March Field portion of the installation be nominated to the NRHP (the area bounded by 
Meyer and Riverside Drives, and Graeber Street). Subsequently, in 1992, the National Register of Historic 
Places Registration Form for March Field Historic District was prepared. JRP later amended the form in 
2012. The district presently includes 195 contributing resources, only 68 of which remain on property 
owned by March ARB. This ICRMP Update recommends adding Structure 450 as a non-contributing 
resource to the district and expanding existing MFHD boundaries to include Building 2304 as a contributing 
resource (described in more detail in later in this section). If Structure 450 and Building 2304 are added to 
the MFHD, the district would include 212 resources, of which 196 would be contributing. This would 
include 69 contributing resources and 13 non-contributing resources within the boundaries of March ARB. 

The MFHD was nominated and listed in the NRHP in 1994 at the state level of significance under Criterion 
A for its significance in the areas of military history and under Criterion C for its architectural significance 
(#94001420). The period of significance of the district was 1928-1943, the period during which the 
buildings were constructed and generally laid out according to the 1928 master plan for the base. Under 
Criterion A, the district is a significant representative of California’s military history through its association 
with the development of the Air Corps. Under Criterion C, March Field is a distinguished example of a 
military base laid out according to prevalent city planning principles of the 1920s. In addition, the district 
is an important example of the work of architect Myron Hunt, being the only known military base designed 
by him. Lastly, March Field represents an extraordinarily large assemblage of buildings constructed using 
hollow wall concrete construction methods, illustrating the range of applications for that technology better 
than any other property in California. The 1994 NRHP nomination included 199 contributing resources and 
29 non-contributing resources.  

The next major architectural history survey conducted at March ARB was a 1991 inventory and evaluation 
of World War II era buildings and structures undertaken by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento 
District, Inventory and Evaluation of World War II Structures March Air Force Base, Riverside, California. 
This study was completed to partially fulfill NHPA requirements. The report concluded that there was only 
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one NRHP-eligible historic property from the World War II era, the Red Cross building and associated 
garage (Building 641), located between Riverside Drive and Third Street. Following the 1996 realignment 
process, the Red Cross building is no longer within March ARB boundaries. The remaining World War II 
era resources studied in 1991 that are within the current boundary of March ARB were found not eligible 
for listing in the NRHP. Information related to SHPO concurrence with the findings of the report were not 
available from March ARB.  

In 1995, a Cold War-era study, Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation, was prepared by William 
Manley Consulting. The study evaluated for NRHP eligibility all Cold War era (1946-1989) buildings and 
structures at the base for compliance with Section 106 of the NHPA and NEPA related to the realignment 
of the base Since the buildings were not yet 50 years of age, the study employed NRHP Criterion 
Consideration G, which necessitates properties constructed less than 50 years ago be of exceptional 
importance in order to be eligible for inclusion in the NRHP. Under this framework, the study identified 
one NRHP-eligible historic property: Building 2605, the Combat Operations Center, located north of Meyer 
Drive between Riverside Drive and Fourth Street. SHPO concurred with this finding. Following the 1996 
realignment process, the Combat Operations Center is no longer within the boundaries of March ARB.  

In 2012, the NRHP nomination was amended by Polly Allen of JRP. Updates included the removal of two 
contributing buildings and 15 non-contributing buildings and structures from the district. One non-
contributing building constructed in 1993 also was added to the district. The update also records a change 
in the ownership of a portion of the district that was transferred from March ARB to MJPA following the 
1996 realignment. District boundaries were not changed in the 2012 amendment; as such, the MFHD 
reflects its original 1992 boundaries. The amendment included 197 contributing resources and 15 non-
contributing resources. Of these, 70 contributing resources and 12 non-contributing resources were located 
within the boundaries of the base. In 2017, two contributing resources, Buildings 385 and 441, were 
demolished, thus bringing the total number of contributing resources to 195, including 68 on March ARB 
property. 

In 2013, JRP completed an update to Manley’s 1995 Cold War era resources study. This update, Cold War 
Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Update Report, March Air Reserve Base, Riverside County, 
California, inventoried and evaluated Cold War era resources constructed at March ARB between 1946 
and 1968. None of the resources were determined to possess the significance necessary for listing in the 
NRHP.  

Current Architectural History Survey Methods 

In November 2018, a field survey, coupled with additional historic research, was completed as part of this 
ICRMP. The survey included the identification and evaluation of architectural history resources (comprised 
of buildings, structures, objects landscape elements, and districts) located within the current March ARB 
boundaries. In addition, architectural history resources located outside the main boundaries of the base, 
such as Buildings 758, 6005, and 6006, were included as part of the field survey. The field survey was 
completed IAW the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Historical Documentation and the OHP’s 
Instructions for Recording Historical Resources. 

The field survey focused on architectural history resources constructed more than 45 years ago (i.e., pre-
1974), and occurred between November 26, 2018 and November 30, 2018. Dates of construction for the 
resources were primarily provided by the USAF; however, in several instances, there were discrepancies 
between the dates provided by the USAF, the past studies completed at the base, and historic research 
completed for this current assessment.  
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The objectives of the field survey were to:  

• Re-validate findings of the 1992 MFHD NRHP nomination and 2012 amendment through reanalysis 
of the historic district’s period of significance, boundaries, applicable criteria, and contributing and 
non-contributing resources 

• Consider resources within the MFHD that may also be individually eligible for inclusion in the NRHP 

• Re-validate the 2012 Cold War Era historical evaluations  

• Identify and evaluate previously unevaluated resources constructed more than 45 years ago or resources 
that appear to be exceptionally important  

When warranted, the appropriate NRHP Criterion Considerations were used during evaluation, including 
Criterion Consideration F for commemorative properties and Criterion Consideration G for properties 
constructed within the past 50 years. 

Field notes and digital photographs were taken for each of the resources. In addition, overview photographs 
were taken of March ARB, in order to accurately assess the overall setting, feeling, historic narrative, and 
context of the installation and specific areas. Within the restricted access areas of the airfield, investigators 
were escorted by March ARB personnel.  

Supplemental research for the resources was conducted between November 2018 and February 2019 at the 
March Field Air Museum (including discussions with knowledgeable individuals), National Archives at 
Riverside, University of California, Davis Shields Library, University of California, Riverside Special 
Collections and University Archives, March ARB collections and records, and Moreno Valley Historical 
Society. 

Current Architectural History Survey Results 

In total, 175 previously recorded and unrecorded architectural history resources were identified and 
evaluated (see Appendix B of this ICRMP). Of the 175 resources, 48 have not been previously evaluated, 
and are primarily Cold War era resources that are less than 50 years of age. Volume II of this ICRMP 
contains DPR 523 Series Forms for each of the surveyed resources. IAW the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Historical Documentation and the California OHP’s Instructions for Recording Historical 
Resources, resources were grouped together based on historic function, use, or location. The following 
provides a summary of the survey findings.  

The field survey completed an updated analysis of the MFHD within the boundaries of March ARB and 
recommends several modifications to the historic district’s contributing and non-contributing resources, 
based on current conditions and historic research. One previously determined contributing resource 
(Structure 488) is recommended as a non-contributing resource. Structure 488 was a flagpole from 1933 
located at the southwest corner of the parade ground; however, it has been removed and the only extant 
resource in this location is a memorial constructed in the 1970s that does not contribute to the significance 
of the historic district. In addition, Building 410 was previously identified in the NRHP nomination as a 
non-contributing resource to the historic district. The NRHP nomination stated the resource was constructed 
in 1947 as a well house; therefore, it was built outside of the district’s period of significance and considered 
a non-contributing resource. However, supplemental research completed for this ICRMP identified 1927 
as the date of construction; therefore, Building 410 is recommended as a contributing resource to the historic 
district. 
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In addition, this ICRMP Update recommends Structure 450 be added to the historic district as a non-
contributing resource, and Building 2304 added as a contributing resource. If these resources are added to 
the MFHD, the district would include 212 resources, including 196 contributing resources. This would include 
69 contributing resources and 13 non-contributing resources within the boundaries of the base.  

Structure 450 is a beacon light constructed in 1949. The structure is located within the MFHD boundaries 
and is mounted to the top of Structure 407, a water tower that is an existing contributing resource to the 
district. Because Structure 450 was built after the district’s 1928-1943 period of significance, it is 
recommended as a non-contributing resource to the MFHD. 

Building 2304 is a gatehouse located outside but immediately west of the northern boundaries of the MFHD 
on the west side of Graeber Street. The 2011 ICRMP suggests that the gatehouse likely was moved to its 
current location and assigned its current building number during the 1950s or 1960s; however, review of 
historic photographs and aerials indicates that the building was at its present location by 1933. Based on 
452nd MSG/Civil Engineers records, the gatehouse was built in 1929, and a placard outside the building 
identifies that it was built in 1927. The gatehouse is not visible in aerials from 1929 or 1932, but is present 
in a 1933 aerial image. Therefore, based on primary source evidence, the building existed by 1933. No 
other primary source documentation was uncovered indicating that the gatehouse was built prior to 1933. 
Building 2304 was built within the MFHD’s period of significance and is associated with the base’s 
interwar period development, historic themes, and architectural character. Therefore, the historic district 
boundaries should be expanded to encompass the gatehouse, which should be added as a contributing 
resource to the MFHD. The boundary expansion area is depicted in Figure 2, and   encompasses the 
gatehouse as well as the gate attached to its west elevation, which was built contemporaneously with the 
gatehouse. The boundary expansion area extends northwest from the northern boundary of the MFHD on 
Graeber Street, then turns to the southwest to parallel the northwest side of the sidewalk that leads to the 
northwest elevation of Building 2271. To the south of the gatehouse, the boundary turns northwest to 
parallel the northeast side of the sidewalk. At the western pillar of the gate attached to the gatehouse, the 
boundary turns northeast until it meets with Graeber Street, then continue to the southeast along Meyer 
Drive to rejoin with the existing district boundaries.  

The updated evaluation of the MFHD analysis also identified several landscape and streetscape elements 
within the district boundaries as character-defining features for several of the contributing resources to the 
district. Based on historic photographs and context information, most of the landscape and streetscape 
features were added to the district by the 1930s, including the large manicured grass lawns and mature palm 
trees lining major arterial roadways or building envelopes. Historic manholes and light standards also are 
included as streetscape elements. These features are linked to the district’s sense of place, feeling, character, 
and visual appearance.  

Outside the aforementioned changes to contributing and non-contributing resources, the recommendation 
to include Structure 450 as a non-contributing resource, and the proposed historic district boundary 
expansion area to include Building 2304 as a contributing resource, no other changes are recommended, 
including to the MFHD’s applicable NRHP criteria or period of significance. While some contributing 
resources pre-date the period of significance (such as Buildings 410, 413, and 2304), they achieved 
importance during the period of significance. Therefore, no modifications are recommended for the period 
of significance.  

One resource within the MFHD, Building 413, is recommended as individually eligible for listing in the 
NRHP under Criterion A, in addition to being a contributing resource to the MFHD. The building was 
originally constructed in 1917 as a bakery and has also been used a servants’ quarters and bath house. It is 
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the oldest extant building at the base. Due to its association with the base’s World War I era history, 
Building 413 is recommended as individually eligible for the NRHP. 

No resources that date from the Cold War era or that were previously unevaluated were identified as 
individually eligible for listing in the NRHP. These resources do not convey the importance of any 
significant themes, possess distinctive architecture, or have a direct or significant association with important 
individuals or events. Resources from the Cold War era typically had standardized designs (based on their 
function), and alterations and improvements generally have impacted the resources’ integrity of design, 
materials, workmanship, or feeling. Appendix B summarizes the results of the current field surveys 
completed for this ICRMP.  
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Figure 3 depicts the location of the evaluated resources. Of note, several of the small-scale infrastructure 
elements, like the fences, various parking areas, curbs, and gutters are not depicted on Figure 3 as they are 
located throughout the entirety of the base. A map received by the contractor from March ARB showed 
Tyson Field outside the boundaries of MARB, which is an error, and has been corrected in Figure 3.   

Records Consultation with SHPO 

March ARB will forward documentation related to inventory and evaluation efforts conducted at the base 
to SHPO and the CHRIS in a timely manner in order to ensure compliance with all regulatory requirements 
presented in AFI 32-7065. As part of compliance with Sections 306108 and 306101-306114 of the NHPA, 
March ARB provides SHPO with determinations of eligibility and effects to identified and evaluated 
resources.  

Measures Taken to Mitigate Adverse Effects 

Under Section 306108 of the NHPA, March ARB must take into account the effect that an undertaking may 
have on any historic property included in or eligible for inclusion in the NRHP and afford the ACHP, SHPO, 
tribal groups, and other interested parties a reasonable opportunity to comment on such undertakings. The 
Section 306108 consultation process requires federal agencies to identify historic properties potentially 
affected by an undertaking, assess its effects, and seek ways to avoid, minimize, or mitigate any adverse 
effects on historic properties. Adverse effects occur when an undertaking may alter, directly or indirectly, 
any of the characteristics of a historic property that qualify it for listing in the NRHP in a manner that would 
diminish the integrity of the property’s location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, or 
association.  

The CRM at March ARB initiates consultation under the Section 306108 process when there is an 
undertaking that may have an adverse effect on a historic property. If analysis under the consultation process 
results in a finding of adverse effect, March ARB continues consultation to avoid, minimize, or mitigate 
the adverse effects until they are resolved, which is executed through an MOA.  

Per the Routine Maintenance PA, most maintenance activities completed within the MFHD are exempt 
from consultation under NHPA Section 306108 if the maintenance activities adhere to the guidelines and 
treatment techniques of the Maintenance Manual. Any type of maintenance activity completed following 
the guidance of the Maintenance Manual would be completed IAW the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards 
for the Treatment of Historic Properties and would mitigate or avoid any adverse effects to the historic 
district. See Appendixes E and K for copies of the Routine Maintenance PA and Maintenance Manual. 

Section 7.2 includes further information regarding this process.  

Traditional Cultural Properties  

TCPs refer to resources associated with the beliefs, customs, and practices of a living community of people 
that have been passed down through the generations, usually orally or through practice. The significance of 
the resource is derived from the role the property plays in a community's historically rooted beliefs, 
customs, and practices. These resources include cultural practices or beliefs of a living community that are 
important to the community’s history and maintaining the continuing cultural identity of the community. 
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No TCPs have been previously identified at March ARB. As part of March ARB’s realignment in 1996, an 
ethnographic and ethnohistorical study was prepared, entitled Review of Traditional Native American 
Territories and Traditional Cultural Properties for March Air Force Base. The study noted that the San 
Manuel Band of Mission Indians consider the area important as a place to revive their traditional cultural 
practices; however, the study concludes that March ARB “does not meet the criteria for a TCP because it 
lacks association and integrity of association.”100 Their conclusion is based on the lack of clear and 
unambiguous evidence to tie the property to a particular native group’s traditional territory. 

8.4 Installation Areas of Concern 

It is unlikely that any surface archaeological material would be encountered during the course of standard 
base operations within the boundary of March ARB in the future. However, there is the potential for buried 
deposits and features, particularly in association with present or former drainages and other natural water 
sources on the installation.  

The current March ARB boundaries contain no previously recorded archaeological resources; however, one 
glass fragment isolate previously was identified within the airfield. The resource has not been recorded, and 
remains in place. Because most of the installation has been covered by pavement and structures for nearly 
a century, it is quite possible that unrecorded archaeological resources or features lie buried beneath the 
surface. Historic-era features such as cellars, wells, privies, foundations, and refuse dumps might be located 
almost anywhere in the vicinity of former residences, farms/ranches, settlements, railroad construction 
camps, or other loci of activity dating to before the construction of Alessandro Airfield. Prehistoric sites 
and features are most likely to be preserved on ancient surfaces that now lie buried beneath more-recent 
sediments, especially near sources of fresh water. These areas of high probability for buried archaeological 
resources can be identified only by reviewing the mapped soils, hydrology, and geology of the installation. 

As discussed in previous sections, March ARB has been fully surveyed for architectural history resources. 
Previous surveys have identified one NRHP-listed historic property: the MFHD. The surveys completed as 
part of this ICRMP identified one additional individually eligible historic property: the NRHP-eligible 
Building 413 (which is also a contributing resource to the MFHD).  

Within the district boundary, there is a high probability for encountering architectural history resources, as 
the majority of buildings and structures within the district are contributing resources to the district’s historic 
significance. Therefore, any construction-related activities located within the MFHD are likely to have an 
effect on historic properties and should be coordinated with the CRM early in the planning process. In 
addition, new construction outside of but at or near the boundary of the MFHD, and in some cases, 
demolitions of existing buildings outside the MFHD, can affect the visual quality, aesthetics, and historic 
setting of the district. Therefore, these visual impacts to the MFHD should be considered. As additional 
resources at the base reach 45 years in age, they should be evaluated for NRHP eligibility.  

8.5 Other Cultural Resources 

Alessandro Airfield was constructed many decades before the passage of the NHPA or the issuance of EO 
11593. Before 1966, it was not required that federally managed lands be inventoried for archaeological 
resources. By the 1970s, when such inventories began, the built environment of March AFB already 
covered the entire area of what is now March ARB. Thus, even though all of the installation was surveyed 

                                                      
100

 Baksh, Michael, Andrew Robert Pigniolo, and Richard Bark. "Where Territories Merge: An Ethnohistoric and Ethnographic Review of 
Traditional Native American Territories and Traditional Cultural Properties for March Air Force Base, California." Tierra Environmental 
Services, San Diego, for Earth Tech, Inc., Colton, California, 1999: 2. 
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for cultural resources prior to the 1996 realignment, any subsurface archaeological features or deposits 
present at March ARB would not have been identified or recorded.  

No additional surface archaeological surveys need to be scheduled for the current installation. However, 
future projects that include the removal of surface facilities (runways, buildings, sidewalks, etc.) or 
subsurface excavation (footings, water lines, etc.) should include monitoring by a qualified professional 
archaeologist, in the event that archaeological materials are unearthed. Any such materials would be treated 
as an inadvertent discovery. Refer to Section 7.4 for additional information. 

9.0 GOALS AND OBJECTIVES 

The installation establishes long term, expansive goals and objectives to protect historic properties and other 
cultural resources while accomplishing mission objectives. These goals and objectives may serve as drivers 
for implementation of this ICRMP and for funding of related projects and activities. Several of the goals 
and objectives have been developed based on ongoing or projected issues facing the installation. The Goals 
and Objectives table below summarizes key goals and objectives for the Cultural Resources Management 
Program. 

Goals and Objectives 

Goal Associated Objectives Status 
Comply with Section 306108 of the 
NHPA 

• Identify, evaluate, and nominate historic properties 
to the NRHP 

• Take into account effects of undertaking on historic 
properties 

• Reduce or avoid adverse effects to significance 
cultural resources or historic properties that could 
result from project activities 

Ongoing  

Comply with Sections 306101-
306114 of the NHPA 

• Identify and evaluate resources for NRHP eligibility 
as they reach 45 years of age, or new developments, 
perspectives, and scholarship develop regarding 
resources from the recent past or Cold War era 

• Maintain an up-to-date inventory of historic 
properties 

Ongoing 

Ensure compliance with all 
applicable federal and state 
environmental legislation, 
regulations, and guidelines 
 

• Includes AFIs, AIRFA, ARPA, DoD guidance and 
policies, the NHPA, and the NAGPRA 

Ongoing 

Facilitate and streamline interaction 
with federal, state, and local 
agencies and Native American 
Tribes 

• Foster good will and positive interactions Ongoing 

Internal training • Continue the implementation of a cultural resources 
training program that highlights awareness of 
cultural resources and appropriate management 
procedures for installation staff, particularly project 
managers, maintenance personnel, and all tenant 
organizations. 

Ongoing  

Annual Report • Write and submit the Annual Report, which is 
required by the Routine Maintenance PA 

In progress 
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Goal Associated Objectives Status 
Review and update the ICRMP • Conduct an annual review of this ICRMP and make 

minor revisions 
• Perform a five-year update of the ICRMP prior to 

2024 

In progress 

Update the Maintenance Manual • The Maintenance Manual should be updated to 
include current information related to the base’s 
existing historic properties, updated character-
defining features and non-character defining 
features, updated proposed treatments and common 
maintenance activities, and additional compatible 
and substitute building materials for contributing 
resources 

Need to 
program 

Develop an historic landscape plan • The historic landscape plan should inventory the 
existing landscape and streetscape elements 
considered character-defining features of historic 
properties and identify measures consistent with the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Treatment of Historic Properties that will preserve 
the historic character of the base while also reducing 
watering requirements or landscape maintenance 
activities. This may include identifying sustainable 
landscapes and xeriscape measures within the 
MFHD boundaries 

Need to 
program 

Complete a safety study for historic 
properties at the base 

• The safety study should identify measures that will 
protect people and property from potentially unsafe 
conditions at historic properties. This may include 
measures such as adding guardrails near open 
ditches or protective fencing near vacant buildings. 
These measures should be developed IAW the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Treatment of Historic Properties 

Need to 
program 

Establish a curation and collection 
agreement 

• Secure fire-safe location for cultural resources 
management program files and materials 

Need to 
program 

Consideration of new PA related to 
maintenance activities based on 
present types of maintenance 
activities being planned or 
considered 

• The existing Routine Maintenance PA, executed in 
1998, may be amended or a new one executed to 
address updated proposed treatments and common 
maintenance activities, and additional compatible 
and substitute building materials for the contributing 
resources. The new PA can be aligned with the 
current and future missions of the base and the 
USAF 

Need to 
consider 

Consideration of development of a 
NAGPRA Comprehensive 
Agreement and Installation Tribal 
Relations Plan (ITRP) with Native 
American tribes to outline processes 
for  consultation activities 

• The development of a NAGPRA Comprehensive 
Agreement and ITRP with Native American tribes 
can establish specific consultation protocols and 
notification methods that the base can follow, as 
well as identify certain types of project types or 
project locations that would not require extensive 
consultation.  

Need to 
consider 
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Goal Associated Objectives Status 
Consideration of updating NRHP 
Registration Form for the MFHD 
based on changes to contributing 
and non-contributing resources 

• To initiate modification of a NRHP Registration 
Form, SHPO must be notified of recommended 
changes to the existing nomination via a letter. 
Following review of the letter, SHPO will provide 
instruction if any additional documentation is 
needed. Depending on the nature of the changes, 
SHPO may be able to submit a revised nomination 
form directly to the Keeper of the Register, or if the 
changes are substantial, they will require review and 
comment by the State Historical Resources 
Commission 

Need to 
consider 

Consideration of nominating 
Building 413 to the NRHP as an 
individual resource. 

An overview of the process to nominate an individual 
resource to the NRHP (such as Building 413) is the 
following: 
• Complete the NRHP Registration Form (NPS Form 

10-900) and the NRHP Continuation Sheet (NPS 
Form 10-900-a) 

• Consult National Register Bulletin 15, National 
Register Bulletin 16A, and the National Register 
Photo Policy Factsheet for instructions on how to 
complete the NRHP Registration Form 

• Submit cover letter, completed NRHP Registration 
Form, photographs, digital media, and maps to the 
SHPO for review. Review OHP’s Checklist for 
Submission: NRHP Nomination Packet for 
submittal requirements and a checklist of submittal 
materials101 

• SHPO staff review NRHP nomination to ensure 
adequacy of the form  

• SHPO staff then notifies all appropriate parties (i.e., 
property owner, local jurisdiction) that the property 
will be reviewed by the State Historical Resource 
Commission at a public meeting. If approved by the 
commission, it is sent by the SHPO to the Keeper of 
Register for NRHP listing. Final determination is 
made by the Keeper of Register within 45 days 

Need to 
consider 

NOTE: Refer to the Cultural Resources Environmental Action Plan (EAP) when setting goals. Document 
installation objectives and supporting tasks in the ICRMP as well as into the EAP tool. 

10.0 PROGRAMMING AND PLANNING 

10.1 USAF and Installation Actions 

USAF and installation mission-related activities have the potential to adversely affect cultural resources 
and historic properties. Federal regulations and USAF policy require that cultural resources are protected 

                                                      
101

 The California OHP provides more detailed instructions on how to nominate a California property to the NRHP at 
http://www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=21237. The website also provides links to the NRHP Registration Form, Continuation Sheet, National 
Register Bulletin 15, National Register Bulletin 16A, the National Register Photo Policy Factsheet, and OHP’s Checklist for Submission: 
NRHP Nomination Packet, among other resources.  

http://www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=21237


INTEGRATED CULTURAL RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PLAN 

Page 73 of 81 

or effects to said resources are minimized or mitigated. Activities or projects that could pose an adverse 
effect to cultural resources include, but are not limited to: 

• Continued use, repair, modernization, adaptation/reuse, preservation, and/or demolition of 
existing facilities, including historic buildings 

• New construction of facilities 
• Land use (e.g., training exercises, flight operations, off-road vehicular traffic, forest management, 

threatened and endangered species management, wildland fire suppression, erosion control, 
prescribed burning, and live ordnance use) 

• Ground disturbance 
The installation eliminates and/or resolves conflicts by assuring that undertakings with the potential to 
adversely affect cultural resources are properly planned and executed. The CRM and installation project 
managers and planners work together to identify and manage potential conflicts. Adverse effects to cultural 
resources resulting from standard or routine activities may be avoided or mitigated by following established 
environmental and cultural resources management procedures (i.e., completing AF Form 813). 

Installation Supplement – USAF and Installation Actions 

No supplemental programming and planning information beyond what is discussed in previous sections has 
been identified. 

The ‘Mission Activities and Solutions’ table below identifies mission-related activities that will adversely 
affect cultural resources and proposed solutions and mitigating activities to address the identified effect. 

Mission Activities and Solutions 

USAF/Installation Activity and 
Cultural Resources Affected 

Solutions and Mitigating 
Activities Status 

OMB Memorandum M-12-12 
Section 3: Freeze the Footprint, and 
the 20/20 by 2020 AF Goal 

Evaluate and consult on buildings Active 

Demolition of historic structures 
due to either excess space or 
mission requirements for modern 
facilities  

Surveys as required, standard 
Section 306108 consultation and 
mitigation as agreed in PA. 

Active 

Installation of new utilities or other 
earth disturbing activities 

Standard Section 306108 
consultation surveys as required. 

Active 

 

10.2 Cultural Resources Project Programming and Execution 

The CRM, with support from the AFCEC Section, ensures that cultural resource management activities are 
planned and programmed to receive funding. Cultural resource projects and actions may be required by: 
agreement documents, results of gap analyses, audit/assessment findings, ongoing program requirements 
(e.g., Sections 306101(a) and 306102 surveys and evaluations), urgent installation needs (e.g., changes to 
military training requirements), and other drivers. Cultural resources activities are executed according to 
fund eligibility guidelines. The Environmental Quality PPBE Playbook and the Activity Management Plan 
Playbooks contain detailed instruction on programming and planning. 

The ‘Project Programming and Execution Work Plan’ table below outlines cultural resources management 
requirements for the five years of this ICRMP cycle. Projects entered into this Work Plan should match 
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APSR entries. The link below is to a spreadsheet posted on the installation’s eDASH cultural resources 
page, which contains a detailed list of all installation cultural resources requirements over the five-year 
period of the ICRMP. This spreadsheet is prepared by the Section through a download from the APSR, then 
forwarded to the CRM for posting. The installation and Section must download and post the link at least 
once per year.  

Installation Supplement – Cultural Resources Project Programming and Execution  

Project Programming and Execution Work Plan 

FY Project Title and 
Description 

Acquisition Strategy and Execution 
Agent  

Status/Notes 

2019 ICRMP Consult with  
Brent S. Hefty, Cultural Resources 
Program Manager, AFRC 
Phone: (478) 327-2479 
Email: brent.hefty@us.af.mil 

In progress 

2019 Consultation support Consult with  
Brent S. Hefty, Cultural Resources 
Program Manager, AFRC 
Phone: (478) 327-2479 
Email: brent.hefty@us.af.mil 

Ongoing 

2019 Section 306101-306114 
updates 

Consult with  
Brent S. Hefty, Cultural Resources 
Program Manager, AFRC 
Phone: (478) 327-2479 
Email: brent.hefty@us.af.mil 

Planned 

2019 Historic district surveys Consult with  
Brent S. Hefty, Cultural Resources 
Program Manager, AFRC 
Phone: (478) 327-2479 
Email: brent.hefty@us.af.mil 

In progress 

 

11.0 REFERENCES 

11.1 Standard References (Applicable to all USAF Installations) 

• AFI 32-7001, Environmental Management (includes UEC Role) 
o http://static.e-publishing.af.mil/production/1/af_a4/publication/afi32-7001/afi32-7001.pdf  

• AFI 32-7065, Cultural Resources Management 
o http://static.e-publishing.af.mil/production/1/af_a4/publication/afi32-7065/afi32-7065.pdf 

• AFI 90-2002, Air Force Interactions with Federally Recognized Tribes 
o http://static.e-publishing.af.mil/production/1/saf_ie/publication/afi90-2002/afi90-

2002.pdf  
• Cultural Resources EAP  

o https://cs2.eis.af.mil/sites/10040/wpp/eaptool/eap_view.aspx?eapid=559  
• Cultural Resources Management Playbook 

o https://cs2.eis.af.mil/sites/10041/ceplaybooks/cr/pages/overview.aspx 
• eDASH AFLOA Legal and Other Requirements List 

https://jacobsengineering.sharepoint.com/sites/ICAFRC%20EAs/01_MarchARB/ICRMP/9-20-2019%20Submission/Volume%20I/o%09https:/cs2.eis.af.mil/sites/10040/lists/afloalegal/allitems.aspx?filterfield1=program%5fx0020%5farea&filtervalue1=cultural%20resources
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o https://cs2.eis.af.mil/sites/10040/lists/afloalegal/allitems.aspx?filterfield1=program%5fx0
020%5farea&filtervalue1=cultural%20resources  

• eDASH Cultural Resources Home Page 
o https://cs2.eis.af.mil/sites/10040/wpp/programpage/programpage.aspx?program=cultural

%20resources  
• eDASH Training Matrix 

o https://cs2.eis.af.mil/sites/10040/lists/trainingmatrix/allitems.aspx?filterfield1=program%
5fx0020%5farea&filtervaue1=cultural%20resources  

• Environmental Reporting Playbook 
o https://cs2.eis.af.mil/sites/10041/ceplaybooks/er/pages/overview.aspx 

• Environmental Quality PPBE Playbook 
o https://cs2.eis.af.mil/sites/10041/ceplaybooks/eqppbe/pages/overview.aspx 

• ISO 14001, Environmental Management Systems–Requirements with Guidance for Use 
o https://www.iso.org/obp/ui/#iso:std:iso:14001:ed-3:v1:en 

• Activity Management Plan Playbooks 
11.2 Installation References 

Reports 
• Allen, Polly. National Register of Historic Places Registration Form for March Field Historic 

District (Amendment), 2012. JRP Historical Consulting Services. 
• Altschul, Jeffrey H. and Donn R. Grenda (editors). "Islanders and Mainlanders: Prehistoric Context 

for the Southern California Bight." SRI Press, Tucson, Arizona, 2002. 
• Baksh, Michael, Andrew Robert Pigniolo, and Richard Bark. "Where Territories Merge: An 

Ethnohistoric and Ethnographic Review of Traditional Native American Territories and Traditional 
Cultural Properties for March Air Force Base, California." Tierra Environmental Services, San 
Diego, for Earth Tech, Inc., Colton, California, 1999. 

• Department of Defense Instruction 4715.3. Environmental Conservation Program. May 3, 1996. 
• Department of Defense Instruction 4715.16. Cultural Resources Management. September 18, 

2008. 
• Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense for Infrastructure. Department of Defense Base Structure 

Report FY 2-18 Baseline. 2018. 
https://www.acq.osd.mil/eie/Downloads/BSI/Base%20Structure%20Report%20FY18.pdf. 
Accessed May 13, 2019.  

• Drucker, Philip. "Culture Element Distribution: VI - Southern California." University of California 
Anthropological Records 1(1), 1937. 

• Grenda, Donn. Continuity and Change: 8,500 Years of Lacustrine Adaptation on the Shores of Lake 
Elsinore. Prepared for the U.S. Corps Army of Engineers, Los Angeles District. Statistical 
Research, Inc., Tucson, Arizona, 1997. 

• Grenda, Donn. Between the Coast & the Desert: Archaeological Data Recovery at the Yukaipaˈt 
Site, CA-SBR-1000, Yucaipa, California. Statistical Research, Inc., Technical Series 70, Tucson, 
Arizona, 1998. 

• Johnson, Patti. Inventory and Evaluation of World War II Structures March Air Force Base, 
Riverside, California, 1991. 

• JRP Historical Consulting Services. Cold War Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation, 

https://jacobsengineering.sharepoint.com/sites/ICAFRC%20EAs/01_MarchARB/ICRMP/9-20-2019%20Submission/Volume%20I/o%09https:/cs2.eis.af.mil/sites/10040/wpp/programpage/programpage.aspx?program=cultural%20resources
https://www.iso.org/obp/ui/#iso:std:iso:14001:ed-3:v1:en
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Update Report, March Air Reserve Base, Riverside County, California. Prepared for Civil 
Engineering Support/Environmental Management Office, March Air Reserve Base, April 2013.  

• JRP Historical Consulting Services. Integrated Resources Management Plan, March Air Reserve 
Base (March ARB), Riverside County, California. Prepared for Civil Engineering 
Support/Environmental Management Office, March Air Reserve Base, April 2011.  

• JRP Historical Consulting Services. Maintenance Manual for Buildings within the March Field 
Historic District, March AFB, Riverside, California. Prepared for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
Los Angeles District and March Air Force Base, November 1995. 

• JRP Historical Consulting Services. National Register of Historic Places Registration Form for 
March Field Historic District, 1992. 

• McDonald, M. and B. Giacomini. Phase I Archaeological Survey from 2500 Acres at March Air 
Force Base, Riverside County. Report on file, Environmental Management, March Air Reserve 
Base, Riverside, CA. 1996. 

• Lerch, Michael K., and Amanda C. Cannon. Mystic Paavo - Cultural Resources Survey and 
Evaluation of The Villages of Lakeview Specific Plan, Riverside County, California. Statistical 
Research, Inc., Technical Report 05-34, Redlands, California. Submitted to the County of 
Riverside, 2008. 

• William Manley Consulting. Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation, March Air Force Base, 
Riverside County, California. 1995. 

 
 

Published 
• Advisory Council on Historic Preservation. “Protection of Historic Properties.” 36 CFR 800. 
• Bean L.J. “Cahuilla.” In Handbook of North American Indians. Volume 8. Washington, D.C.: 

Smithsonian Institution, 1978. 
• Bean, Lowell John. “Comment Letter to the US Air Force dated August 28, 1997.” In Baksh, 

"Where Territories Merge: An Ethnohistoric and Ethnographic Review of Traditional Native 
American Territories and Traditional Cultural Properties for March Air Force Base, California," 
Michael, Andrew Robert Pigniolo, and Richard Bark, Tierra Environmental Services, San Diego, 
for Earth Tech, Inc., Colton, California. 

• Butler, William J. Images of America: March Air Force Base. Arcadia Publishing, 2009. 
• Federal Register 69: 128, 40544-40555.  
• Harley, Bruce. March Field Story, 1918-1978. Published by March Air Force Base, California, 

1978. 
• Heizer, Robert F. Handbook of North American Indians: Volume 8 - California. Smithsonian 

Institution, Washington, D.C., 1978. 
• Kroeber, A.L. “Handbook of the Indians of California.” Bureau of American Ethnology Bulletin 78 

(1925): 578-580. 
• Moratto, Michael J. California Archaeology. San Francisco, California: Academic Press, 1984. 
• National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. 54 U.S.C. 300101, et seq. (as amended through 2016).  
• Phillips, G.H. Chiefs and Challengers. University of California Press: Berkeley, California, 1975. 
• Programmatic Agreement Among the Air Force Reserve, the Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation, and the California State Historic Preservation Officer Regarding Routine 
Maintenance of Historic Properties Within the March Air Reserve Base Historic District, Riverside 
County, California. 
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• Programmatic Agreement Between the United States Department of the Air Force and the 
California State Historic Preservation Officer for the Disposal of Portions of March Air Force 
Base, California. 

• “The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Federal Agency Historic Preservation 
Programs Pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act.” Federal Register 63: 79 (April 24, 
1998): 20499. 

• Strong, William D. "Aboriginal Society in Southern California." University of California 
Publications in American Archaeology and Ethnology, Volume 26 (1929): Map 7.  

• True, Delbert L. “The Pauma Complex in Northern San Diego County.” Journal of New World 
Archaeology 3(4). 1980, 1-39.  

• U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, “National Register Bulletin 15: How to 
Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation,” 1990, revised 1991, 1995, 1997. 
https://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/pdfs/nrb15.pdf. Accessed March 26, 2019.  

• U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, “National Register Bulletin 16A: 
Guidelines for Completing National Register of Historic Places Form, Part A: How to Complete 
the National Register Form,” 1977, revised 1986, 1991, 1997. 
https://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/bulletins/pdfs/nrb16a.pdf. Accessed March 26, 2019.  

• U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, “Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and 
Guidelines for Architectural and Engineering Documentation: HABS/HAER Standards,” 1990, 
originally published in Federal Register, Vol. 48, No. 190, (Thursday, September 29, 1983), 44730-
44734.  

• U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service. 36 CFR 800 – Protection of Historic 
Properties, incorporating amendments effective August 5, 2004).  
 

 
Unpublished 

• Johnson, John. Personal communication with Sharon Waechter, Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc., November 22, 2010 concerning traditional territories in the MARB vicinity. 

• Lerch, Michael K. and Amanda C. Cannon. Mystic Paavo - Cultural Resources Survey and 
Evaluation of The Villages of Lakeview Specific Plan, Riverside County, California. Statistical 
Research, Inc., Technical Report 05-34, Redlands, California. Submitted to the County of 
Riverside, 2008. 

• March Field Air Museum. “Bob Hope and the USO: 1941-1991.” Exhibit, 2019. 
• State of California Natural Resources Agency, Department of Parks and Recreation, Office of 

Historic Preservation, “Checklist for Submission: National Register of Historic Places Nomination 
Packet, 2017. 
http://www.ohp.parks.ca.gov/pages/1056/files/NRHP%20Checklist%20for%20Submission%202
017.pdf. Accessed March 26, 2019.  

• U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, “National Register Photo Policy Factsheet 
updated 5/15/2013,” 2013. https://www.nps.gov/nr/publications/guidance/Photo_Policy_final.pdf. 
Accessed March 26, 2019.  
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12.0 ACRONYMS 

12.1 Standard Acronyms (Applicable to all USAF Installations) 

• eDASH Acronym Library 
• Cultural Resources Management Playbook – Acronym Section 
• U.S. EPA Terms & Acronyms 

12.2 Installation Acronyms 

• °F  Fahrenheit   
• 4 AF  Fourth Air Force 
• 15 AF  Fifteenth Air Force 
• 22 AFRES 22nd Air Refueling Squadron 
• 22 ARW 22nd Air Refueling Wing 
• 22 BW  22nd Bombardment Wing 
• 44 BW  44th Bombardment Wing 
• 452 AMW 452nd Air Mobility Wing 
• 722 ARW 722nd Air Refueling Wing 
• AIRFA  American Indian Religious Freedom Act 
• AFI  Air Force Instruction 
• AFLOA Air Force Legal Operations Agency 
• AFMAN Air Force Manual 
• AFRC  Air Force Reserve Command 
• AFRMS Air Force Records Management System 
• AMC  Air Mobility Command 
• ANG  Air National Guard 
• ARB  Air Reserve Base 
• BCE  Base Civil Engineer  
• BRAC  Base Realignment and Closure 
• CA  Comprehensive Agreements  
• CHRIS  California Historical Resources Information System 
• CRS  Cultural Resource Specialist 
• DENIX  DoD Environment, Safety and Occupational Health Network and Information     

Exchange 
• DPR  Department of Parks and Recreation 
• EMP  Environmental Management Plan 
• ICBM  Intercontinental Ballistic Missile 
• IMT  Information Management Tool 
• ITLO  Installation Tribal Liaison Officer  
• ITRP  Installation Tribal Relations Plan  
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• JRP  JRP Historical Consulting Services, LLC 
• March ARB March Air Reserve Base 
• MFHD  March Field Historic District 
• MJPA  March Joint Powers Authority 
• OHP  Office of Historic Preservation 
• OPR  Office of Primary Responsibility 
• POW  Prisoner of war 
• SAC  Strategic Air Command 
• TAC  Tactical Air Command 
• TCP  Traditional Cultural Property 
• U.S.  United States 
• UEC  Unit Environmental Coordinator 
• USAF  United States Air Force 
• USO  United Service Organization 

13.0 DEFINITIONS 

13.1 Standard Definitions (Applicable to all USAF Installations) 

• Refer to the definitions section of the Cultural Resources Management Playbook  
13.2 Installation Definitions 

• No installation-specific definitions have been identified 
14.0 INSTALLATION-SPECIFIC CONTENT 

There are two unique maintenance requirements associated with historic properties at March ARB that must 
be integrated into the cultural resources management program. These requirements have been developed to 
facilitate the effective management of historic properties on base and have done much to streamline 
management of maintenance activities and integrate effective preservation strategies into ongoing 
maintenance activities.  The first unique requirement governing maintenance activities is the Maintenance 
Manual. The manual was developed to provide basic preservation guidance to personnel about how to treat 
buildings in the district and includes comprehensive guidelines for appropriate maintenance and restoration 
measures. The manual shall be consulted for all military construction and operation and maintenance-
related construction, renovation, and maintenance activities within the district and is also on file for 
personnel reference in the Environmental Management Office. The Maintenance Manual was developed in 
1995, and it is recommended that the BCE and CRM consider updating the Maintenance Manual to ensure 
its accuracy and validity and encompass changes to any contributing and non-contributing resources (refer 
to Section 9.0). The development of the Maintenance Manual provided the conceptual foundation for the 
second unique maintenance requirement at March ARB. The second requirement is adherence of all 
maintenance activities within the MFHD to the Routine Maintenance PA. This PA exempts routine 
maintenance activities within the district from consultation under NHPA Section 306108 if the maintenance 
activities adhere to the guidelines and treatment techniques of the Maintenance Manual. Maintenance 
activities that do not incorporate the guidelines of the Maintenance Manual are not exempt from 
consultation under Section 306108. The Routine Maintenance PA and Maintenance Manual are included 
in Appendixes E and K.  
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APPENDIXES 

Appendix A. Archaeological Resources Inventory Tables 

No previously recorded archaeological sites are located within the boundaries of March ARB. An isolate, 
consisting of a glass fragment, has previously been identified within the airfield but has not been recorded. 
The glass fragment remains in place. Refer to Section 8.3 for more information. 

Appendix B. Built Resources Inventory Tables 

Refer to Appendix B Excel file for a list of resources surveyed at March ARB as part of this ICRMP. 

Appendix C. Traditional Cultural Resources Inventory Tables 

No known TCPs are located within the boundaries of March ARB; refer to Section 8.3 for more information.  

Appendix D. NHPA Section 306108 Memoranda of Agreement 

No MOAs have been executed. 

Appendix E. NHPA Section 306108 Programmatic Agreements 

Programmatic Agreement Among the Air Force Reserve, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 
and the California State Historic Preservation Officer Regarding Routine Maintenance of Historic 
Properties Within the March Air Reserve Base Historic District, Riverside County, California 

Appendix F. Installation Tribal Relations Plan 

No Installation Tribal Relations Plan has been executed.  

Native American points of contact are provided in Section 2.0. 

Appendix G. Tribal Agreements 

No Tribal Agreements have been executed. 

Appendix H. Wing Instructions or Policy Documents 

No Wing Instruction or Policy Documents have been developed for the Cultural Resources Management 
Program. 

Appendix I. Archaeological Survey and Site Forms 

All areas of the former and current installation have been surveyed for surface archaeological resources, 
and no previously recorded resources were identified within the current boundaries of March ARB. An 
isolate, consisting of a glass fragment, has previously been identified within the airfield but has not been 
recorded. The glass fragment remains in place.  

Appendix J. Historic Property Survey and Site Forms 

Historic property survey and site forms are located in Appendix A of Volume II of this ICRMP, which 
contains DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for this ICRMP. All previously prepared survey and sites forms 
are on-file with March ARB and at the CHRIS. 
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Appendix K. Historic Building Maintenance Plans 

Maintenance Manual for Buildings within the March Field Historic District, March AFB, Riverside, 
California. Prepared for U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District and March Air Force Base, 
November 1995. 

Appendix L. Privatized Housing Documents 

None at this time. 

 





Appendix B. Built Resources Inventory Tables    





Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

100 1929] The March Inn Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019 

Polly Allen, March Field Historic District 
National Register of Historic Places 
Nomination for March Field Historic 
District (Amendment) , 2012  (hereafter 
referred to as MFHD NRHP Nomination 
Amendment, 2012)

JRP Consulting Services, National Register 
of Historic Places Registration Form for 
March Field Historic District , 1992  
(hereafter referred to as NRHP Nomination, 
1992)

102 1932
The March Inn and McBride 

Suites
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

108 1934 Storage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

110 1934 The Hap Arnold Club
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

115 1931 610th Air Operations Group
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

176 1930
452nd Air Mobility Wing 

Headquarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

177 1929
Commanding Officer's 

Garage 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

181 1950
Sally's Alley Casual Bar 

(club operations building)
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

JRP Historical Consulting Services, Cold 
War Cultural Resources Inventory and 
Evaluation Update Report, March Air 
Reserve Base, Riverside County, California , 
2013 (hereafter referred to as Cold War 
Update Report, 2013

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

238 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

239 1930 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

240 1930 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

241 1930 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

242 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

243 1930 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

244 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

245 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

246 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

247 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

248 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

249 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

250 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

251 1931 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

258 1951 Transient Alert (storage)
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

260 1952 Night Lighting Vault
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

300 1929 Boeing C-17 Field Services 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

301 1932
922nd Civil Engineering 

Flight S-Team
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

311 1929 Clay Hall (enlisted dorm)
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

315 1936 Storage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

317 1934
Medical Administration 

Offices
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

323 1931 4th Air Force Headquarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

355 1929 452nd Maintenance Shop
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

356 1929 452nd Maintenance Group
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

362 1932 Garage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

364 1932 Garage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

365 1993 Garage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

2012 (added as a Non-Contributor 
to the MFHD)

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

373 1929

Department of Homeland 
Security Maintenance Shop, 

Customs and Border 
Protection Riverside Air 

Unit

Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

378 1954
4th Air Force Storage 

Building
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

381 1934 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

382 1934 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

383 1934 Visiting Airmen's Quarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

386 1931 Building 301 Storage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

394 1952
452nd Air Mobility Wing 
Safety Education Building

Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

400 1929 Kisling Hall (enlisted dorm)
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

405 1938 Sabor Contractor Exbon
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Polly Allen, March Field Historic District 
National Register of Historic Places 
Nomination (Amendment), 2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

406 1934 Water Reservoir
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Polly Allen, March Field Historic District 
National Register of Historic Places 
Nomination (Amendment), 2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

407 1934 Water Tower
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Polly Allen, March Field Historic District 
National Register of Historic Places 
Nomination (Amendment), 2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

408 1934 Water Reservoir
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Polly Allen, March Field Historic District 
National Register of Historic Places 
Nomination (Amendment), 2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

409 1934 Water Reservoir
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Polly Allen, March Field Historic District 
National Register of Historic Places 
Nomination (Amendment), 2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

410 1927 Water Tower Storage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Previously Determined Non-
Contributing to the MFHD 

but Presently Contributing to 
the MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

411 1927 Water Pump House
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

412 1943 Water Pump House
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

413 1917
Operations Supervisor 

Assistant & Training Section
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Individually 
Eligible/Contributing to the 

MFHD
1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

415 ca. 1987 Garage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

417 1937 452nd AMW/IP
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

418 1934 Motor Pool Building
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

420 1931
452nd Aviation Flight 

Support
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

426 1964 March Inn Business Center
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

429 1929 752nd Aircraft Maintenance 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

430 1931 452nd Prime Ribs
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

431 1929 Electrical Switch House
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

432 1941
Air Force Inn Linen 

Exchange
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

433 1931
March Field Total Force 

Gonor Guard
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

434 1933
Ticket & Tours, Outdoor 

Recreation Office
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

435 1931 Lodging Supply
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

439 1932 Water Pump House 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

440 1929
452nd Aerospace Ground 

Equipment
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

442 1974 452nd Air Mobility Wing
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

449 1941
452nd Operational 
Contracting Office

Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

450 1949 Beacon Light
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

452 1929
Explosive Ordnance 

Disposal Shop
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

453 1929
452nd Mobility Bag Storage 

Unit
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

454 1980 Loading Platform
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

456 1933 Mathies Hall (enlisted dorm)
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

457 1929 Unnamed Maintenance Shop
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

458 1929
Headquarters, 452nd 

Medical
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

465 1933
March Field Sports & 

Fitness Center
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

466 1933 452nd Comptroller
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

467 1933 Base Theater
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

468 1942 Law Center
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

470 1929 Base Headquarters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

472 1929 Utility Vault 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

479 1938
Storage & Minor 

Maintenance
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

488 ca. 1970s Memorial
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Previously Determined 
Contributing to the MFHD 

but Presently Non-
Contributing to the MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

496 ca. 1987 Storage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

497 1931 Water Treatment Plant 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

601 1967
452nd Aero Medical Staging 

Squadron
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

625 1968
Reserve Component Medical 

Training Building
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

758 1974
March Air Reserve Base 

Exchange 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

1201 1970
General Purpose Aircraft 

Shop
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

1203 1970
Reserve Civil Engineering 

Facility
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

1211 1957
452nd Aircraft Maintenance 

Squadron
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1212 1957
Communications Squadron 

Administration
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1213 1957 Environmental Health
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1214 1957
452nd Emergency 
Management Flight

Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1217 1954 Base Fuels
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

1218 1954
Petroleum/Oil /Lubricant 

Support Storage for Building 
1217

Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1221 1956 Maintenance Shop
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

William Manley Consulting, Historic 
Building Inventory and Evaluation, March 
Air Force Base, Riverside County, 
California , 1995 (hereafter referred to as 
Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation, 
1995)

1241 and 1242 1961 Storage Building
 Wash Rack Pad

Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1244 1963 452nd MXS Fuel System
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation, 
1995

1246 1967 Maintenance Dock
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation, 
1995

1247 1967 Pump Station
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

1250 1967
Fire Truck and Refueling 

Maintenance Facility
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1254 1971 Liquid Oxygen Storage Area
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

1256 1964 Liquid Oxygen Storage Area
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1267 1941 BE Storage CV Facility
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

1301 ca. 1957 TACAN
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

1511 1960 Airfield Apron
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Patti Johnson, Inventory and Evaluation of 
World War II Structures, March Air Force 
Base, Riverside, California , 1991  
(hereafter referred to as Inventory and 
Evaluation of World War II Structures, 
1991)

1518 1967 Airfield Apron
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

1522 1951 Airfield Runway
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

1523 1958 Airfield Runway Overrun
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

1524 1967 Airfield Runway
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

1536 1967 Airfield Taxiway
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

1538 1958 Airfield Power Check Pad
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

1539 1958 Airfield Runway Shoulders
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

1540 1958 Airfield Runway Shoulder 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

1618 1967 Vehicle Parking
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1800 1985
TACAN Backup Electrical 

Generator
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

1801A 1991
TACAN Backup Electrical 

Generator
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

1900 1952
High Intensity Runway 

Lighting
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1901 1952 Taxiway Lighting
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1902 1956 Approach Lighting
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

1903 1963 Airfield Special Lighting
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2150 1957 TACAN
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2202 1953 Fuel Pump Station
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2203 1954 Gasoline Storage Tank
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2204 1954 Gasoline Storage Tank
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

2205 1954 Jet Fuel Storage Tank
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2300 1955 Medical Squadron Training 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2301 1955 Water Supply Storage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2302 1955 Water Fire Pump Station
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2303 1955 542 MXS Aero Repair Shop
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation, 
1995

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

2304 1933 Gatehouse
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Previously Unevaluated but 
Presently Contributing to the 

MFHD
N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 

Update, 2019

2305 1965
163rd Aircraft Maintenance 

Squadron
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation, 
1995

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

2306 1967 Maintenance Dock
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Historic Building Inventory and Evaluation, 
1995

2310 1968 Base Supply Warehouse
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2311 1965 Sewage Pump Station
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

2405 1942 Traffic Management Facility
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

2406 1971 Post Office
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

2418 1968 The March Inn
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2419 1959 The March Inn
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2420 1968 The March Inn
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2421 1968 The March Inn
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2558 ca. 1984 Platform Scale
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

2620 1952
Base Communications 

Building
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

6005 1967
Small Arms Range Support 

Building
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

6006 1942 Small Arms Range  
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

6515 1947 Fuel Unloading Platform
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

6603 Between ca. 1967 and 1997 Reservoir
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

6604 1965 Hospital Drains 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

8005 1963 Obstruction Lights
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

9015 1953 Exterior Area Lighting
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

9017 ca. 1960s Traffic Lights
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

10004 1956 Liquid Fuel Pipeline
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

11010 1952 Security Alert System
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

13001 1949 Vehicle Parking
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

13002 1949 Open Auto Storage
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

15002 1956 Bridge
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible 2013

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

16002 1949 Roads
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

16006 1953 Driveways
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

16020 1968 Curbs and Gutters
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

18003 1949 Sidewalks
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

19044 1957 Wind Measuring Set
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

19048 1963 Wind Measuring Set
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013



Buildings and Structures

Facility Number Date of Construction Current Use/Function Location NRHP Eligibility/Status 
Date of NRHP Status 

Determination
ACES-PM

Description and Location of
Supporting Documentation

20004 1941 Tennis Court
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Non-Contributing to the 
MFHD

1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

Inventory and Evaluation of World War II 
Structures, 1991

21000 1949 Fence
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

21001 1949 Fence
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

21026 1964 Fence
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

23001 1965 Vehicle Parking
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A*

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Cold War Update Report, 2013

Concrete Culvert ca. 1956 Culvert
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

RV Park ca. 1977 RV Park
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Static Display ca. 1990 Static Display
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Stone Drainage Canal 1942 Drainage Canal
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Contributing to the MFHD 1994

DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

MFHD NRHP Nomination Amendment, 
2012

MFHD NRHP Nomination, 1992

Tyson Field ca. 1967 Field
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

Unnamed Bridge 1940 Bridge 
Refer to Figure 2 in 
ICRMP Update Volume I

Not Individually Eligible N/A* DPR 523 Series Forms prepared for ICRMP 
Update, 2019

* Resources with a "N/A" Date of NRHP Status Determination are previously unevaluated. This includes those resources that were identified in JRP's 2013 Cold War Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation Update Report, March Air Reserve Base, 
Riverside County, California, but not recorded or evaluated. The resources have all been evalauted as part of the ICRMP Update but have not yet received an agency determination.
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PROGRA!vfMA TIC AGREElv.IBNT 
AMONG THE AIR FORCE RESER VE, THE ADVISORY COUNCIL 
ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION, AND THE CALIFORNIA ST ATE 

HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICER 
REGARDING ROUTINE MAINTENANCE OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES 

WITHIN THE MARCH AIR RESER VE BASE 
HISTORIC DISTRICT, RIVERSIDE COUNTY, CALIFORNIA 

WHEREAS, the Air Force Reserve, March Air Reserve Base, Riverside County, California, has . 
determined that the routine maintenance of historic buildings, structures, and grounds within the 
March Air Reserve Base Historic District; a property determined eligible for inclusion on the 
National Register of Historic Places, may have an effect upon the District, and has consulted with 
the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (Council) and the California State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) pursuant to Section 800. 13 of the regulations (36 CPR Part 800) 
implementing Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 USC 4 70f) and Section 
110 of the same Act; and 

WHEREAS, the definitions given in Appendix A are applicable throughout this Programmatic 
Agreement; and 

WHEREAS, certain minor undertakings described in Appendix B of this Agreement, if executed 
in the appropriate manner, can be deemed exempt from further consultation with the SHPO or the 
Council; and 

WHEREAS, the document in Appendix C, Maintenance Manual for Buildings within the March 
Field Historic District, March Air Reserve Base, Riverside, California shall be used as a 
reference for maintenance procedures; 

NOW, THEREFORE, the Air Force Reserve, the Council, and the SHPO agree that the routine 
maintenance of historic properties included in the March Air Reserve Base Historic District shall 
be administered in accordance with the following stipulations to satisfy the Air Force Reserve 
Section 106 responsibilities for all individual undertakings of the program. 

Stipulations 

The Air Force Reserve will ensure that the following measures are carried out. 

1. The Air Force Reserve shall implement the Maintenance Manual for Buildings within the 
March f1eld Historic District, March Air Reserve Base, Riverside, California, attached as 
Appendix C, to ensure long-term protection of historic-p\operties in the March Air Reserve Base· 
Historic District. 

2. Actions described in Appendix B·, '_'Actions Not R~quiring Further Consultation," may proceed, 
with no further consultation. -" ·. , .: "I····--~ 
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3. With the exception of activities which appear in Appendix B as exemptions to further 
consultation, the Air Force Reserve will submit undertakings which are subject to review to the 
SHPO and the Council pursuant to 36 CFR Part 800, et. seq. 

4. The SHPO will be afforded thirty (30) days after receipt to comment on any documentation 
submitted by the Air Force Reserve under the terms of this Agreement. Should the SHPO decline 
to participate or fail to respond within thirty (3 0) days t9 a written request for participation, the 
Air Force Reserve shall consult with the Council to complete the Section 106 process. 

5. The SHPO and the Council may monitor activities carried out pursuant to this Programmatic 
Agreement, and the Council will review such activities if so requested. The Air Force Reserve will 
cooperate with the SHPO and the Council in carrying out their monitoring and review 
responsibilities. 

6. The Air Force Reserve shall provide the SHPO and the Council with an annual report each 
February 1, with the first report due on February 1, 1999. If the Air Force Reserve is unable to 
submit the report on this date, it shall notify SHPO and the Council in writing of this delay and 
inform the parties of the expected completion date. This report shall list all undertakings 
reviewed under this Agreement and will indicate the nature and status of those undertakings. The 
report shall also summarize actions taken to implement the terms of this Agreement and propose 
any recommendations for its implementation over the coming year including any suggestions to 
modify or amend it. Within the report, the Air Force Reserve shall also reassess the provisions of 
Appendix B and C to ensure that they continue to address the Agreement's goals and objectives. 
The parties may elect to review and discuss this written report at a meeting and the Air Force 
Reserve shall meet with any party to this agreement who so requests. 

7. If any party to this Agreement determines that its terms cannot be met or believes an 
amendment or addendum necessary, that party shall immediately request the consulting parties to 
consider an amendment or addendum to the Agreement. Such amendment or addendum shall be 
executed in the same manner as the original Agreement. No amendment or addendum to this 
Agreement will go into effect without written concurrence of all consulting parties. 

8. Any party to this Programmatic Agreement may terminate it by providing thirty (30) calendar 
days notice to the other parties, provided that the parties will consult during the period prior to 
termination to seek agreement on amendments or other actions that would avoid termination. In 
the event of termination, the Air Force Reserve will comply with 36 CFR sections 800.4 through 
800.6 with regard to individual undertakings covered by this Programmatic Agreement. 

9. Should the SHPO or the Council object within thirty (30) calendar days to any actions 
pursuant to this Agreement, the Air Force Reserve shall consult with the objecting party to 
resolve the objection. If the Air Force Reserve determines that the objection cannot be resolved, 
the Air Force Reserve shall request the further comments of the Council pursuantto 3 6 CFR 
800.6(b). The Council will provide comments within thirty (30) days of receipt of adequate 
documentation. 



Any Council comment provided in response to such a request shall be taken into account by the 
Air Force Reserve in accordance with 36 CFR 800.6(c)(2) with responsibility to carry out all 
actions identified under this Agreement that are not the subject of the dispute will remain 
unchanged. 

10. In the event the Air Force Reserve does not carry out the terms of this Programmatic 
Agreement, the Air Force will comply with 36 CFR sections 800.4 through 800.6 with regard to 
individual undertakings covered by this Programmatic A~reement. 

Execution and implementation of this Programmatic Agreement evidences that the Air Force 
Reserve has satisfied its Section 106 responsibilities for all individual undertakings of the 
program. 

COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

Fowler, Executive Director 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE RESERVE 

BY¥/~ 
Title: Commander, 452d Air Mobility Wing 

CALIFORNIA STATE HISTORlC PRESERVATION OFFICER 

DATE: 



APPENDIX A 
DEFINITION OF TERMS USED IN THIS AGREEMENT 

In addition to the terms defined here, and unless otherwise indicated, all definitions given in 36 
CFR 800.2 will be accepted for the purpose of this agreement. 

1. Routine maintenance: Routine maintenance will include interior and exterior maintenance and 
repair. 

2. Maintenance: Maintenance in the recurring day-to-day or periodic work required to continue 
current use of a facility. It includes work undertaken to prevent damage or deterioration. 

3. Repair: Repair includes overhauling, refinishing or reprocessing constituent parts or material 
of a facility in order to continue effective current use. It includes replacement in kind when new 
materials and design match existing materials and design. 



APPENDIXB 
ACTIONS NOT REQUIRING FURTHER CONSULTATION 

The following activities do not require further consultation with the SHPO or Council when 
carried out in accordance with the Maintenance Manual for Bui !dings within the March Field 
Historic District, March Air Reserve Base, Riverside, California, dated November 1995 
(Appendix C). 

A. Structural Elements 

1. Repair or replacement of trim, or hardware when done in kind to match existing material and 
design. 

2. Replacement of glass when done in kind to match existing material and design. Window panes 
may be double or triple glazed as long as the glazing is clear and replacement does not alter 
existing window material and form. This excludes the use of tinted glass, which will require 
consultation. 

3. Maintenance of features such as frames, paneled or decorated jambs and moldings through 
appropriate surface treatments such as cleaning, rust removal, paint removal, and re-application of 
protective coating systems, 

4. Repair or replacement of doors, when done in kind to match existing material and form. 

5. Repair or replacement of roofs or parts of a roof that are deteriorated, when done in kind to 
match existing material and design. Adequate anchorage for roofing material to guard against 
wind damage and moisture penetration shall be provided. 

6. Repair or replacement of gutters and drain pipes, when done in kind to match existing material 
and design. 

7. Repair or replacement of porches and stairs when done in kind to match existing material and 
design. 



8. Repair of window and door frames by patching, splicing, consolidating, or otherwise 
reinforcing or replacing in kind those parts that are either extensively deteriorated or are missing. 
The same configuration of panes will be retained. 

9. Repair or replacement of window and door screens when done in kind to match existing 
material and design. 

10. Alteration, repair and/or modification of the interior .. ·ofbuildings, not impacting on exterior 
appearance. 

11. Demolition of non-contributing buildings within the Historic District boundaries that have 
been evaluated within the last five (5) years and found to be non-contributing elements of the 
District. 

B. Surfaces 

1. Painting exterior surfaces when the new paint matches the existing or original color. As all 
eligible buildings within the District are stucco, standard methods ofre-surfacing are allowed. 

2. Replacement or installation of caulking and weather-stripping around windows, doors, walls, 
and roofs. 

3. Removal of non-original intrusive surface applied elements such as exterior wall mounted 
conduit, pipes, wiring, junction boxes, etc. 

C. Utility Systems 

1. Installation of mechanical equipment that does not effect the exterior of the buildings. 

2. Replacement, removal, or upgrading of electrical wiring. 

D. Surrounding Features 

1. Ongoing maintenance of immediately surrounding landscaping, including such modifications as 
removing diseased or safety-threatening vegetation. 

2. Repair or replacement of street pavement, curbs, driveways and walkways done in kind to 
match existing materials and design. 

3. Repair or replacement of fencing done in kind to match existing material and design. 



E. New Materials 

1. Installation of dry insulation. 

2. Installation of security devices, including dead bolts, door locks, window latches, and door 
peep holes. Damage to historic doors and windows should be minimized during installation. 

3. Installation of fire or smoke detectors. 

4. Installation of security systems. 

F. Ground Disturbing Activities 

1. Excavations for repair or replacement of building footings or foundation work within two (2) 
feet of existing footings and foundations. 

2. Installation of utilities, such as sewer, water, storm, electrical, and gas, where installation is 
restricted to areas previously disturbed by installation of these utilities. 

3. Tree or shrub planting or removal in areas that have been previously disturbed by these 
activities. 

4. Installation oflandscape sprinkler systems. 





 
 

 

 

Appendix K. Historic Building Maintenance Plans 
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