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Executive Summary 

On behalf of the San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority (SJJPA), ICF prepared this historical resources 
inventory and evaluation report to identify built-environment historical resources that may be 
affected by the proposed Merced Intermodal Track Connection (MITC) Project (Project). For 
purposes of this report, a historical resource is a built-environment resource that is listed in, or 
determined eligible for listing in, the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), the California 
Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), or a qualified local register of historical resources and, 
therefore, a historical resource for the purposes of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
This report does not address archaeological historical resources. All work in this report has been 
completed in accordance with Section 15064.5(a)(2)-(3) of the State CEQA Guidelines using the 
criteria outlined in Section 5024.1 of the California Public Resources Code (PRC). 

The Project would include a new track connection from the Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) 
corridor to the proposed integrated Merced High-Speed Rail (HSR) Station in downtown Merced 
between R and O Streets, in addition to a new platform that would allow for a cross-platform 
transfer between the San Joaquins and HSR. The Project only includes the construction of the track 
connection; it does not include the construction of the proposed integrated station. 

The Project would consist of the following: 

 New passenger rail connection for the San Joaquins from the BNSF north of State Route (SR) 59 
to the southern terminus at the proposed integrated station 

 New aerial guideway that would connect into the east side of the HSR platform (which would be 
shared with the San Joaquins) at the proposed integrated station, creating an elevated 
integrated platform with HSR 

 Modification of the approved Altamont Corridor Express (ACE) Merced Layover and 
Maintenance Facility 

Preliminary engineering for the Project is currently under way. The Project would be operational by 
2030. The CEQA study area (referred to as the study area) for the built-environment analysis is the 
geographic area in which investigations were conducted to identify historical resources and 
potential impacts from the Project. The built-environment study area includes all areas where 
construction, demolition, or physical changes may occur as part of the Project as well as any areas 
where the Project may alter the setting of adjacent resources. 

The study area for the Project encompasses primarily areas that were reviewed in two recent 
environmental impact reports (EIRs) by the San Joaquin Regional Rail Commission (SJRRC). SJRRC 
prepared an EIR for the ACE Extension Lathrop to Ceres/Merced Project in 2018 (2018 ACE 
Extension EIR). The 2018 ACE Extension EIR analyzed a Phase I extension from Lathrop to Ceres at a 
project level of detail and a Phase II extension from Ceres to Merced at a programmatic level of 
detail. The 2018 EIR was certified, and Phase I was approved by the SJRRC Board of Commissioners 
on August 3, 2018. SJRRC prepared a second EIR in 2021 (2021 ACE Extension EIR) to address the 
project-level of analysis for the extension from Ceres to Merced (SJRRC 2021). 
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To complete the identification of CEQA historical resources in the study area, a survey and 
evaluation of all historic-period built-environment resources was conducted by individuals who 
meet the Secretary of the Interior’s professional qualifications for architectural history and history. 
Historic-period properties were defined as properties that were 45 years old or older at the time of 
the built-environment reconnaissance surveys as well as properties that were less than 45 years old 
with exceptional significance. 

ICF identified 14 historic-period properties in the study area: 

 All 14 properties were previously recorded (seven properties were previously recorded 
buildings; five properties were previously recorded linear resources; two properties were 
bridges), 

 Five properties were identified through searches of the California Historical Resources 
Information System (CHRIS), 

 No additional properties were identified through supplemental research and field survey, and 

 No properties were newly recorded as part of the MITC. 

Of the 14 historic-period properties in the study area: 

 One property is listed in, or eligible for listing in, the NRHP, CRHR, and/or qualified local 
registers, either as an individual resource or a contributor to a district, and considered a 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA; and 

 Thirteen properties are ineligible for the NRHP, CRHR, and/or local registers.
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Chapter 1 
Project Description 

The Merced Intermodal Track Connection (MITC) Project (Project) would include a new track 
connection from the Burlington Northern Santa Fe (BNSF) corridor to the proposed integrated 
Merced High-Speed Rail (HSR) Station in downtown Merced between R and O Streets, in addition 
to a new platform that would allow for a cross-platform transfer between the San Joaquins and 
HSR. The Project only includes the construction of the track connection; it does not include the 
construction of the proposed integrated Merced HSR Station. 

The Project would consist of the following: 

 New passenger rail connection for the San Joaquins from BNSF north of SR 59, running along 
the SR 59 corridor and immediately west of the ACE/UPRR corridor, to the southern 
terminus at the proposed integrated Merced HSR Station. 

 Shifting the ACE UPRR spur track that accesses industrial area north of SR 59. 

 New access to the approved ACE Merced Layover and Maintenance Facility for San Joaquins 
trains. 

 Modification of the approved ACE Merced Layover and Maintenance Facility to include new 
and upgraded tracks for San Joaquins, joint use of the facility by both ACE and San Joaquins 
trains for maintenance activities, and required equipment and parking for SJJPA maintenance 
staff. The footprint of the facility would not be expanded. 

 New aerial guideway on the west side of the ACE UPRR corridor that would connect into the 
east side of the HSR platform (which would be shared with the San Joaquins) at the proposed 
integrated Merced HSR Station, creating an elevated integrated platform with HSR. 

In addition to the Project, the San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority (SJJPA) has identified three 
variants that assume different approaches for fueling future hydrogen powered trains in 
response to the state’s zero emission goals. The variants would occur primarily within the same 
environmental footprint as the Project,1 have the same objectives, background, and development 
controls, but with specific differences. The variants are a slightly different version of the Project 
in the event SJJPA desires to consider them for approval. The final decision as to whether to 
adopt the Project, a variant, and/or an alternative will be made after completion of the final 
environmental impact report (EIR) for this Project. 

1.1 Project Location and Limits 
Attachment A: Figure 1 shows the limits of the Project, which are in Merced County and almost 
entirely within the city limits of Merced. A small portion of the limits of the Project near Ashby 
Road and Miles Court is outside the city limits of Merced within Merced County. The new track  

  

 
1 Variant H1 would have additional footprint requirements for solar panels that are beyond the environmental 
footprint of the Project. 
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for the Project would run from the BNSF corridor just north of where it crosses Snelling Highway 
(SR 59) to a station platform at the proposed integrated station located between R and O Streets 
in downtown Merced, parallel to 16th Street. 

1.2 Proposed Alignment, Station Connection, and 
Layover and Maintenance Facility Modification 

The Project would include a new track connection from the BNSF corridor to the proposed 
integrated Merced HSR Station in downtown Merced between R and O Streets, that will allow for a 
cross-platform transfer between the San Joaquins and HSR to create an integrated station serving 
HSR, ACE, and San Joaquins passengers. The Project only includes the construction of the track 
connection; it does not include the construction of the rest of the proposed integrated station. 

In addition, the Project would include a connection into the approved ACE Merced Layover and 
Maintenance Facility, which would be shared with ACE operations and service. The proposed 
integrated station and the proposed ACE Merced Layover and Maintenance Facility are critical 
components of the overall Project integration; however, the footprint (required area of 
development) of the approved ACE Merced Layover and Maintenance Facility is not analyzed as part 
of the Project because the facility was environmentally cleared in the ACE service expansion. 

The Project would include a combination of new track, track relocation, track upgrades, a new UPRR 
Industrial spur bridge, a new aerial guideway structure, and new at-grade crossings at Cooper 
Avenue and the intersection of SR 59 and 16th Street.
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Chapter 2 
Regulatory Setting 

This section summarizes the federal, state, regional, and local regulations related to cultural 
resources that apply to the Project. 

2.1 Federal 
Because federal permits would be required and federal funding may be sought for the Project, 
compliance with the following applicable laws is required: 

 Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 United States Code [U.S.C.] Section 
470 et seq.), 

 Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. Section 469–469[c]-2), 

 Archaeological Resources Protection Act (16 U.S.C. Section 470[a]-11), 

 American Indian Religious Freedom Act (42 U.S.C. Section 1996), 

 Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act (25 U.S.C. Sections 3001–3013), and 

 American Antiquities Act (16 U.S.C. Sections 431–433). 

This report does not address compliance issues under the National Environmental Policy Act, 
Section 4(f) of the Department of Transportation Act, or Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act. Although this report does not address federal compliance issues, federal 
permitting or funding may require additional studies to meet federal regulatory requirements. 

2.2 State 
2.2.1 California Environmental Quality Act  

(PRC Section 21083.2) 
ICF prepared a historical resource inventory and evaluation report on behalf of SJJPA to identify 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) historical resources that could be affected by the 
Project. In accordance with Section 15064.5(a)(1) of the State CEQA Guidelines, a historical 
resource is a resource listed in, or determined to be eligible for listing in, the National Register of 
Historic Places (NRHP), California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR), or a local register of 
historical resources and, therefore, considered a historical resource for the purposes of CEQA. 
The study has been completed in accordance with Section 15064.5(a)(2)–(3) of the State CEQA 
Guidelines, using the criteria outlined in Section 5024.1 of the California Public Resources Code 
(PRC). 
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CEQA requires public or private projects financed or approved by public agencies to assess project 
effects on historical resources. Historical resources are buildings, sites, structures, objects, or 
districts that may have historical, architectural, archaeological, cultural, or scientific significance and 
meet the criteria cited in the previous paragraph. If a project would result in an effect that would 
cause a substantial adverse change in the significance of a historical resource, CEQA requires 
alternative plans or measures to be considered to mitigate the effect; however, only significant 
historical resources need to be addressed. Therefore, the significance of a cultural resource must be 
determined. 

The following steps are normally taken in a cultural resources investigation for CEQA compliance: 

1. Identify cultural resources, 

2. Evaluate the significance of the resources, 

3. Evaluate the effects of a project on significant resources, and 

4. Develop and implement measures to mitigate the effects of a project on significant resources. 

The State CEQA Guidelines define three ways in which a property may qualify as a significant 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA review: 

 The resource is listed in, or determined eligible for listing in, the CRHR; 

 The resource is included in a local register of historical resources, as defined in PRC Section 
5020.1(k), or identified as significant in a historical resource survey meeting the requirements 
of PRC Section 5024.1(g), unless the preponderance of evidence demonstrates that it is not 
historically or culturally significant; and 

 The lead agency determines the resource to be significant, as supported by substantial evidence 
in light of the whole record (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Division 6, Chapter 3, 
Section 15064.5[a]). 

Each of these ways of qualifying as a significant historical resource for the purposes of CEQA is 
related to the eligibility criteria for inclusion in the CRHR (PRC Sections 5020.1[k] and 5024.1, 
5024.1[g]). 

A historical resource may be eligible for inclusion in the CRHR if it meets any of the following 
criteria: 

 The resource is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad 
patterns of California’s history and cultural heritage; 

 The resource is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 

 The resource embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction; represents the work of an important creative individual; or possesses high artistic 
values; or 

 The resource has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or 
history. 

Properties that are listed in, or eligible for listing in, the NRHP are considered eligible for listing in 
the CRHR and thus are significant historical resources for the purpose of CEQA (PRC Section 
5024.1[d][1]). 
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2.2.2 California Register of Historical Resources  
(PRC Section 5024.1) 

PRC Section 5024.1 establishes the CRHR, which lists all California properties considered to be 
significant historical resources. The CRHR automatically includes all properties listed in, or 
determined eligible for listing in, the NRHP. 

Title 14, Section 4850, of the California Code of Regulations governs eligibility for listing in the 
CRHR. The regulations set forth the criteria for evaluating significance as well as the historical 
integrity of that significance. 

To be eligible for listing in the CRHR, a resource must have significance at the local, state, or national 
level under one or more of the following four criteria: 

 The resource is associated with events or patterns of events that have made a significant 
contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional history or the cultural heritage of 
California or the United States; 

 The resource is associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national 
history; 

 The resource embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of 
construction; represents the work of a master; or possesses high artistic values; or 

 The resource has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory 
or history of the local area, California, or the nation. 

If a resource is found to have significance through the application of the four associative criteria, 
then the integrity of that significance must be evaluated. Integrity is defined as “the authenticity of 
ahistorical resource’s physical identity evidenced by the survival of characteristics that existed 
during the resource’s period of significance.” Integrity involves interpreting the resource’s retention 
of location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association and must be judged 
with reference to its criterion or criteria of significance. 

2.3 Regional and Local 
The SJJPA, as a state joint powers agency, proposes improvements within and outside the UPRR and 
BNSF rights-of-way (ROW). The Interstate Commerce Commission Termination Act (ICCTA) affords 
railroads that engage in interstate commerce considerable flexibility in making necessary 
improvements and modifications to rail infrastructure, subject to the requirements of the Surface 
Transportation Board. ICCTA broadly preempts state and local regulation of railroads; this 
preemption extends to the construction and operation of rail lines. As such, activities within the 
UPRR and BNSF ROWs are clearly exempt from local building and zoning codes as well as other land 
use ordinances. Project activities outside of the UPRR and BNSF ROWs, however, would be subject to 
regional and local plans and regulations. Though ICCTA broadly preempts state and local regulation 
of railroads, SJJPA intends to obtain local agency permits for construction of facilities that fall 
outside the UPRR and BNSF ROWs, even though SJJPA has not determined whether such permits are 
legally necessary or required. 



San Joaquin Joint Powers Authority 
  

Regulatory Setting 
 

 
Merced Intermodal Track Connection Project 
Historical Resource Inventory and Evaluation Report 2-4 March 2024 

ICF 104197.0.002 
 

2.3.1 Merced County 
The Merced County General Plan includes policies for designating, modifying, and demolishing 
cultural and historic resources under Recreation and Cultural Resources Goal RCR-2, Protect and 
Preserve the Cultural, Archeological, and Historic Resources of the County in Order to Maintain Its 
Unique Character. Goal RCR-2 is supported by several policies, as outlined below (County of Merced 
2012a:9-21–9-27 and 2012b:2-14, 9-10 and 9-11). 

 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR-2.1: Archeological Site and Artifact Protection 
(Regulation and Development Review [RDR]). Require development projects that affect 
archeological sites and artifacts to avoid disturbance or damage to these sites. 

 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR-2.2: Historical Area Preservation (RDR). 
Support the preservation of historical structures and areas, particularly those listed on the 
National Registrar of Historic Places [sic] and California Registrar of Historic Places [sic]. 

 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR-2.3: Architectural Character Preservation 
(RDR/Inter-Governmental Coordination [IGC]). Require that the original architectural character 
of significant state- and federally listed historic structures be maintained in compliance with 
preservation standards and regulations. 

 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR‐2.4: Park and Open Space Historic Resource 
Preservation (RDR). Require the preservation of historic resources located in parks and publicly 
owned open space areas. 

 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR-2.5: Human Remains Discovery (RDR). 
Require that, in the event of the discovery of human remains on any project construction site, all 
work in the vicinity of the find will cease and the county coroner and Native American Heritage 
Commission will be notified. 

 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR-2.6: Historic Buildings and Areas (RDR). 
Identify buildings and areas with special and recognized historic, architectural, or aesthetic 
value to be preserved and rehabilitated during the community plan update process. New 
development should respect architecturally and historically significant buildings and areas and 
conform to the current Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic 
Properties and Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic 
Buildings and incorporate adaptive reuse practices, where feasible, to preserve the county’s 
historical heritage and rural character. 

 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR-2.7: Historic Preservation (RDR). Support the 
efforts of local preservation groups and community property owners to preserve or improve 
building façades and exteriors consistent with the historic and visual character of the specific 
building or area. 

 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR-2.8: Historical Preservation Area/Site 
Designations (RDR.) Allow sites of historical and archeological significance to be designated as 
historical preservation areas or sites during the community planning process or on individual 
sites in rural areas. 
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 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR-2.9: Historical and Cultural Resources 
Investigation, Assessment, and Mitigation Guidelines (RDR/Master Plans, Strategies, and 
Programs [MPSP]). Establish and adopt mandatory guidelines for use during the environmental 
review processes for private and public projects to identify and protect historical, cultural, 
archaeological, and paleontological resources and unique geological features. 

 Recreation and Cultural Resources Policy RCR-2.10: Tribal Consultation (RDR/MPSP/IGC). 
Consult with Native American tribes regarding proposed development projects and land use 
policy changes consistent with planning and zoning law at Government Code Section 65351 and 
the Office of Planning and Research (OPR) Tribal Consultation Guidelines (2005). 

Policy RCR-2.9 is supported by Implementation Program RCR-B: Historic and Cultural Resources 
Investigation, Assessment, and Mitigation Guidelines (MPSP/Services and Operations [SO]). Prepare 
and formally adopt guidelines and standards for the preparation of assessments of historical, 
cultural, archaeological, and paleontological resources, as well as unique geological features, 
prepared pursuant to Policy RCR-2.9. At a minimum, the guidelines shall include resource survey 
guidelines that cover personnel qualifications, research and field techniques, investigation and 
documentation, data collection and recordation, and resource preservation, avoidance, 
minimization, and mitigation strategies. The guidelines shall specify broad categories of acceptable 
mitigation, consistent with PRC Section 21083.2 and State CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4(b), 
because they may be amended for any identified adverse effects on historic and cultural resources, 
paleontological resources, or unique geological features. 

Because the parameters for designation of resources outlined by the policies adopted by Merced 
County meet the standard set by CEQA for qualified registers (Section 15064.5[a][2), any resources 
that are already designated would be considered CEQA historical resources. 

2.3.2 City of Merced 
The City of Merced (City) has adopted a historic resources ordinance (Chapter 17.54 of the City’s 
municipal code) that codifies procedures for adding or removing resources to the City’s historic 
register; altering, demolishing, or relocating resources on the local register; and evaluating potential 
resources prior to demolition or relocation. Because the parameters for designation adopted by the 
City meet the standard set by CEQA for qualified registers (Section 15064.5[a][2]), any resources 
that are already designated under City policies would be considered CEQA historical resources. 
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Chapter 3 
CEQA Study Area 

3.1 Study Area Boundary 
The majority of the study area for built-environment historical resources (i.e., study area) is roughly 
bounded by Black Rascal Creek (northwest), Ashby Road (south), Snelling Highway/Highway 59 
(east), and Santa Fe Drive (northeast). This encompasses a light industrial region with the highest 
concentration of potential historic-period resources in the study area. From this industrial area, the 
study area extends southwest along the railroad ROW, crossing Bear Creek and running roughly 
between 16th Street to the north and 15th Street to the south, to O Street. 

3.2 Justification 
The study area comprises the geographic area in which Project activities could affect built-
environment historical resources, should they exist. Archaeological resources are not addressed in 
this report. The study area includes the combined area of direct impacts and the area of indirect 
impacts (Attachment A: Figure 2). The study area falls primarily within the boundaries of the city of 
Merced in areas adjacent to or surrounded by railroad tracks. 

3.2.1 Area of Direct Impact 
Direct impacts include all impacts on built-environment historical resources that may result from 
construction and operation of a project. Physical, visual, auditory, and vibrational impacts are 
considered potential direct impacts because these all have the potential to alter a resource or its 
immediate surroundings such that historical significance would be impaired. 

The area of direct impact encompasses the Project footprint,2 which includes areas where Project 
construction activities would occur as well as parcels in or immediately adjacent to areas where 
construction activities would occur (Attachment A: Figure 2). 

In addition to the Project footprint, the area of direct impact generally extends one parcel beyond 
proposed above-grade features to account for potential visual, atmospheric, or audible impacts. 
Exceptions to the one-parcel buffer around new Project features include the following: 

 Where substantial linear features, such as waterways, roadways, or railroad tracks, separate 
Project features from nearby built-environment resources, the area of direct impact would not 
extend the one-parcel buffer from the Project feature, unless there is a compelling reason to do 
so; and 

 The installation of new railroad tracks within the existing railroad ROW would not require a 
one-parcel buffer around the study area to account for potential impacts. The installation of 
additional parallel tracks within the existing ROW would not have the potential to affect built- 

  

 
2 The area of direct impact includes the Variant H1 additional environmental footprint. 
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environment cultural resources that already have an extant railroad within the setting because 
such changes would be consistent with the visual, atmospheric, or audible setting that existed 
during the historic period. 

Full parcel boundaries that intersect the study area are generally included as a whole. 

The study area accounts for operational impacts. At the time of writing, the operational changes 
proposed as part of the Project (i.e., an additional eight trains per day) are not anticipated to require 
a larger study area. 

3.2.2 Area of Indirect Impact 
The area of indirect impact includes all areas where potential indirect impacts may result from 
construction of a project but would occur later in time or farther away. Indirect impacts can include 
changes to access to a historical resource, which may occur if a project eliminates a feature that 
facilitates access or introduces a feature that discourages access. Over time, such changes could 
result in diminished occupation or use of the historical resource and eventual demolition by neglect. 
In this example, the historical resource would not be demolished by project construction activities 
(i.e., direct impact) but by changes brought about by a project later in time (i.e., indirect impact). 

At the time of writing, no potential indirect impacts on cultural resources have been identified that 
would occur outside the area of direct impact. Therefore, the study area corresponds to the area of 
direct impact, with no additions for areas of indirect impact. 
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Chapter 4 
Background Research and Results 

4.1 California Historical Resources Information 
System Records Search Results 

Staff members at the Central California Information Center (CCIC) of the CHRIS conducted two 
records searches that inform this report. The first occurred on March 14, 2023 (CCIC File No. 
12473I); the second was on July 28, 2023 (CCIC File No. 12612I). These searches included the 
Project’s construction footprint as well as a 0.25-mile buffer (i.e., records search area). The results 
revealed 33 previously recorded built-environment resources within the study area and 44 previous 
reports. Archival research consisted of investigations into the following repositories to identify 
previously recorded and/or evaluated historical resources in the study area: 

 National Register of Historic Places, 

 California Register of Historical Resources, 

 California Inventory of Historical Resources, and 

 California Historical Landmarks. 

Attachment B includes the results of these searches. 

4.2 Interested Parties and Information Requests 
ICF architectural historians sent letters and/or email correspondence requesting information 
concerning historical resources located within or near the study area to interested parties 
previously contacted for the 2021 ACE Ceres-Merced Extension Project EIR. Letters and/or email 
correspondence were sent to the following groups on April 19, 2023: 

 California State Railroad Museum Library, and 

 Merced County Courthouse Museum and Merced County Historical Society. 

Attachment C includes a sample letter. ICF received responses by email. Chris Rockwell, librarian for 
the California State Railroad Museum Library, responded on April 24, 2023, providing a link to 
Merced-related results in digital collections and offering to scan specific sources if requested. Sarah 
Lim, museum director at the Merced County Courthouse Museum and Merced County Historical 
Society, responded on June 1, 2023, describing the Project vicinity as culturally and historically 
significant because the area just west of Merced within the perimeter of the Project was farmed by 
Italian and Portuguese immigrants in the early 20th century. No historic-age properties were 
identified in the study area as a result of responses from interested parties. 
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4.3 Archival and Historic Background Research 
Supplemental research, including a review of the California Office of Historic Preservation website, 
local agency register listings, the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) Historic Bridge 
Inventory, NRHP listings, historic aerial photographs, ParcelQuest, and historic U.S. Geological 
Survey (USGS) maps, identified eight historic-age properties in the study area. Full references are 
included on each Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 523 form set in Attachment D. 

As a summary of research efforts, ICF’s architectural historians reviewed archival and historic 
background information from the following sources: 

 Ancestry databases, including Newspapers.com (https://www.ancestry.com/; 
https://www.newspapers.com/); 

 Caltrans State Highway Bridges online inventories (https://gisdata-
caltrans.opendata.arcgis.com/datasets/ea685fd702f840a7a751b12373d6249c/explore); 

 Company websites; 

 Current aerial imagery available through internet search engines and geographic information 
system (GIS) software, including the following: 

 University of California Santa Barbara Library’s Aerial Photography Information 
(https://mil.library.ucsb.edu/ap_indexes/FrameFinder/), 

 USGS EarthExplorer (https://earthexplorer.usgs.gov/), and 

 National Environmental Title Research (NETR Online) Historic Aerials 
(https://www.historicaerials.com/); 

 Online Archive of California (https://oac.cdlib.org/); 

 ParcelQuest (https://pqweb.parcelquest.com/); 

 Real estate listing services; 

 Sacramento Public Library’s online resources; 

 Sanborn fire insurance maps (where available); 

 The California Digital Newspaper Collection at the Center for Bibliographic Studies and 
Research, University of California, Riverside (https://cdnc.ucr.edu/); and 

 University of California Calisphere (https://calisphere.org/). 
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Chapter 5 
Historical Contexts and Property Types 

5.1 Historical Development of Western Merced 
(Study Area) 

The majority of the study area is roughly bounded by Ashby Road, Highway 59, Santa Fe Drive, and 
Black Rascal Creek. This encompasses a light industrial region with the highest concentration of 
potential historic-period resources in the study area. 

Merced was established as a railroad town in 1872. The study area just west of Merced was farmed 
by Italian and Portuguese immigrants in the early 20th century; however, the study area does not 
appear to have been used for agriculture. A historic aerial photograph from 1946 shows farms and 
orchards in surrounding areas, but the study area was undeveloped (Nationwide Environmental 
Title Research 1946). The area appears to have remained vacant and undeveloped through the 
1970s. Before 1976, the Southern Pacific Industrial Development Company, a subsidiary of Southern 
Pacific Railroad (SPRR), owned properties within the industrial portion of the study area. In the late 
1970s, Cooper Avenue, northeast of the industrial area, appeared undeveloped and unpaved, with 
no industrial buildings along its alignment (Photograph 1). The area was known as the Southern 
Pacific Industrial Park area of the broader Western Industrial Park (Merced Sun-Star 1976a:1 and 
1977:1). 

In June 1976, the Merced City Council approved $3.8 million for improvements to Improvement 
District No. 19, starting with 194 acres at the Southern Pacific Industrial Park within the Western 
Industrial Park area. Work was expected to begin in July 1976 (Merced Sun-Star 1976a:1). 

By May 1977, representatives from the Southern Pacific Industrial Development Company, City 
officials, and community members gathered for dedication of the Southern Pacific Industrial Park, 
described as “bounded by Black Rascal Creek, Highway 59, existing industries and portions of Ashby 
Road.” Their goal was to fill the property within 5 to 10 years (Merced Sun-Star 1977:1). 

In January 1980, Manager Jack Kimberling of the Merced Chamber of Commerce reported that many 
companies had established operations in the Western Industrial Park. Merced Plumbing was located 
at 2200 Cooper Avenue as of December 1981 (Merced Sun-Star 1980a:29 and 1981a:5). Other 
companies included Ragu Foods (1785 Ashby Road), Stuart Radiator (2777 N. Highway 59), and 
Rheem Manufacturing (then accessed from the south via Ashby Road, now 2400 Cooper Avenue) 
(Merced Sun-Star 1974:23, 1975:22, 1976a:1, 1976b:31, 1979:24). A new building was constructed 
for 84 Lumber Company (2901 Highway 59). Advertisements for manager trainees at the 84 Lumber 
Company first appeared in September 1979, suggesting that the facility was built sometime close to 
that time (Merced Sun-Star 1979:24). 

The large Merced Color Press plant (2201 Cooper Avenue) was a planned development in August 
1980; it began printing operations by September 1981 (Merced Sun-Star 1980b:1 and 1983:12) 
(Photograph 2). Allied Electric Motor Service opened a new commercial space at 2250 Cooper 
Avenue in late 1981 (Merced Sun-Star 1981b:26), and TV Guide moved to its new office space at 
2130 Cooper Avenue in December 1982 (Merced Sun-Star 1982:22). 
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Photograph 1. Aerial photograph from July 1976 showing a portion of Southern Pacific Industrial 
Park (red) and the unpaved alignment of Cooper Avenue (yellow). Note: No buildings erected 
along Cooper Avenue. Three extant facilities (in white) include the Ragu Foods plant (1785 Ashby), 
Stuart Radiator (2777 N. Hwy 59), and Rheem Manufacturing (then accessed via Ashby Road, now 
2400 Cooper Avenue). Source: USGS Earth Explorer. Annotations by ICF 2023. 
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Photograph 2. April 1986 aerial photo showing Cooper Avenue and industrial buildings along 
Cooper Avenue, including the large Merced Color Press plant on the north side (built 1981) and a 
cluster of smaller industrial buildings on the south side (built 1979–1982). Source: USGS Earth 
Explorer. Annotations by ICF 2023. 
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5.2 Historic Contexts 
In 2018, AECOM prepared a historical resources inventory and evaluation report for the ACE 
Extension Lathrop to Ceres/Merced Project (ACE Project). AECOM developed a comprehensive 
historical overview and context that was applicable to the identification and evaluation of 
historic-age resources in the MITC study area. The ACE Project spanned Stanislaus and Merced 
Counties in the San Joaquin Valley and provided general thematic information from the Spanish 
period of the late 18th century to the post–World War II period, including specific contexts on the 
history of the San Joaquin Valley, railroad development, agricultural and water management, 
highway and road development, and World War II–era industry and postwar development 
(AECOM 2018:8-15). 

The historic contexts that follow are based on AECOM’s historical resources inventory and 
evaluation report for the ACE Project in 2018 (AECOM 2018:8-15) and ICF’s historical resources 
inventory and evaluation report for the ACE Ceres–Merced Extension Project in 2021 (ICF 2021:5-1 
through 5-6), with supplemental research for the evaluation of specific properties within the MITC 
study area. 

5.2.1 Transportation 

5.2.1.1 Railroads in the San Joaquin Valley 
In the 19th century, railroad construction established the settlement patterns of the San Joaquin 
Valley that define the area through the present day. The San Joaquin Valley was not a major 
destination for settlers who came to California at the start of the American Period following the end 
of the Mexican-American War in 1848. Settlers who did come were concentrated in the northern 
part of the San Joaquin Valley, primarily due to the gold rush, which began in 1849. The 
Transcontinental Railroad was completed in the region by 1869, and settlement increased in the 
San Joaquin Valley. Rail made passenger travel easy and the transport of goods to and from large 
urban centers such as San Francisco and Sacramento efficient. The towns of Lathrop and Manteca 
became major railroad stops by 1871 and 1873, respectively. Tracy, located northwest of the Project 
area, was established in 1882 around the junction of three rail lines: the San Francisco Bay Area to 
San Joaquin County line, the northern line to Martinez County, and the southern line to Los Angeles 
(AECOM 2018:9). The Central Pacific Railroad arrived in Merced County in 1872, establishing the 
town of Merced in December and connecting the San Joaquin Valley to national markets, with wheat 
being a major local crop (County of Merced 2012a:9-30). 

Construction of the San Joaquin Valley main line of the SPRR, originally known as the San Joaquin 
Valley Railroad, began in 1869. The railroad branched off from the transcontinental line at the newly 
established town of Lathrop in San Joaquin County. From 1870 to 1880, the population of the 
San Joaquin Valley increased by 40 percent, and the SPRR established 50 stations in the San Joaquin 
Valley, 24 of which became town sites. Eight of those sites became major towns, including Modesto, 
Turlock, and Merced (AECOM 2018:9). 

5.2.1.2 Highways and Roads 
Automobiles, along with the construction of highways, contributed to growth and development in 
the San Joaquin Valley during the 20th century. The most important was SR 99, a major roadway that 
connected agricultural towns in the San Joaquin Valley to larger urban markets. During the early 
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20th century, officials planned to connect different parts of California with a state highway system, 
which included a route from the Oregon state line through the Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys 
to Los Angeles. With the approval of bond issues in 1910, work began to establish Route 3, which 
ran from Oregon to Sacramento, and Route 4, which connected Sacramento and Los Angeles via the 
San Joaquin Valley. Portions of Route 3 north of Sacramento replaced the Siskiyou Trail, which was 
established by Native Americans prior to European settlement; portions of Route 4 followed the 
main lines of the SPRR. The combined routes were designated SR 99 in 1926 while portions of the 
route were still being paved. Development of the interstate highway system, including construction 
of Interstate 5 and other interstate routes during the 1960s, truncated SR 99, which now runs from 
near Wheeler Ridge in Kern County north to Red Bluff in Tehama County. A segment of SR 99 sits 
just outside the southern border of the study area, parallel to Ashby Road (AECOM 2018:12; County 
of Merced 2012a:9-30). 

5.2.1.3 Transit Networks During World War II 
By the start of World War II, transit networks connected the San Joaquin Valley to the rest of the 
nation and the world, enabling the region to play a key role in war efforts. War-related industries 
and activities brought thousands of people to the San Joaquin Valley. Established in 1942, 
San Joaquin Depot was made up of distribution facilities at three separate locations—Tracy, Sharpe 
(Lathrop), and Stockton’s Rough and Ready Island (California Military Department 2016). The 
facilities received, stored, and shipped supplies throughout the United States and to overseas 
combat areas. In addition, Permanente Metals, a manufacturer of aircraft parts and magnesium 
bombs, came to Lathrop. Lathrop was an ideal location for a magnesium plant because a natural gas 
pipeline ran underneath the town, providing a ready supply of gas to maintain the numerous 
furnaces required for production. Between 1942 and 1944, the plant became the most important 
source of magnesium, which was used to make aircraft parts and bombs, in California (Hillman and 
Covello 1985). 

5.2.2 Water Management and Irrigation 
The San Joaquin Valley forms the southernmost part of the Great Central Valley. The region includes 
the counties of San Joaquin, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, Fresno, Kings, Tulare, and Kern. 
Approximately one-third of the state’s farmland lies in the San Joaquin Valley, and nearly 90 percent 
of the valley is currently under irrigation. No single river runs through the entire valley, although the 
San Joaquin River drains the northern portion of the valley and forms the core of the state’s Delta 
region. Lake basins, once fed by runoff from the Sierra Nevada, formed the southern end of the 
valley. Early farming depended upon natural aquifers for irrigation, along with reclamation of the 
Tulare and Buena Vista Lake Basins (Caltrans 2007:28). 

Several irrigation districts emerged in the San Joaquin Valley during the late 19th and early 20th 
centuries. Irrigation districts were cooperatives, or co-ops, that public and private entities with 
sizable parcels of land formed to solve water distribution problems. Several of those districts were 
formed in the San Joaquin Valley. The Merced Irrigation District (MID) traversed the study area 
(AECOM 2018:9). A segment of Bear Creek, part of the MID, sits within the study area at the 
intersection of West 16th Street and the UPRR alignment near North Bear Creek Court (AECOM 
2018:9-12). A segment of Black Rascal Creek, also part of the MID, sits just outside the study area’s 
western border, while a segment of the Project passes over Bear Creek. 
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The MID dates to 1919, although irrigation in southern Merced County began nearly 25 years earlier 
under the Crocker-Huffman Land and Water Company. Under ownership by C.H. Huffman, a 
prominent local farmer, and Charles F. Crocker, a banker and railroad magnate, the Crocker-Huffman 
Land and Water Company erected miles of canals with irrigation infrastructure, stretching from 
Livingston to Merced and covering almost 50,000 acres. In 1922, the MID purchased the system from 
the Crocker-Huffman Land and Water Company. After the purchase, the district began several projects, 
including construction of the district’s first dam, the Exchequer Dam (completed in 1926), providing 
hydroelectric power and extending the canal system. During the 1960s, the district secured a license 
from the Federal Power Commission to expand power and irrigation networks along the Merced River, 
resulting in the construction of the second Exchequer Dam in 1964 and the McSwain Dam in 1967. 
Irrigation in Merced County enabled the conversion of its grain-heavy agricultural industry to the 
cultivation of grapes, peaches, plums, citrus fruits, olives, figs, nuts, and a variety of vegetables. The 
diversification and intensification of farming in the San Joaquin Valley led to the growth of large 
agricultural communities during the 20th century. In addition to being able to grow a wide variety of 
crops, California also quickly became the cattle and dairy hub of the American West. 

The MID system and associated segments were evaluated for historical significance multiple times 
between 1993 and 2023. Most irrigation districts that functioned from the 1920s through the 1960s 
were a catalyst for agricultural diversification and an important influence on the growth of 
communities. Research and previous evaluations have not revealed that the MID had a specific 
association with irrigation, agricultural diversification, or community growth that must be considered 
important. Moreover, the canals and ditches that form most of the system have been substantially 
altered with modern concrete linings and are found to lack integrity of design, materials, 
workmanship, feeling, or association. Natural creeks that were integrated into the system reflect a 
natural rather than cultural resource and are not an integral part of the wider MID system. Although 
the MID is part of the history of the study area, natural and built resources that are part of the MID do 
not possess historical significance (Severn 2023). 

5.2.3 Industrial Development 

5.2.3.1 Agriculture and Food Processing 
The San Joaquin Valley is home to a wide variety of farming enterprises, ranging from small, 
intensively cultivated farms to large, extensive industrial enterprises. Approximately one-third of the 
state’s farmland lies in the San Joaquin Valley. In the 1940s and 1950s, projects such as the California 
Valley Project (CVP) increased the flow of irrigation water into the southern end of the valley. This 
increased the variety of crops cultivated in the San Joaquin Valley (Caltrans 2007:28). Along with the 
diversification of crops came allied industries, such as canning and packing companies, food 
machinery manufacturers, and transportation services (Caltrans 2007:55). 

Livestock operations were widely distributed on the valley floor, including the property that had 
formerly been home to the famous Miller and Lux cattle enterprise. In addition, cotton had been 
among the most important field crops in the valley since its introduction in 1871. Other important 
products included milk, eggs, and apiary products. Grain sorghum became important in the area after 
1870 as a summer grain crop (Caltrans 2007:28). Between 1890 and 1914, the California farm 
economy swiftly shifted from large-scale ranching and grain-growing operations to intensive small-
scale fruit cultivation. In addition to fruit, nuts were important crops, as were many other field crops 
(e.g., barley, beans, corn, hay, potatoes, sugar beets, wheat) (Caltrans 2007:55). Citrus fruits were 
especially easy to transport in simple crates. 
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The transport of vegetables seriously concerned early growers. Exorbitant shipping costs precluded 
widespread use of the Transcontinental Railroad during the 1870s as a primary source for distributing 
vegetable products. The lack of reliable cross-country refrigeration also made shipping precarious at 
best. The canning of both fruits and vegetables, particularly tomatoes, dramatically increased after 
1900 (Caltrans 2007:27). By the 1920s, the most common commercially canned vegetables included 
asparagus, string beans, peas, spinach, and tomatoes (Caltrans 2007:68). Prior to World War II, a shift 
in food processing occurred. Instead of purchasing raw or pure canned ingredients, more processed, 
manufactured foods were packaged and sold to consumers (SurveyLA 2016:131). New food 
processing plants were constructed in and around Merced after World War II. 

5.2.3.2 Post–World War II Commercial Warehouses 
The main function of warehouse buildings centers on goods (e.g., storing, processing, distributing, light 
manufacturing). By the nature of their use, warehouse buildings exhibit utilitarian features. 
Historically, several issues have inspired their design. Fire safety and theft prevention needs resulted 
in builders using thick masonry walls and fire-resistant materials, such as iron, for doors and shutters. 
The need to economize space led to the elimination of some features, such as interior ceilings and 
partitions, which resulted in a simplification of exterior ornamentation (Page & Turnbull, Inc. 
2009:93). 

Changing construction technologies allowed builders to adapt warehouse designs from load-bearing 
brick to concrete construction. In 1916, the creation of the forklift enabled warehouses to be organized 
more compactly, eventually changing the building typology from a multi-story to a single-story 
construction. Because of their utilitarian nature, warehouses often have compact rectangular 
footprints, with building heights made to accommodate multiple stacked shipping pallets for storage. 
During the post–World War II period, warehouse development increased across the nation as the 
industry became decentralized by automobile and truck transportation (Munce 1960:54–55). 

As technology improved, warehouses became less dependent on ventilation and natural light. Lighting, 
air-conditioning, and heating systems were eventually moved inside warehouses, which stripped 
exterior façades to few or no windows, further reducing exterior detail. In addition, as building 
materials improved, low-cost prefabrication options further stripped warehouse façades. Most 
warehouses became utilitarian buildings with simple footprints, boxed massing, flat roofs, and modest 
siding with exposed concrete or concrete blocks. Hybrid commercial warehouse buildings were often 
zoned for commercial use, but their exteriors resembled standard warehouses. Commercial 
warehouse buildings emerged from the post–World War II era. During that time, builders across the 
United States erected commercial warehouses, dedicated warehouses, and light-industrial buildings at 
city peripheries, in areas outside of older downtowns where the trucking and shipping of goods could 
be accommodated. Cities often zoned such developments near but not intermixed with new housing 
developments. Commercial warehouses usually contained smaller business enterprises than dedicated 
warehouses. They contained space for warehouse use (e.g., storing, processing, distributing) as well as 
consumer use, with designated space for retail activities (Munce 1960:47–48). 

Commercial warehouse buildings have architectural elements of the standard warehouse typology. 
Key features include a rectangular footprint; one-story height; simple massing; a raised foundation 
with loading docks; roll-up doors for vehicular use; minimal fenestration or a complete lack of 
windows; a utilitarian style, often with no ornamentation; prefabricated materials; and simple siding. 
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In addition to their warehouse function, commercial warehouse buildings also featured architectural 
elements, representing their commercial use, such as a discernable primary entrance, often with 
glazed doors; interior space for visitors, such as product showrooms; building signage displaying a 
product name; and adjacent parking for visitors. Finally, some smaller commercial warehouse 
properties had less interior storage space and relied on paved outdoor lots or yards for mechanical 
equipment, materials, or vehicles (ICF 2021:5-2). The bulk of the properties north of Bear Creek 
appear to be light industrial and commercial warehouse buildings, including the old Ragu tomato 
processing plant at 1785 Ashby Road as well as parcels along Cooper Avenue and Highway 59. 

5.3 Property Types in the Study Area 
The study area contains historic-period buildings and structures related to transportation, 
irrigation, and industrial development. Historic-period properties include railroads; bridges; 
commercial buildings, including light industrial buildings and warehouses; and food processing 
facilities. These elements of the built environment reflect the importance of the transportation 
network provided by the railroads that encircled Highway 99, including the study area, in the post–
World War II era. 
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Chapter 6 
Identification and Evaluation Efforts 

6.1 Identification and Evaluation Methods 
Individuals who meet the Secretary of the Interior’s professional qualifications for architectural 
history and history completed the research, survey, and evaluation for built-environment resources. 
ICF conducted a field study on August 29, 2023, and evaluated historic-period resources for NRHP 
and CRHR eligibility from September to October 2023. 

6.1.1 Map Identification Numbering System 
All parcels and non-parcel linear resources within the study area were assigned a map reference 
number. Numbers were assigned by starting at the northwest corner of the study area, then moving 
east and south. In some circumstances, a single property or building occupies multiple parcels. This 
system of numbering was used to ensure that all parcels within the study area were accounted for in 
the analysis.  

6.1.2 Desktop Review and Field Survey 
Prior to the field survey, architectural historians completed a desktop review of the study area to 
identify historic-age buildings and resources that were more than 45 years old (i.e., constructed 
before 1978). Sources reviewed by ICF included assessor’s data from the County of Merced, historic 
aerial photographs, historic maps, historic newspapers, and ParcelQuest. Historic aerial 
photographs were used to establish approximate construction date ranges. 

The MITC study area encompasses an area that was recently reviewed for built-environment 
historical resources as part of the ACE Ceres to Merced Extension cultural resource study conducted 
by ICF (2021). Following a desktop review to establish the presence of historic-age buildings and 
resources in the MITC study area, ICF used ArcGIS shapefiles to cross reference the MITC study area 
with the resources that had been recently surveyed for the ACE Ceres to Merced Extension cultural 
resource study. As a result of this desktop review and cross reference, ICF concluded that all 
historic-age buildings and resources present in the MITC study area had been recently recorded and 
evaluated for historic significance. 

ICF architectural historians completed a field survey of the MITC study area to confirm that 
evaluations of recently recorded historic-age resources remained valid and that no substantial 
alterations or demolition work had changed the character-defining features of resources such that 
the evaluations of historical significance should be revised. 

During the field survey, ICF architectural historians photographed and noted visible alterations to 
previously identified or previously evaluated built-environment resources to compare existing 
conditions with extant documentation to determine if the previous NRHP and CRHR evaluations 
meet present-day technical standards and document any changes in integrity that may have 
occurred since the most recent recordation. New photographs of all resources were taken from the  
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public ROW. For resources that were inaccessible or not fully visible from the public ROW, available 
desktop information (e.g., aerial imagery, Google street views, county assessor’s records, building 
permits) was used to complete the survey. 

In areas where the Project alignment would remain within the existing railroad ROW and associated 
components would not add any new features to the adjacent setting, a field survey of the railroad 
alignment was not conducted because the study area would not extend beyond the railroad ROW. In 
those areas of the alignment, a desktop review in Google Earth was completed to ensure that no 
potential built-environment resources crossed the study area. Similarly, in areas where roadway 
improvements are planned, if the improvements would replace in-kind features within the existing 
ROW, a desktop review in Google Earth was completed to ensure that no potential built-
environment resources crossed the study area. 

Tables 6-1 and 6-2 list all historic-age buildings and resources (i.e., constructed before 1978) in the 
built-environment study area. Table 6-3 lists the bridges in the built-environment study area. 
Attachment A includes figures that show the locations by map reference number. 

Table 6-1. Historic-Age Resources in the Study Area 

MITC 
Reference 
Number APN Address 

Recently 
Surveyed for 

the ACE Project 
Year of 
Construction 

Status 
Code 

11 57200025000 BNSF/San Joaquins, 
segment 

No c. 1890–1900; 
modified 1985 

6Z 

24, 40, 41, 43 59450046000 1785 Ashby Rd Yes 1974 6Z 
39 59450069000 2773 N, Highway 

59, Bldg A 
Yes c. 1969 6Z 

50 59051040000 1743 Ashby Rd Yes c. 1946–1958 6Z 
52 59051042000 1731 W 16th St Yes 1945 6Z 
74, 75, 76 31173015000; 

31173014000; 
31173013000 

933 W 15th St Yes 1950 6Z 

78 31173019000 863 W 15th St Yes 1962 6Z 
79 31173021000 855 W 15th St Yes 1964 6Z 

Table 6-2. Non-Parcel Resources in the Study Area 

MITC 
Reference 
Number Name 

Recently 
Surveyed for 

the ACE Project 
Year of 
Construction 

Status 
Code 

80 Black Rascal Creek, a non-
contributing feature of the Merced 
Irrigation District  

Yes c. 1920s–2016 6Z 

82 Southern Pacific Railroad main line 
through the San Joaquin Valley, 
segment and bridge, including UPRR 
shared track and spurs 

Yes 1873; materials 
modified c. 1920s 
through present 

3S; 3CS 

81 Bear Creek, a non-contributing feature 
of the Merced Irrigation District  

Yes c. 1946–2016 6Z 

83 Highway 59, segment Yes c. 1933–1961 6Z 
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Table 6-3. Bridges in the Study Area 

Bridge Number Bridge Name Year of Construction Historical Significance 
39-0009L Bear Creek  1940 5. Bridge not eligible for NRHP 
39-0009R Bear Creek 1940 5. Bridge not eligible for NRHP 
Bridges were not recorded on DPR 523 form sets; the two bridges in the built-environment study area were 
determined not eligible and no further documentation is required. 

 

6.1.3 Evaluation Methods 
Resources more than 45 years old in the MITC study area were all documented on DPR 523 form 
sets (refer to Attachment D) for the ACE Ceres to Merced Extension cultural resource study or recent 
cultural resource studies. For this report, the DPR 523 form sets were updated with photographs 
from the August 2023 survey showing current conditions and recording any changes since the last 
documentation. For non-linear resources, evaluations were also revised to reflect updated contexts. 

All properties had been adequately documented within the past 5 years and their condition 
remained the same since the last update; therefore, no changes to previous evaluation conclusions 
are proposed as part of this report. 

6.1.4 Methods for Evaluating Linear Resources 
The ACE Ceres to Merced Extension cultural resource study applied the current guidance from 
California’s Office of Historic Preservation regarding the approach to evaluating linear resources and 
analyzing the integrity of resources with significance. If the resource maintains the historic 
alignment, retains the same use, and has a setting that remains largely uncompromised from its 
historic period, then it would have the integrity needed to convey its significance and be found 
eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR. The key aspects of integrity for linear resources are 
setting, location, feeling, and association. For linear resources, integrity of materials, design, and 
workmanship are not critical to conveying significance because these types of resources must 
constantly evolve and change to address maintenance and changes in demand (e.g., increased water 
capacity in a lateral, new track to accommodate increased rail traffic). 

Table 6-4 lists the linear resources with segments or contributing features in the study area. DPR 
update forms were prepared for these resources as part of this report. 

Table 6-4. Linear Resources in the Study Area 

Resource Name 
Segment or Feature 
in Study Area P Number 

Status 
Code 

Map 
Reference 

BNSF/San Joaquins Segment 24-001881 6Z MR 11 
Merced Irrigation District System Black Rascal Creek 24-002047 6Z MR 80 

Bear Creek 24-002046 6Z MR 81 
Southern Pacific Railroad main line 
through the San Joaquin Valley, 
segment and bridge, including 
UPRR shared track and spurs 

Segment 24-000097 3CS; 3S MR 82 

Highway 59 Segment 24-002106 6Z MR 83 
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Chapter 7 
Findings and Conclusions 

A total of 14 historic-period resources were identified in the study area (see Tables 6-1, 6-2, and 6-3). 
Table 7-1 summarizes the evaluation efforts for this population of resources. The purpose of this 
identification was to confirm and identify which historic-age resources qualify as built-environment 
historical resources for the purposes of CEQA. 

All historic-period resources in the study area have been recently evaluated and the conclusions of 
those evaluations remain accurate. For linear resources with segments or features in the study area, 
updated documentation was prepared to confirm that there had been no changes to resources that 
would change the previous evaluations for listing in the NRHP or CRHR. DPR 523 A and B form sets 
were prepared for recently evaluated buildings in the study area, using updated historic contexts 
and additional research that was available to supplement previous evaluations completed in 2020, 
which had research limitations due to COVID-19 restrictions. 

No changes to the previous evaluations for listing in the NRHP or CRHR are proposed as a result of 
this report. Eleven historic-period resources were previously evaluated as ineligible for listing in the 
NRHP and CRHR. One resource, the SPRR main line through the San Joaquin Valley, was previously 
found eligible for listing in the NRHP and CRHR. The full update forms and evaluations of NRHP and 
CRHR eligibility are provided on the DPR 523 form sets in Attachment D. Therefore, there is one 
CEQA historical resource present in the study area. 

Table 7-1. Summary of Evaluation Efforts in the Historical Resource Inventory and Evaluation Report 

Type of Evaluation 
Number of Eligible 

Properties 
Number of Ineligible 

Properties 
Previously identified linear resources that required 
DPR 523L update form sets 

1 4 

Previously identified resources with revised DPR 
523 A and B form sets 

0 7 

Previously identified bridges not requiring 
additional evaluation 

0 2 

Total number of properties in the study area survey 
population (including district contributors) 

1 13 

DPR = Department of Parks and Recreation 

7.1 Properties Listed in the NRHP and CRHR 
No properties in the study area were identified in this category. 
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7.2 Properties Previously Determined Eligible for 
Listing in the NRHP and CRHR 

Table 7-2 summarizes the one built-environment resource in the study area in this category. The 
SPRR San Joaquin Valley main line is eligible for listing in the NRHP/CRHR as an individual resource 
under NRHP/CRHR Criterion A/1 at the local level of significance as the premier pioneer railroad 
throughout the eastern San Joaquin Valley. Character-defining features for the resource include the 
railroad’s alignment through the San Joaquin Valley, its continued function as a railroad, its heavy-
gauge track, and its setting within the rural and urban areas of the eastern San Joaquin Valley. Siding 
and spurs are not of the same historical significance as the main line; the major resource is the right-
of-way and principal alignment connecting major towns in the San Joaquin Valley. The period of 
significance dates to construction of the line throughout the San Joaquin Valley, 1868–1874, when 
the line’s current alignment was built. Overall, the route remains the same as during its initial phase 
of construction. The alignment runs from Lathrop to Los Angeles; therefore, the boundaries for the 
resource extend beyond the study area. 

Table 7-2. Properties Previously Determined Eligible for Listing in the National Register 

Map Reference 
Number Resource Name Address 

Status  
(CHRS Code) 

MR 82 Southern Pacific Railroad main line through 
the San Joaquin Valley, segment and bridge, 
including UPRR shared track and spurs 

N/A Eligible individual 
property (3CS; 3S) 

7.3 CEQA-Only Historical Resources 
There are no CEQA-only historical resources in the study area. One property is a historical resource 
for the purposes of CEQA; however, this property is also a historic property under other 
environmental review regulatory review frameworks. 

7.4 Properties Ineligible for the NRHP and CRHR 
Table 7-3 summarizes the thirteen built-environment historic-age resources in the study area that 
are ineligible for the NRHP or CRHR.  
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Table 7-3. Resources Ineligible for Listing in the National Register and California Register 

Map Reference 
Number Resource Name/Address Year Built 

Status Code (CHRS Code) 
or Eligibility 

11 BNSF/San Joaquins, segment c. 1890–1900; 
modified 1985 

6Z 

24, 40, 41, 43 1785 Ashby Rd 1974 6Z 
39 2773 N. Highway 59, Bldg A c. 1969 6Z 
50 1743 Ashby Rd c. 1946–1958 6Z 
52 1731 W. 16th St 1945 6Z 
74, 75, 76 933 W. 15th St c. 1958 6Z 
78 863 W 15th St 1962 6Z 
79 855 W. 15th St 1964 6Z 
80 Black Rascal Creek, a non-

contributing feature of the 
Merced Irrigation District  

c. 1920s–2016 6Z 

81 Bear Creek, a non-contributing 
feature of the Merced 
Irrigation District  

c. 1946–2016 6Z 

83 Highway 59, segment c. 1933–1961 6Z 
N/A 39-0009L Bear Creek 1940 5. Bridge not eligible for 

NRHP 
N/A 39-0009R, Bear Creek 1940 5. Bridge not eligible for 

NRHP 
CHRS = California Historical Resource Status 

7.5 Summary 
Fourteen historic-aged built environment resources are present within the study area. All properties 
had been previously recorded. One linear resource was previously identified as eligible for listing in 
the NRHP and CRHR, with significance under NRHP Criterion A and CRHR Criterion 1. ICF prepared 
an update to the previous evaluation and corroborated the previous conclusion of eligibility. 

The remaining 13 built-environment resources were previously found not eligible for listing in the 
NRHP and CRHR. ICF recorded and updated evaluations of these resources and confirmed that these 
resources are not eligible for listing in the NRHP or CRHR. 

This report concludes that the built-environment study area contains one built-environment 
resource that meets the eligibility requirements of the NRHP and CRHR and thus qualifies as a 
historical resource for the purposes of CEQA review: 

 Southern Pacific Railroad Main line through the San Joaquin Valley (segment) (Map Ref No 82) 
P- P-24-000097). This includes UPRR shared track and spurs. The line is eligible under 
NRHP/CRHR Criteria A/1 and C/3 with a period of significance from 1868 to 1874. A segment of 
the railroad falls within the study area.
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Chapter 9 
Preparer Qualifications 

9.1 Document Preparation and Field Survey 
Allison Lyons Medina (B.A., European Studies, Scripps College; M.S. Historic Preservation, 
Columbia University) is a senior historic preservation specialist who meets the Secretary of the 
Interior’s professional qualifications for architectural history and history. Ms. Medina is an 
architectural historian with 16 years of experience throughout the western United States in all 
elements of cultural resources management. Her expertise includes preparation of environmental 
compliance documents in accordance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and 
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), focusing on the evaluation of 
historical resources and analysis of project impacts. As a historic preservation consultant, she has 
been involved in the preparation of numerous large-scale historic resources surveys, Historic 
American Buildings Survey/Historic American Engineering Record recordation, Federal 
Rehabilitation Tax Credit and Mills Act Historic Property Contract applications, local landmark 
nominations, and evaluations of eligibility for a variety of projects and property types throughout 
California. She is highly experienced in writing National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) 
nominations and historic context statements for local governments. 

Joshua Severn (M.A., History, California Polytechnic State University) is an architectural historian 
and historic preservation specialist who meets the Secretary of the Interior’s standards for work in 
history and architectural history. Mr. Severn has more than 8 years of experience in cultural 
resources surveys and California architectural history. He has a working knowledge of NRHP 
eligibility criteria, NHPA Section 106 criteria, CEQA guidance, and California Department of Parks 
and Recreation 523 documentation as well as 20th-century California architectural styles. Mr. Severn 
has served as the primary author for many environmental compliance documents. He has 
contributed to documenting and evaluating individual properties and historic districts for a variety 
of projects that involved water and roadway infrastructure; state-owned and private resources, 
including residential and commercial buildings; and components of historical landscapes across 
various locales in California. Mr. Severn has also contributed Section 106 desktop evaluative work in 
support of disaster recovery efforts. He is familiar with government record searches, aerial and 
topographic map analysis, and digital photography. Mr. Severn has authored and compiled dozens of 
historic context statements for inclusion in cultural resource evaluation reports and conducted 
resource evaluations according to NRHP and CRHR criteria. 
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Records Search Results 

Table B-1. Previously Identified Resources within the Records Search Area 

Primary 
Number Resource Name 

Current Status Code  
from BERD Other Information 

P-24-000087 LG-17, disposal/borrow site south of Bear 
Creek 

N/A Site in study area 

P-24-000097 Southern Pacific Railroad line 6Y, 03/05/1997, FHWA970110B Segment in project area 
P-24-000626 Major George Beecher Cook House; The 

Greenbrier 
1S, 08/08/1985, 5340-0024-0168 | 1S, 
09/15/1983, NPS-83001207-0000 

Resource outside (east) of the study area 

P-24-000627 Merced County Courthouse, in Merced; 
State Point of Historic Interest Mer-003 

1S, 10/29/1975, 5340-0021-0000 | 1S, 
10/29/1975, NPS-75000441-0000 | 3S, 
12/19/1988, 619.0-HP-88-24-002 | 7P, 
06/02/1967, SPHI-MER-003 

Resource outside (northeast) of the study 
area 

P-24-000628 County Library Building, 2125 M Street, 
Merced 

1S, 05/31/1984, 5340-0176-0000 | 1S, 
05/31/1984, NPS-84000909-0000 | 3S, 
12/19/1988, 619.0-HP-88-24-003 

Resource outside (northeast) of the study 
area 

P-24-000629 Judge Rector Home 1S, 01/04/1982, 5340-0148-0000 NPS-
82002206-0000 | 1S, 01/04/1982, NPS-
82002206-0000 

Resource outside (northeast) of the study 
area 

P-24-000630 Leggett House; Queen Anne Inn 1S, 08/12/1985, 5340-0024-0216 | 1S, 
10/25/1979, NPS-79000501-0000 

Resource outside (northeast) of the study 
area 

P-24-000631 Thomas H. Leggett House 1S, 07/08/1982, NPS-82002207-0000 | 
1S, 12/05/1985, 5340-0024-0167 

Resource outside (northeast) of the study 
area 

P-24-000632 Hotel Tioga 1S, 07/22/1985, 5340-0025-0058 | 1S, 
10/03/1980, NPS-80000821-0000 

Resource outside (northeast) of the study 
area 

P-24-000652 Bridge 39-66 7R, 5340-0010-0000 Resource appears heavily altered or 
removed 2011–2013 by modified SR 59 

P-24-000653 Bridge 39-67 7R, 5340-0011-0000 Resource outside (north) of the study area 
P-24-000654 Bridge 39-68 7R, 5340-0012-0000 Resource outside (north) of the study area 
P-24-000839 O to R Streets, 18th to 23rd Streets (district) 5D2, 5340-0027-9999 Resource outside of the study are 
P-24-000996 935 W. 18th Street 5S2, 5340-0027-0023 Resource outside of the study area 
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Primary 
Number Resource Name 

Current Status Code  
from BERD Other Information 

P-24-001626 Kerr Rug Company 5S2, 5340-0094-0000 Resource outside of the study area 
P-24-001854 Farmstead at 1732 N. Highway 99 N/A Resource outside (south and west) of the 

study area 
P-24-001880 CRM Tech, 2312-2H; Date Palms ATSF N/A Resource outside (northeast) of the study 

area 
P-24-001881 Burlington Northern Santa Fe Railroad; 

Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad 
N/A Segment in study area 

P-24-001909 Merced Irrigation District (proposed 
historic district) 

6Y, 04/17/2012, BUR110513A | 6Y, 
05/23/2016, COE_2016_0420_001 | 6Y, 
11/16/2020, BUR_2020_0930_001 

Non-contributing features in study area 

P-24-002047 Black Rascal Creek and Canal N/A Segment in study area 
P-24-002105 Bear Creek Bridge, #39-09 L & R, Bear 

Creek at SR 59 
N/A Site in study area 

P-24-002106 Highway 59, State Route 59 N/A Segment in study area 
P-24-002107 41 N. Bear Creek; 2434 and 2454 N. SR 59 N/A Resource is outside (east) of the study area 
P-24-002108 Irrigation features, two siphons, and 

former railroad berm 
N/A Resource is outside (north) of the study area 

P-24-002109 2668 N. State Highway 59, Merced N/A Resource is outside (east) of the study area 
P-24-002110 2678 N. State Highway 59, Merced N/A Resource is outside (east) of the study area 
P-24-002111 2686 N. State Highway 59, Merced N/A Resource is outside (east) of the study area 
P-24-002112 2696 N. State Highway 59, Merced N/A Resource is outside (east) of the study area 
P-24-002113 2808 N. State Highway 59, Merced N/A Resource is outside (east) of the study area 
P-24-002114 2810 Willowbrook Drive, Merced N/A Resource is outside (east) of the study area 
P-24-002115 2824 N. State Highway 59, Merced N/A Resource is outside (east) of the study area 
P-24-002116 2922 N. State Highway 59, Merced N/A Resource is outside (east) of the study area 
P-24-002221 Studio Six N/A Resource is outside (south) of the study area 

 
BERD = Built Environment Resource Directory 
1S = Individual property listed in NRHP by the Keeper. Listed in the CRHR. 
3S = Appears eligible for NRHP as an individual property through survey evaluation. 
5D2 = Contributor to a district that is eligible for local listing or designation. 
5S2 = Individual property that is eligible for local listing or designation. 

 
6Y = Determined ineligible for NRHP by consensus through Section 106 process—

not evaluated for NRHP or local listing. 
7P = Not an actual status code, most likely an error in digitization [probably 7R]. 
7R = Identified in reconnaissance-level survey: not evaluated. 
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Table B-2. Previous Reports within the Study Area 

Report Number Authors Year Month Report Title Publisher 
ME-00630 Napton, L.K. 1980 Aug Cultural Resources Survey of Santa Fe Drive Between Buhach 

Road and Highway 59 in Merced County, California 
CSU Stanislaus for Merced Co. 
Department of Public Works 

ME-00647 Napton, L.K. 1990 Apr Cultural Resources Investigation of a Proposed 42.2-Acre 
Subdivision North of McSwain Road (Highway 140), Merced 
County, California 

CSU Stanislaus, Institute for 
Archaeological Research 

ME-00663 Parker, J.W. 1978 Feb Archaeological Evaluation of a Proposed Road Widening 
Project on State Route 59 in Merced County, California (PM 
15.3/16.1) 

Caltrans 

ME-00672 Peak & Associates, 
Inc. 

1982 Mar Merced County Streams Project, California, Intensive Cultural 
Resources Survey (Downstream Channel Improvements) 

Peak & Associates, Inc., for 
USACE Sacramento District 

ME-00693 Swenson, L. 1980 Feb Archaeological Survey Report for Two Proposed Bridge 
Widening Projects and One Bridge Improvement Project in 
Merced County, California: 10-MER-99 PM 9.35 (Mariposa 
Creek), 10-MER-59 PM 16.01 (Black Rascal Creek) and PM 
16.27 (Black Rascal Creek) 

Caltrans District 10 

ME-01799 Peak, A.S. 1975 Dec Cultural Resource Assessment of the City of Merced Project 
for Land Disposal of Wastewater, Merced County, California 

Peak & Associates, Inc. 

ME-02228 City of Merced 
Redevelopment 
Agency 

1985  City of Merced Historic Building Survey, Final Report City of Merced 
Redevelopment Agency 

ME-02594 Werness, H. 1978  An Architectural Survey of the San Joaquin Valley, 1978 Hope Werness, Asst. Professor 
of Art, CSU Stanislaus (and) 
the Art History Survey Class 

ME-02759 Hatoff, B., B. Voss, 
S. Waechter, S. Wee, 
and V. Bente 

1995 Jul Cultural Resources Inventory Report for the Proposed 
Mojave Northward Expansion Project, Final [multivolume 
report] 

Woodward Clyde Associates, 
for Mojave Pipeline Company 

ME-02915 Jensen, P.M. 1996  Archaeological Survey Report (ASR) – Negative Proposed 
Tracy Fiber Optics Data Transmission Line, Caltrans Rights-
of-Way at Six State Highway Crossings, Caltrans District 3, 
Portions of Merced, Stanislaus, San Joaquin Counties, 
California 

Jensen and Associates, for 
North State Resources 

ME-02930 Jensen, Peter 1996 Dec Archaeological Inventory Survey, Tracy to Fresno Long-Haul 
Fiber Optics Data Transmission Line, Portions of Fresno, 
Madera, Merced, Stanislaus, and San Joaquin Counties, 
California 

Jensen & Associates, for North 
State Resources, Inc. 
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Report Number Authors Year Month Report Title Publisher 
ME-02972 Napton, L. Kyle 1997 Apr Cultural Resource Investigations of the Proposed Merced 

Irrigation District, Atwater–Merced 115 kV Loop, Merced 
County, California 

CSU Stanislaus, Institute for 
Archaeological Research for 
Russell Associates 

ME-03092 Napton, L. Kyle 1997 Dec Cultural Resources Investigations of the Proposed Merced 
Irrigation District, Atwater–Merced 115 kV Loop, Merced 
County, California, Addendum 1: Cultural Investigations along 
Revised Atwater–Merced Routes, Color Press Substation Add. 

CSU Stanislaus, Institute for 
Archaeological Research for 
Russell Associates 

ME-03377 Levy, R. 1998  Department of Transportation Negative Archaeological 
Survey Report, 10-MER-99, PM 15.2/16.2; 10-MER-59, PM 
14.8; 10-MER-140, PM 35.8; CU 10-170; EA 482300 

Department of Transportation 

ME-03980 Mills, T., and R. Levy 1999 Nov Department of Transportation Negative Archaeological 
Survey Report: 10-MER-140, PM 34.5/35.8, EA 10-OA860K 

T. Mills 

ME-03995 Nelson, W. J. 2000 Jun Cultural Resource Survey for the Level 3 Communications 
Long-Haul Fiber Optics Project, Segment WS04: Sacramento 
to Bakersfield 

Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc., for 
Parsons Brinckerhoff Network 
Services 

ME-04009 Hibbard, C. 2000 Jan Negative Archaeological Survey Report. 10-MER-59, PM 16.2, 
18.5, CU 10-170, EA 10-5C5000 

Caltrans 

ME-05069 Dice, Michael 2002 Oct Records Search and Phase 1 Archaeological Survey Results 
for the Proposed Cingular Communications Facility, CV-643-
02 (Highway 59/16th Street), 1731 West 16th Street, Merced 

Michael Brandman Associates 

ME-05173 Baloian, M. 2003 Aug Cultural Resources Survey for the BNSF/Quebecor Rail Line 
Extension Project, Merced County, California 

Applied Earthworks, 
Incorporated 

ME-05498 Leach-Palm, L., P. 
Mikkelsen, J. King, J. 
Hatch, and B. Larson 

2004 Jun Cultural Resources Inventory of Caltrans District 10 Rural 
Conventional Highways, Volume l: Summary of Methods and 
Findings 

Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc., for 
Caltrans District 10 

ME-05499 Leach-Palm, L., J. 
King, J. Hatch, and B. 
Larson 

2004 Mar Cultural Resources Inventory of Caltrans District 10 Rural 
Conventional Highways, Merced County, California: State 
Routes 33, 59, 140, and 152, Volume I – Report and 
Appendices 

Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc., et al., for 
Caltrans District 10 

ME-05500 Leach-Palm, L., J. 
King, J. Hatch, and B. 
Larson 

2004 Jun Cultural Resources Inventory of Caltrans District 10 Rural 
Conventional Highways, Volume II E: Merced County 

Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc., et al., for 
Caltrans District 10 

ME-05501 Rosenthal, J.S., and J. 
Meyer 

2004 Jun Cultural Resources Inventory of Caltrans District 10 Rural 
Conventional Highways, Volume III: Geoarchaeological Study 

Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc., for 
Caltrans District 10 
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Report Number Authors Year Month Report Title Publisher 
ME-05858 Losee, C. 2005  Collocation Submission Packet, FCC Form 621, Highway 59 

and Olive (1980 W. Olive), TWS-000250-A, Merced County 
ART 

ME-05899 Bonner, W. 2005 Sep New Tower ("NT") Submission Packet: Cingular Wireless, 
Julie and Evelyn, FRSNCAMD056, Merced County, California 

Michael Brandman Associates 

ME-05924 Kaptain, N., and B. 
Matzen 

2005 Oct A Cultural and Paleontological Resources Study for Eight KB 
Home Projects, Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, and Tulare 
Counties, CA 

LSA Associates 

ME-06034 Jones, K., and D.C. 
Young 

2006 Jan Final Extended Phase 1 Report Geoarchaeological 
Investigations for the West Merced Overhead and Bear Creek 
Structures Replacement, 10-MER-99 KP 25.4/27.8 (PM 
15.8/17.3) EA: 10-0K0200, Merced County CA 

Pacific Legacy, Inc., and PAR 
Environmental Services, Inc. 

ME-06169 Ray, B. 2006 Mar Historic Property Survey Report, West Merced/Bear Creek 
Structure Replacement, City of Merced, Merced County, 
California, 10-MER-99, PM 15.8/17.3, 10-0K0200 

Caltrans 

ME-06169 Ray, B. 2006 Jun Archaeological Survey Report, West Merced/Bear Creek 
Structures Replacement, City of Merced, Merced County, 
California 10-MER-99, PM 15.8/17.3 10-0K0200 

Caltrans 

ME-06169 Brady, J. 2005 Sep Historic Resource Evaluation Report, State Route 99, West 
Merced Overhead and Bear Creek Bridge Replacements, 
Merced County, CA KP 25.42/27.88, PM 15.8/17.3 EA: 10-
0K020 

Caltrans 

ME-06238 Bonner, W. H. 2006 Mar Request for SHPO Review of FCC Undertaking, 
FRSNCAMD035 (USID #42591) 2000 West Olive Street 
Merced, CA 95340 

Michael Brandman Associates 

ME-06345 SWCA 
Environmental 
Consultants 

2006 Dec Cultural Resources Final Report of Monitoring and Findings 
for the QWest Network Construction Project, State of 
California, SWCA Project No. 10715-180 

SWCA Environmental 
Consultants, for Qwest 
Communications 

ME-06858 Holman, M., and R. 
Hellmann 

2008 Nov An Archival Study to Identify Potential Cultural Resources 
Located in the City of Atwater General Plan and Program EIR 
Project Area, Merced County, California 

Holman & Associates, for Jerry 
Haag, Environmental 
Consultant, Berkeley, CA 

ME-06955 Tang, B. 2009 Mar Historic Property Survey Report, 10-Merced-BNSF RR, PM 
1039.9 to 1056.4, Le Grand to Merced, CA Double Track 
Project (includes HRER-Tang and Smallwood, 2009, and ASR-
Hogan and Smallwood, 2009) 

CRM TECH, for Caltrans, 
Division of Rail 
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Report Number Authors Year Month Report Title Publisher 
ME-07352 U.S. Department of 

Transportation, 
Federal Highway 
Administration, and 
Caltrans 

2005 Oct 16th Street/Olive Avenue Widening Project, Merced County, 
California, 10-MER-59, PM 15.3/16.6, OE5900, Initial Study 
with Proposed Mitigated Negative 
Declaration/Environmental Assessment 

U. S. DOT, FHWA, and Caltrans 

ME-07490 Richardson, J. 2005 Jun Letter to SHPO: Demolition/Construction Projects in Merced 
County, CA: 1725 E. 23rd, 955 W. 14th, 812 W. 13th, 620 W. 
10th, 1019 W. 8th, Merced 

City of Merced 

ME-08025 Gassner, Brian 2005 Mar Archaeological Survey Report for the Merced 59 Widening 
Project, Merced County, California, 10-MER-59, PM 15.3 / 
16.6 (KP 24.6/26.7), 10-0E5900 

Caltrans District 10 

ME-08026 Calpo, J. 2005 Mar Historic Resource Evaluation Report for the Road Widening 
Project, State Route 59, Merced 10-MER-59, PM 15.3/16.6 
(KP 24.6/26.7) Merced County, EA 10-0E5900 

(by and for) Caltrans District 
10 

ME-08284 AECOM 2011 Aug Cultural Resources Inventory Report for the Central Valley 
Independent Network Fiber Optic Communications Network 
Project, California (Calaveras, Merced, San Joaquin, 
Stanislaus, and Tuolumne Counties in the CCAIC Area of 
Responsibility) 

AECOM, for Central Valley 
Independent Network 

ME-08541 Buitenhuys, C. 2016 09 Archaeological Survey Report for the State Route 59 West 
Olive Roundabout in Merced, Merced County, California, 10-
MER-59 PM 16.0/16.2 EA:10-1E3500 E-FIS: 1015000106 

Caltrans, for U.S. DOT, FHWA 

ME-09321 Hudlow, S.M. 2022 Jan A Phase I Cultural Resource Survey for Studio Six, 1213 Vine 
Street, City of Merced, California 

Hudlow Cultural Resource 
Associates 

ME-09424 Gleaton, R., and A. 
Von Pinnon 

2020 Oct Results of a Cultural Resources Study for the AT&T CVL02171 
V Street and W. 16th Street – Bragonier Project, 1578 W. 
Main Street, Merced, California 

Cultural Resources 
Practitioners, LLC, for ACE 
Environmental, LLC 

ME-09425 Supernowicz, D. 2020 Dec Cultural Resources Survey, Copper Avenue, Merced – A/Fuze 
616101557/466114, 1610 West 16th Street, Merced, 
California 95340, EBI Project 6120010103 

Historic Resource Associates, 
for EBI Consulting/Verizon 
Wireless 

ME-09555 Dyste, D., and R. 
Ottenhoff 

2020 Jan Historic Property Identification Report for the Franklin 
County Water District Sewer Rehabilitation Project, Merced 
County, California 

Applied EarthWorks, Inc., for 
QK, Inc. 
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Page 74 of  75     *Resource Name or #  MR1 
*Recorded by: M.Bunse/S.J. Melvin *Date  12/12/06; 1/22/07   Continuation    Update 

DPR 523L (1/95)                                                                                                         *Required Information 

 

State of California – The Resources Agency    Primary # _____________________________________ 
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION    HRI # ________________________________________ 
CONTINUATION SHEET  

   Map Name:  Atwater, California, 7.5’ USGS Quadrangle         *Date of Map: 1960 (1987) 
 

   Map Name:  Merced, California, 7.5’ USGS Quadrangle         *Date of Map: 1961 (1987) 
 

 
Location Map 6. Map showing location of the drainage ditch. 
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Location Map 7. Map showing portion of the Livingston Canal. 
 
 
 
 



State of California - The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION
LINEAR FEATURE RECORD

Primary #
HRI#
Trinomial

P-'

Page 1 8 of 75 *Resource Name or # MR1

LI. Historic and/or Common Name: Bear Creek }

L2a. Portion Described: D Entire Resource GGSegment Point Observation k Designation: MR1-BC-1
*b. Location of point or segment: (Provide LTTM coordinates, legal description, and any other useful locationa! data. Show the area that has been field
inspected on a Location Map.) UTM: Zone 10; 717,127mE; 4,131,062mN. Located at the Bear Creek bridge on highway 140 on
the section line between sections 21 and 28 T7S/R13E MDBM (See Location Map 2).

13. Description: (Describe construction details, materials, and artifacts found at this segmenfpoint. Provide plans/sections as appropriate.)
At this point the Bear Creek canal is approximately 60 feet wide. Water in the canal prevented an accurate depth
measurement. The unlined channel is U-shaped and has vegetation growing on its steep banks. Both sides of the channel
are built up forming levees r .e banks. It is crossed by the SR 140 bridge. An access road runs on the east side of the
canal. (Photographs 17).

L4. Dimensions: (in feet for historic features and
meters for prehistoric features)
a. Top Width approximately 60 feet
b. Bottom Width undetermined (carrying water)
c. Height or Depth undetermined (carrying water)
d. Length of Segment approximately 200 feet

L5. Associated Resources:

L4e. Sketch of Cross-Section (include scale) Facing: north

I 60'

Unknown

L6. Setting: (Describe natural features, landscape characteristics, slope, etc., as appropriate.)
The setting is rural agricultural with scattered farmsteads.

L7. Integrity Considerations: See Section BIO. "Significance"

L8b. Description of Photo, Map, or Drawing:
Photograph 17. Bear Creek passing under
SR 140. camera facing north. 12/12/06.

L9. Remarks:

L10. Form prepared by: (Name, affiliation,
address)
Steven J. Melvin
JRP Historical Consulting Services. LLC
1490 Drew Ave. Suite 1 10
Davis. CA 95618

Lll. Date: 12/28/06

DPR 523E (1/95)
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