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I. INTRODUCTION 
The 2025 Ontario Ranch Historic Context Statement and Resource Survey provides a 
comprehensive historical narrative detailing the development of the dairy industry in 
California, the Chino Valley, and within the former San Bernardino County Agricultural 
Preserve, a 14,000-acre area established in 1967 for dairy purposes and later renamed as 
the San Bernardino County Dairy Preserve (Figure 1 and 2).1 In 1999, the City of Ontario 
annexed an 8,200-acre portion of the San Bernardino County Dairy Preserve lands and 
named the area the New Model Colony, in recognition of the city’s Model Colony 
agricultural roots (Figure 3). Today the New Model Colony, now known as Ontario Ranch, 
is experiencing a major shift in land uses as dairy properties are sold and converted to new 
uses, including residential, commercial and light-industrial, and a 300-acre park, named 
Grand Park, which will be anchored by buildings or structures intended to provide 
historical interpretation and homage to Ontario’s significance in California’s dairy history. 
 
In 2004, a prior New Model Colony Historic Context was prepared to provide a 
comprehensive framework for understanding the area’s historical and architectural 
significance, and to guide in the identification, evaluation, and preservation of historic 
resources in the area. Since its adoption, it has served as a foundation for evaluating 
historic resources in the area. It identified significance parameters, including character-
defining features, integrity thresholds, and period of significance, that have guided 
subsequent project reviews. The current update builds upon and refines those parameters, 
reflecting more recent preservation practice and interpretive approaches.  
 
An example of the revisions completed to the original context includes the interpretation of 
Art Deco and Streamline Moderne property types and their associated period of significance 
established for these properties, originally defined as 1920 to 1940. Further investigations 
revealed that in Ontario Ranch, these styles were employed up to 20 years later than the 
national period of popularity from the 1920s through the 1960s. Additionally, in some 
instances, year-built data cited for the previously surveyed properties was incorrect, with 
several having been constructed much later than originally indicated. The updated context 
offers a comprehensive framework for the evaluation of all remaining potential historic 
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resources in Ontario Ranch. 
 
The City of Ontario commissioned Urbana Preservation & Planning, LLC (Urbana) to 
update and expand the 2004 New Model Colony Historic Context. The current effort was 
developed in conjunction with a reconnaissance level survey to identify potential historic 
resources within the current New Model Colony/Ontario Ranch boundaries (Figure 3 and 
4). The original New Model Colony Boundaries have since been reduced due to ongoing 
development in the region since 1998.  This current effort is similar, with a goal of updating 
the historic context statement and the survey of historic-era properties that might be 
eligible for historic recognition. Accordingly, this document provides a foundational 
understanding of the area’s past to guide preservation efforts and inform future land use 
decisions, by connecting historical patterns of development.  
 
Urbana prepared the Ontario Ranch Historic Context Statement and Resource Survey to aid 
the City of Ontario in evaluating all remaining historic dairy properties in Ontario Ranch 
for eligibility under the criteria of the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP), 
California Register of Historic Resources (CRHR), and the Ontario Historic Resources 
Inventory (Local Register). The Regulatory Framework section of the report contains 
NRHP, CRHR, and Local Register criteria, as well as information on Historic Properties 
and Historical Resources pursuant to the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) and 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This study entirely replaces the 2004 
New Model Colony Historic Context.  
 
Urbana’s methods and findings are presented in the following pages. The Historic Context 
section includes an overview of historic context development as a tool for historic 
preservation planning, a brief description of topical contexts relating to agriculture and 
farming prepared in California and other states, and a brief history of the dairy industry in 
California as a preface to the historic themes prepared for the Ontario Ranch survey area. 
The themes examined are listed below. 

• Theme 1. Early Dairy Farms in Ontario, 1900s-1929 

• Theme 2. Depression-Era and Wartime Dairies, 1930s-1945 
• Theme 3. Postwar, Large-Capacity Dairies, 1945-1980 
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• Theme 4. Consolidation of Dairy Operations, 1980s-1998 
• Theme 5. Important Persons, Families, and Ethnic Groups 

• Theme 6. Historic Architectural Styles, 1880s-1980s 
 
By mid-2024, when this project was initiated, approximately 385 parcels within the Ontario 
Ranch boundaries were still unevaluated. Review of parcel locations and ownership 
resulted in consolidating the documentation and evaluation effort to 150 properties, 
generally composed of multiple contiguous parcels under single ownership (Figure 4). Of 
these 150, 147 contain historic-era built environment resources constructed within one or 
more periods of significance referenced in the updated historic context statement. The 
remaining three contain non-dairy-related built environment resources and were therefore 

not evaluated. Urbana staff documented and evaluated the 147 consolidated properties at 

an intensive level on Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 523 series forms. Each 
property was assessed for significance and eligibility under the new themes and associated 
significance considerations and integrity thresholds.  Of the 147 evaluated properties, 25 
are opined significant and eligible for designation and listing on the Local Register, CRHR, 
or NRHP. Of the documented and evaluated properties, 122 were identified as not 
significant and ineligible for listing on the Local Register, CRHR, or NRHP.   Survey 
observations and eligibility conclusions are detailed in the Survey Findings section. 
 

Methodological Approach and Report Organization 
Urbana’s methodological approach entailed four main tasks: desk and field survey, 
contextual and property-specific research, context preparation, and documentation and 
reporting. 
 

Desk and Field Survey 

The Ontario Ranch survey area comprises 3,053.22 acres and is generally bound by East 

Riverside Drive to the north, Hammer Avenue to the east, Euclid Avenue to the west, and 
Merrill Avenue, South Archibald Avenue, and Bellegrave Avenue to the south (Figure 3 
and 4).  Prior to field survey activities, Urbana conducted desktop analysis of the survey 
area to identify all unevaluated parcels within the survey boundaries. This involved 
communicating with the City of Ontario Planning Department and select environmental 
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planning consultants and project applicants to confirm evaluation status for parcels within 
the survey boundaries, and to ultimately map these locations and prepare a survey 
database with all unevaluated parcels included. The desktop analysis identified 385 
unevaluated parcels within the survey boundaries. Review of parcel locations and 
ownership resulted in consolidating the documentation and evaluation effort to 147 
properties, generally composed of multiple contiguous parcels under single ownership, 
containing historic-era built environment resources (Figure 4).  
 
The desk survey utilized multiple sources to age date buildings and structures at each 
survey property, including the San Bernardino County Assessor Property Information 
Management System, current aerial imagery from the United States Department of 
Agriculture via Google Earth Professional, historic aerial imagery from 1936-1975 accessed 
through the United States Geological Survey Earth Explorer database and via National 
Environmental Title Research Historic Aerials.   
 
Of the 147 properties evaluated in 2025, a total of 115 were previously identified as part of 
the 2004 New Model Colony Historic Context project. Although not fully evaluated under 
the prior New Model Colony context statement, the properties are included on the City of 
Ontario California Historical Resources Information Database (CHRID) and within the 
California State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) Built Environment Resource 
Database (BERD). Urbana prepared DPR forms for the properties as part of the current 
update survey to provide a conclusive determination of each property’s eligibility status 
under the new historic context statement. A review of the properties indicates that 
approximately one-third of the dairy properties were constructed during the postwar era 
following World War II, reflecting the significant expansion of the dairy industry in the 
region during this period. This growth was driven by increased demand for agricultural 
products, advancements in dairy technology, and the broader suburbanization and 
agricultural intensification occurring across Southern California in the mid-20th century. 
These postwar-era properties often exhibit larger-scale facilities and Ranch style residential 
buildings, consistent with the evolving needs and architectural trends of modernized, large-
capacity dairy operations.  
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In November 2014, five (5) previously surveyed properties were determined eligible for 
listing in the California Register of Historical Resources (CRHR) and the Local Register by 
the City of Ontario Historic Preservation Subcommittee. Due to this City action, the five 
properties, as described below in Table 1, were added to the City’s inventory and were 
regarded as eligible historic resources. These properties, summarized in Table 1 on the 
following page, also received revised DPR forms to verify status under the new historic 
context. 
 
Prior to field survey, the Urbana team prepared a survey handout for electronic and 
physical distribution to area stakeholders (Figure 5). The survey handout included project 
goals and key points of contact from Urbana and the City of Ontario Planning Department. 
Field survey occurred over several days in October 2024 and April 2025. Photographs of 
representative property types, architectural styles and stylistic variations, common 
hardscape, landscape, and setting features within the survey area were taken during the 
field survey efforts. All fieldwork was conducted from the public right-of-way unless site 
access was provided by the property owner or the owner’s agent. This means that in most 
instances, observation and photography was limited to the primary buildings or structures 
on the property that front the public right-of-way. Accordingly, not all buildings and 
structures were photographed for all survey properties. In particular, the survey focused on 
dairy properties constructed in the historic-period through 1978, although several 
properties with dairy use improvements dating into the 1980s were also surveyed and 
evaluated to identify whether a significant association exists with the final theme in dairy 
history chronology – the Williamson Act and the decline of dairy operations in the area. 
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Table 1. Previously Surveyed Properties Determined Eligible by the City. 
Address Identifier City of Ontario 

Eligibility 
Determination 

Determination 
Applied To 

File No. Date of 
Determination 

8484 E. 
Schaefer 
Avenue 

Basque 
American 
Dairy 

Tier II property 
Eligible under 
CRHR 3 / Local 
Register 4  

Art Deco Milk 
Parlor only 

PHP14-
016 

November 13, 
2014 
 

*13948 S. 
Walker 
Avenue 

Gorzeman 
Dairy #2 

Tier II property 
Eligible under 
CRHR 3 / Local 
Register 4 

Art Deco Milk 
Parlor  and 
1931-1949 Dry 
Lot to 
Mechanized 
Dairy  

PHP14-
013 

November 13, 
2014 
 

14117 S. 
Grove 
Avenue 

14117 S. 
Grove 
Avenue 
(new survey 
recorded as 
8185 Edison 
Ave) 

Tier II property 
Eligible under 
CRHR 3 / Local 
Register 4 

Milk Parlor 
and Ranch 
Style house 

PHP14-
012 

November 13, 
2014 
 

14251 S. 
Euclid 
Avenue 

Basque 
American 
Dairy 

Tier II property 
Eligible under 
CRHR 3 / Local 
Register 4 

Milk Parlor 
only 

PHP14-
015 

November 13, 
2014 

*8314 E. 
Edison 
Avenue 

8314 E. 
Edison 
Avenue 

November13, 
2014 
Milk Parlor only 

Art deco Milk 
Parlor, and 
1931-1949 Dry 
Lot to 
Mechanized 
Dairy property 

PHP14-
014 

November 13, 
2014 

*Updated survey yields differing results.  
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Figure 1. Ontario Ranch Survey Area 
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Figure 2. 1967 San Bernardino County Agricultural Preserve Boundary (Approx. 

Boundary) 
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Figure 3. 1998 New Model Colony Boundary, Now Ontario Ranch (Approx. 

Boundary) 
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Figure 4. 150 Consolidated Survey Properties 
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Figure 5. Survey Handout. 
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Ontario Ranch / New Model Colony 
Historic Resource Survey Update 

Hello, 

Urbana Preservation & Planning, LLC (Urbana) is working on behalf 
of the Ci1y of Ontario Planning Department to update 
documentation of historic resources including buildings, structures, 
objects, and districts in the Ontario Ranch/ New Model Colony 
community. 

What Are Historic Resources? 

CITY OF 

ONTARIO 
SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA 

Buildings. structures. objects and districts within Ontario that possess integri1y of Location. 
Design, Setting, Materials, Workmanship, Feeling, and Association, and: 

a) Are associated with important events or patterns of events: or 
b) Are associated with important persons; or 
c) Represent a significant architectural style, properly 1ype or work of a master: or 
d) Have the ability lo yield information important to history. 

Urbana is updating and expanding previous documentation for the dairy industry in Ontario 
(originally prepared in 2004) and will prepare new documentation and evaluation for 150 
properties. Our citywide survey will focus on dairy areas that are 45 years or older. 

What is a Survey? 
• An inventory of an historic resource 's location and features as to create a map, plan, or 

description. It is a tool for planning and development projects in the city. 
• We are recording buildings and structures with historic dairy uses to help the City of 

Ontario better understand the location of resources for long-range planning efforts. 

Do you have any recommendations on sites we should survey? 
• Please email or call us if you know of any Ontario Ranch/ New Model Colony buildings or 

structures that are historically associated with dairy farming and that should be included 
in our suNey efforts. 

• Contact information: doug@urbanapreservation.com or (844) 872-2623 

This project will not affect your ownership of the building / structure or land. This is a way for the 
City to identity historic resources and to acknowledge and record their significance. If you have 
any questions or concerns, please feel free to reach out to us below. 

Contacts 
City of Ontario 

o Diane Ayala, Senior Planner 
o (909) 395-2428 
o dayala" ontarioca.qov 

Urbana 
o Doug Kupel, Ph.D .. Senior Historian 
o (844) 872-2623 
o douq a.lurbanapreservation.com 

PREIERVAIION & PLANNING 111 
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Contextual and Property-Specific Research 

Contextual and property-specific research informed survey activities, the development of 
the new historic context statement with expanded themes, and the significance evaluations 
for all survey properties. Research tasks involved in-person and remote digital research of 
resources are summarized below. The Bibliography Section and endnotes contain project 
references. Property-specific source citations are included in DPR 523 Series Forms 
prepared for the survey properties. 
 
Local / In-Person Research Sources 
City of Ontario Planning Department: Urbana worked closely with the City Planning 
Department to identify previously approved projects and associated technical reports 
within the survey boundaries, and to obtain copies of pertinent reports and previous site 
records for surveyed and designated dairy properties,  Key personnel from the Planning 
Department include Diane Ayala, Senior Planner and Project Manager, Elly Antuna, 
Associate Planner, and Kimberly Ruddins, Sustainability Program Manager. The Planning 
Department maintains the CHRID which includes previously recorded properties and is 
searchable by survey report title, original property use, historic context and other keyword 
categories. A search of the CHRID yielded: 

• 115 properties previously surveyed at a reconnaissance level in 2003 to inform the 
2004 New Model Colony Historic Context project 

• 3 properties classified under the original use selection of “Barn” located at 13371 
and 14909 South Archibald Avenue, and at 456 West Carriage Alley 

• 5 properties classified under the original use selection of “Agricultural Land” and 
again under the selection of “Ranch” all of which are located on the 300 and 400 
blocks of East Fourth Street within the City’s College Park Historic District 

• 14 properties classified under the keyword “Parlor” 
• 23 properties classified under the keyword “Milk Barn” 

• 65 properties classified under the keyword “Milk” 

• 80 properties classified under the keyword “Dairy” 
 
 
City of Ontario Ovitt Family Community Library: Urbana communicated with library 
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personnel early in the project to identify the extent of archival materials available for 
review and to better publicize the survey effort through the library’s communication and 
social media channels. Posts for the context and survey effort were publicized to the 
library’s Facebook page and via Instagram. This resulted in several contacts with longtime 
dairy farmers in the area who shared their knowledge with Urbana. Several contacts 
additionally committed to participating as interviewees in a forthcoming micro-
documentary on Ontario’s dairy farming history being prepared by Urbana and Prairie 
Nation Creative. Key library personnel include Kelly Zackmann, Library Services Manager, 
and Shawn Thrasher, Library Director. In addition to these internal and external 
communications with the library, the Urbana team visited the Robert P. Ellingwood Model 
Colony History Room within the Ovitt Family Community Library to research collections of 
books, newspaper articles, brochures, booklets, photographs, maps, and other ephemera. 
The library’s online catalogue also yielded digital newspapers and historic photographs 
relating to local dairy history. 
 
San Bernardino County Assessor: Urbana reviewed Assessor data and searchable property 
reports available on the Assessor’s Property Information Management System (PIMS) 
website. This provided year-built data, prior owner information, and property 
characteristics that informed property descriptions, construction histories, and general 
property histories that culminate in the documentation and evaluation process.  
 
Digital Sources 
Ancestry.com: Urbana utilized Ancestry.com to search for and review historical 
genealogical records for past owners and occupants identified as being associated with 
survey properties including United States census data, digital City Directories for Ontario 
and the surrounding region, voter registration records, and digital newspapers linked to 
Ancestry via Newspapers.com. 
 
Bureau of Land Management Government Land Office (BLM GLO): Urbana searched the 
BLM GLO online database by geographic location using Township, Range, and Section data 
to identify all BLM records in the GLO for the survey area. Results yielded include plat 
maps for the townships associated with the survey area, homestead records, and sale cash 
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entry patents. 
 
Caltrans (California Department of Transportation): Urbana utilized the 2007 Historical 

Context and Methodology for Evaluating Agricultural Properties in California, prepared by 
Agricultural HARD team and Caltrans Staff. 
 
GeneologyBank.com: Urbana completed keyword searches relating to dairy history in San 
Bernardino County, Chino Valley, Ontario, and the Ontario Ranch area. Individual 
properties were additionally researched to identify articles relating to events and activities, 
owners and occupants, and businesses associated with the survey properties. Research 
findings were incorporated into the historic context statement and DPR 523 Series Forms 
as applicable. Digital newspapers available from GeneologyBank for the survey area 
include Los Angeles Evening Express, Riverside Independent Enterprise, Los Angeles 

Examiner, Los Angeles Examiner, Los Angeles Daily Herald, and the Riverside Daily Press. 
 
National Environmental Title Research (NETR) Historic Aerial Imagery: NETR includes 
additional historic aerial images with coverage of the Ontario Ranch area from 1938 
forward, which played a critical role in age dating survey properties and in observing how 
dairy farms evolved through time. 
 
Newspapers.com: Urbana completed keyword searches relating to dairy history in San 
Bernardino County, Chino Valley, Ontario, and the Ontario Ranch area. Individual 
properties were additionally researched to identify articles relating to events and activities, 
owners and occupants, and businesses associated with the survey properties. Research 
findings were incorporated into the historic context statement and DPR 523 Series Forms 
as applicable. Digital newspapers available from Newspapers.com for the survey area 
include Chino Champion, South Ontario News, Los Angeles Daily Herald, Los Angeles 

Evening Express, Los Angeles Times, San Bernardino Sun, Sacramento Bee, San Francisco 

Call, Daily Report, Ontario Record, Progress Bulletin, Modesto Bee, and the Riverside Daily 

Press. 
 
Online Archive of California: The Online Archive yielded results on dairy history in 
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California including The California Dairy Industry History Collection 1856-1986, 
contributed by California State Parks, which provided a chronology and brief history of 
dairy farming throughout the state. 
 
The Huntington Library: The Huntington Library yielded historic photographs of dairy 
farms and dairy-use structures throughout the state.  Photos used in this report are 
credited to The Huntington Library, San Marino, California. 
 
University of California Calisphere: A variety of photographs, maps, historic documents, 
and other ephemera were reviewed within the University of California’s Calisphere 
database using keyword searches such as “dairy,” “Ontario,” “Chino Valley,” “Dairy 
Farming,” and “Milk Parlors.” The search results included an 1890s map of the City of 
Ontario, circa 1900 photographs of the Chino Valley Creamery Association, a 1935 
photograph of the Vitamin D Dairy, a 1937 photograph of the Albert Osterkamp Dairy, a 
1937 photograph of the Smith Dairy, and the 1978 Harold Cecil Musser Oral History 
Interview. 
  
University of California, Riverside California Digital Newspaper Collection (CDNC): 
Urbana completed keyword searches relating to dairy history in San Bernardino County, 
Chino Valley, Ontario, and the Ontario Ranch area. Individual properties were additionally 
researched to identify articles relating to events and activities, owners and occupants, and 
businesses associated with the survey properties. Research findings were incorporated into 
the historic context statement and DPR 523 Series Forms as applicable. Digital newspapers 
available from the CDNC for the survey area include San Bernardino Daily Courier, Desert 

Sun, Los Angeles Mirror, Los Angeles Citizen, Evening Star News, San Bernardino Sun, 

Riverside Enterprise, and the Riverside Daily Press. 
 
United States Geological Survey Topographic Maps and Aerial Imagery: Historic-era maps 
and aerial imagery played a key role in understanding the history of the Ontario Ranch 
area to observe the progression of development in the survey area and to determine the age 
of dairy properties observed. Historical USGS topographical maps were reviewed from the 
Historical Topographic Map Collection via the National Map Downloader. Historic aerial 
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imagery was obtained from the USGS Earth Explorer site. 
 
United States Census Records and Reports: United States Census data was reviewed for 
every 10-year schedule in Ontario, from 1900 through 1950, to identify the location of dairy 
properties, the number of dairy farmers and dairy workers, and the ethnic identity of 
individuals in the dairy industry. 
 
University of Southern California Special Collections Digital Library: Urbana searched for 
and reviewed historic photographs, maps, documents and other ephemera for information 
relating to the dairy context. In particular, the California Historical Society Collection, 

1860-1960, the Title Insurance and Trust, and C.C. Pierce Photography Collection 1860-

1960 yielded results. 
  

Context Preparation 

Utilizing contextual and property-specific research, Urbana developed an updated and 
expanded historic context statement. This context statement analyzes the historical 
development of the city and contains information about historical trends and properties, 
organized by important themes with corresponding timeframes.  
 
The context development effort utilizes the 2004 New Model Colony Historic Context 

statement prepared for the City as a baseline of information and introduces revised and 
retitled themes with corresponding period of significance, property type descriptions, 
significance thresholds, and integrity considerations to provide parameters for the 
identification of significant properties in the Ontario Ranch area.  Six themes were 
prepared as part of the updated context effort. 
 
Theme 1: Early Dairy Farms in Ontario, 1900s-1929: This theme establishes the framework 
for identifying significant properties constructed between ca. 1900s through 1929 when 
dairy farming was in the fledgling phase in Ontario. Property types and architectural styles 
associated with this theme include Transitional Victorian homes and Craftsman Bungalows 
with modest wooden barns or open corrals. 
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Theme 2: Depression-Era and Wartime Dairies, 1930s-1945: This theme establishes the 
framework for identifying significant properties constructed from ca. 1930 through 1945 
when dairy farming methods evolved from free-grazing to dry lot feeding and sanitation 
guidelines emerged at the state and federal levels. Property types and architectural styles 
associated with this theme include new Minimal Traditional and early Ranch style 
dwellings with wooden barns – some remaining from the prior period – and new Art Deco or 
Streamline Moderne style Milk Parlors, typically with a Flat style floorplan. 
 
Theme 3: Postwar, Large-Capacity Dairies, 1945-1980: This theme establishes the 
framework for identifying significant properties constructed between 1945 and 1980 when 
dairy farming expanded to larger operations with strict sanitary practices. Property types 
and architectural styles associated with this theme include new Custom Ranch style homes, 
sometimes with older secondary homes, either Craftsman Bungalows or Minimal 
Traditional style, older wooden barns (if extant), and new Art Deco or Streamline Moderne 
style Milk Parlors, typically with a Herringbone style floorplan. Ancillary structures such 
as tent pole structures, grain silos, stalls were also built under this theme. 
 
Theme 4: Consolidation of Dairy Operations, 1980s-1998: This theme may be considered an 
epilogue for Ontario’s dairy history as shifting land uses, economic constraints, and other 
economic factors usher in the decline of the industry. Property types and architectural 
styles associated with this include a mix of buildings dating to the prior periods including 
Transitional Victorian, Craftsman Bungalow, Minimal Traditional, and Custom Ranch 
style dwellings; Milk Parlors in the Art Deco or Streamline Moderne style, likely built with 
or modified to include a Herringbone style floor plan; outbuildings like tent pole structures, 
grain silos; and landscape features such as irrigation systems, water troughs, and unpaved 
roads that provide access throughout the consolidated operation. 
 
Theme 5: Important Persons, Families, and Ethnic Groups: This theme establishes the 
significant associations with and contributions from important individuals and farming 
families of ethnic descent in the Ontario Ranch area, specifically of Basque, Dutch, 
Mexican, and Portuguese origins.  This theme outlines the framework for identifying 
properties associated with these individuals, families, and groups as significant resources. 
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Theme 6: Historic Architectural Styles, 1900-1980s: This theme identifies the property 
types and architectural styles employed in all phases on Ontario Ranch history. It includes 
a discussion of dwellings, barns, milk parlor buildings, and ancillary structures in all 
extant styles observed throughout the Ontario Ranch area.  Character defining features of 
these styles are described, and significance thresholds established. 
 

Documentation and Reporting 

Upon completion of fieldwork and contextual and property-specific research, Urbana 
documented and evaluated all surveyed properties and prepared this survey report 
package. All property documentation conforms to the California SHPO Instructions for 

Recording Historical Resources (1996 as amended) and is consistent with the scope of work 
approved by the City.  
 
Desktop and field survey observations, research data, and the new historic context 
statement informed all property documentation and eligibility conclusions. Urbana 
documented and evaluated 147 consolidated properties on California Department of Parks 
and Recreation (DPR) 523 Series Forms, including 523A Primary Record; 523B Building, 
Structure, Object Record; 523J Location Record, and 523 L Continuation Sheet. Survey 
Area Maps are included in Appendix A. Survey Property Photos are included as 
Appendix B. Survey Tables are included as Appendix C. DPR Forms are contained 
within Appendix D. 
 
Urbana personnel Alexia Landa, B.A., Historian, Douglas Kupel, RPA, Ph.D., Senior 
Historian, and Wendy L. Tinsley Becker, RPH, AICP, Principal authored this report.  Ms. 
Landa and Alexandrea Baker, MCP, Preservation Planner completed all field survey 
activities, with Ms. Baker providing all GIS mapping. Ms. Landa and Dr. Kupel are the 
primary preparers of the DPR 523 Series Forms with oversight by Ms. Tinsley Becker. All 
Urbana personnel meet the Secretary of the Interior's Professional Qualifications 
Standards in the disciplines of History, Architectural History, and Historical Archaeology.  
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Table 3. Ontario Ranch Dairy Property Identification Guide. 

Aspects Early Dairies in 
Ontario, 1900s-
1929 

Depression-Era 
and Wartime 
Dairies, 1930s-
1945 

Post-WWII Era 
Dairies, 1945-
1980 

Consolidation of 
Dairy Operations, 
1980s-1998 

Infrastructure Simple barns, 
minimal storage 

Milk Parlors, 
limited 
mechanization 

Modern Milk 
Parlors, bulk 
tanks, 
refrigerated 
transport 

Consolidated, 
large-scale milk 
production and 
distribution 
facilities 

Farm Size Small, family-
run diversified 

Medium, family-
run diversified 

Large, 
specialized, 
industrialized  

Very large, 
corporate or 
cooperative-owned 
dairies 

Technology Traditional, 
labor intensive, 
hand milking, 
milking cans 

Mechanized 
milking 
operations 

Mechanized, 
modernized 
infrastructure 

Advanced 
automation, 
computerized 
feeding/milking 
systems 

Consumer 
Market 

Local delivery or 
small-scale 
creameries 

Limited, Local National, 
supermarket-
driven 

National and 
international 
markets; large-
scale contracts 

Land Use Rural, near 
towns and cities 

Rural, near 
cities 

Suburban 
displacement, 
rural relocation 

Suburban 
displacement, rural 
relocation 

Economic 
Conditions 

Modest growth, 
locally driven 
markets 

Low milk prices, 
financial 
struggles 

Prosperity, stable 
prices, 
government 
support 

Competitive 
consolidation; 
declining profit 
margins for small 
operators 

Environmental 
Impacts 

Low, smaller 
operations 

Moderate, still 
localized 

High, concerns 
about pollution 
from large-scale 
operations. 

Significant; 
regulatory scrutiny 
and air/water 
quality impacts 
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In the 1910s and 1920s, enabling legislation was employed by federal and state agencies to 
improve milk safety and hygiene throughout the country. These regulations set strict 
standards for operation of milking facilities, cow health, and milk handling. The major 
legislation enacted during this period includes the State of California Pure Milk Act (1915) 
and the United States Public Health Service Standard Milk Ordinance (1924).  
 
The Pure Milk Act required the pasteurization of milk to prevent the spread of tuberculosis, 
brucellosis, and other milk borne diseases, which had contributed to high infant mortality 
rates and widespread illness.39 Newspapers such as the Sacramento Independent Leader 

stressed that the legislation would protect infants from “tuberculosis-laden milk.”40 The 
Pure Milk Act also introduced stricter sanitation standards for dairy farms and milk 
processing facilities, and set a milk grading system based on quality.41 This act contributed 
to the development of the Standard Milk Ordinance in 1924, which expanded on these 
principles at a national level.42  
 
Like other enabling legislation enacted in the 1920s for planning, zoning, and the 
environment, the Standard Milk Ordinance of 1924 provided a framework for the creation 
of states and local regulations to reduce the risk of foodborne illness from dairy products 
and to improve consumer confidence in the safety of milk. The 1924 ordinance established 
design standards for dairy farms, milking equipment, processing and packaging; as well as 
times and temperatures for heating, cooling, and transporting milk.43 
 
Initially, these regulations faced strong opposition from milk producers and sellers who 
argued that the new rules were unconstitutional and represented unwarranted government 
intervention that infringed on their rights to produce and sell their products freely. The 
regulations were particularly challenging for small-scale dairy farmers, who found it 
difficult to comply.44 Compliance involved purchasing new equipment or substantial 
upgrades to existing equipment, higher sanitation standards, and implementation of 
complex testing procedures. This shift was further driven by the adoption of Grade A milk 
standards, which required stricter hygiene controls. These standards were easier to 
maintain in dedicated milking facilities like parlors, rather than a multi-purpose barn. As a 
result, traditional milk barns, multi-purpose wooden structures that characterized early 
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dairy farming, were outmoded and insufficient within the new sanitation requirements. 
The shift to sanitary milk parlor buildings with mechanized systems became a necessary 
adaptation for dairy farmers. Into the 1930s, mechanized milk parlors began to replace 
traditional milk barns, especially at larger dairy operations. However, at smaller dairies, 
the new technologies like milking machines, cooling tanks, pasteurization equipment, and 
refrigeration systems, which improved milk quality, were often too costly making complete 
modernization difficult. These smaller farms maintained their wooden barns, making some 
upgrades as possible, and continued to rely on manual labor for various aspects of dairy 
production process.  
 

 
Figure 39. Albert Osterkamp Dairy, Santa Ana, 1939 (Call No. 02-20017). Courtesy 

of The Huntington Library, San Marino, CA via Calisphere. 
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The cost of modernization was an ongoing financial concern in Depression-era farming. As 
the Depression persisted, the decline in consumer purchasing power caused reduced 
demand for milk and other dairy products leaving farmers with an oversupply. With prices 
falling and profits shrinking, farmers faced difficult choices. The costs for feed, labor, and 
equipment maintenance remained high, forcing many dairies toward financial ruin. In 
many cases, this meant sacrificing sanitation standards and other quality control measures 
to stay solvent. Oversupply and falling profits increased tensions between dairy farmers 
and their distributors leading to the "Milk Wars.”45  
 
During the Great Depression, the cooperative dairy product associations were formed to 
negotiate milk prices.46 By this time, most of the dairy industry consisted of producers 
(dairymen on contract to the creameries), processors (owners of the processing plants and 
transportation fleets), and retailers.47 These associations organized strikes to demand 
higher prices, while processors resisted. These protests often involved actions like 
roadblocks to prevent milk deliveries and dumping milk to create shortages and drive-up 
prices. In some cases, the conflicts escalated into violence as farmers clashed with 
distributors and law enforcement.  
 
The disputes led to government intervention, including setting minimum milk prices to 
regulate the industry. Between 1935 and 1945, the California legislature passed four acts 
which controlled the minimum price of milk at wholesale and retail levels, provided for fair 
trade practices in marketing of dairy products, and promoted the use of dairy products 
through advertising and education. Agencies at the state and local levels actively sought to 
eliminate tuberculosis in dairy herds and enforced the sanitation standards for dairies and 
creameries through frequent inspections. 
 
In the 1930s, many people migrated to Southern California, including Ontario, because of 
the Dust Bowl, the Great Depression, and the hope for jobs in agriculture and industry. 
Many of these newcomers found work on dairy farms, citrus groves, and other agricultural 
businesses, helping to support the local economy. However, Dust Bowl refugees, mostly 
from Oklahoma and Kansas, were often paid less than other workers in agriculture, 
including those working on dairy farms. The 1940 census shows many people migrating to 
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the area during this time. 48 These refugees often worked as seasonal laborers, doing hard 
work like milking cows, cleaning barns, and feeding animals. While some found more stable 
jobs, farm owners took advantage of the large number of available workers, keeping wages 
low to maximize their profits. This was especially common in the dairy industry, where 
there were more workers than jobs. Even though they faced tough conditions, many Dust 
Bowl refugees eventually found better work, though it took time. 
 
After the Great Depression, the dairy industry in Ontario began to recover and grow, 
particularly in the 1940s. With the United States entering World War II, there was a surge 
in demand for dairy products like milk and cheese to support both civilians and the 
military. To help stabilize the market, the government introduced new programs, including 
more price controls and subsidies, which made it easier for dairy farmers to stay in 
business. Experiences of dairymen in the Great Depression and Dust Bowl highlighted the 
need for better farming practices. Increased solvency fostered the development of more 
scientific farming methods, including advancements in milking equipment and other 
technologies. These improvements made dairy operations more efficient, helping farmers 
meet the increased demand for dairy products in the WWII-period while also improving 
milk quality and safety. As a result, the dairy industry began to shift toward larger, 
industrial-scale operations, including in Ontario which set the stage for modernized 
farming practices to support growing populations and economies. 
 

Associated Property Types 

Dairy properties developed in the 1930-1945 period were typically medium-scale, dry lot 
dairy operations. During this period, dairy properties were generally situated on slightly 
larger lots reflecting the growth of operations into medium-scale dairies. Many of these 
properties remained within the original boundaries of the Chaffey brothers' Model Colony 
settlement, where development initially took place, though the industry now began to 
spread further south. 
 
Dry lot dairy farming gained prominence during the Depression era, especially in 
urbanizing regions like Southern California, where traditional grazing became less feasible 
due to stricter sanitation standards and limited farmland. This method confined cows to 
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specific areas, or "dry lots," offering advantages that addressed economic and regulatory 
challenges of the time. It reduced contamination risks, essential for meeting public health 
requirements, and required less land, making it suitable for urban areas.  
 
Extant medium-scale, dry lot dairy properties from the 1930-1945 period may feature:  

• Residence typically a Craftsman Bungalow if built in the early part of the period or 
a Minimal Traditional style home if built in the later period; and 

• Wooden Barn typically retained from earlier period construction or Milk Parlor 
Building in the Art Deco or Streamline Modern style with a Flat or Herringbone 
floorplan, and 

• Ancillary structures like silos, stalls, or detached garage, etc. used for feed storage 
and other dry lot operations. 

 

Residences 
Medium-scale dry lot properties in the 1930-1945 period were operated by a single family 
who lived and worked on the land. As the family grew, one or more residences were built 
on either side of the Milk Parlor to accommodate the household. Earlier period dwellings 
were Craftsman Bungalows, with later dwellings built in the Minimal Traditional style.  
 

Garages 
One- or two-car garages were built in proximity to the home in a compatible style, 
typically with a single lift-up door or, in some cases, no door at all. 
 

Wooden Barns 
In the early years of the 1930-1945 period existing wooden barns were typically retained 
and modified to conform to sanitation standards. Some mechanized equipment may have 
been installed, or the barn may have been left in its original state. These pre-existing barns 
were built in a transverse crib or loft subtype set back from the main residence. Both 
subtypes were common for storage and housing livestock. Some wooden barns may have 
been repurposed for other non-dairy agricultural uses as the dairy uses evolved through 
time. 
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Milk Parlor Buildings 
To meet evolving sanitation regulations, Milk Parlor buildings became a standard 
feature of medium-scale, dry lot operations, especially into the 1940s. Milk Parlors replaced 
earlier wooden barns and were designed with a focus on functionality, emphasizing 
cleanliness and efficiency while incorporating stylistic elements that reflected the 
modernity of the era. Typically constructed using concrete blocks with a smooth stucco 
finish, these parlors often featured design elements attributed to the Art Deco or 
Streamline Moderne styles, projecting an image of progress, hygiene, and innovation. 
The design prioritized sanitation with smooth, washable surfaces, proper drainage systems, 
concrete stalls, and enhanced ventilation to reduced bacterial growth and contamination 
risks. Cooling and storage systems for milk were often integrated into these facilities, 
ensuring product quality until transportation, a critical necessity in Southern California’s 
warm climate. To further improve functionality, large windows or clerestory openings were 
included to provide natural light and ventilation. These features created bright, clean 
working environments for dairy workers while promoting airflow to minimize orders. Many 
appliances and interiors were designed with rounded corners, clean lines, and white enamel 
to promote the idea of a “clean environment.” The government supported this concept by 
imposing sanitation standards for the processing of food products and conducting health 
inspections on a regular basis. 
 

Flat style Milk Parlors characterize the early years in the 1930-1945 period. Featuring a 
linear footprint and floorplan with flat floor at a single grade, the Flat style Milk Parlors 
provided space for the integration of mechanical milking equipment, a hallmark of 
advancing dairy practices in the period. The interior accommodated two rows of cows facing 
each other. Milkers would kneel behind the cows to wash udders and connect automatic 
milking equipment to the cows. The flat style evokes a traditional milking posture with the 
milker sitting on a stool to tend to the udders and equipment. 
 
Flat style Milk Parlors were soon replaced by Herringbone style Milk Parlors with steel 
stanchions placed at an angle above grade from the flat parlor floor which meant that the 
cows were elevated in the milking stalls eliminating the need for milkers to kneel. 
Herringbone style Milk Parlors characterize the later years in the 1930-1945 period and 
represent an innovative design change that reduced physical labor and saved time in the 
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milking process. 
 
The introduction of milk parlors also marked a shift from traditional free grazing 
methods, where cows roamed open fields, to dry grazing practices and is closely 
tied to increased urbanization. Dry grazing enabled dairy farms to adapt to shrinking 
land resources while continuing to meet the growing demand for dairy products. It also 
reduced the risk of exposing cattle to unsanitary conditions, including stagnant water, 
manure-laden pastures, and external pathogens associated with free grazing. By relying on 
stored feed and managing the cows’ environment more effectively, dry grazing enhanced 
both the efficiency and hygiene of dairy operations. In dry grazing, cows were provided with 
a carefully managed diet of hay, silage, and grain, rather than relying on seasonal grasses. 
This approach improved nutrition, resulting in higher milk yields and more consistent year-
round production. It required less land, and although dry grazing increased operation costs 
via feed purchasing, dry grazing was a critical innovation that enabled the dairy industry to 
expand, increase productivity, and modernize in response to growing urban populations and 
changing agricultural practices.  
 
With the rise of the automobile, circular driveways began to appear in front of Milk 
Parlors, providing easier access for deliveries and customers. 
 

Ancillary Structures 
Farmers provided controlled diets of silage, hay, and commercial feed, which improved milk 
quality and production. However, transitioning to dry lot dairying also required significant 
investment in upgrades and additional infrastructure, posing challenges for many farmers 
already struggling financially during this time. Unlike grazing, where cows could forage on 
available pasture, dry lot dairying required farmers to buy or grow feed, which could be 
costly, especially as feed prices fluctuated. Keeping cows in confined spaces increased the 
risk of disease transmission and required careful monitoring of herd health. Facilities like 
silos, stall, bunkers, and covered storage areas such as pole structures, were 
essential to keep feed fresh and protected from weather and pests. Typically, these 
structures were sited behind the Milk Parlor and residences, either perpendicular or 
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parallel to the main buildings. Pole structures, which were long and narrow, became one of 
the most common features of these properties. 
 

Significance Considerations and Integrity Thresholds 

The Depression Era and Wartime Dairies theme spans from 1930 to 1945 and was a time of 
significant transformation for Ontario’s dairy industry, driven by economic, social, and 
technological changes. The Great Depression in the 1930s forced many farmers to adopt 
new practices to survive, including dry lot farming, which helped maintain cleaner 
environments for cows. Strict sanitation regulations led to the introduction of "Grade A" 
milk standards, pushing for safer, more controlled production methods. Technological 
advancements like pasteurization and refrigeration became more widespread during this 
time. By the 1940s, the demand for dairy produced surged during the war, and 
technological innovations further improved efficiency in production and distribution. By 
1945, the dairy industry had recovered economically and shifted to large-scale production, 
laying the foundation for modern large-scale dairy farming. The property type 
characteristic to this early period is the medium-scale dry lot dairy property. This property 
type would typically be found eligible under NRHP / CRHR / Local Register criterion: 

• NRHP A / CRHR 1/ Local Register a if the dairy operation is demonstrated as having 
a direct and significant association with the dairy industry in the 1930-1945 period; 
or 

• NRHP B / CRHR 2 / Local Register b if the property was owned and operated by an 
important individual or family in dairy farming history; or 

• NRHP C / CRHR 3 / Local Register c-h if the property includes required character-
defining features representative of the medium-scale dry lot operation. 

 

Integrity  
After a property’s significance has been determined, integrity is reviewed pursuant to 
National Register Bulletin 15 to determine whether the property physically conveys its 
significance to the identified theme. To retain historic integrity a property will always 
possess several, and usually most, of the seven aspects of integrity described herein. 
Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the 
historic event occurred. Design is the combination of elements that create form, plan, space, 
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structure, and style of a property. Setting is the physical environment of a historic property, 
materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a particular 
period and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property. 
Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people during 
any given period in history or prehistory. Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic 
or historic sense of particular time. Association is the direct link between an important 
historic even or person and a historic property. 
 
When evaluating properties under the Depression-Era and Wartime Dairies, 1930-1945 
theme, like the preceding theme, some leniency should be considered as these properties 
are nearing 100 years old and represent some of the earliest extant dairy farms in Ontario 
Ranch. In some cases, the historical or cultural significance of a property may outweigh its 
physical integrity. A property may have undergone alterations over time, but if it retains 
key features that speak to its historical role or connection to important events, individuals, 
or trends, it can still be considered for designation.  
 
The setting or location of a property can be just as important as the physical structure 
itself. Even if a building is no longer in its original, isolated rural environment due to 
urbanization or changes in land use, the historical association with the broader agricultural 
or residential context might still merit designation. In such cases, the property should be 
assessed not only for its physical condition but also for its role in the history of the region. 
 
Over time, properties often adapt to changing needs and circumstances which may impact 
integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. A property that has been repurposed for 
modern use (such as a former farmhouse now serving as a community center or office space) 
might have undergone alterations, but if it still retains essential architectural elements or 
historical value, it could still qualify for preservation. The need for practical adaptations 
should be considered when determining its eligibility. 
 
For medium-scale dry lot dairy properties, the original home may have been replaced 
through time, which if the barn or Milk Parlor, and other grain storage structures are 
extant, the property may still qualify as a good example of a medium-scale dry lot type. The 
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original barn or Milk Parlor would convey the original design, materials, and 
workmanship, and accordingly would communicate an association with the 1930-1945 
period and would evoke a feeling of a medium-scale dry lot operation wherein the Milk 
Parlor or barn are critical structures. 
 
In this scenario, the original barn may have been altered in a later period as the property 
evolved to conform to sanitation standards. The Milk Parlor would retain its Art Deco or 
Streamline Moderne front facade with the Flat style floor plan to the rear.  
 
If the original barn or Milk Parlor Building is not extant, then the property will not qualify 
as a good example of a medium-scale dry lot dairy operation because the barn or Milk 
Parlor are key features to convey the operation in place at the time.  
 
If the original dwelling is extant with an altered barn or altered Milk Parlor that no longer 
communicates original design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, the 
dwelling would be individually evaluated under NRHP C / CRHR 3 / Local Register c-h 
within the Historic Architectural Styles theme. 
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