
 

Del Rio Trail: Project Comments 

March 21, 2019 

The following written comments regarding the Del Rio Trail project and the review of the project 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) were received after the close of public 

comment period for the Draft EIR. The City, as the CEQA lead agency, is not required to respond to issues 
raised in the comments. The comments are part of the project administrative record, and will be 

provided to the decision-making body for consideration. 

 

Date Commenter 
2/19/2019 John Moore 
3/7/2019 Terry and Melinda Rivisplata 
3/7/2019 Patty Ostrander 
3/8/2019 Soluri Meserve (correspondence to Caltrans) 

3/13/2019 Alla Nagy 
3/13/2019 Michael Nagy 
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Tom Buford

From: John Moore <jkmoore6891@sbcglobal.net>
Sent: Tuesday, February 19, 2019 11:12 AM
To: Tom Buford
Subject: Draft Final FEIR

John K. Moore 

5125 8th Avenue 

Sacramento CA  95820 

(916)731-7153 

jkmoore6891@sbcglobal.net 

  

  

Mr. Buford:  

A few comments on the just-released Draft Final EIR for the Del Rio Trail Project. 

 I am quite certain that my comment is not included in Appendix L.  My comment was submitted by e-mail and USPS 
before the deadline, receipt acknowledged.  Whether my comment was included in the analysis is uncertain.  Not an 
important omission, but I am wondering if any other comments were also omitted. 

 Defects in the .pdf file 

 There are defects in the .pdf file which significantly decrease its readability and usefulness: 

 The drop-down Table of Contents lists only many blank pages, obviously useless information.  The drop-down Table of 
Contents is overlaid on the displayed pages.   

 The list of Technical Studies in Appendix K refers the reader to the “City website”.  A search for “Del Rio Trail” yields a 
very large number of documents.  Locating any Technical Study in this list is essentially impossible.  Suggestion: create a 
document containing links to all the Technical Studies, post this document on the Del Rio Trail website, and refer to this 
document in Appendix K. 

 Page numbers for the Appendices are not listed. 

 A more detailed Table of Contents of the Introduction would be helpful. 

 Comment on the Contents of the FEIR 

Including a Project Description in the Introduction (one of my comments, in fact) is very helpful.   The design decisions are 
stated; including more details about the constraints affecting design decisions, for example between Florin Road and 
Pocket/Meadowview, would be very desirable. 

 



March 7, 2019

Tom Buford, Manager of Environmental Planning Services 
City of Sacramento Community Development Department 
300 Richards Boulevard, Third Floor 
Sacramento, CA 95811

RE: Del Rio Trail Project

Dear Mr. Buford: 
These are our comments on the Final EIR prepared for the Del Rio Trail Project (Project). We, 
the undersigned, have worked as environmental consultants focusing on the preparation of EIRs 
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for over three decades.1 As Deputy 
Director of the Office of Planning and Research during the late 1990s, Antero Rivasplata helped 
draft three updates to the State CEQA Guidelines. Currently, in addition to working as a CEQA 
consultant, he presents classes on CEQA through UC Davis and UC Los Angeles Extensions. 

In general, the FEIR is inadequate in several aspects. While it now contains an expanded project 
description, the lack of such a description in the Draft EIR argues for recirculation of this 
document prior to finalization. CEQA Guidelines Section 15088.5(a) provides that: 

(a) A lead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new information is 
added to the EIR after public notice is given of the availability of the draft EIR for public 
review under Section 15087 but before certification. As used in this section, the term 
“information” can include changes in the project or environmental setting as well as 
additional data or other information. New information added to an EIR is not 
“significant” unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a meaningful 
opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the project or 
a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including a feasible project alternative)
that the project's proponents have declined to implement. “Significant new information” 
requiring recirculation include, for example, a disclosure showing that:

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from a new 
mitigation measure proposed to be implemented.
(2) A substantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result unless 
mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of insignificance.
(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different from others
previously analyzed would clearly lessen the significant environmental impacts of the 
project, but the project's proponents decline to adopt it.
(4) The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory in 
nature that meaningful public review and comment were precluded. (Mountain Lion 
Coalition v. Fish & Game Com. (1989) 214 Cal.App.3d 1043).

1. This comment letter represents the personal opinions of the authors and does not represent the opinions of their 
respective employers.  
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In particular, the removal and construction of berms along substantial portions of the trail from 
the Sacramento River bicycle trail to Sutterville Road and from Del Rio Road to Fruitridge Road 
has not been previously disclosed. The air quality and noise impacts of removal and construction 
of berms in close proximity to existing homes have not been analyzed and disclosed. 
Recirculation would offer reviewers an opportunity to review the project and its analysis as a 
whole, as well as offer the City the opportunity to clean up the analyses and figures so that they 
match the full project description. We assert that the current FEIR requires recirculation on the 
basis of subsections (2) and (4) listed above. After reviewing the FEIR, the project, as proposed 
and described therein, still contains essential flaws that should disqualify it from approval as 
presented. Our comments are in order of appearance of the particular subject in the FEIR.

Project Description 

CEQA requires there to be a “project” for analysis. Examining a range of alternatives is a 
concept under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and does not substitute for 
analysis of a project and alternatives to the project as required under CEQA. (Washoe Meadows 
Community v. Department of Parks and Recreation [2017] 17 Cal.App.5th 277). The absence of a
complete project description at the Draft EIR phase resulted in a document that was 
fundamentally inadequate for purposes of public disclosure and meets the requirement for 
recirculation described above. The proposed 12-foot width with 3-foot shoulders (see the 
comments under Alternatives for the inconsistent use of this width) cannot be accommodated on 
the existing railway berms along portions of the project site. The revised project description 
includes a new cantilevered addition to the railroad bridge crossing Riverside Boulevard and 
substantial new fill required north of Sutterville Road and between Del Rio Road and Fruitridge 
Road, where the existing rail roadbed is too narrow to accommodate the proposed paved trail and
unpaved shoulders, The impacts of constructing the bridge and additional berm width are not 
considered in the impact analysis. The construction activities and related machinery listed in the 
project description do not appear to match the extent of construction associated with either the 
bridge or these berms. Earthmovers, truck trips necessary to deliver fill to the sites, tampers 
necessary to stabilizing the new berm, and equipment necessary to install retaining walls, if 
necessary, are not represented in the project description. This is a major project component that 
has not previously been disclosed nor has it been fully analyzed. 

The project description now includes previously missing detail regarding traffic controls at 
crossings of the multi-use trail with city streets. The EIR fails to analyze the effect on peak hour 
congestion of new traffic lights at Sutterville Road. Sutterville Road currently experiences back-
ups at its Land Park/Del Rio Road intersection during morning and evening peak hours. The 
proposed new traffic light at Sutterville Road will exacerbate this condition by adding a new 
impediment to flow approximately 1 block west of the Sutterville – Land Park Drive/Del Rio 
Road intersection. In addition, construction of the cantilevered bridge over Riverside Boulevard 
and the traffic conflicts involved with that work has not been discussed. The lack of these project
components in the DEIR precluded “meaningful public review and comment.”   

Comments on Del Rio Trail Project
Page 2

In particular, the removal and construction of berms along substantial portions of the trail from 
the Sacramento River bicycle trail to Sutterville Road and from Del Rio Road to Fruitridge Road 
has not been previously disclosed. The air quality and noise impacts of removal and construction 
of berms in close proximity to existing homes have not been analyzed and disclosed. 
Recirculation would offer reviewers an opportunity to review the project and its analysis as a 
whole, as well as offer the City the opportunity to clean up the analyses and figures so that they 
match the full project description. We assert that the current FEIR requires recirculation on the 
basis of subsections (2) and (4) listed above. After reviewing the FEIR, the project, as proposed 
and described therein, still contains essential flaws that should disqualify it from approval as 
presented. Our comments are in order of appearance of the particular subject in the FEIR.

Project Description 

CEQA requires there to be a “project” for analysis. Examining a range of alternatives is a 
concept under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and does not substitute for 
analysis of a project and alternatives to the project as required under CEQA. (Washoe Meadows 
Community v. Department of Parks and Recreation [2017] 17 Cal.App.5th 277). The absence of a
complete project description at the Draft EIR phase resulted in a document that was 
fundamentally inadequate for purposes of public disclosure and meets the requirement for 
recirculation described above. The proposed 12-foot width with 3-foot shoulders (see the 
comments under Alternatives for the inconsistent use of this width) cannot be accommodated on 
the existing railway berms along portions of the project site. The revised project description 
includes a new cantilevered addition to the railroad bridge crossing Riverside Boulevard and 
substantial new fill required north of Sutterville Road and between Del Rio Road and Fruitridge 
Road, where the existing rail roadbed is too narrow to accommodate the proposed paved trail and
unpaved shoulders, The impacts of constructing the bridge and additional berm width are not 
considered in the impact analysis. The construction activities and related machinery listed in the 
project description do not appear to match the extent of construction associated with either the 
bridge or these berms. Earthmovers, truck trips necessary to deliver fill to the sites, tampers 
necessary to stabilizing the new berm, and equipment necessary to install retaining walls, if 
necessary, are not represented in the project description. This is a major project component that 
has not previously been disclosed nor has it been fully analyzed. 

The project description now includes previously missing detail regarding traffic controls at 
crossings of the multi-use trail with city streets. The EIR fails to analyze the effect on peak hour 
congestion of new traffic lights at Sutterville Road. Sutterville Road currently experiences back-
ups at its Land Park/Del Rio Road intersection during morning and evening peak hours. The 
proposed new traffic light at Sutterville Road will exacerbate this condition by adding a new 
impediment to flow approximately 1 block west of the Sutterville – Land Park Drive/Del Rio 
Road intersection. In addition, construction of the cantilevered bridge over Riverside Boulevard 
and the traffic conflicts involved with that work has not been discussed. The lack of these project
components in the DEIR precluded “meaningful public review and comment.”   



Comments on Del Rio Trail Project
Page 3

Visual/ Aesthetics Impact 

The City's response does not fully address the concerns that we expressed in our comments on 
the DEIR. This analysis, as represented in the Visual Impact Analysis, fails to account for 
extensive existing public use of the Del Rio rail corridor by walkers, joggers, and occasional 
cyclists between South Land Park Drive and Fruitridge Road. In effect, the corridor is currently a
public walkway providing public views of a parklike recreational corridor. The impact on public 
and private views are worthy of consideration (Ocean View Estates Homeowners Assoc., Inc. v. 
Montecito Water District (2004) 116 Cal.App.4th 396). 

Impact AES-3 mischaracterizes changes to this segment's visual quality as “moderately low.” 
The existing landscaping is an obvious, high quality scenic resource. Rather than “shielding 
residential views,” this provides a quiet, landscaped corridor with wildland elements that are 
missing in this otherwise suburban residential neighborhood. The scenic value is enjoyed by 
existing users of the corridor. Removing large, mature trees and other landscaping from the 
corridor result in a substantial adverse change its aesthetic value. Contrary to the conclusion in 
Impact AES-3 (less than significant with mitigation), the impact of removing mature trees within
this corridor in order to accommodate the multi-use trail will be significant for years until the 
proposed replacement trees reach maturity. 

The EIR provides no specific accounting of the trees to be removed as part of the project, other 
than that hundreds of trees will be taken out. No diagram or plan is provided that illustrates the 
location of these trees along the trail and in the context of existing visual character. As a result, it
is impossible to determine that the removal of these trees would not have a significant effect. 
Certainly, removal of 220 trees, including 161 important enough to otherwise warrant protection 
under city code, is a substantial change from existing conditions. State CEQA Guidelines Section
15382 defines a “significant effect on the environment” as “a substantial, or potentially 
substantial, adverse change in any of the physical conditions within the area.” The loss of trees 
should be considered significant. Given the lack of information in the EIR, the public cannot 
know the extent to which the existing recreational corridor between South Land Park Avenue and
Fruitridge Road will be affected. Measuring an 18-foot width from the existing tracks within this 
corridor indicates that much of the existing landscaping and trees along the west side of the 
tracks, where the multi-use trail is proposed would be within the construction envelope.  

Removing trees and other landscaping for the trail would substantially change the existing 
conditions. The aesthetic “intactness and unity” of the corridor would not “remain the same” nor 
“potentially benefit” from the Project, as claimed on page 12 of the analysis. The significant 
impact resulting from removal of landscaping and especially trees along the corridor should be 
disclosed in the DEIR. Neither Impact AES-1 nor Impact AES-3 make this disclosure. Contrary 
to the statement in Impact AES-3, there are not “high levels of litter, debris, and miscellaneous 
objects” scattered along the portion of the trail corridor that we are familiar with between 
Sutterville Road and 35th Street. 

Following is a photo of the trail, looking directly north of its intersection with Del Rio Road. 
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Mitigation measure AES-1 is vague and open-ended. It would not prevent the removal of the 220
trees mentioned in Impact AES-3. The measure does not contain a description of the referenced 
“replacement plan” (including performance standards and measures of effectiveness) other than 
that it would require 700 trees to be planted.  There is no assurance that such a plan would 
provide any mitigation at all. The replacement plan appears to be improperly deferred mitigation,
as disallowed by CEQA case law.2 Deferring the “exact number of trees and locations” to final 
design is insufficiently detailed to ensure that the mitigation will be effective. In any case, the 
mitigation cannot avoid an impact for the 20 years until the replacement trees mature. Clearly, 
measure AES-1 does not mitigate this impact. 

Similarly, mitigation measures AES-3 and AES-4 are inadequate, open-ended measures that 
constitute improperly deferred mitigation. They lack two of the three components of adequate 
measures described in CEQA Guidelines Section 15126.4 (i.e., “(2) adopts specific performance 
standards the mitigation will achieve, and (3) identifies the type(s) of potential action(s) that can 
feasibly achieve that performance standard and that will considered, analyzed, and potentially 

2. For examples: Preserve Wild Santee v. City of Santee [2012] 210 Cal.App.4th 260, Communities for a Better 
Environment v. City of Richmond [2010] 184 Cal.App.4th 70, San Joaquin Raptor Rescue Center v. County of 
Merced [2007] 149 Cal.App.4th 645, and others.
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incorporated in the mitigation measure”). The measures contain no performance standards, nor 
do they identify actions to achieve the performance standards. 

Here is another photo of the corridor, looking north from Del Rio Road. This illustrates the 
scenic value of the existing trail. The tape measures 16 feet from edge of rails. 

Air Quality 

The revised project description now discloses that a cantilevered bridge and extensive berms will
need to be built to support the proposed trail in areas where the existing rail bridge and berm are 
too narrow. This includes the portion between I-5 and Sutterville Road and the portion north of 
Fruitridge Road to some distance south of the existing chainlink fence south of Del Rio Road. 
Berm heights may exceed 15 feet between Sutterville Road and Riverside Avenue, and near the 
junction with Fruitridge Road. 

Trail construction north of Sutterville Road would be quite extensive, even without considering 
the cantilever addition to the railroad bridge. The existing railroad embankment is approximately
8 feet from the centerline of the railroad tracks to its western edge (the picture below illustrates 8
feet from centerline). The bicycle trail is to be 16 feet from the centerline of the existing track 
and 16 feet in width (including 2 foot unpaved shoulders). This would require approximately 16 
feet of additional embankment width. The total width of new fill after installation would be 
approximately 56 feet to the toe of the new embankment (“the trail would be supported by a 2:1 
embankment that would extend approximately 40 feet from the trail’s outer edge” - Final EIR, 
Section 1.3, Project Description). 
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The air quality analysis does not disclose the impacts on air quality of constructing the bridge 
and berms (See Table 5. It contains no entry for bridge or berm construction, nor do those 
activities clearly fall within the listed phases). The undisclosed impacts include the effect of 
diesel particulates emitted by heavy equipment on nearby residents and at the child care facility 
adjoining Fruitridge Road, as well as whether emissions of criteria pollutants will exceed air 
district standards. The effects on the health of nearby residents are not disclosed in any manner in
Impact AIR-4, nor is it clear that the impact would be less than significant with mitigation. 
Absent an accounting of emissions from the extensive construction now described, the EIR 
cannot conclude that Mitigation Measures AIR-1 and AIR-2 will be sufficient to avoid a 
significant effect. 

Greenhouse Gas Analysis 

The City's response does not fully address the concerns that we expressed in our comments on 
the DEIR. The greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions analysis is fatally flawed by its reliance on the 
methodology of a 29% emissions reduction relative to business as usual. That approach relies on 
the Air Resources Board's 2014 Scoping Plan in a manner that was disallowed by the California 
Supreme Court in Center for Biological Diversity v. Department of Fish and Wildlife (2015) 62 
Cal.4th 204. Further, the conclusion that the project would have no net GHG emissions because 
of vehicle traffic offsets resulting from an increase in bicycle commuting is not supported by any
analysis in the EIR. There is no evidentiary support for the EIR's conclusion that there would be 
an offset of construction emissions. Note that GHGs are not like criteria air pollutants which 
disperse rapidly in that GHG emissions on average linger in the atmosphere for 100 years. 
Therefore, GHG emissions from construction are essentially the same as operational emissions. 
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Noise 

The construction noise from installation of the cantilever bridge and the berms along the railroad 
tracks has not been disclosed in the EIR. Impacts NOS-1 and NOS-4 fail to take into 
consideration construction noise generated by the bridge and berm construction described above.
The EIR underestimates the amount of construction and the type of heavy equipment necessary. 
For example, the existing railroad berm north of Sutterville Road is approximately 20 feet high 
and lacks sufficient room on either side of the tracks to install the proposed trail and dirt 
shoulders. Widening the berm would require 20 feet of fill and the associated truck trips to 
deliver the fill, bulldozers and tampers to construct the berm, and other machinery necessary to 
install retaining structures if needed. The existing berm directly adjoins residences to the west 
and a school and zoo to the east. These would be adversely affected by construction noise. 

The picture illustrates a 16 foot wide trail, with shoulders, at a spot north of Fruitridge Road. 

 

Transportation and Traffic 

The City's response does not fully address the concerns that we expressed in our comments on 
the DEIR. EIR Impact TRANS-2 does not take into account backups during peak hours at the 
Sutterville Road/Land Park Drive intersection. A new traffic signal at the proposed trail crossing 
at Sutterville Road will exacerbate peak hour backups on Sutterville and Land Park due to its 
proximity to the existing traffic signal at the five-way intersection. It also fails to account for the 
truck trips necessary to deliver the substantial soil to widen the berms between I-5 and Sutterville
Road and from Del Rio Road to Fruitridge Road. Deliveries of soil will increase truck traffic on 
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The picture illustrates a 16 foot wide trail, with shoulders, at a spot north of Fruitridge Road. 

 

Transportation and Traffic 

The City's response does not fully address the concerns that we expressed in our comments on 
the DEIR. EIR Impact TRANS-2 does not take into account backups during peak hours at the 
Sutterville Road/Land Park Drive intersection. A new traffic signal at the proposed trail crossing 
at Sutterville Road will exacerbate peak hour backups on Sutterville and Land Park due to its 
proximity to the existing traffic signal at the five-way intersection. It also fails to account for the 
truck trips necessary to deliver the substantial soil to widen the berms between I-5 and Sutterville
Road and from Del Rio Road to Fruitridge Road. Deliveries of soil will increase truck traffic on 
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adjoining local streets that currently have no truck traffic. This will lead to conflicts with existing
vehicular traffic.  

EIR Impact TRANS-4 fails to fully disclose the hazards to bicyclists and pedestrians and 
disclose risks at the intersections of the at-grade Class 1 bike path with Sutterville Road, South 
Land Park Drive, Del Rio Road, and Fruitridge Road. All of these are currently uncontrolled 
intersection crossings that would be potentially unsafe for trail users. The EIR concludes, 
without analysis, that new traffic controls added to the project description would fully avoid 
these risks. This lack of analysis fails to disclose how these measures would reduce the risk to 
cyclists and pedestrians. Lack of analysis of project components and their efficacy in mitigating 
impacts was found inadequate in Lotus v. Department of Transportation (2014) 223 Cal.App.5th 
645.  

We believe that failure to identify potential impacts and to fully mitigate the risk to bicyclists and
pedestrians is a fatal flaw to the project. The project should not be approved without knowing 
that the specific requirements for vehicle traffic control added to the project description after 
circulation of the DEIR will be effective.  

Sutterville Road. Sutterville Road traffic, particularly that approaching from I-5, typically 
moves at 40 miles per hour or more. This does not provide sufficient time for cyclists or 
pedestrians to cross the road whenever cars are in view. In combination with traffic approaching 
from the east coming out of the traffic signal at Land Park Drive, crossing can be substantially 
delayed. We have often had to wait for a minute or more for a safe break to cross this road on 
foot or jogging. Cyclists would be similarly delayed. If cyclists choose not to delay or misjudge 
the speed of oncoming cars, then they will be at substantial risk of collision. A traffic signal is 
needed here. 

The following photo, looking west along Sutterville Road from its intersection with the trail, 
illustrates the problem. 
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South Land Park Drive. Views are limited of traffic approaching from the south along South 
Land Park Drive when crossing the street from south to north. Similar to Sutterville Road, there 
is little time to cross the street when a car is seen approaching from the south. If cyclists choose 
not to delay or misjudge the speed of oncoming cars, then they will be at substantial risk of 
collision. A Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (RRFB) would be totally inadequate to reduce 
risk of collision due to the poor visibility. A traffic signal is needed here. The EIR contains no 
analysis of the effectiveness of an RRFB, as opposed to a traffic signal. 

The following photo of the view west from the corridor’s intersection illustrates the problem. 
Note that South Land Park Drive curves and dips substantially to the west of the intersection, 
further obscuring oncoming traffic. 
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Del Rio Road. Del Rio Road makes an acute turn as it crosses the Del Rio Trail alignment. As a 
result, vehicle drivers would have a very limited amount of time to see bicyclists on the trail and 
to stop accordingly. The proposed realignment and stop signs may be sufficient to avoid risk.  

 Fruitridge Road. Sight lines at the intersection with Fruitridge Road are extremely limited for 
cyclists travelling north. Eastbound traffic coming from the signal at Fruitridge and South Land 
Park Drive is typically moving at approximately 40 mph and, because of a curve in the road just 
west of the intersection with the proposed bike trail, oncoming cars are visible for only a few 
seconds before reaching the intersection with the tracks. A traffic signal is needed here. 

The following photo, looking west from the south side of the corridor’s intersection, illustrates 
the problem. Note that visibility is limited due to the curve in Fruitridge Road and change in 
elevation as it approaches the intersection from the west. 
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Alternatives 

The City's response does not fully address the concerns that we expressed in our comments on 
the DEIR. An EIR must consider “a range of reasonable alternatives to the Project” (State CEQA
Guidelines Section 15126.6[a]). The DEIR fails to do so. First, it improperly disposes of 
potentially feasible alternatives as infeasible. Second, it fails to include at least one additional 
alternative that would both meet the Project’s objectives and substantially reduce its impacts. 

The Draft EIR concludes that Alternative 1 – Reduce Tree Removal is infeasible without 
providing any analysis or explanation for that conclusion other than it would have a greater 
impact on the train tracks than the project. There is no documentation why this alternative would 
not be feasible.3 Indeed, a narrower trail profile could still meet all project objectives. And, a 
reduction in tree removal could be accomplished by eliminating the adjoining proposed two-foot 
shoulders. This alternative could avoid or lessen both aesthetic and construction impacts. An 
alternative is not infeasible simply because it would have impacts of its own. The State CEQA 
Guidelines recognize that alternatives will have impacts of their own (Section 15126.6[d] “…If 
an alternative would cause one or more significant effects in addition to those that would be 
caused by the project as proposed, the significant effects of the alternative shall be discussed, but
in less detail than the significant effects of the project as proposed.”).  

3. State CEQA Guidelines Section 15364 states: “’Feasible’ means capable of being accomplished in a successful 
manner within a reasonable period of time, taking into account economic, environmental, legal, social, and 
technological factors.”
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Alternative 2 – No Walking Path is now part of the project. As a result, the EIR now has a 
narrower range of alternatives. Note, however, that the trail width described in the project 
description and Alternative 2 (12 feet of paving with 3 foot shoulders south of Sutterville Road 
[wider in some parts], and 12-16 feet of paving with 2-3 foot shoulders, respectively) do not 
match the width described as the project in Response 14K (12 feet of paving with 2 foot 
shoulders). This is both misleading and, due the difference in the necessary berm construction 
south of Del Rio Road would have a greater impact. 

We suggest that there is at least two additional alternative that should be considered in the EIR. 
These alternatives meet most or all project objectives because they would provide for a Class 1 
bicycle path and retain the railroad track in place. 

Additional Alternative: narrower bicycle path pavement width. Caltrans’ Highway 
Design Manual, Chapter 1000 Bicycle Transportation Design, Section 1003.1(1) states 
that minimum paved travelway width of a two-way Class 1 “shall be 8 feet.” In order to 
avoid impacts on adjoining landscaping that can adversely affect aesthetics and, where 
large trees would otherwise be removed affecting Swainson’s hawk nesting, an 
alternative 8-foot-wide travelway must be considered. This would reduce the impact of 
the proposed 16-foot wide paved bicycle trail and shoulders. This 25 percent reduction in 
width would not impede use of the trail for cyclists, but would avoid the extensive 
removal of landscaping. 

Additional Alternative: connect existing trails on the Sacramento River levee. This 
alternative would consist of building the connection between the existing multi-use trails 
in Greenhaven and north of the Little Pocket. It would involve no new berm or bridge 
construction and, because there is already a gravelled road atop the levee, very little new 
construction impacts. In addition, this alternative would have no road crossings, thereby 
completely avoiding the risk of traffic conflict. It meets both the first and third of the 
project purposes described in the project description. In addition, this alternative is 
consistent with the City's Bicycle Master Plan, being identified there as an “off-street 
bike facility.”  

Finally, regarding the “environmentally superior alternative,” the City's response does not fully 
address the concerns that we expressed in our comments on the DEIR. The Project is not an 
alternative and therefore cannot be the environmentally superior alternative under CEQA. 
Renaming the project the “Build Alternative” substitutes NEPA terminology for CEQA, but does
not correct this flaw. This is clear in the State CEQA Guidelines’ separation of Project 
Description (Section 15124) from the Consideration And Discussion Of Alternatives To The 
Proposed Project (Section 15126.6). Declaring the Project to be the environmentally superior 
alternative misrepresents the purpose of alternative analysis and falsely represents the Project as 
superior. In reality, the Project would not be superior to the No Build alternative, nor would it be 
superior to any of the other alternatives listed above because of its extensive impact on aesthetics
and berm widening. To describe the project as the environmentally superior alternative is 
misleading to the public.  
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In conclusion, we believe for the reasons described above the EIR must be revised to add new 
analyses and recirculated before action may be taken on this project. Thank you for the 
opportunity to review and comment on the FEIR. 

Sincerely, 

Antero and Melinda Rivasplata 
4900 Alta Drive 
Sacramento, CA 95822 
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Tom Buford

From: Patty Ostrander <patricia.ostrander1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 7, 2019 10:09 PM
To: Tom Buford
Subject: Del rio trail

I am writing to express concern over news of continued discussion of the possibility of running a tourist train through 
South Land Park neighborhood. I own property that borders the tracks. Not only would train traffic be noisy and 
polluting, it would necessitate removal of substantial oak trees that have grown for probably  
60 years if not more.  In this time of climate change, the idea of running a polluting steam train producing greenhouse 
gas and removing trees in the process that are necessary to eliminate that gas is completely counter to the California’s 
goal to reduce emissions and do our part to slow global warming.  It is criminal to consider removal of even one of these 
majestic remarkable trees in favor of trains that would do little more than provide a mere transient joy ride.  I compel 
the city to end discussion of train rides through our neighborhood and instead consider the health of our planet and our 
citizens who would be better served with access to walking trails than sitting as a sedentary passenger on a train 
polluting the environment and their lungs!  Sincerely, Patty Ostrander, 1400 27th ave 
 
 
 
Sent from my iPad 























































 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBIT 1 



 
 

January 14, 2019 

 

SENT VIA EMAIL (tbuford@cityofsacramento.org) 

 

Tom Buford, Principal Planner 

City of Sacramento Community Development Department 

300 Richards Boulevard, Third Floor 

Sacramento, CA 95811 

 

 RE: Comments on Del Rio Trail Project Draft EIR 

 

Dear Mr. Buford: 

 

 These comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (“DEIR”) for the Del 

Rio Trail (“project”) are submitted on behalf of the Sacramento Rail Preservation Action 

Group (“Rail Group”) and its members.  The Rail Group supports the creation of a 

pedestrian and bicycle trail that shares the existing Walnut Grove Branch Line 

(“WGBL”)/Sacramento Southern Railroad right-of-way.  The WGBL Railroad extends 

approximately 33 miles in a generally southerly direction from Old Sacramento to the 

town of Isleton in the Sacramento River Delta.  As the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

(“USACE”) found in 1991, the  

 

route still retains a remarkable degree of integrity of location, setting, 

design, workmanship and feeling.  After its abandonment by Southern 

Pacific in 1978 it was bought by the State, who retained the rails, ties, 

trestles and other features in place with little or no change.  As a result, the 

system is intact along most of its length, with the exception of road 

crossings.  

 

(USACE, National Register of Historic Places Significance Evaluation of Walnut Grove 

Branch Line Railroad (1991), p. 13.)1  As a result, the WGBL was found eligible for 

listing in the National Register of Historic Places under criteria (a) and (c) at the local 

                                                 
1  The National Register of Historic Places Significance Evaluation of Walnut Grove 

Branch Line Railroad (1991) was previously provided to the City with comments letter 

on the Notice of Preparation.  (See DEIR, App. C, PDF pp. 57-61, 66.) 
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level of significance.  (Ibid; see also USACE, Walnut Grove Branch Railroad National 

Register Nomination Final Report (1992), pp. 4-15.)2 

 

 As currently proposed, the Del Rio Trail would permanently remove large portions 

of the historic WGBL Railroad, rather than accommodating a shared rails with trails right 

of way.  The project would cover several miles of the track with concrete and 

decomposed granite or other unidentified materials, as well as permanently alter the 

grade in some locations.  These actions would interfere with the long-planned extension 

of the existing excursion service by California State Parks and the California State 

Railroad Museum along the Sacramento Southern Railroad; this planned extension 

requires use of the existing tracks in the Del Rio right of way to move equipment 

intermittently to the excursion train depot at the Pocket/Meadowview Road intersection 

from which excursion trains could depart to Hood/the Delta.    

 

 The project’s proposed changes to the WGBL Railroad would permanently sever 

the WGBL and interfere with the ability of California State Parks to eventually connect 

and extend its active excursion line that commences in Old Sacramento to southern 

portions of the WGBL.  The DEIR fails to adequately analyze and mitigate the 

environmental impacts of the project, including the permanent destruction of large 

portions of the WGBL tracks.  As a result of its deficiencies, a new EIR must be prepared 

by the City and circulated for public review. 

 

I. OVERVIEW OF COMMENTS ON DEIR 

 

The following bullet points summarize several key Rail Group comments on the 

DEIR, which are described in more detail below: 

 

• The geographic scope of the analysis in the DEIR is improperly truncated.  The 

WGBL Railroad extends approximately 33 miles in a generally southerly direction 

from Old Sacramento to the town of Isleton in the Sacramento River Delta.  The 

project would sever the connectivity of the entire line, not just in the project area 

identified in the DEIR; the effect of the project on the entire WGBL must be 

considered. 

 

                                                 
2  The USACE Walnut Grove Branch National Register Nomination Final Report 

(1992) was previously provided to the City with one or more comment letters on the 

Notice of Preparation.  (See DEIR, App. C, PDF pp. 57-61, 66.) 
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• The DEIR fails to include adequate information regarding the cultural and historic 

setting for the project.  Current uses of the Sacramento Southern Railway are not 

recognized, such as the California State Railroad Museum’s excursion train on 

part of the historic Southern Pacific Walnut Grove branch line, running primarily 

north–south along the east bank of the Sacramento River.  Moreover, the DEIR 

ignores numerous planning and review documents regarding the Sacramento 

region’s rich rail resources and history.   

• The DEIR fails to consider the project’s effects on the previously planned and 

analyzed expansion of the current excursion train service contemplated in the 2014 

Old Sacramento General Plan and EIR, between Old Sacramento and Miller Park 

to the Sacramento Zoo. 

• The DEIR fails to consider the project’s effects on the planned addition of a 

second excursion train line within State Park‐owned right‐of‐way from the Pocket‐

Meadowview area to the historic Delta town of Hood. 

• The DEIR fails to recognize other associated impacts that would result from 

severance of the WGBL, such as impacts on aesthetic, recreational, biological and 
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agricultural resources, as well impacts on hazards, air quality and transportation, 

along with resulting negative economic consequences. 

• The DEIR’s significance threshold for cultural and historic impacts improperly 

focuses on federal standards to the exclusion of other applicable standards under 

the California Environmental Quality Act (Pub. Resources Code, §§ 21000 et seq. 

[“CEQA”]). 

• The DEIR improperly concludes that the project’s impacts on historical resources 

are less than significant after mitigation, and fails to include adequate mitigation to 

lessen the impact to a less than significant level. 

• Due to the DEIR’s erroneous conclusion that the project would not have 

significant impact on historical resources, the DEIR fails to examine alternatives 

that would lessen the significance of the project’s impact on historic resources. 

• The DEIR’s conclusion that destruction of the historic tracks is necessary in 

various locations for safety reasons are not supported.   

 

II. DETAILED COMMENTS ON DEIR 

 

A. The Project Description Is Incomplete 

 

The Rail Group believes that the project description has unnecessarily foreclosed 

alternative approaches to the project that would reduce or avoid significant environmental 

impacts.  The inclusion of the unpaved walking trail and the removal or repurposing of 

existing rail roads are not necessary elements to meet the stated project objectives to 

“complete the planned connection between the Sacramento River Parkway and the 

Freeport Shores Bikeway,” “[c]onnect logical origins and destinations proximate to the 

trail alignment by improving pedestrian and bicycle access” and “[p]rovide an 

American’s with Disabilities Act (ADA)-compliant, active transportation connection to 

adjacent communities[.]”  (DEIR, p. i.)   

 

The DEIR does not substantiate the need for the proposed walking trail separate 

from the Class I multi-use trail, nor why removal of the track is necessary for “safety” or 

ADA compliance.  (See DEIR, pp. i, 143, 293.)  The Class I multi-use trail specifically 

allows for pedestrian use in its design with unpaved shoulders flanking both sides of the 

bike trail.  (See DEIR, pp. i, xxiv, 1, 293.)  The highly successful American River Bike 

Trail in the County of Sacramento demonstrates that a Class I trail can sufficiently serve 

both bicycles and pedestrians.  Other projects across the state also demonstrate a Class I, 

ADA-accessible trail along an active railroad is feasible.  (See Exhibit 1, 2010 Arcata 

Rails with Trail Project Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (“Rails with 

Trail MND”), pp. 1 [project involved “Class I, ADA accessible” multi-use trail], 6 

[project objectives include “full consideration of existing and future highway and rail 

uses”].)  The DEIR also does not address the safety concerns raised by directing 



Tom Buford, City of Sacramento 

January 14, 2019 

Page 5 of 21 

 

pedestrians to walk on a train track, which is a dangerous practice and should not be 

encouraged. 

 

Moreover, removal of WGBL rail for purported safety reasons is not supported in 

the DEIR.  As described on pages 8 and 20 of the California State Railroad Museum 

Foundation’s (“CSRMF”) January 3, 2019 DEIR comment letter, rubber inserts can be 

placed to preserve future use of the rails while also facilitating easier crossing.  The claim 

that removal is necessary to meet ADA requirements is also not supported in the DEIR.  

According to the same CSRMF January 3, 2019 letter, a consultant demonstrated that 

ADA compliance could be achieved without removing rails or lowering the grade of the 

railway path.  (CSRMF, January 3, 2019 Comment Letter, p. 5.)   

 

 The DEIR fails to include adequate detail regarding the plan to place decomposed 

granite or other fill on top of the WGBL tracks as a means to create a separate walking 

trail from the proposed bike path.  The DEIR does not disclose the total mileage of 

planned filling of tracks or describe where the materials will be obtained, though the 

figures indicate that about half of the 4. mile project segment would be filled.  (See 

DEIR, Figures 3, pages 1-10 [Preserve Train Tracks Within Walking Path].)  Without 

such information, it is impossible to analyze the environmental effects of this project 

component.   

 

The project’s objectives and purposes can be achieved while avoiding the 

potentially significant impacts discussed in this and other comment letters.   The DEIR is 

incomplete without describing rails-with-trails (“RWT”) as a possible satisfactory 

solution. California has hundreds of miles of successful RWT; internationally, the world 

has thousands of miles of RWT. Published studies show that RWT are safe and the best 

way of combining trails with active rail operations. 

 

B. Land Use Analysis Is Inadequate  

 

The DEIR Land Use and Planning section is deficient for failing to disclose all 

applicable land use plans and failing to analyze all the project’s land use inconsistencies.  

The DEIR does not disclose the existence of numerous land use planning documents that 

pertain to the area that would be impacted by the project, including: the 1991 Final EIR 

for the Extension of the Steam Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (“1991 

FEIR”), the 2014 Old Sacramento General Plan and the Final EIR (“2014 General Plan 

and FEIR”)3 or the California State Railroad Museum Strategic Plan 2017-2022 (“2017 

                                                 
3  The 2014 Old Sacramento General Plan and Final EIR was provided was 

previously provided to the City with one or more comment letters on the Notice of 

Preparation.  (See DEIR, App. C, PDF p. 66.)  
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Strategic Plan”).4  Each of these documents are relevant because they account for future 

use of the WGBL as part of the excursion train line from Old Sacramento to Hood.  (See 

Exhibit 2, 1991 FEIR, p. 1 [“The principal objective of the proposed project is to allow . . 

. public steam excursion train trips that would go between Old Sacramento and the 

Hood/Freeport area[.]”]; 2014 General Plan and FEIR, pp. 1 [resolution overriding 

potentially significant impacts arising from excursion line “between Pocket/Meadowview 

Station and Hood”], 4-20 to 4-22 [excursion line “would host wildlife viewing and other 

themed excursions, with food service opportunities”], 5-i [addressing noise impacts from 

“operating excursion line #2”]; 2017 Strategic Plan, p. 81 [affirming “the desirability of 

the Zoo and Hood extensions, their value . . . business implications, and how they should 

be prioritized”].)  These land use documents must be disclosed and analyzed in the DEIR. 

 

The DEIR fails to recognize that the project has the “[p]otential to conflict with 

applicable land use plan[s], polic[ies] or regulation[s.]”  (DEIR, p. 209.) The DEIR 

selectively addresses Sacramento 2035 General Plan policies and goals, while ignoring 

applicable historical and cultural resource policies.  For example, Sacramento General 

Plan Policy HCR 2.1.12 requires the promotion of contextual features related to historic 

resources, and HCR 2.1.15 requires the City only consider demolition of historic 

resources as a last resort.  (2035 General Plan, Historic and Cultural Resources, p. 2-139.)  

The project is inconsistent with both policies because it would remove portions of the 

WBGL and alter the Railroad’s contextual features.  These potentially significant 

conflicts must be disclosed, evaluated and mitigated in the DEIR.   

 

C. The Project’s Cultural Resources Impacts are Significant 

 

1. DEIR Impermissibly Truncates Description of Cultural Resources 

Environmental Setting and Geographic Scope  

 

An EIR must describe “the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of the 

project . . . from both a local and regional perspective.”  (Cal. Code Regs., tit. 14 

[“CEQA Guidelines”], §15125, subd. (a).)  An EIR should place special emphasis on 

impacted resources that are rare or unique to the region.  (CEQA Guidelines, § 15125, 

subd. (c).)  

 

The DEIR fails to provide adequate information for the project’s cultural and 

historic setting, and impermissibly limiting the scope of the project impact analysis.  The 

core flaw with the DEIR is the failure to include and consider the entirety of the WGBL, 

                                                 
4  An excerpt of the California State Railroad Museum Strategic Plan 2017-2022 was 

provided was previously provided to the City with one or more comments letter on the 

Notice of Preparation.  (See DEIR, App. C, PDF p. 66.)   
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which extends well beyond the “Project Area Limits” (“PAL”) identified in the DEIR.  

(DEIR, p. 113.)  From this failure, numerous technical and legal issues arise which 

undermine the DEIR’s purpose as an informational document.  (CEQA Guidelines, § 

15125, subd. (c) [knowledge of the project setting is “critical to the assessment of 

environmental impacts”].)   

 

 The PAL purports to be “the area of direct and indirect effects[.]”  (DEIR, p. 113.)  

The DEIR recognizes that the 4.8-mile section of WGBL in the project area is only a 

“portion of the larger resource.”  (DEIR, p. 138.) Yet, the PAL ignores the entirety of the 

project’s impacts on the entire length of the WGBL.  By limiting project-level analysis of 

impacts to the WGBL to the “immediate project vicinity, the DEIR’s analysis is 

improperly truncated. 

 

The entire WGBL is an historic resource under CEQA.  (See League for 

Protection of Oakland’s Architectural and Historic Resources v. City of Oakland (1997) 

52 Cal.App.4th 896, 906 [a resource listed on the California Register of Historical 

Resources “must in all cases be granted status as [an] historical resource[]” for purposes 

of CEQA] (League for Protection).)  The DEIR’s environmental setting must account for 

a “local and regional perspective” and not myopically limit the extent of review.  (CEQA 

Guidelines, § 15125, subd. (a).)  As a rail line, the WBGL is a linear feature not unlike a 

stream.  Impacting or severing one portion of such a resource necessarily would cause 

impacts farther down the line.  Yet the DEIR treats the 4.8-mile section identified in the 

PAL as a severable unit.  This treatment is impermissible, and directly contradicts the 

DEIR’s description of the geographic scope of cultural resources in its analysis of 

cumulative cultural impacts.  (DEIR, p. 308.)   The DEIR must include and analyze the 

entire, presently intact WGBL in its PAL in order to facilitate adequate environmental 

review and mitigation of impacts to this cultural resource.  (CEQA Guidelines, §15125, 

subd. (c).)  

 

The DEIR inappropriately refers to the WGBL as “abandoned” (DEIR, p. 143) or 

relies on previous damage done to the railroad to justify further alterations (DEIR, p. 141, 

147).  The existing damage to the WGBL without the project was characterized as 

follows in 2017 by the city’s own consultant: 

 

The recorded segment still retains sufficient integrity of setting, design, 

workmanship, feeling, and association. While the integrity of materials and 

location have been somewhat impacted by alterations such as 

improvements at intersections and slight changes to the alignment 

following the completion of I-5, respectively, these changes comprise a 

small percentage of the segment, and the overall segment retains 

sufficient physical integrity to convey its significance. 
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(DEIR, Appendix J.2, Attachment C: Determinations of Eligibility, p. 2 of 14.)  The 

alteration and removal of WGBL rails contemplated by the project would be a significant 

change from the above described conditions.   

 

 Despite detailed comments and information provided to the City in the Notice of 

Preparation stage, the DEIR fails to recognize the current level of interest in Old 

Sacramento and our region’s rail-related history and future.  The California State 

Railroad Museum receives over 300,000 visitors every year and is listed as a Travelocity 

5-Star attraction in the Sacramento area. The Sacramento Southern Railroad routinely has 

over 20,000 riders in the Spring and Summer.  The Polar Express Christmas trains have 

another 24,000 riders, with tickets that sell out in less than a week.  (See Exhibit 3, 

CSRM Train Rides.)  There is also a large community of volunteer rail enthusiasts, with 

over 500 volunteers, that are committed to helping keep Sacramento’s rail history alive 

for generations of residents and visitors.  

 

2. The DEIR Contains a Flawed Impact Analysis for Cultural and 

Historical Resources 

 

CEQA provides a detailed process for evaluating the significance of impacts to 

historical resources.  CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5 subdivision (a) describes what 

constitutes a historic resource, and the DEIR correctly recognizes the WGBL as an 

historical resource.  (DEIR, p. 137.)  Section 15064.5 subdivision (b) in turn describes 

what constitutes a substantial adverse change to a historical resource.  A substantial 

adverse change to a historical resource means “demolition, destruction, relocation, or 

alteration such that the significance” of the resource would be impaired.  (CEQA 

Guidelines, § 15064.5, subd. (b)(1); League for Protection, supra, 52 Cal.App.4th at 

909.)  More specifically, the significance of an historical resource is impaired when a 

project “demolishes or materially alters . . . those physical characteristics . . . that convey 

its historical significance to justify its eligibility for inclusion in the California Register of 

Historical Resources[.]”  (CEQA Guidelines, § 15064.5, subd. (b)(2)(C).)  Last, 

subdivision (b)(3) provides that if a project would cause significant impacts to a historical 

resource, implementing the Department of Interior guidelines would generally result in 

mitigation to a less than significant level.   

 

While the DEIR references the CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5 definition of a 

significant impact to evaluate Impact CUL-1 (DEIR, p. 142), the required analysis is not 

included in the DEIR.  The DEIR instead cites and applies federal regulations for the 

definition of adverse effect on a historical resource.  (DEIR, pp. 142-147.)  First, this 

approach ignores CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5, which provides the threshold for 

evaluating significant impacts to historic resources.  The DEIR does not explain the 

connection between CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5 and the federal regulations 
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applied in the DEIR.  Second, the DEIR’s analysis is largely inconsistent with 36 Code of 

Federal Regulations part 800.5, which are the Department of Interior’s guidelines cited in 

CEQA Guidelines section 15054.5, subdivision (b)(3).)  While it is true that consistency 

with these guidelines may mitigate significant impacts, the DEIR does not demonstrate 

any such consistency, as discussed further below.  Moreover, several factual flaws in the 

DEIR’s project impact analysis for CUL-1 further undermine the DEIR’s conclusions. 

 

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties 

and the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation may be implemented to 

mitigate a project “to a level of less than a significant impact on the historical resource.”  

(CEQA Guidelines, § 15064.5, subd. (b)(3).)  This directive from the CEQA Guidelines 

does not suggest use of the federal guidelines as a de facto framework for analysis, but as 

a potential means of mitigating a potentially significant impact.  The DEIR’s application 

of the federal guidelines is a tacit admission that the project would indeed significantly 

impact the WGBL as an historic resource.  The DEIR’s analysis under the Rehabilitation 

Standards, found in 36 Code of Federal Regulations part 68.3 and referenced by CEQA 

Guidelines section 15064.5, is unavailing and does not demonstrate that the project’s 

significant impacts would be mitigated.  

 

Section 15064.5, subdivision (b) defines a significant impact to a historical 

resource as demolition, destruction, relocation or alteration of the characteristics that 

make the resource eligible for the applicable historic listing.  Similarly, 36 Code of 

Federal Regulations part 800.5, subdivision (a)(1) defines an adverse effect as direct or 

indirect alteration of the characteristic that qualify a resource for the National Register.  

The characteristics include location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and 

association.  (36 C.F.R., § 800.5, subd. (a)(1).)  Examples of adverse effects include 

damage to even “part of the [resource],” “[a]lteration . . . not consistent” with federal 

standards, a “[c]hange of the character of the [resource’s] use or of physical features[.]”  

(36 C.F.R. § 800.5(a)(2).)  The DEIR itself identifies the WGBL’s “[l]ocation and track 

alignment . . . [e]levated embankment . . . [s]tandard gauge rails . . . [w]ood ties . . . [and] 

agricultural setting” as the features that qualify it for the National Register.  (DEIR, p. 

139.)  The project would demolish and alter these qualifying characteristics in a 

significant and adverse manner.  Furthermore, the project would destroy the WGBL’s 

defining historic use, as a rail line “artery” that connects Sacramento with the Delta.   

 

The DEIR claims that the project would only “include[] limited removal” of 

WGBL railroad track, while large sections of the track will be “converted” by infilling 

the existing track with decomposed granite (“DG”) or encased in concrete.  (DEIR, p. 

143, 145.)  These changes from the project both constitute significant impacts under 

CEQA and federal standards.  Clearly, removal of segments of the rail line equates to 

destruction of the resource, even if only “2 percent” would be removed.  (DEIR, p. 144.)  
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However, such a characterization ignores the nature of the WGBL as a historical 

resource.  As a railroad, the WGBL is a linear resource and the destruction of any one 

segment prevents current or future uses.  As discussed below, there are multiple planned 

uses for the WGBL, and destroying any segment of the WGBL rail would prevent 

implementation of those uses.  

 

Beyond the actual removal of WGBL segments, so called conversion or 

“repurposing” of the tracks is equally damaging.  (DEIR, p. 143.)  The conclusion in 

DEIR Appendix J.2, page 46, is unsupported that: “The conversion of portions of track 

into a walking path using DG, or a similar material, is a reversible, non-permanent 

change that will not damage the integrity of the existing historic fabric.”  No evidence in 

the DEIR or its appendices supports a determination that DG infill is “reversible.”  

(DEIR, p. 144.)  Converting the WGBL into a walking trail, even if the steel rails remain, 

is tantamount to material impairment and equivalent to removal.  Moreover, preventing 

any future use of a historic railroad clearly violates Rehabilitation Standard 1, which 

requires preservation of a property’s historic purpose.  (36 C.F.R. § 68.3(b)(1); DEIR, p. 

144.)   

 

The project similarly fails the other applicable Rehabilitation Standards.  The 

project does not avoid “the removal of historic materials or alteration of features . . . that 

characterize” the WGBL.  (36 C.F.R. § 68.3(b)(2).)  Both the removal of tracks and the 

filling of tracks would foreclose the historical use of the WGBL, while also undermining 

the historical feeling and association.  The project’s plan to “add conjectural features” by 

converting what appears to be about half of the WGBL that traverses the project area into 

a walking trail, thereby damaging the WGBL as a “physical record of its time, place, and 

use.”  (36 C.F.R. § 68.3(b)(3); DEIR, p. 145.)  While some small segments of the WGBL 

railway were previously altered and/or damaged, the DEIR’s characterization of the 

project’s contemplated removal and damage to segments “not further diminishing[ing] 

the existing level of integrity” is unsupported.  (DEIR, p. 147.)   

 

Overall, by failing to apply the CEQA Guidelines section 15064.5 threshold of 

significance, and misapplying the federal Rehabilitation Standards, the DEIR violates 

CEQA.5  The removal and alteration of the WGBL significantly impairs the railroad’s 

historical character and functionality, and conflicts with the appropriate Rehabilitation 

Standards, meaning that the significant impacts are not mitigated under CEQA 

Guidelines section 15064.5, subdivision (b)(3).  

 

 

                                                 
5  The City and other agencies also have failed to adhere to the requirements of the 

National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C., §§ 4321 et seq. [“NEPA”]). 
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3. The Project Would Interfere with Planned and Approved 

Excursion Train Service on the WGBL 

 

Foreclosing future uses of the WGBL is one example of an impact ignored by the 

DEIR’s improperly limited environmental setting and geographic scope.  The DEIR fails 

to disclose that the project would foreclose use of the WGBL for additional excursion 

lines, and that such future uses were explicitly planned in previously approved planning 

and environmental documents.  The 2014 Old Sacramento General Plan, the 

accompanying Final EIR, and the California State Parks and Recreation Commission 

resolution adopting the General Plan all contemplate use of the WGBL on portions of the 

existing Sacramento Southern Railway.  Specifically, the 2014 General Plan and FEIR 

contemplated an excursion line between Pocket/Meadowview Station and Hood.  (See 

2014 General Plan and FEIR, pp. 1 [resolution], 4-20 to 4-22 [excursion line “would host 

wildlife viewing and other themed excursions, with food service opportunities”], p. 5-i 

[addressing noise impacts from “operating excursion line #2”].)   

 

Previously, in 1991, an EIR was prepared and certified for a Steam Excursion 

Train from Old Sacramento to Hood:  

 

The principal objective of the proposed project is to allow the Museum to 

offer public steam excursion train trips that would go between Old 

Sacramento and the Hood/Freeport area, a total distance of approximately. 

17 miles each way.  In contrast to the Miller Park run, which uses 

approximately 2.8 miles of the WGB Line, service to Hood would provide 

an opportunity for visitors to take a longer trip (about two hours) on a steam 

train from the historic urban setting of Old Sacramento south along the 

river into the natural/agricultural rural landscape at the edge of the Delta.  

This run will both increase the recreational opportunities available in Old 

Sacramento and offer a means of interpreting railroad history that 

compliments the State Railroad Museum. 

 

(Exhibit 2, 1991 FEIR, p. 1.)  The Steam Excursion train includes an excursion train 

service from Old Sacramento to Hood on the existing WBGL right of way.  (Exhibit 2, 

1991 FEIR, p. 2.)   

 

The current excursion line is also discussed in the 2014 Old Sacramento General 

Plan, which uses the northern portion of the WGBL that runs north-south along the east 

bank of the Sacramento River between Old Sacramento and Sutterville Road.  (2014 

General Plan and FEIR, p. 2-59.)  The Old Sacramento General Plan also specifically 

includes an extension of the excursion line from a Pocket/Meadowview station to Hood.  

(2014 General Plan and FEIR, p. 4-22.)  This extension “would host wildlife viewing and 
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other themed excursions, with food service opportunities including brunch or dinner.  

Train Line #2 could be timed to offer river boat interface, with potential service at 

Freeport and/or Hood.”  (Ibid.)  The current California State Railroad Museum Strategic 

Plan 2017-2022, also includes the eventual extension of the excursion line from 

Pocket/Meadowview to Hood.  (2017 Strategic Plan, p. 81.)   

 

The Project would prevent any of these contemplated future uses by removing or 

“repurposing” what appears to be most of the WGBL within the inappropriately defined 

project area to serve as a walking trail.  Impacts on these planned culturally-rich activities 

must be disclosed and analyzed in the Cultural Resources analysis and other affected 

resource areas.   

 

4. Proposed Action Plan Does Not Mitigate Damage to WGBL 

 

As a result of the DEIR’s failure to consider the removal and repurposing of the 

WGBL Railroad or the prevention of future use of the WGBL as potentially significant 

impacts, the cultural impact mitigation measures are also inadequate.  The Action Plan, 

which the DEIR alleges provides mitigation for Impact CUL-1, contains the same flaws 

as the DEIR.  In particular, the Action Plan considers the portion of the WGBL in the 

project area as severable from the entirety of the WGBL Railroad.  (See DEIR, Appendix 

J.2, Attachment D, Action Plan, p. 8.) 

 

The Action Plan does nothing to address project impacts that would prevent the 

future use of WGBL an excursion line.  Further, the Action Plan fails to include any 

measures to mitigate the project’s removal or repurposing of WGBL tracks.  The DEIR 

and the Action Plan both falsely claim that the relocation and reuse of removed track as a 

mitigation measure would “reduce net loss” of rail.  (See DEIR, pp. 144-145; Appendix 

J.2, Action Plan, p. 13.)  This assertion ignores the practical reality that it is not the raw 

amount of railroad track that matters, but the ability to actually use the WGBL as a 

functioning Railroad.  Relocation of some removed tracks does not mitigate the impacts 

the project would cause by severing the integrity of the Railroad in other locations.   

 

The Action Plan, like the DEIR, does not substantiate the need for track removal at 

all.  Neither vague references to safety nor ADA-compliance justify removal of the 

tracks, and other less impactful options are available to address those issues.  (CSRMF, 

January 3, 2019 Comment Letter, pp. 5, 8, 20.)  The Action Plan also fails to adequately 

explain how filling in the WGBL tracks to create a walkway on top of the existing tracks 

is permissible under the applicable rehabilitation standards.  While the tracks would 

retain the same height and alignment (DEIR, Appendix J.2, Action Plan, p. 17), the 

proposed conversion of the tracks to a walking trail precludes future use of WGBL as a 

part of the excursion line, and no plans or procedures are provided for removal of the 
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imported fill material that would be necessary to rehabilitate the WGBL to pre-project 

conditions.  The Action Plan also does not substantiate the claim that such a conversion is 

a “non-permanent, reversible alteration” to the WGBL.  (Ibid.)  Without a plan and 

funding to remove the fill, these changes to the WGBL must be considered permanent. 

 

The various monitoring and treatments contained in the Action Plan do not 

actually mitigate the impacts to cultural resources because the DEIR ignores the WGBL 

as a railway in current use and with planned expanded future uses.  The proposed 

removal and filling of WGBL tracks would destroy the integrity and utility of the WGBL 

Railroad, and the DEIR fails to include any mitigation to address these impacts.  Impacts 

on this cultural and historic resource therefore remain significant.  

 

D. The Project May Have Potentially Significant Aesthetic Impacts  

 

“Relevant personal observations of area residents on nontechnical subjects may 

qualify as substantial evidence for a fair argument.  (Pocket Protectors v. City of 

Sacramento (2004) 124 Cal.App.4th 903, 928, 931.)  “[T]he opinions of area residents, if 

based on direct observation, may be relevant as to aesthetic impact and may constitute 

substantial evidence in support of a fair argument; no special expertise is required on this 

topic.”  (Id. at 937.)  The concerns and observations regarding the “overall degradation of 

the existing visual character of the [project] site” can constitute substantial evidence 

sufficient to raise a fair argument of aesthetic impacts.  (Ibid.)  

 

Here, the Rail Group and other commenters (See January 3, 2019 Letter from Paul 

Helman) have concerns that the Project’s changes to the WGBL will negatively impact 

the surrounding area.  The DEIR predictably downplays the railroads place on the 

project’s aesthetic setting, dismissing the WBGL as “an abandoned railway corridor[.]”  

(DEIR, p. 17.)  However, as an historical resource, the WBGL contributes to and is an 

important part of the project area’s aesthetic and historical quality.  Removing portions of 

the railroad and filling miles of WGBL tracks with decomposed granite or other materials 

would “[s]ubstantially damage scenic resources” and “degrade the existing visual 

character” of the project area.  (DEIR, p. 23.)  The aesthetic impacts from the project’s 

damage to the WGBL must be disclosed and evaluated.   

 

E. The Project May Have Potentially Significant Recreational Impacts 

 

As discussed above, the WGBL has been planned to be used to support an 

excursion line from Freeport to Hood under the 2014 Old Sacramento General Plan, the 

1991 Steam Excursion Train FEIR, and the California State Railroad Museum’s 2017 

Strategic Plan.  This foreseeable future use is not disclosed in the environmental setting 
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for recreational resources.  Further, the project’s impacts on the WGBL as a recreational 

resource are not disclosed or analyzed.   

 

 The removal and infill of the WGBL railroad tracks would result in “permanent 

displacement of [an] existing recreational facilities[.]”  (DEIR, p. 249 [Impact REC-4].)  

Removing and making unusable segments of the WGBL would prevent any future 

recreational use of the railroad, such as “wildlife viewing and other themed excursions, 

with food service opportunities[.]”  (2014 General Plan and FEIR, p. 4-22.)  This 

potentially significant impact on the recreational values of WGBL must also be disclosed 

and evaluated.   

 

F. The Project May Have Significant Impacts on Biological Resources 

 

 The DEIR indicates that 17 Valley elderberry shrubs were identified in the 

project’s biological study area.  DEIR Figure 15 shows that the Elderberry shrubs are 

within 100 feet of the proposed work areas.  The DEIR incorrectly assumes that it is not 

necessary to conduct consultation with the Fish and Wildlife Service (“FWS”) on Valley 

elderberry longhorn beetle due to the upland location of the identified shrubs.  (DEIR, p. 

102.)   Yet, according to the FWS, “Complete avoidance (i.e., no adverse effects) may be 

assumed when a 100-foot (or wider) buffer is established and maintained around 

elderberry plants containing stems measuring 1.0 inch or greater in diameter at ground 

level.”6 

 

 The DEIR also fails to adequately assess the loss of habitat associated with cutting 

of 59 trees and other vegetation removal for the project.  (DEIR, p. 105.)  While an 

alternative with fewer tree removals was preliminarily considered, it was summarily 

rejected from further consideration.    

 

G. The Project’s Hazards Impacts Are Inadequately Disclosed 

 

The Phase I Environmental Site Assessment identifies that heavy metals may be 

present in the embankments and ballast, and that pesticides may have been used for weed 

control.  (DEIR, Appendix J.3, p. 21.)  Toxic chemicals are found in both the soils and 

water, which could injure workers and nearby sensitive receptors from soil vapor during 

excavation.  (DEIR, Appendix J.3.)  The potential risks from heavy metal and pesticide 

impacts identified in the Phase I necessitate preparation of a Phase II Environmental Site 

                                                 
6  Conservation Guidelines for the 

Valley Elderberry Longhorn Beetle, 1999, p. 3, available at: 

https://www.fws.gov/cno/es/Recovery_Permitting/insects/valley_elderberry_longhorn_be

etle/ValleyElderberryLonghornBeetle_ConservationGuidelines_19990709.pdf. 
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Assessment to identify the nature and extent of the identified exposure risks.  The DEIR 

is incomplete without this supporting data; the DEIR’s Hazards analysis fails to identify 

or mitigate for these hazards. 

 

In addition, soil vapor, even in shallow trenches, can concentrate and affect 

workers and nearby sensitive receptors.  Given that the project site is immediately 

adjacent to documented sources of soil vapor (DEIR, Appendix J.3, p. 21), these 

conditions must be sampled prior to any excavation.  In addition, risks from diesel 

particulate matter during construction should be modeled, given the adjacency of the 

project to sensitive receptors. 

 

H. The DEIR Fails to Disclose the Project’s Air Quality Impacts 

 

The project includes construction activities in soils containing fine particulates as 

well as potential heavy metals and pesticide residues.  (DEIR, Appendix J.3, p. 21.)  The 

Air Quality analysis fails to analyze potential impacts of these hazards on sensitive 

receptors and workers.  With respect to sensitive receptors, the DEIR appears to use an 

unduly limited definition of sensitive receptor.  The DEIR states that “The nearest 

sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project site are residences approximately 30 feet 

from the trail throughout the 4.8-mile corridor” (DEIR, p. 44); and  “[t]he nearest 

sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the Project site who could be affected by odors are 

residences, schools, and daycares approximately 30 feet from the proposed Project area” 

(DEIR, p. 45.)  The DEIR does not appear to contain a complete listing of all types of 

sensitive receptors.  (See, e.g., DEIR, p. 177.) 

 

Appendix D of the DEIR includes an incomplete Road Construction Emissions 

Model summary table.  No additional supporting materials, such as assumptions, and 

standard inputs, was included in the DEIR.  The table values identify that no material 

would be imported or exported by the project; yet the project contemplates construction 

along an almost 5 mile right of way, including the importation of large quantities of fill 

material (DEIR, pp. 143, 145, 308).  (DEIR, Appendix D.)  The source of this material, 

the distance necessary to transport it to the project site, and return vehicle trips are not 

accounted for in the emissions calculations or transportation impacts analysis.  

Depending on the source of these construction materials, identified as possibly 

decomposed granite, could come from sources with serpentinite (or other harmful 

particles). 

 

The Road Construction Emissions Model table in DEIR Appendix D also 

incorrectly indicates that there will be zero vehicle miles traveled for materials and 

equipment transport.  As a result of these oversights, the full extent of truck traffic trips 
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and resulting air emissions were not calculated for the project, and project air emissions 

are underestimated. 

 

I. The Project Has Unidentified Transportation Impacts 

 

 The DEIR fails to disclose that the project, through track destruction and filling 

with decomposed granite, would render the WGBL Railroad unusable.  The WGBL is an 

existing transportation corridor that supports a train excursion service that is slated for 

expansion in plans prepared by California State Parks.  The DEIR must analyze the 

impacts of the project on this transportation corridor. 

 

 The DEIR also fails to disclose the volume of trucks that would be required to 

construct the project, including delivery of large volumes of decomposed granite and 

other fill materials to build the separate walking trail.  Despite miles of contemplated fill 

to be placed in the Railway, the DEIR’s Road Construction Emissions Model 

unreasonably assumes that no materials would be imported or exported to construct the 

project.  (See, e.g., DEIR, Appendix D.)  This assumption is directly contradicted by 

project information in the DEIR.  (DEIR, pp. 153, 145, 308.)  Traffic impacts from these 

truck trips, and their resulting transportation impacts are not properly disclosed or 

mitigated. 

 

J.  The DEIR Fails to Discuss the Project’s Impacts on Agricultural  

Resources  

 

The DEIR incorrectly fails to include any analysis of impacts on agricultural 

resources.  (DEIR, p. 7.)  In particular, the WGBL was the connection between growers 

in the Delta and produce markets. “The railroad served as a vital link between upper delta 

farms and distant markets until the mid-1930s.” And “[b]y the early 1970s, trains ran 

three or four times a week during most of the year, primarily carrying pears, farm 

machinery, and chlorine.  (Steam Train to Sacramento, Walnut Grove Branch Line 

Acquisition Feasibility Study, 1980, p. 19.)7 

 

That history is still alive today in the Farm to Fork movement; the  

City of Sacramento painted “Farm to Fork Capitol” on its water tower in Freeport in 

2017.   

 

 

                                                 
7  Steam Train to Sacramento, Walnut Grove Branch Line Acquisition Feasibility 

Study, 1980, was previously provided to the City with one or more comment letters on 

the Notice of Preparation.  (See DEIR, App. C, PDF p. 66.) 



Tom Buford, City of Sacramento 

January 14, 2019 

Page 17 of 21 

 

                           
 

                                   
 

The City is surrounded by 1.5 million acres of farmland, making it the largest agricultural 

producer in the nation, according to the Sacramento Visitors Bureau.  “No major city in 

America is more centrally located amid such a vast range of high-quality farms, ranches 

and vineyards,” and the city has more than 40 farmers market and farmers can grow 365 

days per year.8  Each September, Sacramento hosts the Farm to Fork Festival, which 

includes a Farm to Fork Train excursion on the WGBL.  (See Exhibit 3, California State 

Rail Museum, Train Rides.)  Attracting more than 80,000 people in 2018, the Festival 

helps to showcase the incredible food and agriculture of Northern California. The event 

also offers a full day of music, with live concerts almost every hour.9 

 

The project would undermine the region’s farm to fork movement and sever a 

physical and historical connection between Sacramento and the Delta.  Particularly in the 

cumulative context, these impacts on the region’s agricultural heritage and economy are 

potentially significant should have been considered. 

 

K. The DEIR’s Cumulative Impact Analysis Is Deficient  

 

An EIR must evaluate a project’s cumulative impacts if the project’s incremental 

effects “in connection with the effects of past . . . current . . .  and . . . probable future 

projects.”  (CEQA Guidelines, §15065, subd. (a)(3); Banning Ranch Conservancy v. City 

                                                 
8  See  https://www.farmtofork.com/. 
9  See  https://www.farmtofork.com/events/farmtoforkfestival/. 
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of Newport Beach (2012) 211 Cal.App.4th 1209, 1228.)  The purpose of cumulative 

impact analysis is to ensure a project is not considered in a vacuum.  (Whitman v. Board 

of Supervisors (1979) 88 Cal.App.3d 397, 408.) 

 

As discussed above, two separate approved projects and the California State 

Railroad Museum contemplate the use of the WGBL for an excursion line from 

Sacramento into the Delta.  (See Exhibit 2, 1991 FEIR; 2014 General Plan and FEIR; 

2017 Strategic Plan.)  The DEIR fails to list these related projects in its cumulative 

impact analysis.  (DEIR, pp. 300-304.)  An EIR must consider all sources of related 

impacts.  (CEQA Guidelines, § 15130, subd. (a)(1); City of Long Beach v. Los Angeles 

Unified Sch. Dist. (2009) 176 Cal.App.4th, 889, 907.)  The DEIR’s failure to consider 

these documents does not change the fact that this project would prevents the future 

implementation of the WGBL as an excursion line from Meadowview to Hood.  The 

project, in combination with the related projects described in the 1991 Steam Excursion 

Train, 2014 Old Sacramento General Plan, and the 2017 California State Railroad 

Museum Strategic Plan must be analyzed in the DEIR’s cumulative impact analysis.   

 

L. The DEIR Fails to Consider Alternatives That Would Lessen 

Significant Impacts to the WGBL 

 

The discussion of project alternatives is “the core of an EIR.”  (Citizens of Goleta 

Valley v. Board of Supervisors (1990) 52 Cal.3d 553, 564; see Banning Ranch 

Conservancy v. City of Newport Beach (2017) 2 Cal.5th 918, 937.)  A discussion of 

project alternatives is required even if a projects impacts would be avoided or reduced by 

mitigation measures.  (Laurel Heights Improvement Assn. v. Regents of University of 

California (1988) 47 Cal.3d 376, 403; Kings County Farm Bureau v. City of Hanford 

(1990) 221 Cal.3d 692, 732 (Kings County).)  An EIR must describe a reasonable range 

of alternatives that could feasibly attain a project’s basic objectives.  (CEQA Guidelines, 

§ 15126, subd. (d); Kings County, supra, 221 Cal.3d at 733.)  “An EIR which does not 

produce adequate information regarding alternatives cannot achieve the dual purpose 

served by the EIR, which is to enable the reviewing agency to make an informed decision 

and to make the decisionmaker’s reasoning accessible to the public, thereby protecting 

informed self-government.”  (Kings County, supra, 221 Cal.3d at 733, quoting Laurel 

Heights Assn. v. Regents of University of California, supra, 47 Cal.3d at 403.) 

 

The DEIR Alternatives analysis states that two alternatives were considered, but 

rejected, Alternative 1—Reduced Tree Removal and Alternative 2—No Walking Path.  

(DEIR, pp. 272, 293.)  The DEIR summarily rejects these alternatives from further 

consideration “because they failed to meet most of the basic Project objectives, were 

determined to be infeasible, and/or would not avoid or substantially lessen significant 
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environmental impacts.”  (DEIR, p. 272.)  Thus, the only alternatives considered in the 

DEIR in detail were the proposed project and the No Build Alternative. 

 

The Preservation Society and other commenters on the Notice of Preparation 

requested analysis of an alternative without a separate walking trail.  (See, e.g., July 9, 

2018 and January 3, California State Railroad Museum Foundation letters.)  The DEIR 

preliminarily considered, and then rejected Alternative 2—No Walking Path.  According 

to the DEIR: 

 

This alternative would ultimately result in the same amount of track 

removal as the proposed Project (approximately 2 percent) even without the 

proposed walking path.  This alternative was rejected for further 

consideration and analysis because it would not avoid or substantially 

lessen significant environmental impacts.  This alternative would ultimately 

result in the same amount of track removal as the proposed Project 

(approximately 2 percent) even without the proposed walking path.  This 

alternative was rejected for further consideration and analysis because it 

would not avoid or substantially lessen significant environmental impacts. 

 

(DEIR, p. 293.)  The analysis of this alternative is incorrect and unsupported.   

 

As discussed above, “converting” or “repurposing the Railway by filling in the 

tracks with decomposed granite or other materials would alter the character and prevent 

future uses of the Railway for planned excursion trains.  Thus, it is incorrect for the DEIR 

to conclude that Alternative 2 would have the same impact on Cultural Resources as the 

proposed Project. Alternative 2 would not include filling in the tracks with decomposed 

granite or other materials, thus resulting in fewer miles of track removal/damage than the 

project.  Due to the DEIR’s erroneous conclusion that the project would not have a 

significant impact on historical resources, the DEIR fails to examine alternatives that 

would lessen the significance of impacts on historical resources.   

 

The DEIR is incorrect that Alternative 2—No Walking Path would result in the 

same amount of track removal as the proposed Project.  The DEIR wrongly assumes that 

the filling of track with DG does not destroy the track for use by trains.   

 

Where other Project constraints make it necessary for the walking path to 

overlap with the existing track, sections of the track will be converted to a 

walking trail by infilling the area between the metal rails with a traversable 

surface such as decomposed granite (DG). 
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(See DEIR, p. 151; see also DEIR, pp. 143, 145, 308.)  The claim that Alternative 2 

would have similar impacts as the proposed project is false.  Alternative 2 would have a 

significantly less harmful impact on the WGBL as a cultural resource because there 

would be less overall alteration and destruction of the WGBL Railroad.  

 

 Other existing projects demonstrate that a separate walkway removed from the 

Class I trail is not necessary, and that such a trail project can coexist with adjacent active 

railroads.  For instance, the American River Parkway does not include an additional 

walkway, and the shoulders are sufficient for pedestrian use.  The Arcata Rail with Trail 

Connectivity Project also runs a Class I trail parallel to active railroads.  (See Exhibit 1, 

Rails with Trails MND, pp. 1-5.)   

 

 Moreover, the claims that safety and ADA compliance dictate the removal of 

some segments of the WGBL is not supported in the DEIR.  As past commenters have 

pointed out, rubber flange fillers can be used to allow both future rail use and bike 

crossing.  (See CSRMF, January 3, 2019 Comment Letter, pp. 8, 20.)  ADA compliance 

is possible without removing rail as well.  (See CSRMF, January 3, 2019 Comment 

Letter, p. 5.)   

 

 Feasible alternatives that would avoid significant impacts to the WGBL have not 

been properly considered.  The DEIR does not substantiate the claim that Alternative 2 is 

not feasible, and evidence to the contrary has been introduced by the public.  The 

alternatives analysis fails to provide a fact-based comparison between the proposed 

project and Alternative 2.  (CEQA Guidelines, § 15126.6, subd. (d); see Kings County, 

supra, 221 Cal.3d at 733.)  

 

III. CONCLUSION 

 

The defects discussed herein (and in other comment letters) render the DEIR 

inadequate as an informational document.  The Rail Group requests that the City revisit 

the project with proper respect for and accommodation of our region’s rich rail history 

and future that is embodied in the Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad.  Doing so, in 

conjunction with conducting a complete analysis of the environmental effects of the  
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project as required by CEQA and NEPA, would lead to a trail with rail project worthy of 

adoption.  Thank you for considering these comments and please feel free to contact my 

office with any questions.   

 

 Very truly yours,  

 

 SOLURI MESERVE 

 A Law Corporation 

 

 

 By:   

ORM/mre 

 

Exhibits (Available Via Dropbox at: 

https://www.dropbox.com/sh/60zfjhz24r2g4gk/AAAWfaqvU0gj8p9b-kILo-tra?dl=0.) 

 

Exhibit 1, 2010 Arcata Rails with Trail Project Initial Study and Mitigated Negative 

Declaration 

 

Exhibit 2, 1991 Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam Excursion Train from Old 

Sacramento to Hood 

 

Exhibit 3, California State Rail Museum, Train Rides  

 

cc: Sacramento Rail Preservation Action Group 
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Art Fluter <sacrailactiongroup@gmail.com>

California State Railroad Museum - Railroad Right Of Way
1 message

Charles Boley <dickboley@gmail.com> Fri, Jul 6, 2018 at 5:30 PM
To: tbuford@cityofsacramento.org
Cc: Lukenbill Gregg <glukenbill@gmail.com>, Fluter Art <sacrailactiongroup@gmail.com>

I am a long time docent at the museum. I believe Sacramento, State Parks and other vested parties should 
do everything they can to preserve and expand the right of way.  The reason is simple “MONEY.”  An 
example of the value of this right of way is in Skagway, Alaska with the White Pass Railroad.  It is being 
sold to Carnival Inc for 296 million dollars (verifiable by Googling it). This is not a misprint.  In addition, with 
support from various civic agencies this railway could be a super asset and treasure for Sacramento and 
the surrounding communities.  Charles R. “Dick” Boley

Sent from my iPhone

Gmail - California State Railroad Museum - Railroad Right Of Way Page 1 of 1
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July 6, 2018

Mr. Tom Buford, Manager, Environmental Planning Services
City of Sacramento, Community Development Department
300 Richards Blvd, 3rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

Re: Del Rio Trail Notice of Preparation (NOP) of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR)

Dear Mr. Buford,

I have lived in Sacramento since 1981.  Since that time, I have mainly worked worked for the 
City of Sacramento, starting around 1985 as an Administrative Assistant in the Police 
Department and retiring as the City’s Web Manager in 2011.  I currently meet some of my 
personal obligations for community service as a volunteer at the California State Railroad 
Museum, an internationally known museum that generates income for the City of Sacramento 
and for the region. As I am sure that you know, the museum runs an excursion train south from 
Old Sacramento.  This historic rail line eventually reached Isleton and was very significant in 
serving the farming communities in the Sacramento Delta region. 

Putting this rail line back into service again would be an additional educational and recreational 
draw for both local residents and out of town visitors and would also provide economic benefits 
to our City. 

The eventual return of this rail line to service is jeopardized by the current configuration of the 
Del Rio Trail project. This project will permanently remove the historic rail connection between 
Sacramento and the still important historic Delta farming region it once served, resulting in this 
potential historic attraction to the Sacramento region being lost, conceivably forever.  This isn’t 
necessary or desirable.
 
I strongly support the return of future train operations on this historic rail line and I oppose any 
changes at any point to this rail line that precludes the eventual return of the line to operation. 

Some concepts that should be considered the in Del Rio Trail project include:

 1. The historic contributions of railroads to the history and development of Sacramento and 
the region need to be acknowledged and demonstrated.  Sacramento was built by, and then 
grew and prospered due to the railroad’s presence here.  The nation’s first transcontinental 
railroad started here, right  next to where the excursion trains leave Old Sacramento.

2. A multi-use capability of this transportation corridor is safe and possible. The combined use 
for bike enthusiasts, hikers and train operation is feasible and desirable.   The width of the 
railroad right-of-way is fully capable of accommodating these compatible uses.  There is no 
physical reason that it can’t be done.

https://maps.google.com/?q=300+Richards+Blvd,+3rd+Floor+Sacramento,+CA+95811&entry=gmail&source=g
https://maps.google.com/?q=300+Richards+Blvd,+3rd+Floor+Sacramento,+CA+95811&entry=gmail&source=g


3. Future rail operations will have minimal impacts on the area because any concerns can be 
mitigated.

4. And last, but not least, keeping ALL of this historic rail line in a multi-use configuration would 
be a noteworthy attraction for Sacramento and has significant potential for improved sales and 
tax revenues.

Sincerely,

Bill Taylor
4920 Harte Way
Sacramento, CA 95822

CC: Councilmember Jay Schenirer
       Council District 5



Art Fluter <sacrailactiongroup@gmail.com>

There are several bad items in the DEIR.
1 message

Adam <a19a@att.net> Sat, Dec 29, 2018 at 10:21 PM
To: tbuford@cityofsacramento.org
Cc: SacRailActionGroup@gmail.com

Adam Aleman
P.O. Box 277265
Sacramento, CA 95827-7265
a19a@att.net
(916) 804-5723

Mr. Tom Buford
Manager, Environmental Planning Services
City of Sacramento
Community Development Department
300 Richards Blvd, 3rd Floor
Sacramento, CA 95811

Mr. Buford:
I am concerned that the Draft EIR (DEIR) for the proposed Del Rio Trail (DRT) is incomplete, inaccurate, 
and is clearly anti-rail.

The DEIR does not address the damage the DRT will do to the integrity of the historic Walnut Grove 
Branch Line (WGBL). This historic artifact belongs to the people of California and the DRT will prevent it 
from ever operating again. Further, much of the WGBL will be removed or buried.

The DEIR is incomplete without describing rails-with-trails (RWT) as a possible satisfactory solution. 
California has hundreds of miles of successful RWT; internationally, the world has thousands of miles of 
RWT. Published studies show that RWT are safe and the best way of combining trails with active rail 
operations. The next EIR must evaluate a RWT solution and show how it is the most viable solution for the 
DRT. The RWT solution will provide a win for everyone. The trail is extended and connected to other trails. 
The SSRR operating franchise is preserved and can continue south. City maintenance requirements are 
reduced by the SSRR provided maintenance. Longer excursion rides mean more visitors to the City, who 
are spending more. The reputation of the City as a tourist destination is enhanced.

The DEIR is incomplete with no description of the Sacramento Southern Railroad (SSRR) and the adverse 
effects of pulling the rails. We must have a means of moving equipment from Old Town in the north to 
Meadowview in the south. From Meadowview, excursion trains can run further to Hood. 

The DEIR is incomplete is that it does not state how the City will reconnect our northern rails with our 
southern rails. If the rails are pulled, the city must make us whole again with an equivalent rail connection.

The DEIR is incomplete without a description of the CSRM and SSRR mission, which is to preserve past 
and present railroad culture. Part of this mission is to defend the SSRR's operating franchise and historical 
route for potential future use south to Hood.

The DIER is incomplete as it does not describe the potential financial losses that will accrue to the 
CSRM/SSRR. The CSRM/SSRR is a world class tourist attraction with over 300,000 visitors annually from 
every part of the world. It is the primary tourist anchor for Old Town. Damage to reputation of the 

Gmail - There are several bad items in the DEIR. Page 1 of 2
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CSRM/SSRR could result in adverse effects to the Old Town tourist economy and City parking and tax 
revenues.

The DEIR is  inaccurate in that many of the supposed rail issues are either not true or are overstated. Each 
issue must be accurately stated. Possible mitigation measures must also be fully described.

The City's anti-rail biases are clear in the DEIR.  Correct these biases in the next version of the EIR. 
Include the value of a fully intact WGBL. Include the mitigation value of a rails-with-trails solution.

Clearly the SSRR Needs to be supported by the City, County and the State of California!

Sincerely,
Adam Aleman

cc:  SacRailActionGroup@Gmail.com

Gmail - There are several bad items in the DEIR. Page 2 of 2
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GREGG LUKENBILL 
1081 38TH Street 

Sacramento, CA 95816 
January 14, 2019 
 

Tom Buford, Manager, Environmental Planning Services  
City of Sacramento, Community Development Department  
300 Richards Boulevard, 3rd Floor, Sacramento, CA 95811 
  

Re: Del Rio Trail Draft EIR:  1) Truncated EIR Scope; 2) Erroneous Project Descriptions 3) City failure to 
proceed in the manner prescribed by law 

This Draft Sacramento City environmental impact report (“DEIR”) as proposed, has been developed by the City 
to forcibly eliminate public participation, having decided many matters before those affected (Sacramento 
citizens) have even heard about sinister City actions leaving the public no option, as a ‘fait accompli’, but to 
accept City staffs wholly fabricated, unsupported covert staff decisions without public scrutiny.  Donald Trump 
and Vladimir Putin would both be proud to own this DEIR by Sacramento City staff, a product wholly made 
and executed with a base line document structure of alternative unsupported facts.  The Swamp moves west! 

This DEIR bisects and destroys a National Historical Resource, severs and destroys the Sacramento Southern 
Railroad, Polar Express, School Children Educational Trains, and tramples the Old Sacramento State Historical 
Park from the Railroad Museum to the Stone Lake National Wildlife Refuge and Nationally Historic Locke, all in 
Sacramento County.  How does City staff accomplish this?  It simply omits these resources altogether from the 
historic or current environment, and the public record required of a DEIR. The 39 years of Sacramento 
Southern Railroad operations, which moved 82,000 passengers in 2018, and California State Parks published 
Railroad Museum operational plans of the Sacramento Southern Railroad are never mentioned in the DEIR.  
The Old Sacramento State Historic Park (OSSHP) approved General Plan, six blocks from City Hall, is omitted 
from the report.  The thrice recognized National Historic Resource Walnut Grove Branch Line, our Farm to 
Fork Cultural Historic relationship that reclaimed 1,200 square miles (12 times the size of the City) of the 
Sacramento County Delta from salt water to lush farm land, creating tens of thousands of cannery jobs for 
generations of Sacramento families, is not only omitted, it is obliterated.  But it only gets better. 

City staff proudly includes a last second August, 2018 City submittal, and October 22nd, 2018 EIR surprise from 
Cal Trans wherein, without a single public hearing, environmental staff decisions have been made on a City 
and Cal Trans federal submittal, without public scrutiny or input, titled: 

“FINDING OF NO ADVERSE EFFECT WITH STANDARD CONDITIONS - SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S 
STANDARDS FOR THE TREATMENT OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES” 

40CFR §1500.1(b) “NEPA procedures must insure that environmental information is available to public 
officials and citizens before decisions are made and before actions are taken. The information must be of 
high quality. Accurate scientific analysis, expert agency comments, and public scrutiny are essential to 
implementing NEPA. Most important, NEPA documents must concentrate on the issues that are truly 
significant to the action in question, rather than amassing needless detail. 
 
The NEPA related CSO document conclusions are in direct violation of 40 CFR §1500.1(b) & 1500.2.  On page 1 
Section 1.2 of the DEIR, the City of Sacramento announces that the City itself is serving as the environmental 
experts and scientists for the DEIR, literally moving the fox into the hen house.  Then they announce that they 
covertly filed documents with Cal Trans in August, 3 months in advance of publishing the DEIR (in which the 



application is not included) to achieve a 291 page NEPA determination by the CSO without public scrutiny, or 
even access to the application.  And the Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions (DEIR, App. J.2) 
by GPA of Los Angeles is riddled with omissions, errors, and truncated and false statements that are just now 
seeing public scrutiny.  Made as instructed by the City. 
 
The DEIR and Appendix J.2 does not even accurately quote 36 CFR 60.4 omitting the entire preamble, “The 
quality of significance in American history, architecture, archaeology and culture is present in districts, sites, 
buildings, structures, and objects of state and local importance that possess integrity of location, design, 
setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association,” and truncates  (a) “That are associated with 
events that have made a significant contribution to the broad pattern of our history”.  The City hires a Los 
Angeles consultant to trash our globally unique Farm to Fork wholly Sacramento City and County Delta 
history, proudly proclaiming it a victory in the DEIR.   
 
This is but the tip of the City misrepresentations to the State, and Federal government, in what might be 
construed as the continuation of a City effort in cooperation with SACOG and RT to get federal money with a 
scheme and a filing that misrepresents the facts, solicits funding with false filings, and which if done 
intentionally actually crosses over to criminal, rather than civil law.  One wonders what Donald Trump would 
think about think about this administrative management by the City.   
 
There is another minor problem; NEPA 1500.1(b) requires “public scrutiny essential to implementing NEPA”, 
in defining the “Purpose.  The City application prepared for Cal Trans and granted by the CSO did not 
adequately engage the public.   The City cannot make its own rules.   
 
And of course, see other omitted EIR facts and documents in the City’s alternate universe.  The “nugget” 
taken away from this interesting City attempt to defraud the citizens of Sacramento of transparent 
information, is the clever use of the LA consultant GPA invented word “segment” for the National Historical 
Resource, a filing which does not meet the most basis standards of CEQA or NEPA.  The GPA defined only the 
Del Rio Trail parcel in the filing, the use of which does not comply with the basis CEQA definition of 
environment 

CA PUBLIC RESOURCES CODES - 
§ 21060.5 Environment 
“Environment” means the physical conditions which exist within the area which will be affected by a proposed 
project, including land, air, water, minerals, flora, fauna, noise, objects of historic or aesthetic significance. 
 

§ 15125. Environmental Setting. 
(a) An EIR must include a description of the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of the project, as they 

exist at the time the notice of preparation is published, or if no notice of preparation is published, at the time 

environmental analysis is commenced, from both a local and regional perspective. This environmental 
setting will normally constitute the baseline physical conditions by which a lead agency 
determines whether an impact is significant 
 

On the next two pages are two maps omitted by the City in the DEIR. 
The first is from the Old Sacramento State Historic Park (“OSSHP”) Planning Area General Plan, contained in the Final OSSHP 
EIR and General Plan, which is an egregious intentional omission.   
The second is the Walnut Grove Branch Line map included or referenced in all 3 federal Army Corps of Engineers studies 
provided digitally to the city, none of which were included in the DEIR. 



 

 



THIS CITY AND STATE PUBLISHED DOCUMENT WAS INTENTIONALLY OMITTED FROM THE PLAN 
 

 



This map is used as the base line in three Army Corps of Engineers published documents in 1991, 1992 and 2007, all studies  
provided digitally to the city on July 9, 2018 in association with the NOP, and requested that the city publish them along with the 
EIR.  They did not do so, which in my opinion diminishes public accessibility to historical information concerning the destruction of 
a Sacramento recognized National Historical Resource. 

The Caltrans Section 106PA filed in theoretical compliance with Section 106 of the National Preservation Act is based on 
information that is not in compliance with either federal or state environmental laws in terms of the proposed project, and a 
myriad of historical documents that continue to be withheld from the this public NEPA and CEQA EIR process. 

The alternative facts presented by City planning staff to the public in the Del Rio Trail Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) are 
a MAI (“made as instructed”) city work product devoid of factual environmental information with a clearly malicious purpose. 

This intensely focused city effort would be comical, were the intended results not so tragic and permanent for all Sacramento city, 
county and regional residents, as well as future generations. 

The clear and obvious primary purpose of this carefully designed, fraudulently constructed environmental document, prepared 
under the direct supervision of city planning staff, is to circumvent and elude federal, state, county and city environmental law 
while permanently severing a nationally recognized state and federal historical Sacramento artery; the Sacramento Southern 
Railroad Walnut Grove Branch Line. 

As the City administration truncates and falsifies the Del Rio Trail public record with millions of dollars of local, state and federal 
funds, in support of their political agenda, the victims of this directed City administrative malfeasance are the citizens of the City 
and County of Sacramento, and the surrounding region. 

The base line environmental conditions of the entire report are obviously misrepresented by the City omitting legally required 
reference documents and manipulating what is presented so as to destroy a treasured nationally recognized historical resource, in 
a manner that it tantamount to fraud. 

The mismanagement and blatant disregard of the published historical record within this Del Rio Trail EIR already makes it clear 
that the primary purpose of this draft EIR document is to sever, and forever destroy, a unique, nationally recognized California 
State Parks, County and City of Sacramento historical resource, by recklessly failing to proceed in the CEQA and NEPA manner 
prescribed by law through a distorted public record and countless misrepresentations of the facts. 
 
On page XXV under Anticipated Construction Equipment, the DEIR leaves out the 8’ wide vibrating roller compactor necessary for 
earth fill levee expansion west of Parcel 49 from the I-5 bridge to Sutterville Road.  The ground vibrations will impact the homes 
along Darnell Way.  I am speaking from the experience of 4 million square feet of commercial constructed buildings, and 
thousands of acres of road and parking lot construction including all the major streets of North Natomas which were built 
privately and sold to the city through an Acquisition Assessment District.  The City is seriously understating the impacts and the 
costs associated with the I-% bicycle bridge, and the wholly destructive berm concept behind the homes along Darnell Way.  Here 
again, the City is misrepresenting the environmental impact facts and doing a serious and irresponsible disservice to the public, 
particularly to the homeowners along Darnell Way. 

The Introduction 1.1 on page1 is False.  The DEIR is clearly not in compliance with either CEQA or NEPA.  The statement “complete 
description” is also false with massive omissions.   

On page 2 section 1.3 the DEIR’s manipulative administrative omissions of this document creates more impacts than it avoids and 
does not attempt to avoid or mitigate its destructive intentions clearly evidencing the City failure to proceed in the manner 
prescribed by law.  It is false to say that the City prepared this EIR in accordance with CEQA Guidelines section 15000 et seq. 

The entire 1.7 Scope discussed on page 7 of the DEIR results in false findings, conclusions and impact determinations that 
effectively defrauds the public from a legitimate objective legally compliant effort on the part of the City of Sacramento.  This 
effort is a waste of taxpayers’ money and will not stand any test of reasonableness. 
 
On page xxvi the City has not stated all of the Areas of Controversy.  The following are also Areas of Controversy:  

1) I have provided digital support documentation which the city has intentionally withheld from the public.  Due to the fact 
that the City is improperly representing and analyzing the Del Rio Trail as a “segment”, both at the CSO, as well as under 
NEPA and CEQA § 21060.5 Environment and § 15125. Environmental Setting as previously stated, I am again 
requesting the digital historical record be completed and made available to the public in the final EIR submitted on July 9th.   



2) Another obvious area of controversy is the City’s ethical track record to serve as the lead responsible Environmental 
Consultant.  The City does not have the scientific capacity or environmental expertise required by 40 CFR §1500.1(b) to 
make scientific and environmental decisions.  GPA states they work for Dokken, Dokken states they are the City’s scribe.  
The City has clearly failed up to proceed in the manner prescribed by law by the preparation of this document. 
40 CFR §1500.1 Purpose.  
(a) The National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) is our basic national charter for protection of the environment. It 
establishes policy, sets goals (section 101), and provides means (section 102) for carrying out the policy. Section 102(2) 
contains “action-forcing” provisions to make sure that federal agencies act according to the letter and spirit of the Act. 
The regulations that follow implement section 102(2). Their purpose is to tell federal agencies what they must do to 
comply with the procedures and achieve the goals of the Act. The President, the federal agencies, and the courts share 
responsibility for enforcing the Act so as to achieve the substantive requirements of section 101.  
(b) NEPA procedures must insure that environmental information is available to public officials and 
citizens before decisions are made and before actions are taken. The information must be of high 
quality. Accurate scientific analysis, expert agency comments, and public scrutiny are essential to 
implementing NEPA. Most important, NEPA documents must concentrate on the issues that are truly significant to 
the action in question, rather than amassing needless detail. 

3) The factual record of omissions to this DEIR are legally inexcusable starting with State Parks Sacramento Southern 
Railroad, and the OSSHP plan on both ends of the GPA “segmented” National Historical Resource route which would 
become 3 discontinuous arteries under the project.  

4) The correct application of § 21060.5 Environment and § 15125. Environmental Setting to the thrice recognized totality of 
the thrice recognized National Historical Resource Walnut Grove Brach Line as the Cultural Historical Agriculture Farm to 
Fork Artery of Sacramento History that it actually is that had and still has a massive historical impact on Sacramento. 

5) The Public Outreach throughout this project and for the Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions DEIR 
Finding Determination attachment (DEIR, App. J.2) has been intentionally fraudulently managed by the City.  The City does 
not state that it is severing the contiguous rails at Sutterville Road, and attempts to deceive the CSRM, State Parks, and 
the public of which this DEIR is the primary evidentiary document of this City’s fraudulent behavior,  

6) At no point does the city honestly state that its primary objective is to sever the rails at Sutterville Road, terminating State 
Parks rail access to the southern 21 miles of California State Parks 39 year old plan, and to own up to the honest and 
transparent economic and cultural impact financial responsibility for doing so, instead of whatever brand of Trump or 
Putin administration this dishonest use of CEQA and NEPA in the DEIR actually is. 

7) The Land Use application and handling of this DEIR is false and skews the public, political, technical and legal analysis 
8) The treatment of the Cultural Historical Record is a repudiation of our historical identity that needs to be amended 

 
Similarly, on the same page xxv1, the “ISSUES TO BE RESOLVED” in this DEIR is incomplete, not in legal compliance, and does not 
circumscribe the identification of issues to be resolved as inferred.   
 
On page xxx regarding the Historical Resources, I believe that the City obtained CSO “FINDING OF NO ADVERSE EFFECT WITH 
STANDARD CONDITIONS - SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S STANDARDS FOR THE TREATMENT OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES” regarding 
NEPA was inappropriately obtained with a truncated (36 CFR 60.4) definition,  a misrepresented land use, boundaries, area of 
impact, NEPA and CEQA descriptions and the segmenting of a whole cultural “Line” artery, route,, thoroughfare, national 
historical resource.   
 
The physical boundaries of the 1991 Significance Determination are contained in the 1992 Army Corps of Engineers National 
Register Nomination filing as follows: 
 
Verbal Boundary Description: 
The Branch Line Railroad begins at the terminus of I Street at Front Street in the City of Sacramento and continues south and west 
24.5 miles to the north end of Walnut Grove, California, just south of the Delta Cross Channel. It is contained entirely in 
Sacramento County and is depicted by the United States Geological Survey on five topographic quadrangles (7.5 minute series, 
see attached). The route averages 16 feet in width. 
 
The Walnut Grove Branch Line Map depicted on the City DEIR project vicinity map is on the next page. 



 
Del Rio Trail proposed severing of 21 miles of contiguous impacted Sacramento Southern Railroad Walnut Grove Branch 
Line depicted on DEIR page ii project Vicinity Map per § 15125 as stated in TOC page xxxii. 
 



 
Continuing the 1991 Army Corps Significance Finding in the 1992 National Registration Nomination 
 
Boundary Justification: 
The property boundaries are based on land purchases made by the Sacramento Southern Railroad Company in 1905 and historic 
alignment maps and include the historic location of the main line. The elevated levee is still evident traversing the landscape for 
the majority of the 24.5-mile corridor. The boundaries include the entire length and width of that portion of the railroad 
constructed between 1908 and 1912, with the exception of 0.5 miles of route within the town of Walnut Grove. This section of 
levee, rails, and ties was removed and subdivided around 1988, and therefore is not included in the property boundaries. 
Given the construction methods and the importance of the line to the economic development of the Delta, the Walnut Grove 
Branch Line Railroad appears eligible to the National Register of Historic Places 
 
§ 15125. Environmental Setting. 
(b) An EIR must include a description of the physical environmental conditions in the vicinity of the project, as they 

exist at the time the notice of preparation is published, or if no notice of preparation is published, at the time 

environmental analysis is commenced, from both a local and regional perspective. This environmental 
setting will normally constitute the baseline physical conditions by which a lead agency 
determines whether an impact is significant 

 
The Summary and Conclusions Page of the 1991 Resource Significance Determination states: 
“Given the construction methods and the importance of the line to the economic development of the Delta, the 
Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad appears eligible to the National Register of Historic Places 
 
How do you “segment” a National Historical Resource with registered Boundary Descriptions and Boundary Justification 
contiguously mapped. 

The following California State Parks & Railroad Museum Published Mission Statement and strategy must be integrated into the 
planned and encompassed as impacted by the project as proposed. 

The following is the published State Parks Mission Statement 

: “The California State Railroad Museum preserves and interprets the artifacts and culture of Western railroads and railroading for 
present and future generations.  We use iconic collections, innovative and immersive exhibits, engaging, interpretation and 
programs, and memorable event to create enjoyable experiences, empower learning and inspire appreciation for a diverse 
audience about the role and impact of the railroad and mobility in California, the West, and the Nation.  

California State Parks Strategy K – Sacramento Southern Railroad (“SSRR) Value and Integration – Integrating the SSRR and 
unlocking its value as a key CSRM program  
• Goal 11.1: As a key CSRM program, SSRR unlocks its potential and is fully integrated with the museum’s mission, its 
programmatic, interpretive and exhibit needs, and public value delivery.  
• Goal 11.2: There is organizational clarity about the desirability of the Zoo and Hood extensions, their value to CSRM, business 
implications, and how they should be prioritized and addressed 
 
Herewith AGAIN is the attachments list included in my July 9th EIR comment submittal letter to the City. 

“The following related documents are hereby enclosed on a flash drive in reference the foregoing, to be included in the public 
record.” 
 

1) 1980-Jerry Brown Steam Train To Sacramento  (digital and paper) 
2) Sacramento Southern Aerial Video (flash drive only) (flash drive only) 
3) Sacramento Southern video of the docent volunteer construction of the route (flash drive only) 
4) Walnut Grove Branch Line EIR Historic Route (digital and paper) 
5) 1991 - 9-26 Final Specific Excursion Train EIR Approval (digital and paper) 
6) 1989 Draft EIR for Steam Train Extension to Hood - Merged & compressed (digital and paper) 
7) RT-CA Agreement 4-11-88 for ROW Sac Southern 



8) 1991-4-30 Army Corps National Historic Resource Determination (digital and paper) 
9) 1991 4.5 mile - 035-0010-053 Regional Transit (RT) Title Report and Recorded Survey Document 
10) 1992-8-19 Army Corps Walnut Grove Railroad National Register Nomination (digital and paper) 
11) 1994 - Sac RT - South Sacramento Corridor Transit Improv EIR (includes excursion train) (flash drive only) 
12) 1996-2-28 CSRM to Reg Transit - Proposed lease of South Sac ROW (digital and paper) 
13) 2007 National Historic American Engineering Record (HAER) Registration (digital and paper) 
14) 2014 June Final Old Sacramento State Historic Park EIR and General Plan  (flash drive only) 
15) SACOG 5-28 - 2015 Original Application Del Rio Trail application (flash drive only) 
16) CA PARKS-CSRM-FOUNDATION JOINT Strategic MASTER PLAN Document As Approved June 13 2017 (flash drive only) 

 

 Finally attached hereto are a Board Resolution and Memorandum regarding the Sacramento Historical Society position regard the 
Del Rio Trail 

 

SCHS Board Final Minutes 
March 13, 2018 @ 6:30PM 

 
11) Consider a proposal for the Sacramento County Historical Society to publicly oppose the City of 
Sacramento’s removal of the Sacramento Southern rails south of Sutterville Road to Pocket Rd. 
The Board unanimously approved the Sac Southern resolution attached hereto as page 3. 
 

SCHS Board Resolution 
 
Resolved:  That the Sacramento County Historical Society opposes the City’s 
plan to approve the Del Rio Trail by Mitigated Negative Declaration unless the 
City retains the historical rails of the Walnut Grove Branch Line; or, if planners 
intend to remove any rails, the Society demands:  (a) that the City solicit and 
accept adequate public input, including input from all stakeholders; (b) that 
the City create and circulate a draft Environmental Impact Report under CEQA 
and a draft Environmental Impact Statement under NEPA; and, (c) that the 
City proceed with plans for removing any rails only after finalizing an 
adequate EIR and EIS, incorporating consideration of all public comment and 
a suitable study of alternatives to removal. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



RATIONALE FOR A MOTION OF THE SACRAMENTO COUNTY HISTORICAL SOCIETY BOARD TO 
OPPOSE THE REMOVAL OF HISTORICAL RAILS FROM THE 

WALNUT GROVE BRANCH LINE / DEL RIO TRAIL 
 
1. Southern Pacific Railroad constructed the Walnut Grove Branch Line, also known as the Sacramento Southern 
Railroad, with completion to Freeport in 1906, to Walnut Grove in 1912, and to Isleton in 1929.  The line brought 
agricultural products to Sacramento for distribution throughout the country, serving as Sacramento’s first farm-to-fork rail 
line. 
 

2. The California State Historic Preservation Office determined in 1991 that the Walnut Grove Branch Line is a 
historical resource under state and federal law, eligible for the National Register of Historic Places; 
 

3. Southern Pacific discontinued service on the Walnut Grove Branch Line in 1978 and thereafter sold off the right-
of-way.  Sacramento Regional Transit (RT) purchased the right-of-way from Sutterville Road to Pocket Road to for 
possible development as a light-rail line.  The California Department of Parks and Recreation bought the remainder of the 
right-of-way to Hood for development as an excursion railroad. 
 

4. In 1994, RT decided to forego the use of the corridor as a light-rail line.  More recently, RT agreed to transfer RT’s 
right-of-way to the City of Sacramento (“City”) for development as a multi-use trail to be known as the Del Rio Trail. 
 

5. Planning for the Del Rio Trail appears to have been done largely during private meetings with a neighborhood 
association, some of whose members oppose any future use of the rails.  The City did not provide notice to or seek input 
from important stakeholders such as the California State Historic Preservation Office, California Department of Parks and 
Recreation, the California State Railroad Museum Foundation, or the Sacramento County Historical Society. 
 

6. The City proposes a costly plan to remove the rails, and to develop two separate trails, one for walking (which 
may not be compliant with Americans With Disabilities Act requirements) and a bicycle trail.  However, the bicycle trail 
will also incorporate decomposed granite shoulders that multi-use trails, including the American River Bike Trail, 
incorporate to accommodate walkers and runners. 
 

7. The redundant two-trail concept may be a disingenuous justification to remove the historical rails of the Walnut 
Grove Branch Line along much of the Del Rio Trail by claiming insufficient space to accommodate both the rails and the 
dual trails.  The plan adds to the overall cost and potentially delays completion of the trail. 
 

8. The City has sought both state and federal funding for the development of the Del Rio Trail.  The City claims that 
plans for the Del Rio Trail are exempt from a full environmental review under the California Environmental Quality Act 
(“CEQA”) and the National Environmental Policy Act (“NEPA”), despite the apparent requirement for a full environmental 
review as a condition to removal of historical resources. 
 

9. The City proposes to approve plans for the Del Rio Trail in a Mitigated Negative Declaration, claiming categorical 
exemptions under CEQA and categorical exclusions under NEPA.  The proposal exposes the City to litigation for using 
abridged procedures that do not seek sufficient public input and do not fully consider alternatives to removal of the 
historical rails. 
 

Therefore, the Sacramento County Historical Society Board should consider the following motion for a 
Board resolution for public circulation: 
 

Resolved:  That the Sacramento County Historical Society opposes the City’s plan to approve the Del 
Rio Trail by Mitigated Negative Declaration unless the City retains the historical rails of the Walnut 
Grove Branch Line; or, if planners intend to remove any rails, the Society demands:  (a) that the City 
solicit and accept adequate public input, including input from all stakeholders; (b) that the City create 
and circulate a draft Environmental Impact Report under CEQA and a draft Environmental Impact 
Statement under NEPA; and, (c) that the City proceed with plans for removing any rails only after 
finalizing an adequate EIR and EIS, incorporating consideration of all public comment and a suitable 
study of alternatives to removal. 
 



Comment 39: Eric Baugher (December 31, 2018) 

 
Response 39: 

 

Thank you for your comment. Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal 

will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where 

necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have 

a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch 



Comment 40: Michael Greer (January 2, 2019)
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Response 40A: 

 

The proposed Build Alternative has been developed to minimize impacts to the historic railroad to 

the greatest extent feasible.  Due to the limited impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will 

only constitute approximately 2 percent of the total remaining historic fabric where necessitated 

for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, the project was determined to have a Finding of 

No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the 

Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 

Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and 

Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation X.B(1) between the Federal Highway 

Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, the California State Historic 

Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of Transportation.  

 

Response 40B: 

 

Throughout the preliminary planning process, the City of Sacramento has considered numerous 

design alternatives for the proposed Build Alternative.  These alternatives were identified through 

extensive public outreach with the local community and stakeholders (see EIR Section 

1.8).  Ultimately the project description for the Build Alternative in the EIR incorporates changes 

proposed by public comments to minimize impacts to the historic railroad whenever 

feasible.  However, the City of Sacramento does not currently plan for an excursion train to operate 

in the project area, so a Rail-only or Rail-with-Trail option is not considered a practical alternative.   

D 



Comment 7: Cheryl Marcell, California State Railroad Museum Foundation (January 3, 2019)  
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Comment 36: Arthur Fluter 
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Due to the size of the file, the entirety of this document is not included. The full document can be 

found at www.adirondackrr.com/adkrr/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/economicImpact-3.pdf. 

http://www.adirondackrr.com/adkrr/wp-content/uploads/2016/03/economicImpact-3.pdf


 
Due to the size of the file, the entirety of this document is not included. The full document can be 

found at 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5a94975445776eaaf7fe13f6/t/5aa1c5d1ec212dd5d7e5ae62/

1520551440170/SPTC+Study.pdf. 

 

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5a94975445776eaaf7fe13f6/t/5aa1c5d1ec212dd5d7e5ae62/1520551440170/SPTC+Study.pdf
https://static1.squarespace.com/static/5a94975445776eaaf7fe13f6/t/5aa1c5d1ec212dd5d7e5ae62/1520551440170/SPTC+Study.pdf


Comment 41: Paul Ashley Helman (January 3, 2019) 
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Response 41A: 

 

The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class I multi-use path.  An excursion 

rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project is not included within the EIR 

impact analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future excursion train, as the project’s 

purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path connection between the 

Sacramento River Parkway and the Freeport Shores Bikeway in accordance with the City of 

Sacramento Bikeway Master Plan. The EIR did not include a potential trail/excursion rail 
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Comment 42: Steven Szalay (January 3, 2019)
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Comment 45: Julie Avery (January 7, 2019) 
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Response 45A: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned 

and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited 

impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the 

total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, 

the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for 

impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the 

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination 

was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation 

X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of 

Transportation. 

 

Response 45B: 

 

The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam 

Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento 

State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning 

document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor.  The latter document identifies an extension 

of the existing excursion train from Old Sacramento to the Sacramento Zoo (at Sutterville Road) 

as well as a new excursion train line which could run from the Pocket Road/Meadowview Road 

neighborhood to the town of Hood.  The plan and 2014 FEIR specifically exclude the segment of 

the planned extension of the excursion rail between Sutterville Road and Pocket 

Road/Meadowview Road (Chapter 4, Page 4-21). As a result, the City of Sacramento has 

determined that the proposed multi-use trail would not interfere with the approved land use within 

that segment of the corridor or the planned extension of the excursion rail.  
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Comment 54: Stephen E. Drew (January 7, 2019) 

 
 

Response 54: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The proposed project would construct and operate a 4.8-mile Class 

I multi-use path.  An excursion rail is not a project component; therefore, analysis of a rail project 

is not included within the DEIR impact analysis. The trail project is not associated with any future 

excursion train, as the project’s purpose and need is to advance and complete the planned bike path 



Comment 50: Ralph Orlandella (January 7, 2019): 
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Response 50A: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned 

and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited 

impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the 

total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, 

the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for 

impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the 

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination 

was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation 

X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of 

Transportation. 
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Comment 53: Ryan Adam (January 8, 2019) 

 
 

Response 53A: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned 

and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited 
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Comment 48: Mario D. Allen (January 8, 2019)
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Response 48A: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned 

and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited 

impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the 

total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, 

the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for 

impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the 

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination 

was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation 

X.B(1) between the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic 

Preservation, the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and The California Department Of 

Transportation. 

 

Response 47B: 

 

The City acknowledges that there was an approved Final EIR for the Extension of the Steam 

Excursion Train from Old Sacramento to Hood (1991); however, the approved Old Sacramento 

State Historic Park General Plan and FEIR (June 2014, SCH: 20100092068) is the current planning 

document for planned uses of the historic rail corridor.  The latter document identifies an extension 
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Comment 52: Ron Butts (January 8, 2019) 
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Response 52A: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned 

and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited 

impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the 

total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, 

the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for 

impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the 

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination 
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Comment 49: Paul Murray (January 8, 2019)
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Response 49A: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned 

and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited 

impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the 

total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, 

the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for 

impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the 

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination 

was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation 
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Comment 46: Kim Harrington (January 9, 2019)
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Response 46A: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The City is dedicated to public outreach and ongoing public 

communications with all interested stakeholders including the South Land Park Neighborhood 

Association (SLPNA), Land Park Community Association (LPCA), California State Parks, 

Sacramento Regional Transit, and the Railroad Foundation. Following award of the ATP Cycle 2 

Grant in 2015, the City designed a public outreach program to share information and obtain 



Comment 51: Richard Paselk (January 9, 2018) 
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Response 51A: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The City’s discloses all potential impacts to the legally abandoned 

and segmented rail within the proposed project area (see Section 2.4 of the EIR). Due to the limited 

impacts to the railroad, in which track removal will only constitute approximately 2 percent of the 

total remaining historic fabric where necessitated for safety reasons and will otherwise be avoided, 

the project was determined to have a Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions for 

impacts to the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad through the use of the 

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties. This determination 

was made pursuant to 36 CFR 800.5(c) and Section 106 Programmatic Agreement Stipulation 
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Comment 47: Lynne Sawyer (January 7, 2019)  

 
Response 47: 

 

Thank you for your comment. The City of Sacramento does recognize the current level of interest 

in Old Sacramento, rail-related history, and its importance to the community.  The City of 

Sacramento developed the Old Sacramento State Historic Park General Plan and 2014 FEIR to 

guide the development, ongoing management, and public use of the Old Sacramento State Historic 

Park for the next 20 years or beyond.  This Plan includes opportunities to expand historic rail usage 

through future projects and expand opportunities for the community and tourists to experience and 

learn about Sacramento’s rich railroad history. 

 

In addition, through the development of the Del Rio Trail project, the City coordinated with the 

California State Railroad Foundation, addressing their concerns regarding track removal by 

reducing track impacts from 50% to 2% of the track in the project area. 
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2850 Spafford Street, Davis, CA 95618 | 530-757-2521 | www.jrphistorical.com 
 
MEMORANDUM 

March 4, 2019 

TO: Osha Meserve, Soluri Meserve 

FROM: Christopher McMorris and Cheryl Brookshear, JRP Historical Consulting, LLC 

RE: Peer review of historical resources compliance documentation for the Del Rio Trail Project, City 
of Sacramento, California 

 
At your request, JRP Historical Consulting, LLC (JRP) prepared this expert peer review of the historic built 
environment data and analysis in the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) and Final Environmental 
Impact Report (FEIR) cultural resources sections of the Del Rio Trail Project in the City of Sacramento, 
California. The DEIR and FEIR were prepared for project compliance under the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). The cultural resources sections of the DEIR and FEIR include analysis regarding 
impacts to the historic Sacramento Southern Railway, Walnut Grove Branch Line (WGBL) railroad, which 
is considered a historical resource under CEQA because it is listed in the California Register of Historical 
Resources based on its formal determination of eligibility under Criteria A and C of the National Register 
of Historic Places with a period of significance of 1908 to 1934. The boundaries of the historical resource 
consist of the 24.5 miles identified along its original route. 
 
JRP undertook a general review of the historical resources documentation prepared for the Del Rio Trail 
Project and did not conduct research, except as cited herein, nor any fieldwork for preparation of this 
memorandum. This peer review has been limited to examining relevant sections of the DEIR, FEIR, and 
the historical resources technical report appended to the DEIR as Appendix J.2, and certain associated 
documents cited herein. JRP has not been previously involved with this project, except for participation 
on a team that submitted a proposal for, and did not win, the environmental compliance 
documentation. JRP has also not participated in any of the public outreach efforts.  
 
The historic resources compliance documentation presented in the DEIR and FEIR cultural resources 
sections are largely derived from the historical resources technical report, which is the Finding of No 
Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions, Secretary of Interior’s Standards (FNAE-SC-SOIS) that qualified 
architectural historians at GPA Consulting prepared. The FNAE-SC-SOIS was prepared for project 
compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and its implementing regulation in 
Title 36 Code of Federal Regulations Part 800 (36 CFR 800). Section 106 compliance was required 
because of federal funding and Caltrans’ involvement with this project. The FNAE-SC-SOIS was prepared 
because the WGBL is a historic property under Section 106, and the report included previous historic 
resources documentation of the WGBL. The general review presented herein focuses on the historical 
resources technical report because the DEIR / FEIR Project Impact Analysis follows the FNAE-SC-SOIS.  
 

http://www.jrphistorical.com/
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The DEIR was released to the public in November 2018 and the FEIR was made public in February 2019.  
The FEIR includes a change to the project to remove the separate walking trail and infilling the area 
between and around the WGBL’s tracks with a traversable surface such as decomposed granite. The 
project presented in the FEIR still includes removal of track in four locations, encasement of track in four 
locations, and removal of a railroad berm and a railroad bridge.   
 

General Review 

JRP concludes herein that although it may be possible for the Del Rio Trail Project to conform with the 
SOI Standards of Rehabilitation, the project as analyzed in the FNAE-SC-SOIS and DEIR / FEIR does not 
meet those standards. The project, as proposed, would diminish the historical resource’s integrity of 
design, materials, and workmanship to a greater degree than acknowledged, and the conditions 
proposed to minimize potential impacts to the historical resource are insufficient to preserve the 
WGBL’s historic character. 
 
Methodology of Analysis 

An initial issue in the cultural resources section of the DEIR / FEIR is that instead of providing an 
assessment of project impacts using the stated methodology for analysis that would be in compliance 
with CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5, the analysis presented is taken directly from the FNAE-SC-SOIS, 
which is solely focused on addressing standards in 36 CFR 800. The project impact analysis for Impact 
CUL-1 in the cultural resources section of the DEIR does not specifically address whether the project 
would materially impair the WGBL such that it would cause a substantial adverse change in the historical 
resource and be a potential significant impact on the environment. While substantially similar, 36 CFR 
800 and CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5 are separate regulations operating from different 
jurisdictions. The former stems from federal law and the requirements for the assessment of adverse 
effects are clearly delineated. While relevant, the indicated examples of adverse effect in 36 CFR 800.5 
do not exist in CEQA.  
 
A substantial adverse change under CEQA Guidelines Section 15064.5(b) is defined as “physical, 
demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration of the resource or its immediate surroundings such 
that the significance of an historical resource would be materially impaired.” The two regulations do 
agree that a project avoids adversely affecting a historic property / historical resource if it conforms with 
the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (SOI Standards), which 
includes the treatment of Rehabilitation under which the Del Rio Project was assessed. Examination of 
the project vis-à-vis the SOI Standards for Rehabilitation is the core of the analysis presented in the 
FNAE-SC-SOIS and the DEIR / FEIR cultural resources section. 
 
The inadequacy of the DEIR / FEIR Project Impacts Analysis of Impact CUL-1 may have been the result of 
a qualified architectural historian not being involved with the preparation of this section. Instead, an 
archaeologist from Dokken Engineering is indicated as the preparer of this section. 
 
Conformance with the SOI Standards of Rehabilitation and Impacts Analysis 
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As noted, it may be possible for the Del Rio Trail Project to conform with the SOI Standards of 
Rehabilitation, but the project as analyzed in the FNAE-SC-SOIS does not meet those standards. This is 
particularly the case if the images from Attachments F and G of the report were used to justify 
conformance. (The images in those attachments include areas that do not show the tracks, ties, and 
ballast and instead these features of the historical resource appear to be removed from much of the 
project design.) To avoid causing a substantial adverse change that would materially impair the WGBL as 
a historical resource, the project should change its approach to work with the railroad line more like a 
functioning / potentially functioning railroad than as an abandoned structure that would be 
rehabilitated to an extent that only preserves elements of the historical resource’s aesthetic qualities.  
 
To meet the SOI Standards, further efforts would be needed to retain the historic character of the 
WGBL, preserve its potential use as a railroad, add new features in such a way as to reduce destruction 
of historic material, and install new construction in a way that preserves the historical resource. The 
analysis regarding project compliance with the SOI Standards of Rehabilitation does not sufficiently 
account for removal of historic fabric, introduction of new visual elements, and changes in use of the 
historical resource. The project, as proposed, would cause physical destruction to a segment of the 24.5 
mile WGBL, result in alterations that are not in conformance with the SOI Standards, change the 
property’s use and physical features that contribute to its significance, introduce visual elements that 
diminish its historic significance, and may result in neglect of the historic railroad. 
 
The analysis does not adequately address the way in which the project would diminish the historical 
resource’s integrity of design, materials, and workmanship as presented in Section 4.2 of the FNAE-SC-
SOIS. This section acknowledges that the WGBL retains sufficient integrity of design and materials 
because a “preponderance of steel rails and wood ties are sufficient to convey the resource’s historic 
function and aesthetic,” and a “majority of the segment (affected by the project) retains steel rails, 
wood ties, and gravel ballast, as it would have during the period of significance.” Furthermore, Section 
4.2 notes that details such as individual bolts help illustrate integrity of workmanship. 
 
The combined project elements of track removal, encasement of tracks concrete, and installing new 
landscaping along the tracks are not taken into account as a combined set of effects on the overall 
historical resource.  

• The proposed track removal would expand sections of the WBGL within the project’s Area of 
Potential Effects (APE) (also referred to as a Project Area Limits, or PAL) that have already been 
affected, thus diminishing the integrity of those sections further. The impact of track removal is 
downplayed and not analyzed for its contribution to diminishing the historical resource’s overall 
integrity of design, materials, and workmanship. If this were a building, the proposed track 
removal at locations near where tracks were previously removed would be like replacing 
windows that have already been replaced, but doing so with even bigger replacement windows 
requiring removal of more historic fabric and further altering the property’s design. 

 
• It is unclear how the concrete encasement of track would be accomplished. It appears that only 

the tops of the steel rails are proposed to be visible within the concrete, rather than 
accomplishing this safety effort through methods that are used at sidewalks or bike paths at 
functioning railroad crossings in other locations in Sacramento. Full encasement of tracks in 
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concrete would severely change the use of those tracks and would not be readily reversible. This 
would not only contribute to the project diminishing the historical resource’s integrity of design, 
materials, workmanship, but also not be in conformance with the SOI Standards of 
Rehabilitation that guides projects to minimally change the use of a historic building or structure 
for a new use. 

 
The tracks, ties, and ballast are very important in conveying the WGBL’s significance. The 1992 NRHP 
nomination discussed the tracks as part of the assessment of historic integrity. The nomination also 
notes that 17 miles of the 24.5-mile route retain track, with seven miles of track missing south of Hood.  
 
Other related guidance and examples support the idea that tracks (along with ties and ballast) are 
important to conveying a railroad’s historic significance. The January 2014 First Amended Programmatic 
Agreement among the Federal Highway Administration, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, 
the California State Historic Preservation Officer, and the California Department of Transportation 
regarding Compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (Section 106 PA) 
Attachment 4 states that railroad grades converted to other uses can be exempt from evaluation, as 
identified by a professionally qualified architectural historian. This exemption indicates that tracks are 
an integral portion of a railroad’s integrity. Evaluations of other significant railroads also indicate that 
inclusion of track is an important part of integrity.  
 
Railroads in California that are NRHP and/or CRHR eligible include many that have tracks and are 
operational. All but one of the following historic railroads includes operational rail or functional track:  

• Laws Narrow Gauge Railroad, Bishop to Laws, Inyo County (operational) 
• Niles Canyon line, Alameda County (operational, track removed in 1980s but restored for a 

majority of the length) 
• Sacramento Northern Railway, Western Railroad Museum, Solano County (operational) and 

Woodland, Yolo County (operational) 
• Angels Flight, Los Angeles (relocated and reconstructed) 
• California Western Railroad (operational, popularly known as the Skunk Train), Mendocino 

County,  
• Northwestern Pacific Railroad, Sonoma and Humboldt Counties (only operational in Sonoma 

county, operation to the north has been spotty due to frequent track damage) 
• Mount Lowe Railway, Los Angeles (right of way only - rails scrapped prior to World War II).1   

 
The presence of track in most of these historic railroads emphasizes the importance of the functional 
elements such as tracks, ties, and ballast to the ability of these resources to convey their significance. 
The former Sacramento Northern Railway, for example, has historic significance, but only portions retain 
track (with some maintained by the Western Railroad Museum in Solano County and a small section on 

                                                           
1 National Park Service, National Register of Historic Places, Digital Archive on NPGallery, “NP Gallery Digital Asset 
Search,”  https://npgallery.nps.gov/nrhp Accessed January 2019; California Office of Historic Preservation, Historic 
Property Data File Yolo County, April 5, 2012; California Office of Historic Preservation, Historic Property Data File 
Mendocino County, February 5, 2009. 
 

https://npgallery.nps.gov/nrhp%20Accessed%20January%202019
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a trestle east of Woodland in Yolo County) and have been found eligible for listing. All other segments 
have been found to not be eligible because they lack sufficient historic integrity. The Mount Lowe 
Railway, the only railroad listed above that does not retain operational track, is largely noted for the 
promotion of outdoor recreation and the incredible views that the railway made available.  
 
Despite part of WGBL being out of service when it was evaluated for historic significance in 1991-1992, 
the majority of utilitarian features of the overall historical resource were intact, and the existence of 
intact rails was cited as contributing to the integrity of the railroad. Sections of the track, notably that 
south of Locke, that had not been retained, were eliminated from the eligible resource. This supports 
consideration of the WGBL’s utility as a working (or potentially working) railroad within the impacts 
analysis in the DEIR / FEIR. Historical use is also an important consideration in conformance with the 
SOIS Standards for Rehabilitation, which states that properties should retain their historic use or be 
given a new use that requires “minimal change to the defining characteristics” of the property. The 
FNAE-SC-SOIS assumes that this section of the WGBL’s reuse as a bike / pedestrian corridor meets this 
standard, and the current and historic use of the WGBL as a rail corridor is generally overlooked. New 
uses of the corridor should avoid changes to the railroad’s features, including rails, ties, and ballast, that 
identify it as a railroad, thus avoiding impacts to the integrity of this 24.5 mile historical resource. 
 
In addition, the analysis states that the project would not cause neglect that could cause deterioration 
of the WGBL. However, there is no indication about how the extant features of the historical resource 
would be maintained, and the analysis does not examine how the proposed landscaping planted along 
the tracks would physically impact the structure. It is possible that the wood ties, for example, would 
deteriorate more rapidly than they would have otherwise as a result of the proposed landscaping. The 
analysis says that the landscaping would not disturb the historic fabric, but this assertion is 
unsubstantiated. 
 
Furthermore, the FNAE-SC-SOIS (and the DEIR / FEIR cultural resources section) does not provide 
analysis about how the changes to the 4.5 mile stretch in the APE of the middle of the WGBL affects the 
overall 24.5 mile long historical resource. Such analysis should have been included. An analogy of the 
presented analysis if this were a building would be like examining the alteration of historic character, 
introduction of new visual elements, and potential neglect of twenty percent of a historic building 
instead of the entire building. In addition, the change to the hypothetical building would also be a very 
different use that would in essence no longer permit similar inhabitation of that building in the future.    
 
Conditions Proposed / Mitigation Measures 

The conditions proposed in the FNAE-SC-SOIS and the SOIS Action Plan provide for review by qualified 
architectural historian to assess whether project designs would conform with the SOI Standards for 
Rehabilitation. This is in compliance with Caltrans’ procedures and can be the basis for reasonable 
mitigation under CEQA. It is unclear, however, how much input a consulting architectural historian and 
Caltrans Professional Qualified Staff may have to change the project design so that it would better meet 
the SOI Standards. The conditions proposed to address Impact CUL-1  stem from analysis that does not 
sufficiently address potential impacts to the WGBL, as a historical resource, and the proposed conditions 
are limited. The participants in the development of conditions do not include additional potentially 
relevant individuals or groups who could conduct review and provide additional input about how the 



JRP Historical Consulting, LLC 

6 
 

project would meet the SOI Standards for Rehabilitation as its design is completed and constructed. 
Therefore, as currently presented, the DEIR’s conditions proposed do not mitigate the project to a level 
that is less than significant. It seems possible that through an on-going process, changes to the project 
could be made that would reduce impacts to the WGBL’s historic integrity and improve the project’s 
conformance with the SOI Standards for Rehabilitation. This may be accomplished, for example, by 
reducing the areas where tracks, ties, and ballast are covered or altered, installing safety crossings at the 
tracks that are compatible with a functioning railroad, and further reducing track removal. There could 
also be considerations for ways to reduce or avoid removal of other elements of the railroad, such as the 
embankment at 27th Avenue / Normandy Lane / Del Rio Road and the wooden trestle bridge south of 
Charlie Jespen Park. 
 
There could also be some mitigation to further document, in detail, the segment of the WGBL within the 
APE. This could be prepared to Historic American Engineering Record (HAER) standards and supplement 
the previous HAER report prepared for another section of WGBL. This documentation would be 
provided to appropriate repositories such as the Center for Sacramento History and the Sacramento 
Room of the Sacramento Public Library.  
 
Other issues in the FNAE-SC-SOIS  

• Preservation Sacramento should have been contacted: P.O. Box 162140, Sacramento, CA 95816, 
preservation.sacramento@gmail.com. This is the local, and active, preservation organization in 
Sacramento.  

• Attachment F, Figure 1, Image 6. This shows new signage placed across the tracks. This kind of 
signage is not in the project description, nor is there analysis regarding this type of effect to the 
historical resource. Such signage has the potential to contribute to overall diminishment of the 
WGBL’s historic integrity. 

• The Update DPR 523 does not include information on the dates of when the tracks were built. 
This detail could be helpful in the assessment of impacts to the track, ties, and ballast in the 
APE. A previously prepared DPR 523 form provided in Attachment C shows a date stamp of 1922 
on a segment of the railroad outside the APE, which fits within the WGBL’s period of significance 
of 1908 to 1934. It seems likely that much of the track in the APE may date to the period of 
significance, as the end of service on this railroad in 1978 was only 44 years after the period of 
significance.    
 

Other issues in the DEIR 

• Section 4.5 does not provide adequate analysis regarding cumulative impacts to the entire 
length of the WGBL, as a historical resource. Cumulative analysis would address impacts to the 
historical resource of previous projects and projects in the foreseeable future in combination 
with the current project to the entire resource. 

 
Conclusion 
 
In this peer review, JRP concludes that: 

mailto:preservation.sacramento@gmail.com
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• It may be possible for the Del Rio Trail Project to conform with the SOI Standards of 
Rehabilitation, but the project as analyzed in the DEIR / FEIR does not meet those standards.  

• The project, as proposed, would diminish the historical resource’s (i.e., the WGBL) integrity of 
design, materials, and workmanship to a greater degree than acknowledged, thus potentially 
causing a substantial adverse change by materially impairing the historical resource.  

• Conditions proposed to minimize potential impacts to the historical resource are insufficient to 
preserve the WGBL’s historic character. Additional conditions or mitigation measures should be 
required to minimize potential impacts to the historical resource to better preserve its historic 
character and retain more of the historic WGBL railroad’s integrity of design, materials, and 
workmanship. 



Christopher D. McMorris 
JRP Partner / Architectural Historian 

 
Summary 
Mr. McMorris specializes in conducting historic resource studies for compliance with Section 
106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the California Environmental Quality Act, as 
well as other historic preservation projects. With over 20 years of experience, he serves as a 
lead historian, principal investigator, and project manager on projects for federal, state, and 
local government, as well as for engineering/environmental consulting firms. Many projects 
involve survey and evaluation of historic resources under the criteria for the National Register 
of Historic Places and the California Register of Historical Resources, along with analysis of 
effects projects may have on historic properties and measures to mitigate those effects. He has 
also served as adjunct faculty and guest lecturer at California State University, Sacramento’s 
Public History Program, and has conducted multiple historic resources compliance training 
seminars. 
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Office Location 
Davis, CA 

Education 
M.S. Historic Preservation, 

Columbia University,  
New York, 1998 

B.A. History and B.A. Music, 
University of Rochester, 
New York, 1991 

Certifications 
Meets SOI Professional 

Qualification Standards 
under History and 
Architectural History County Road 98 Bike and Safety Improvement Phase II Project: Historical Resource 

Evaluation Report, Yolo County, California, 2019–In Progress. Prepared with 
Gallaway Enterprises for Yolo County Planning, Public Works and Environmental Services, and Caltrans District 3.   

I-880 Interchange Improvements (Winton Avenue/A Street) Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Interstate 
880 Alameda County, California, 2019–In Progress. Prepared with Kimley Horn Associates for Alameda County 
Transportation Commission, Caltrans District 4.   

State Route 140 Ferguson Fire Damages DO: Historical Resource Evaluation, Mariposa County, California, 2019–In 
Progress. Prepared for Caltrans District 10.   

Waldo Road Bridge Replacement Project: Finding of Adverse Effects with Standard Conditions, Secretary of Interiors 
Standards, Yuba County, California, 2019–In Progress. Prepared for Gallaway Enterprises, Yuba County, and Caltrans 
District 3.   

B. F. Sisk Dam Corrective Action Study: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Merced County, California, 
2018–In Progress. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Bureau of Reclamation, and California Department of Water 
Resources.   

Byron Highway/Byer Road Safety Improvements Project: Historical Evaulation Report, Contra Costa County, California, 
2018–In Progress. Prepared for Area West Environmental, Inc., Contra Costa County, and Caltrans District 4.   

Calero Dam Seismic Retrofit Project: Historic American Engineering Record and Historic American Building Survey reports, 
Santa Clara County, California, 2018–In Progress. Prepared for HDR Engineering, Inc. and Santa Clara Valley Water 
District.   

Camp Mather Cottages No. 1 and No. 3 Replacement Project: Historic Resources Evaluation, Tuolumne County, 
California, 2018–In Progress. Prepared with AECOM for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission.   

Carlotta Curve Correction Project: Historic Context for Timberlands of the Van Duzen River, Humboldt County, California, 
2018. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans District 1.   

Chico Water Tanks: Historic American Engineering Record report, 2018–In Progress. Prepared for Chico Heritage 
Association.   
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Froom Ranch / El Villagio Specific Plan: Historic Context for Lima / Pereira-Garcia Dairy Property, 2018. Prepared for 
Condor Country Consulting, Inc.   

Hangtown Creek Bridge Replacment Historic Resources Evaluation Report, 2018–In Progress. Prepared for Drake Haglan 
& Associates, City of Placerville, and Caltrans District 3.   

Historic Masonry Wall Collapse Emergency Repair Project Historic Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property 
Survey Report, 2018–In Progress. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans District 3.   

Incline Road Bridge over Moss Canyon (40C0064) Bridge Replacement Project, Mariposa County, California, 2018. 
Prepared with Area West Environmental, Inc., and Quincy Engineering, Inc. for Mariposa County, and Caltrans.   

Klamath River Bridge Replacement Project: Historic American Engineering Record, Siskiyou County, California, 2018–In 
Progress. Prepared for Pacific Legacy and Caltrans District 2.   

Maxwell Creek Bridge on Dogtown Road (Bridge No. 40C0038) Replacement Project Historical Resources Evaluation 
Report, 2018–In Progress. Prepared for Quincy Engineering for Mariposa County and Caltrans District 10.   

Maxwell Creek Bridge on Dogtown Road (Bridge No. 40C0039) Replacment Project, 2018–In Progress. Prepared for 
Quincy Engineering for Mariposa County and Caltrans District 10.   

Memorandum of Agreement for the Replacment of Rumsey Bridge over Cache Creek, 2018. Prepared for Stantec 
Consutling Services, Inc. for County of Yolo Public Works and Caltrans.   

Moccasin Emergency Repairs, March 2018 Storm Event Recovery Project: Finding of Effect, Moccasin, Tuolumne County, 
California, 2018. Prepared for AECOM, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and San Francisco Planning 
Department.   

Moccasin Reservoir Fencing Project: Memorandum, Tuolumne County, California, 2018–In Progress. Prepared for 
AECOM, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and San Francisco Planning Department.   

Moody Creek Bridge Rehabilitation Project Historic Resources Evaluation Report, 2018. Prepared for Drake Haglan & 
Associates, City of Shasta Lake and Caltrans District 2.   

Nevada 49 Widening Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, Grass Valley, 
Nevada County, California, 2018–In Progress. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans District 3.   

Old La Honda Road Bridge Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Woodside, San Mateo County, 2018–In 
Progress. Prepared for Area West Environmental, Inc., Town of Woodside, and Caltrans District 4.   

Placer 49 Safety Improvements Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Auburn, Placer County, California, 2018. 
Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans District 3.   

Placerville Drive Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Project Historic Resources Evaluation Report, 2018–In Progress. 
Prepared for Drake Haglan & Associates, City of Placerville, and Caltrans District 3.   

San Francisco Historic Resources Supplemental Information  for 1657 Rollins Rd, Burlingame, 2018. Prepared for AECOM, 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and San Francisco Planning Department.   

Stockton Channel Viaduct Rehabilitation Project I-5 Stockton, San Joaquin County, California, 2018–In Progress. Prepared 
for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. and Caltrans District 10.   

Stockton High School Auditorium: Historic Resources Technical Report, Stockton, San Joaquin County, California, 2018. 
Prepared for Base Camp Environmental, Inc., and Stockton Unified School District.   
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West Los Angeles Court Building: Historical Resources Survey, Los Angeles, California, 2018. Prepared for MIG 
Corporation, and Judicial Council of California.   

White Cloud / Omega / Lowell Hill Curve Improvement Project, Nevada County, California, 2018–In Progress. Prepared for 
Pacific Legacy and Caltrans District 3.   

Arcata Plaza McKinley Statue Removal Project: Historical Resources Report, Arcata, Humboldt County, California, 2018. 
Prepared for City of Arcata.   

Implementation of Secretary of the Interior's Standards Action Plan for the Rehabilitation of Jacoby Creek Bridge, 2018. 
Prepared for Humboldt County and Caltrans District 1.   

US Air Force Lincoln Receiver Site, Beale Air Force Base: Historic American Building Survey (HABS), Placer County, 
California, 2018. Prepared for Nomlaki Technologies.   

Humboldt Bay Trail South: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, Humboldt County, 
California, 2017–2018. Prepared for Humboldt County Public Works and Caltrans District 1.   

Lincoln Bridge Multi-Modal Improvement Project: Historic Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey 
Report, City and County of Los Angeles, California, 2017–In Progress. Prepared with BonTerra Psomas for City of Los 
Angeles, and Caltrans District 7.   

Yolo County Branch Library Project: Historical Resource Mitigation Analysis and Identification Report, Yolo County, 
California, 2017–2018. Prepared with MIG for Yolo County.   

1300 Columbus Avenue: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2017–2018. Prepared for CFW 55 Owner, 
LLC.   

1990 Newcomb Avenue: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2017–2018. Prepared for AECOM and 
San Francisco Public Utilities commission.   

42nd Avenue/High Street Access Improvements Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Oakland, Alameda 
County, California, 2017–2018. Prepared for Garcia and Associates, City of Oakland, and Caltrans District 4.   

ADA Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, State Route 174, Grass Valley, Nevada County, California, 2017–
2018. Prepared with Pacific Legacy, Inc. for Caltrans District 3.   

Block 7295 Easement Sewer and Trestle Demolition Project: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 
2017–2018. Prepared for AECOM.   

Bridgeport Covered Bridge Rehabilitation Project, Nevada County, California, 2017–2018. Prepared for Far Western 
Anthropological Research Group, Inc. and California Department of Parks and Recreation.   

California Army National Guard Readiness Centers: Cold War Era Historic Resource Evaluation, 2017–2018. Prepared for 
California Military Department.   

Cotta Road Bridge Replacement Project: DPR 523 Form, San Joaquin County, California, 2017–2018. Prepared with 
Stantec for Caltrans District 10.   

Deschutes Road Widening Project-Phase I: Finding of No Adverse Effect without Standard Conditions, Shasta County, 
California, 2017–2018. Prepared for NSR, Shasta County, and Caltrans District 2.   

Good Fred Roadway Rehabilitation Project, Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, 
Lassen County, California, 2017–2018. Prepared for Pacific Legacy, Inc. and Caltrans District 2.   
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I-80/Gilman Street Interchange Improvement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Berkeley, Alameda County, 
California, 2017–2018. Prepared with Garcia and Associates for Alameda County Transportation Authority and 
Caltrans District 4.   

San Pablo Dam Road Sidewalk Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, 
Appian Way to Clark Road, Contra Costa County, California, 2017–2018. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for Area West, Contra Costa County, and Caltrans District 4.   

1850 Bryant Street: Archival Research for Archaeological Monitoring Plan, San Francisco, California, 2017. Prepared for 
Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. and San Francisco Planning Department.   

1950 Mission Street Project: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2017. Prepared for Garcia and 
Associates.   

333 12th Street Property History, San Francisco, California, 2017. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research 
Group and San Francisco Planning Department.   

955 Post Street Project: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2017. Prepared for Garcia and Associates 
and San Francisco Planning Department.   

Bieber to Adin 3R Project, Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, Lassen and Modoc 
Counties, California, 2017. Prepared for Pacific Legacy, Inc. and Caltrans District 2.   

Crows Landing Road and Grayson Road Traffic Signalization Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Stanislaus 
County, California, 2017. Prepared for Stanislaus County Public Works, and Caltrans District 10 under subcontract 
with Davis-King and Associates.   

Hetch Hetchy Road and Cherry Lake Road Guard Rail Improvement Project: Historic Resources Evaluation, Tuolumne 
County, California, 2017. Prepared for AECOM.   

Intake Switchyard Slope Hazard Mitigation Project: Historic Resources Evaluation, Tuolumne County, California, 2017. 
Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission.   

Lower Cherry Aqueduct Forebay Drain Project: Historic Resource Evaluation, Tuolumne County, California, 2017. Prepared 
for RMC/Woodward Curran.   

Moccasin Penstock Rehabilitation Project: Historic Resource Assessment and Historic American Engineering Record 
Documentation, Tuolumne County, California, 2017. Prepared for Hetch Hetchy Water & Power, San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission.   

Yuba 70 Widening Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Yuba County, California, 2017. Prepared for Caltrans 
District 3.   

Glendale Boulevard - Hyperion Avenue Viaduct Project: Historic Resources Support for Final Plans, Specifications, and 
Estimates, City of Los Angeles, Los Angeles County, California, 2016–In Progress. Prepared for BonTerra Psomas, City 
of Los Angeles, and Caltrans District 7.   

Wardlaw Street at St. Helena Creek Bridge (Bridge No. 14C-0035) Replacement Project: Finding of Adverse Effect, 
Middletown, Lake County, California, 2016–In Progress. Prepared for Stantec, Lake County, and Caltrans District 1.   
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Yerba Buena Island (YBI) WB Ramps Project: Phase 2 - Southgate Road Realignment Improvements: Finding of Effect and 
Memorandum of Agreement, San Francisco, California, 2016–In Progress. Prepared for San Francisco Transportation 
Authority and Caltrans District 4.   

425 Mason Street Project: Historic Resources Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2016–2018. Prepared for San 
Francisco Planning Department.   

US Highway 50 Camino Safety Project Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, El 
Dorado County, California, 2016–2018. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans District 3.   

Alta Main Canal Bridge Replacement Project, Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, 
Fresno County, California, 2016–2017. Prepared with Area West Environmental, Inc for County of Fresno and Caltrans 
District 6.   

PG&E Emado Station Built Environment Evaluation and Technical Memo, Santa Clara County, California, 2016–2017. 
Prepared for S2S Environmental Resource Management.   

San Andreas Pipeline 2 Lockbar Replacement Project: Historic Resources Evaluation, San Mateo County, California, 2016–
2017. Prepared with AECOM for San Francisco Planning Department, Environmental Planning Division and  

Sperry Avenue - Del Puerto Avenue Intersection Improvements Historic Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property 
Survey Report, Patterson, Stanislaus County, California, 2016–2017. Prepared with Davis - King & Associates for City 
of Patterson and Caltrans District 10.   

1075 Market Street property history, San Francisco, California, 2016. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research 
Group, Inc. and San Francisco Planning Department.   

1260 Westridge Drive, Portola Valley, California: Peer Review of Historic Resources Evaluation and Historic Resources 
Consulting Regarding Project Compliance with California Environmental Quality Act, 2016. Prepared for Town of 
Portola Valley.   

235 Valencia Street: Historical Research and Analysis / Presentation to San Francisco Historic Preservation Commission, 
San Francisco, California, 2016. Prepared with Preservation Architecture for DDG.   

Bordertown Capital Preventative Maintenance (CAPM) Project: Historical Resources Evaluation, Lassen County and Sierra 
County, California, 2016. Prepared for Pacific Legacy, Inc. and Caltrans District 2.   

Clements Emergency Services Communications Tower Replacement Project, Clements, San Joaquin County, California, 
2016. Prepared for Westech Company, County of San Joaquin, and Federal Communications Commission.   

Federal Emergency Management Agency, Homeland Security Grant Program, Security Communications Tower Project, 
City of Tracy, San Joaquin County, California, 2016. Prepared for Westech Company, City of Tracy, and Federal 
Communications Commission.   

Humboldt Bay Area Mitigation Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Humboldt County, California, 2016. 
Prepared for Pacific Legacy, Inc. and Caltrans District 1.   

Lake Merced Shack: Peer Review of Historic Resources Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2016. Prepared for AECOM, 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, and San Francisco Planning Department.   

North Shore Pump Station: Peer Review of Historic Resources Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2016. Prepared for 
AECOM, San Francisco Public Utilities Commision, and San Francisco Planning Department.   
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PG&E Emeryville Laboratory and Central Warehouse CEQA Compliance Technical Memo, Emeryville, Alameda County 
California., 2016. Prepared for Stantec for Pacific Gas & Electric Company.   

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, Davis Tunnel Cottage Roof Replacement Project: Historic Resources Evaluation, 
San Mateo County, California, 2016. Prepared for AECOM, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, and San 
Francisco Planning Department.   

Yerba Buena Island Vista Point / San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge East Span Project: Finding of No Adverse Effect, San 
Francisco County, California, 2016. Prepared for Caltrans District 4 under subcontract with David J. Powers & 
Associates.   

Biosolids Digester Facilities, Southeast Treatment Plant: Peer Review of CEQA Historic Resources and Section 106 
Documentation, San Francisco, California, 2015–In Progress. Prepared for AECOM, San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission, and San Francisco Planning Department.   

Oakland - Alameda Access Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Historic Property Survey Report, Finding of 
Effect, and Memorandum of Agreement, Oakland, Alameda County, California, 2015–In Progress. Prepared for HNTB, 
Alameda County Transportation Commission, and Caltrans District 4.   

Hanks Exchange Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report with Archaeological 
Component, El Dorado County, California, 2015–2018. Prepared for El Dorado County and Caltrans District 3.   

Islais Creek Bridge Rehabilitation Project: Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions, Secretary of Interior's 
Standards, SOIS Action Plan, Historic Property Survey Report, and Historic Resource Evaluation, City and County of 
San Francisco, California, 2015–2018. Prepared for AECOM, San Francisco Public Works, and Caltrans District 4.   

Jacoby Creek Bridge Rehabilitation Project: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, Finding of No Adverse with Standard 
Conditions, and Secretary of Interior's Standards Action Plan, Humboldt County, California, 2015–2017. Prepared for 
Humboldt County and Caltrans District 1.   

Meadowview Road / 24th Street Streetscape Improvement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic 
Property Survey Report, City of Sacramento, Sacramento County, California, 2015–2017. Prepared with Foothill 
Associates for City of Sacramento and Caltrans District 3.   

Red Mountain Communications Site Relocation Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Humboldt 
and Del Norte Counties, California, 2015–2017. Prepared for North State Resources, California Department of 
General Services, and California Office of Emergency Services.   

Timbuctoo - Yuba Shoulder Widening Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report (HRER), Yuba County, California, 
2015–2017. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans District 3.   

AltaGas San Gabriel Cogeneration Facility Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Pomona, Los 
Angeles County, California, 2015–2016. Prepared for CH2MHILL, AltaGas, and the California Energy Commission.   

Canyon Tunnel-Kirkwood Powerhouse and Penstock: Historic Resource Evaluation, Tuolumne County, California, 2015–
2016. Prepared for AECOM.   

Crystal Ice and Cold Storage Property: Historic American Building Survey, Sacramento, Sacramento County, California, 
2015–2016. Prepared with Bill Dewey for Crystal Ice Venture LP.   

Fort Emory Coastal Battery Historic District: Historic American Building Survey Report, Silver Strand Training Center 
South, Naval Base Coronado, San Diego, California, 2015–2016. Prepared for Naval Facilities Engineering Command.   
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Klamath River Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Siskiyou County, California, 2015–
2016. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans District 2.   

Morgan Territory Road Bridges Project: Historic Resources Evaluation and Letter Report, Contra Costa County, California, 
2015–2016. Prepared for Contra Costa County under subcontract with Condor County Consulting, Inc..   

Napa State Hospital Building 147 Seismic Repairs: Historic Resources Consultation for Compliance with the Secretary of 
Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties, Napa, Napa County, California, 2015–2016. Prepared 
for Buehler & Buehler for Napa State Hospital and California Department of General Services.   

Naval Support Activity Monterey / Naval Post Graduate School, Herrmann Hall (Building 220), Navy Gateway Inns & 
Suites (NGIS) 2nd & 3rd Floor Renovation, Design Methodology Statement and assistance with Secretary of Interior's 
Standards for Rehabilitation, Monterey, California, 2015–2016. Prepared for Stellar, Naval Support Activity 
Monterey, and Naval Facilities Engineering Command.   

O'Shaughnessy Chalet Kitchen Remodel Project: Historic Resources Evaluation, Tuolumne County, California, 2015–2016. 
Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and the San Francisco Planning Department.   

Parkmerced Vision Plan Implementation Phase 1A and 1B Project: Property Historic Context and Land Use History, San 
Francisco, California, 2015–2016. Prepared with Foothill Resources, Ltd. for Far Western Anthropological Research 
Group, Inc. and San Francisco Planning Department.   

Patterson Road and Roselle Avenue Intersection Improvements Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, 
Riverbank, Stanislaus County, California, 2015–2016. Prepared with Davis King & Associates for City of Riverbank and 
Caltrans District 10.   

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Mariposa Pump Station Project: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, 
California, 2015–2016. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and the San Francisco Planning 
Department.   

State Route 152 / Holohan Road / College Road Intersection Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Santa Cruz 
County, California, 2015–2016. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc., County of Santa Cruz, 
and Caltrans District 5.   

Third Street Bridge Rehabilitation Project: Finding of No Adverse Effect with Standard Conditions - Secretary of Interior's 
Standards (SOIS) for Treatment of Historic Properties with SOIS Action Plan, City and County of San Francisco, 
California, 2015–2016. Prepared with WSP Parsons Brinckerhoff for San Francisco Public Works and Caltrans District 
4.   

University of California, Santa Cruz Upper Quarry Amphitheater Renovation Project: Historic Resources Impacts Analysis 
Report, Santa Cruz, California, 2015–2016. Prepared for UCSC Physical Planning and Construction.   

Whiskey Creek Rehabilitation Project, 02-SHA 299, PM 7.6/18.3, Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Shasta County, 
California, 2015–2016. Prepared for Pacific Legacy, Inc. and Caltrans District 2.   

Williams Creek Bridge Replacement Project: Assist with Section 106 and CEQA Historical Resources Compliance, 
Mendocino County, California, 2015–2016. Prepared for Sycamore Env Consultants, Mendocino County, and Caltrans 
District 1.   

1127 & 1139 Escobar Street Project: Historic Resources Evaluation and Letter Report, Martinez, Contra Costa County, 
California, 2015. Prepared for Contra Costa County under subcontract with Condor County Consulting, Inc..   
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1198 Valencia Street: Property History Report, San Francisco, California, 2015. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. and San Francisco Planning Department.   

398 Quint Street, San Francisco: Historic Resources Evaluation and Letter Report, City and County of San Francisco, 
California, 2015. Prepared for RMC and San Francisco Public Utilities Commission.   

70 Atwood Avenue, Sausalito, Marin County, California: Peer Review of Historic Resources Report, 2015. Prepared for 
Remy Moose Manley, LLP.   

875 California Street / 770 Powell Street: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2015. Prepared for 
Grosvenor Americas for the San Francisco Planning Department.   

Brookdale Lodge Cottages Project: Historic Resources Evaluation and Letter Report, Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz County, 
California, 2015. Prepared for Brookdale Lodge and County of Santa Cruz Planning Department.   

County Road 44 Hazard Elimination and Safety Project over the Colusa Drain: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, 
Glenn County, California, 2015. Prepared for Glenn County and Caltrans District 3 under subcontract with NorthStar 
Engineering.   

Moccasin Administration Building Physical Security Upgrades: Historical Resources Effects Assessment, Moccasin, 
Tuolumne County, California, 2015. Prepared for AECOM, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, and San 
Francisco Planning Department.   

Modesto General Plan Update: Environmental Impact Report, Cultural Resources Section, City of Modesto, Stanislaus 
County, California, 2015. Prepared for Jerry Haag and City of Modesto.   

San Pedro, Middle, and Long Beach Harbor Breakwaters Repair Project: Cultural Resources Report, Los Angeles County, 
California, 2015. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc., and US Army Corps of Engineers, 
Los Angeles District.   

Town of Fairfax Bridge Projects: Historic Property Survey Reports and Historical Resource Evaluation Reports, Fairfax, 
Marin County, California, 2014–In Progress. Prepared for WRA, Inc., Town of Fairfax, and Caltrans District 4.   

Sir Francis Drake Boulevard Improvement Project: Built Environment and Cultural Landscape Review, Point Reyes 
National Seashore, Marin County, California, 2014–2017. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research 
Group, Inc. for Central Federal Lands Highway Division.   

Richmond-San Rafael Bridge Access Improvement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property 
Survey Report, Contra Costa and Marin Counties, California, 2014–2016. Prepared for HNTB Corporation, Bay Area 
Toll Authority, and Caltrans District 4.   

Sunol Long Term Improvements: Historic Resources Consulting for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and City of 
San Francisco Planning Department, Sunol, Alameda County, California, 2014–2016. Prepared for AECOM and San 
Francisco Plannnig Department.   

770 Woolsey Street: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2014–2015. Prepared with URS Corporation 
for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and San Francisco Planning Department.   

Academy of Art University: Environmental Impact Report - Cultural Resources Section, City and County of San Francisco, 
California, 2014–2015. Prepared for Atkins and San Francisco Planning Department.   
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City and County of San Francisco Central Shops, 1800 Jerrold Avenue: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, 
California, 2014–2015. Prepared with URS Corporation for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and San 
Francisco Planning Department.   

Convict Lake Road Improvement Project: Historic Context, Inyo National Forest, Mono County, California, 2014–2015. 
Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

Fort Rosecrans Coastal Defense Historic District Lower Cantonment: Historic Building Maintenance Plan, Naval Base Point 
Loma, San Diego, San Diego County, California, 2014–2015. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research 
Group, Inc. for Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFAC) Southwest.   

Glenn-Colusa Canal Bridge at Danley Road: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Colusa County, California, 2014–
2015. Prepared with Gallaway Enterprises for Caltrans District 3.   

Hearst Avenue Complete Street Project in Berkeley, Historic Property Survey Report, Berkeley, Alameda County, 
California, 2014–2015. Prepared for Harrison Engineering, City of Berkeley, and Caltrans District 4.   

Ice Blocks Project, Crystal Ice- Block 1: Historical Resources Impact Analysis Report, Sacramento, Sacramento County, 
California, 2014–2015. Prepared for Environmental Science Associates (ESA) and City of Sacramento.   

Interstate 680 North Segment Express Lane Conversion Project: Historic Property Survey Report, Contra Costa County, 
California, 2014–2015. Prepared with HDR Engineering, Inc for Contra Costa Transportation Authority and Caltrans 
District 4.   

Moccasin Administration Building Mezzanine Enclosure Project: Historic Resources Evaluation and Historic American 
Building Survey, Moccasin, Tuolumne County, California, 2014–2015. Prepared for AECOM, San Francisco Public 
Utilities Commission, and San Francisco Planning Department.   

Mountain Tunnel Access & Adit Improvement Project: Historic Resources Evaluation, Tuolumne County, California, 2014–
2015. Prepared with RMC Water & Environment for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC).   

Naval Air Station Fallon, Hangar 7: Historical Building Maintenance Plan, NAS Fallon, Churchill County, Nevada, 2014–
2015. Prepared with Garavaglia Architecture, Inc for Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFAC) Southwest.   

Sacramento Commons Project, Capital Tower Apartments: Historical Resource Inventory and Evaluation Report, 
Sacramento, Sacramento County, California, 2014–2015. Prepared for Kennedy Wilson.   

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Advance Rainfall Prediction Project: Peer Review of Historic Resources Report, 
San Mateo County, 2014–2015. Prepared for AECOM, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission, San Francisco 
Planning Department.   

Santa Cruz Branch Line Improvement Project: Letter Reports, Santa Cruz County, California, 2014–2015. Prepared for 
Area West Environmental, Inc.   

Sea Cliff Pump Station No. 2 Project: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2014–2015. Prepared with 
URS Corporation for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and San Francisco Planning Department.   

Smartsville Curve Realignment on State Route 20: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Yuba and Nevada Counties, 
California, 2014–2015. Prepared for Pacific Legacy on behalf of Caltrans District 3.   

US 101 / Woodside Road Interchange Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Redwood City, San Mateo County, 
California, 2014–2015. Prepared for AECOM, City of Redwood City and Caltrans District 4.   
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Whitney Portal Road Improvement Project: Historic Context, Inyo County, California, 2014–2015. Prepared for Far 
Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

1725 South McCarran Boulevard: Letter Report, Reno, Washoe County, Nevada, 2014. Prepared for Truckee River Flood 
Management Authority.   

2146-48 Third Street: Addendum Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2014. Prepared for Arcon 
Construction Corporation and San Francisco Planning Department.   

2575 Marin Street: Historic Resource Evaluation, San Francisco, California, 2014. Prepared for URS Corporation and San 
Francisco Public Utilities Commission.   

Eucalyptus Tree Removal, Petaluma Adobe State Historic Park Pacific Gas & Electric L-021 C&D Project: Finding of Effect, 
Petaluma, Sonoma County, California, 2014. Prepared for California Department of Parks and Recreation and Pacific 
Gas & Electric Company.   

Hammonton-Smartsville Road Project: Archaeological and Historical Resources Inventory Report, Yuba County, California, 
2014. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

Italian Bar Road Bridge Replacement:  Historic Property Survey Report, Fresno County, California, 2014. Prepared for 
Area West Environmental, Inc., Fresno County, and Caltrans District 6.   

Cache Creek Bridge, County Road 41: Section 106 Documentation, Rumsey, Yolo County, California, 2013–2018. Prepared 
for North State Resources, Inc., Yolo County and Caltrans District 3.   

Honeydew Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Historic Property Survey Report, Finding 
of Effect, and Draft Memorandum of Agreement, Honeydew, Humboldt County, California, 2013–In Progress. 
Prepared for Humboldt County and Caltrans District 1.   

Santa Clara Valley Water District Anderson Dam Seismic Retrofit Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation 
Report, Morgan Hill, Santa Clara County, California, 2013–In Progress. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for Santa Clara Valley Water District.   

Tim Bell Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Finding of Effects, Stanislaus 
County, California, 2013–In Progress. Prepared with HDR Engineering, Inc for Stanislaus County Public Works and 
Caltrans District 10.   

Algerine-Wards Ferry Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property 
Survey Report, Tuolumne County, California, 2013–2015. Prepared with Davis-King & Associates for Tuolumne County 
and Caltrans District 10.   

Eureka Coastal Trail Project: Historical Resource Evaluation Report, Eureka, Humboldt County, California, 2013–2015. 
Prepared with North State Resources, Inc. and City of Eureka for Caltrans District 1.   

Smartsville Curve Realignment on State Route 20: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Yuba County, California, 2013–
2015. Prepared for Pacific Legacy on behalf of Caltrans District 3.   

Arcata Rail with Trail Connectivity Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, 
Arcata, Humboldt County, California, 2013–2014. Prepared for City of Arcata and Caltrans District 1.   
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California Army National Guard Cold War Era Facilities, Historic Context Study and Historic Resources Evaluation Reports 
for Cold War Era Buildings at Camp Roberts in Monterey and San Luis Obispo Counties, 2013–2014. Prepared with 
Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for California Army National Guard.   

Hammond Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Humboldt County, California, 2013–2014. 
Prepared for Humboldt County Public Works Department and Caltrans District 1.   

Manning Creek Bridge at Ackley Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Lake County, 
California, 2013–2014. Prepared with Quincy Engineering for Lake County and Caltrans District 1.   

Moccasin Maintenance Facilities Upgrade Project: Review and Assesment of Previous Historic Resources Documentation, 
Moccasin, Tuolumne County, California, 2013–2014. Prepared for AECOM, San Francisco Public Utilities Commission 
and San Francisco Planning Department.   

New Irvington Tunnel: Historic Resources Consulting, Alameda County, California, 2013–2014. Prepared for URS 
Corporation.   

Pacific Rod & Gun Club: Historic Resources Consulting, San Francisco, California, 2013–2014. Prepared for URS 
Corporation for San Francisco Planning Department.   

Sacramento Entertainment and Sports Center Project (Golden 1 Center): Historical Resources Impact Analysis Report, 
Sacramento, Sacramento County, California, 2013–2014. Prepared for Environmental Science Associates (ESA) and 
City of Sacramento.   

70 South Jackson Avenue: Historic Resources Report, San Jose, Santa Clara County, California, 2013. Prepared for 
Rocketship Education.   

Edgewood County Park and Natural Preserve Olive Grove: historical resource evaluation, San Mateo County, California, 
2013. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group; PG&E.   

Hetch Hetchy Road Repair Project: Memorandum of Assessment of Project Impacts to Historical Resources, Tuolumne 
County, California, 2013. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Buildings 55, 75, 77, 79 and 90: Historic Resources Inventory Report, Berkeley, 
Alameda County, California, 2013. Prepared for University of California, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory and 
Department of Energy Berkeley Site Office.   

Marsh Creek Wingwall Repair Project: Historic Context and Evaluation, Marsh Creek Road, Near Clayton, Contra Costa 
County, California, 2013. Prepared for Condor Country Consulting, Inc., and Contra Costa County.   

McKinley Village Project: Historic Resource Evaluation, Sacramento, Sacramento County, California, 2013. Prepared for 
Dudek.   

Mooney Road/California Forest Highway 117 Rehabilitation: Propery History/Historic Context, Lassen County, California, 
2013. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

Navy Drive Bridge over San Joaquin River: Historic American Engineering Record, San Joaquin County, California, 2013. 
Prepared for Port of Stockton.   

Polo Ranch Project: Historic Resources Memo, Scotts Valley, Santa Cruz County, California, 2013. Prepared with Impact 
Sciences for Lennar Associates Management, LLC.   
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San Francisco Central Corridor Project: Historic Context Statement and Historic Archival Research in Support of Historic 
Archaeological Research Design and Treatment Report, San Francisco, California, 2013. Prepared with Far Western 
Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for San Francisco Planning Department.   

Tuolumne River Parkway Project: Historical Resources Report, Waterford, Stanislaus County, California, 2013. Prepared 
for City of Waterford under subcontract with Davis-King & Associates and.   

Michigan Bar Road Bridge: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, Sacramento 
County, California, 2012–2019. Prepared with Drake Haglan & Associates for Sacramento County Department of 
Transportation and Caltrans District 3.   

7th Street Bridge: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Historic Property Survey Report, Finding of Effect, and 
Memorandum of Agreement, Modesto, Stanislaus County, California, 2012–2018. Prepared for CH2M Hill, Stanislaus 
County and Caltrans District 10.   

Bridge Street Bridge Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Historic Property Survey Report, and Finding of 
Effect, Secretary of Interior's Standards Action Plan, Arroyo Grande, San Luis Obispo County, California, 2012–2017. 
Prepared for SWCA Environmental Consultants, City of Arroyo Grande and Caltrans District 5.   

Briceland Road Bridge: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Mendocino County, California, 2012–2014. Prepared for 
Sycamore Environmental for Mendocino County.   

California Army National Guard, Cultural Resources Cold War Era Historic Context and Evaluations at Camp Roberts, Los 
Alamitos Joint Forces Training Base, and Readiness Centers in Atascadero, Hanford, Sacramento (Meadowview), and 
San Francisco, 2012–2014. Prepared for California Army National Guard.   

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Express Lanes Phase I on I-680 and I-880 Projects: Constraints Analysis, Area of 
Potential Effects Development, Historical Resources Evaluation Report, and Historic Property Survey Report, Alameda 
and Santa Clara Counties, 2012–2014. Prepared for HDR, Inc., Metropolitan Transportation Commission and Caltrans 
District 4.   

Yankee Jims Road Bridge: Assist with Feasibility Study and Alternatives Analysis; Assist with Preliminary Environmental 
Constraints Report, Placer County, California, 2012–2014. Prepared for Quincy Engineering for Placer County.   

Pine & Franklin Project: Historic Resources Evaluation regarding Pine Street Auto Shops Historic District, City and County 
of San Francisco, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for San Francisco Planning Department.   

101 Polk Street Project:  Historical Resources Evaluation Report regarding impacts to San Francisco Civic Center Historic 
District / San Francisco Civic Center National Historic Landmark District, City and County  of San Francisco, California, 
2012–2013. Prepared for San Francisco Planning Department and Emerald Fund.   

East Hill Road Bridge:  Historic Property Survey Report, Mendocino County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for North 
State Resources, Inc.   

Honeydew Bridge - Mattole Road over Mattole River: Historic Property Survey Report for Bridge Preventive Maintenance 
Project, Honeydew, Humboldt County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for Humboldt County.   

Lehigh / Shasta-Trinity National Forest Land Exchange Project: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, 
Shasta County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for North State Resources, Inc.   

Maple Creek Road Bridge over North Fork Mad River: Historic Property Survey Report for Bridge Preventive Maintenance 
Project, Humboldt County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for Humboldt County.   
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Muir Mill Road Bridge: Historic Property Survey Report, Mendocino County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for MGE 
Engineers.   

Newman Fueling Facility Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, City of Newman, Stanislaus County, California, 
2012–2013. Prepared for City of Newman.   

Reeves Canyon Road Bridge:  Historic Property Survey Report and Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Mendocino 
County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for North State Resources, Inc., County of Mendocino and Caltrans District 
1.   

Ross Bridges: Section 106 and CEQA Compliance for Ross Historic Bridges District, Town of Ross, Marin County, California, 
2012–2013. Prepared for California Infrastructure Consultancy, Inc., Town of Ross and Caltrans District 4.   

1581-1583 W. El Camino Real: Historical Resources Survey and Evaluation, Mountain View, San Mateo County, California, 
2012. Prepared for Condor Country Consulting, Inc..   

DePue House: Letter Report providing Impacts Analysis of Grace Blair DePue House, Jackson, Amador County, California, 
2012. Prepared for Jim Carter.   

Francisco Reservoir Roof Removal Project: Historic Resources Evaluation, City and County of San Francisco, California, 
2012. Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission and San Francisco Planning Department.   

Kennedy Tailing Wheel #4 Project: Finding of No Adverse Effect, Jackson, Amador County, California, 2012. Prepared with 
Davis-King & Associates for City of Jackson and Caltrans District 10.   

Moccasin Facilities Upgrade Project: Peer Review of Historic Resources Evaluation Report and Prepare Historic Resources 
Evaluation for Moccasin Control and Server Project, Moccasin, Tuolumne County, California, 2012. Prepared for URS 
Corporation and San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC).   

Old Red Bluff Road: Research and Review of Area of Potential Effects, Plumas County, California, 2012. Prepared for Far 
Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

Rock Creek Road: Research and Review of Area of Potential Effect, Inyo County, California, 2012. Prepared for Far 
Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

Yong Property, former Wallace Stegner House, 13456 South Fork Lane: Historical Resource Mitigation Analysis and 
Identification Report, Los Altos Hills, Santa Clara County, California, 2012. Prepared for Town of Los Altos Hills.   

Presidio Parkway (formerly Doyle Drive) Replacement Project, Presidio of San Francisco: Cultural Resources Compliance 
Management, City and County of San Francisco, California, 2011–2019. Prepared for HNTB Corporation.   

Aptos Cottages / Aptos Blue Project: Historic Resources Preservation Plan, Historic American Building Survey Report, Oral 
History, Historic Structure Report, Aptos, Santa Cruz County, California, 2011–2014. Prepared for MidPen Housing 
Corporation.   

Glendale-Hyperion Viaduct Project: Section 106 Documentation, City and County of Los Angeles, California, 2011–2014. 
Prepared for Ultra Systems Environmental, Inc., City of Los Angeles and Caltrans District 7.   

Interstate 80 Express Lanes: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Solano County, California, 2011–2014. Prepared with 
Circlepoint for Solano County Transportation Authority, Metropolitan Transportation Commission and Caltrans 
District 4.   
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Alameda County Transportation Commission I-680 Northbound Express Lane Project: Historical Resources Evaluation 
Report, Historic Property Survey Report, Alameda County, California, 2011–2013. Prepared with Far Western 
Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans District 4, and Alameda County Transportation Commission under 
subcontract to Circlepoint.   

Alleghany Road / Oregon Creek Covered Bridge Project: Finding of Effects Report, Yuba County, California, 2011–2013. 
Prepared for Quincy Engineering and Caltrans District 3.   

Bakersfield to Palmdale Section, California High Speed Rail Program, Kern and Los Angeles counties, California, 2011–
2013. Prepared for URS for California High Speed Rail Authority.   

California High Speed Rail Program Management Oversight: Review of Cultural Resources (Built Environment) 
Compliance Documents including Survey Reports, Finding of Effect (FOE), Impacts Analysis, and Treatment Plans, 
Statewide, 2011–2013. Prepared for T.Y. Lin International.   

Cowell Lime Works Historic District Cooperage, UC Santa Cruz: Historic American Building Survey Report, City and County 
of Santa Cruz, California, 2011–2012. Prepared with Bill Dewey for University of California, Santa Cruz.   

Crows Landing Road at West Main Street Intersection Upgrade Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Stanislaus 
County, California, 2011–2012. Prepared with Davis-King & Associates for Stanislaus County and Caltrans District 10.   

Escalon-Bellota Road and Lone Tree Road Intersection Improvements:  Historical Resources Evaluation Report, San 
Joaquin County, California, 2011–2012. Prepared for North State Resources, Inc., San Joaquin County and Caltrans 
District 10.   

Geer Road Bridge Seismic Retrofit Project: Archival Research and Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Stanislaus 
County, California, 2011–2012. Prepared with Davis-King & Associates for Stanislaus County and Caltrans District 10.   

Hay Barn in Cowell Lime Works Historic District: Historic American Building Survey Report, City and County of Santa Cruz, 
California, 2011–2012. Prepared with Bill Dewey for University of California, Santa Cruz.   

Hobart Mills Scaling Station: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Preparation of DPR 523 form, Nevada 
County, California, 2011–2012. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory: Cultural Resources Management Plan, Berkeley, Alameda County, California, 
2011–2012. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for University of California, Lawrence 
Berkeley National Laboratory.   

Sacramento Water Treatment Plants Rehabilitation Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, City and 
County of Sacramento, California, 2011–2012. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for 
City of Sacramento.   

Camino Tassajara Shoulder Widening Project, Blackhawk Drive to Finley Road: Historic Context for potential Historical 
Archeological Resources, Assisted with Historic Property Survey Report, Contra Costa County, California, 2011. 
Prepared for Area West Environmental, Inc.   

El Dorado Irrigation District Flume 41: Historic American Engineering Record Report, El Dorado County, California, 2011. 
Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for El Dorado Irrigation District.   

Truckee Meadows Flood Control Project: Historic Property Survey Report, Washoe and Storey Counties, Nevada, 2011. 
Prepared for MWH Americas Inc. for US Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District.   
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Klamath River / Ash Creek Bridge Replacement Project: Historic American Engineering Record Report and Bridge Plaque 
Text, Siskiyou County, California, 2010–2011. Prepared with Bill Dewey for County of Siskiyou.   

March Air Reserve Base: Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan, Riverside County, California, 2010–2011. 
Prepared for US Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District.   

Scotty Creek Restoration Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Ballard Ranch, Sonoma County, 
California, 2010–2011. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

Suisun Valley Road Bridge: Historic American Engineering Record Report, Solano County, California, 2010–2011. Prepared 
for Solano County.   

Walker River Irrigation District Water Gauge Improvement Program: Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation of the 
Saroni and Plymouth Headworks and the Albright Takeout Locations, Lyon County, Nevada, 2010–2011. Prepared 
with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for US Bureau of Reclamation and Walker River Irrigation 
District.   

Wildlife Habitat Improvement Project  (WHIP), McArthur Swamp: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report of 
Drains, Canals, and Levees, Shasta County, California, 2010–2011. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. and Pacific Gas & Electric Company.   

Wildwood Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Wildwood, Trinity County, 
California, 2010–2011. Prepared for North State Resources, Inc.   

Byron Road - Grant Line Road Intersection Improvements: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Tracy, San Joaquin 
County, California, 2010. Prepared with Davis-King & Associates for Caltrans District 10.   

Four Southern Pacific 1903 Railroad Bridges: Historic American Engineering Record Documentation, San Mateo County, 
California, 2010. Prepared with Parsons for Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board for submittal to Library of 
Congress.   

Geary Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, Alameda County, California, 2010. 
Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC).   

March Air Reserve Base: Finding of Effect and Memorandum of Agreement for project at 11 Buildings in March Field 
Historic District, Riverside County, California, 2010. Prepared for US Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District.   

Naval Air Weapons Station, China Lake, Main Site and Armitage Field: Historic Resource Inventory and Evaluation Report, 
Inyo, San Bernardino, and Kern Counties, California, 2010. Prepared with Epsilon Systems Solutions, Inc for NAWS 
Environmental Management Division.   

Smartville Road Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Yuba County, California, 2010. Prepared for Gallaway 
Consulting and Yuba County.   

Woodruff Lane:  Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Yuba County, California, 2010. Prepared for Yuba County.   

Fresno to Bakersfield Section, California High Speed Rail Program, Fresno, Kings, Tulare, and Kern counties, California, 
2009–2014. Prepared with URS for California High Speed Rail Authority.   

Naval Air Station Alameda: Cultural Resources Services including Historic Resources Survey and Evaluation Reports, 
Cultural Landscape Report, and National Register Nomination of NAS Alameda Historic District, Alameda County, 
California, 2009–2013. Prepared for Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFAC) Southwest.   
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Two Sentinels Girl Scout Camp: National Register Evaluation, El Dorado County, California, 2009–2011. Prepared for Girl 
Scouts - Danielle Storm.   

Anaheim Fixed Guideway Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Anaheim, Orange County, 
California, 2009–2010. Prepared for PBS&J.   

Lagunitas Road Bridge: Historic American Engineering Record Report, Ross, Marin County, California, 2009–2010. 
Prepared with Bill Dewey for URS Corporation.   

Naval Air Weapons Station China Lake: Historic Buildings and Structures Inventory and Evaluation, Kern County, 
California, 2009–2010. Prepared for Epsilon Systems Solutions, Inc.   

Alamo Creek Detention Basin Project: Land Use Historical Research, Vacaville, Solano County, California, 2009. Prepared 
for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

ARRA - Reconstruction of Downtown Sidewalks & Ramps: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Gustine, Merced 
County, California, 2009. Prepared for Davis-King & Associates and Gouveia Engineering.   

Balfour Road Widening Project: Inventory and Evaluation of East Contra Costa Irrigation District Laterals, Brentwood, 
Contra Costa County, California, 2009. Prepared with Condor Country Consulting for Contra Costa County Public 
Works.   

Cabrillo Boulevard Bridge Over Mission Creek Replacement Project: Historic American Engineering Record Report, City 
and County of Santa Barbara, California, 2009. Prepared for City of Santa Barbara.   

Elm Street / State Route 99 Signalization Project: Historic Property Survey Report and Finding of Effect, Live Oak, Sutter 
County, California, 2009. Prepared for City of Live Oak.   

Navy Drive Bridge, Rough and Ready Island: Historic American Engineering Record Report, Stockton, San Joaquin County, 
California, 2009. Prepared with Bill Dewey for Environmental Science Associates (ESA) on behalf of the Port of 
Stockton.   

Rideout Memorial Hospital Expansion: Peer Review of Cultural Resources Investigations, Marysville, Yuba County, 
California, 2009. Prepared for Planning Partners.   

Strawberry Canyon, University of California, Berkeley: Cultural Landscape Assessment, Berkeley, Alameda County, 
California, 2009. Prepared for Impact Sciences.   

Truckee River Legacy Trail, Bridge at Martis Creek: Effects Analysis and Bridge Design Mitigation Report, Truckee, Nevada 
County, California, 2009. Prepared for Town of Truckee.   

Washington Square Park: Inventory and Evaluation of Potential Historical Resources, Marysville, Yuba County, California, 
2009. Prepared for Planning Partners.   

Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART): Addendum Finding of Effect and Memorandum of Agreement, including mitigation 
development, Santa Clara County, California, 2008–2011. Prepared for VTA.   

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory: Cultural Resources Management Plan, Berkeley, Alameda County, California, 
2008–2010. Prepared for University of California, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory.   

Tripler Army Medical Center, Hawaii: Section 110 and Section 106 Compliance for the Privatization of Army Lodging 
Project, Historic Building Assessment and Analysis, Hawaii, 2008–2010. Prepared for MFDB Architects.   
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Van Ness Bus Rapid Transit Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Finding of Effect, and Memorandum of 
Agreement, City and County of San Francisco, California, 2008–2010. Prepared for San Francisco County 
Transportation Authority, under contract to Parsons.   

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, Buildings 3 and 213:  Section 110 and Section 106 Compliance for the Privatization of Army 
Lodging Project, Historic Building Assessment and Analysis, 2008–2009. Prepared for MFDB Architects.   

Ulatis Creek Retention Basin Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Vacaville, Solano County, 
California, 2008–2009. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

900 Broadway: National Register and California Register Historic Resource Evaluation, Chico, Butte County, California, 
2008. Prepared for Chico Volkswagen.   

Ball Mansion: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Alamo, Contra Costa County, California, 2008. Prepared for 
ECORP Consultants, Inc.   

Calaveras Dam Replacement Project: Historical Research and Analysis, Alameda County, California, 2008. Prepared for 
URS Corporation.   

Capitol Towers Apartments: Historical Resource Inventory and Evaluation Report, City and County of Sacramento, 
California, 2008. Prepared for Bond Companies.   

Caples Lake Resort: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Kirkwood, Alpine County, California, 2008. Prepared for 
John Voss.   

City of Auburn Streetscape Project: Historical Resources Impacts Analysis, Auburn, Placer County, California, 2008. 
Prepared for Foothill Associates.   

Mountain Tunnel Rehabilitation Project, Hetch Hetchy water conveyance system, San Francisco Public Utilities 
Commission: Historical Resources Analysis, Tuolumne County, California, 2008. Prepared for Environmental Science 
Associates (ESA) for SFPUC.   

Old Powerhouse, California Polytechnic State University: Historic Building Assessment and Analysis, City and County of 
San Luis Obispo, California, 2008. Prepared for Crawford Multari & Clark Associates.   

University of California Santa Barbara Long Range Master Plan: Historic Architectural Sensitivity Analysis and Historic 
Resources Technical Report for EIR, City and County of Santa Barbara, California, 2008. Prepared for University of 
California, Santa Barbara.   

City and County of San Francisco Water System Improvement Program Projects: Extension of Planning Department, 
Environmental Planning (formerly Major Environmental Analysis) Staff for Reviewing Historic Resource Studies, City 
and County of San Francisco, California, 2007–2014. Prepared for San Francisco Planning Department Environmental 
Planning Divison and SFPUC Bureau of Environmental Management.   

Cold Spring Canyon Bridge Suicide Barrier, State Route 154: Section 106 Compliance, Historical Resources Evaluation 
Report, Finding of Effect, Historic American Engineering Report, Santa Barbara County, California, 2007–2012. 
Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans District 5.   

Lagunitas Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historic Property Survey Report and Finding of Effect, Ross, Marin County, 
California, 2007–2009. Prepared with URS Corporation for Town of Ross.   
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Newman Downtown Plaza Project: Historic Property Survey Report and Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Newman, 
Stanislaus County, California, 2007–2009. Prepared for Coastplans, the City of Newman and Caltrans District 10.   

San Francisco Water System Improvement Program, San Andreas Pipeline #3 Project: Historic Resources Evaluation 
Report, San Mateo and San Francisco Counties, California, 2007–2009. Prepared for Tetra Tech, Inc.   

Vicente Castro House: Impacts Analysis and Identification of Mitigation Measures, Aptos, Santa Cruz County, California, 
2007–2009. Prepared for Santa Cruz County.   

Berkeley-Albany Ferry Project: Existing Settings Inventory and Evaluation of Historic Resources, Alameda and San 
Francisco Counties, California, 2007–2008. Prepared for Water Transit Authority, under subcontract to URS 
Corporation.   

Caltrain Electrification Program: Inventory and Evaluation Update for 52 miles of railroad alignment and railroad-related 
structures between San Francisco and Gilroy, California, 2007–2008. Prepared with Parsons for Caltrain Joint Power 
Board, under contract to Parsons.   

Downtown / Riverfront Streetcar: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Sacramento and Yolo counties, California, 
2007–2008. Prepared for URS Corporation, City of Sacramento and City of West Sacramento.   

Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement Program, State Route 89 Segment 1: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, El 
Dorado County, California, 2007–2008. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Lava Cap Mine: Historic American Building Survey Report, Lava Cap Mine, Nevada County, California, 2007–2008. 
Prepared for CH2M Hill.   

Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Corridor (BART) EIS/EIR Alternatives: Addendum to Inventory, Evaluation, and Impacts 
Analysis Technical Reports, Santa Clara County, California, 2007–2008. Prepared for Santa Clara Valley 
Transportation Authority (SCVTA) under contract with Circlepoint.   

St. Mary's College High School: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Berkeley, Alameda County, 
California, 2007–2008. Prepared for Lamphier-Gregory.   

Bercut Richards Cannery, Township 9 Project: JRP attendance and presentation at City of Sacramento Preservation 
Commission, Planning Commission, and City Council Meetings, City and County of Sacramento, California, 2007. 
Prepared for EIP Associates.   

Fair Oaks Water District Administration Complex Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, 
Sacramento County, California, 2007. Prepared for Foothill Associates.   

Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement Program, US 50 Segment 2: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, El Dorado 
County, California, 2007. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Reeds Creek Road Bridge: APE Development and Historic Context, Near Red Bluff, Tehama County, California, 2007. 
Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for County of Tehama and Caltrans District 2.   

San Francisco Public Utilities Commission Water System Improvement Program: White Paper Regarding Historic 
Resources Compliance for programmatic EIR, San Francisco County, California, 2007. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Golden Gate Bridge Barrier Project: Section 106 and CEQA compliance documents for historic properties, San Francisco 
and Marin counties, California, 2006–2009. Prepared for Golden Gate Bridge Highway and Transportation District 
under contract to DMJM Harris-AECOM.   
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Work Camps, Mining Camps, and Towns in California, Historic Archaeological Research Design, 2006–2009. Prepared 
with Sonoma State Anthropological Studies Center for Caltrans.   

Doyle Drive, South Access to the Golden Gate Bridge Project: Section 106 Compliance Documentation, City and County of 
San Francisco, California, 2006–2008. Prepared for Parsons Brinckerhoff.   

Old Town Cordelia Improvement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Historic Property Survey Report, and 
Finding of Effect, Cordelia, Solano County, California, 2006–2008. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for County of Solano and Caltrans District 4.   

Railyards Project: Historical Resources Impact Analysis Report, City and County of Sacramento, California, 2006–2007. 
Prepared for EIP Associates - PBS&J.   

Rockholt Way Improvements Project: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Yuba City, Sutter County, 
California, 2006–2007. Prepared for PMC.   

Sacramento International Airport: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Sacramento County, California, 
2006–2007. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

San Mateo 1903 Underpasses for the Caltrain San Mateo Crash Beams Project: Monitoring, San Mateo County, 
California, 2006–2007. Prepared for Parsons.   

Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Corridor, Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) Extension Project Alternatives: Addendum to 
Technical Memorandum to Historical Resources Evaluation Report including effects analysis and proposed mitigation 
measures, Santa Clara County, California, 2006–2007. Prepared for Circlepoint.   

Township 9 Project, Bercut-Richards Packing Company Property on North 7th Street: Historical Resources Inventory and 
Evaluation Report, City and County of Sacramento, California, 2006–2007. Prepared for EIP Associates - PBS&J.   

Building 89, Naval Station San Diego: Photographic Documentation, San Diego, California, 2006. Prepared with Far 
Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFAC) Southwest.   

Demolition of Two Residences at the Lava Cap Mine: Finding of Effect, Nevada County, California, 2006. Prepared for 
CH2M Hill.   

Fire Station #4 Project at 2294 Franklin Road: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Yuba City, Sutter County, California, 
2006. Prepared for PMC.   

Highway 101 / Brisco Road Interchange Project: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, San Luis Obispo County, California, 
2006. Prepared for Morro Group, Inc. and Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

University of California, Santa Barbara, Long Range Development Plan 2007: Environmental Impact Report, Historical 
Resources Section, City and County of Santa Barbara, California, 2006. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for University of California, Santa Barbara.   

Unlined Portions of Turlock Irrigation District Main Canal and Cross Ditch #1: Historic Resources Inventory and 
Evaluation, Stanislaus County, California, 2006. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Lake Tahoe Environmental Improvement Project on State Route 89 and US50: Historical Resource Evaluation Reports, El 
Dorado County, California, 2005–2007. Prepared with URS Corporation for Caltrans District 3.   

Remodeling of Base Theater (Building 30) on Marine Corps Recruit Depot (MCRD) San Diego, California, 2005–2007. 
Prepared with Vasquez + Marshall & Associates for Facilities Division, MCRD San Diego.   
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Alcorn Property, 4611 Malabar Avenue and 4653 Malabar Avenue: Peer Review and Historical Resources Evaluation 
Report, Castro Valley, Alameda County, California, 2005–2006. Prepared for Lamphier-Gregory.   

Bob Jones Bike Trail Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, San Luis Obispo County, California, 2005–2006. 
Prepared with Morro Group, Inc. and Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans District 5.   

Building Improvement Projects: Finding of Effects, NAWS China Lake, 2005–2006. Prepared for Epsilon Systems Solutions, 
Inc.   

Courtroom Remodeling in Building 12 on Marine Corps Recruit Depot (MCRD), San Diego, California, 2005–2006. 
Prepared with Vasquez + Marshall & Associates for Facilities Division, MCRD San Diego.   

D Street Bridge Rehabilitation Project: Historic Properties Survey Report, Petaluma, Sonoma County, California, 2005–
2006. Prepared with URS Corporation for Caltrans District 4.   

High Water Bridge at Camp Roberts: Inventory and Evaluation, Monterey County, California, 2005–2006. Prepared with 
Tetra Tech for US Army National Guard Reserve.   

Lava Cap Mine: Historical Resource Inventory and Evaluation, Nevada County, California, 2005–2006. Prepared for CH2M 
Hill.   

Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board Five Caltrain Bridges Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation, San 
Mateo and Palo Alto, San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties, California, 2005–2006. Prepared for Parsons 
Transportation Group.   

Peninsula Joint Powers Board South San Francisco Station and Track Work Project: Historic Inventory and Evaluation 
Report and Finding of Effect Report, San Mateo County, California, Caltrain Mileposts 06.10 to 10.60, 2005–2006. 
Prepared for Parsons Transportation Group.   

Quail Hollow Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Santa Cruz County, California, 
2005–2006. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Corridor EIS/EIR Alternatives: Historic Resources Evaluation Report and Finding of Effect, 
Santa Clara County, California, 2005–2006. Prepared for Circlepoint.   

El Rey Theatre: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Chico, Butte County, California, 2005. Prepared for Hart-
Van Overbeek.   

Emeryville Park Avenue Initial Study: Historical Resources Section, Alameda County, California, 2005. Prepared for URS 
Corporation.   

Marin Municipal Water District Fireflow Protection Project: Historic Inventory and Evaluation Report, Marin County, 
California, 2005. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Porteous Ranch House, Phoenix Lake, Marin Municipal Water District: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation 
Report, Marin County, California, 2005. Prepared for Marin Municipal Water District.   

Riego Road & Pacific Avenue: Finding of Effect Report, Sutter County, California, 2005. Prepared for Jensen & Associates.   

Sunrise Drive-In: Letter Report, Orangevale, Sacramento County, California, 2005. Prepared for Foothill Associates.   

Weir House at Lake Lagunitas, Alum House at Alpine Lake, and Chlorinator House at Alpine Lake: Historic Inventory and 
Evaluation Report, Marin Municipal Water District, Marin County, California, 2005. Prepared for Marin Municipal 
Water District.   
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Replacement of the Somersville Road Bridge over Contra Costa Canal (28C0201): Historical Resources Evaluation Report, 
Finding of Effect Report, Historic American Engineering Record Documentation, Antioch, Contra Costa County, 
California, 2004–2007. Prepared for T.Y. Lin International and City of Antioch.   

Adams Auxiliary and Adams Main Powerhouses: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Owens River 
Gorge, Mono County, California, 2004–2005. Prepared for City of Los Angeles Department of Water and Power.   

North County Transit District Agua Hedionda Bridge (230.6) Replacement Project: Historic Resources Inventory and 
Evaluation Report, Carlsbad, San Diego County, California, 2004–2005. Prepared for ASM Affiliates, Inc. and North 
County Transit District.   

Oakdale Road Bridge (38C0121) over Modesto Irrigation District (MID) Main Canal of the Riverbank: Historic Evaluation, 
California, 2004–2005. Prepared for City of Riverbank.   

Residence at 1860 Live Oak Boulevard:  Historical Resource Inventory and Evaluation, Yuba City, Sutter County, California, 
2004–2005. Prepared for City of Yuba City.   

Turlock Irrigation District Upper Main Canal Rebuild Project: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, 
Stanislaus County, California, 2004–2005. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for HDR, 
Inc. and Turlock Irrigation District.   

Bowman Road Bridge Replacement Project Over South Fork of Cottonwood Creek: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, 
Tehama County, California, 2004. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

Bridge 23C183 on Abernathy Road at Ledgewood Creek: Historic Property Survey Report, Solano County, California, 2004. 
Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc..   

Commerce Avenue Extension Project: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, Concord, Contra Costa County, California, 
2004. Prepared for HDR, Inc.   

Del Monte Forest Wireless Network Project: Federal Communications Commission Section 106 Compliance, Pebble Beach, 
Monterey County, California, 2004. Prepared for Pebble Beach Company.   

North County Transit District Santa Margarita River Bridge Replacement and Second Track Project, Near Oceanside, San 
Diego County, California, 2004. Prepared with ASM Affiliates for North County Transit District and US Army Corps of 
Engineers, Los Angeles District.   

Proposed Sacrificial Beams Project for Four Caltrain Bridges: Finding of No Adverse Effect, San Mateo County, California, 
2004. Prepared for Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board.   

State Route 1 Widening Project: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, Santa Cruz, California, 2003–2010. Prepared with 
Parsons and Nolte Engineering for Santa Cruz Transportation Commission.   

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan, San Diego, California, 2003–2007. 
Prepared for Marine Corps Recruit Depot and US Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District.   

Bridge Replacement Project of Main Street Cambria Bridge: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, City and County of San 
Luis Obispo, California, 2003–2004. Prepared for T.Y. Lin International.   

Bridge Replacement Project of Moonstone Beach Drive: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, San Luis Obispo County, 
California, 2003–2004. Prepared for T.Y. Lin International.   
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Bridge Replacement Project of Picachio Road Bridge: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, Cayucos, San Luis Obispo 
County, California, 2003–2004. Prepared for T.Y. Lin International.   

Design Guidelines and Project Considerations Regarding Santa Clara Depot and San Jose Diridon Station as Historic 
Properties for the Peninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board Caltrain Santa Clara to San Jose Corridor Improvement 
Project, 2003–2004. Prepared for HNTB Corporation.   

Enloe Medical Center Master Plan Environmental Impact Report: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, 
Chico, Butte County, California, 2003–2004. Prepared for Pacific Municipal Consultants.   

Lake Aloha Dams: Historic Resources Survey and Evaluation, Desolation Wilderness, El Dorado County, California, 2003–
2004. Prepared for El Dorado Irrigation District and EN2 Resources, Inc.   

Sacramento Regional Transit Folsom Boulevard Rail Maintenance Facility Project City of Sacramento: Historic Resources 
Inventory and Evaluation Report, Sacramento County, California, 2003–2004. Prepared for EIP Associates.   

Abandoned Portion of El Dorado Canal: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Southwest of Whitehall, El Dorado 
County, California, 2003. Prepared for El Dorado Irrigation District and Sierra Ecosystems Associates.   

Elk Grove Boulevard Improvement Project: Historic Property Survey Report, Historic Resources Evaluation Report, and 
Finding of Effect, Elk Grove, Sacramento County, California, 2003. Prepared for City of Elk Grove.   

Proposed Sacramento Regional Transit Bus Maintenance Facility McClellan Park: Letter Report Regarding Historic 
Architectural Resources in Area of Potential Effects, City and County of Sacramento, California, 2003. Prepared with 
EIP Associates for Sacramento Regional Transit.   

Verizon Wireless' Antenna Projects at 11 Grove Street: Federal Communications Commission Section 106 Compliance 
Letter Report, Watsonville, Santa Cruz County, California, 2003. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Glendale-Hyperion Viaduct: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, Historic Property Survey Report and Finding of Effect, 
Los Angeles, California, 2002–2008. Prepared for CH2M Hill.   

Beverly Boulevard Over Glendale Boulevard Project, Bridge 53C0045: Historic Property Survey Report, Historic Resources 
Evaluation Report and Finding of Effect, Los Angeles, California, 2002–2006. Prepared for CH2M Hill for City of Los 
Angeles and Caltrans District 7.   

Roadway Bridges in California, 1936 to 1959: Historic Context Report, Statewide Inventory and Evaluation of all pre-1960 
Metal Truss, Movable, and Steel Arch Bridges, 2002–2004. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans.   

Statewide Historic Context and Inventory and Evaluation of all pre-1960 Concrete Arch, Timber Truss, Concrete Truss, and 
Suspension Bridges and Evaluation of Los Angeles Monumental Bridges, 2002–2004. Prepared with Far Western 
Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans.   

Gold Rush Boulevard: Addendum to the Historic Architectural Survey and Evaluation Report for the Mossdale Landing 
Urban Design Concept Project, Lathrop, San Joaquin County, California, 2002–2003. Prepared for EDAW.   

Hog Barn, University of California, Davis: Historic American Buildings Survey and Video Documentation, Davis, Yolo 
County, California, 2002–2003. Prepared for University of California, Davis.   

Cingular Wireless Project Site at 601-615 2nd Street, City and County of San Francisco, California, 2002. Prepared for 
Vertex.   
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Circle Bridge, Mosquito Ridge Road, California Forest Highway 96: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Tahoe 
National Forest, Placer County, California, 2002. Prepared for US Forest Service, Department of Agriculture.   

FCC Section 106 Compliance for Cingular Wireless’s Proposed Telecommunications Facility at 1540 Esplanade Avenue: 
Letter Report, Chico, Butte County, California, 2002. Prepared for Cingular Wireless.   

Hayfork Creek Bridge, 5C0183: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Hayfork, Trinity County, California, 2002. Prepared 
for Hughes Environmental Consultants.   

South Midtown Area Revitalization and Transportation Plan (SMART): Historical Resources Evaluation Report, City and 
County of Sacramento, California, 2002. Prepared for EIP Associates.   

US395 Clear Acre Lane/Sutro Street Interchange Complex: Historic Architectural Inventory and Evaluation Report, Reno, 
Washoe County, Nevada, 2002. Prepared for CH2M Hill.   

North Spring Street Viaduct: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Finding of Effect Report, City and County of Los 
Angeles, California, 2001–2010. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Cingular Wireless' Antenna Projects: Letter Reports Regarding FCC Section 106 Compliance, 311 California Street, San 
Francisco; Cow Palace, 2500 Geneva Avenue, Daly City, San Mateo County; Tamalpais Theater, 324 Sir Francis Drake 
Boulevard, San Anselmo, Marin County; 652 Stanyan Street, San Francisco; 201 Powell Street, San Francisco; and 801 
Jones Street, San Francisco, 2001–2003. Prepared for Cingular Wireless.   

Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Corridor EIS/EIR Alternatives: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, Santa Clara County, 
California, 2001–2003. Prepared for Earth Tech, Inc.   

Truckee Meadows Project: Historic Properties Survey Report, Washoe County, Nevada, 2001–2003. Prepared with 
Montgomery Watson Harza for US Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District.   

Jellys Ferry Road Bridge Project (8C0043): Historic Architectural Survey Report, Tehama County, California, 2001–2002. 
Prepared for Hughes Environmental Consultants.   

Marsh Drive Bridge (28C0442): Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Concord, Contra Costa County, California, 2001–
2002. Prepared for City of Concord.   

Castles Parcel Project at 8112 Sacramento Street: Letter Report Regarding Sacramento County CEQA Compliance, Fair 
Oaks, Sacramento County, California, 2001. Prepared for Sacramento County.   

Cordelia Road Bridge (23C0037) Replacement and the Gordon Valley Road Bridge (23C0165) Replacement: Historic 
Architectural Survey Reports, Solano County, California, 2001. Prepared for Solano County Transportation 
Department.   

Davis-Dixon Bikeway from County Bridge 23C0191 to Vaughn Road on Old Davis Road, Tremont Road and Runge Road: 
Historic Architectural Survey Report, Solano County, California, 2001. Prepared for Solano County Transportation 
Department.   

Hayfork Nine Mile Bridge (5C0067) Hyampom Road: Evaluation, Trinity County, California, 2001. Prepared for North State 
Resources, Inc. on behalf of Trinity County.   

Nicholas Carriger Estate: Part Two Tax Credit Certification and Nomination to the National Register of Historic Places, 
City and County of Sonoma, California, 2001. Prepared for Geoffrey and Donna Barton.   
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Replacement of Exterior Windows on Building 16, United States Coast Guard, Integrated Support Command Alameda, 
Coast Guard Island: Historic Property Investigation, Alameda, California, 2001. Prepared for US Coast Guard.   

Tahoe Cedar Lodge Complex: Historic Property Survey and Evaluation, Tahoma, Lake Tahoe Basin, California, 2001. 
Prepared for Capps Homes, Inc.   

Caltrain Electrification Project, San Francisco to Gilroy (MP 0.0 to 77.4): Inventory and Evaluation of Historic Resources, 
San Francisco, San Mateo and Santa Clara Counties, California, 2000–2002. Prepared for Parsons Transportation 
Group.   

BART Oakland Airport Connector: Historic Architectural Survey Report, Oakland, California, 2000. Prepared for EIP 
Associates.   

Carlos/Warner Street Truck Route 1998 STIP Project: Historic Architectural Survey Report, Alturas, Modoc County, 
California, 2000. Prepared for City of Alturas.   

Carlos/Warner Street Truck Route 1998 STIP Project: Historic Properties Survey Report, Alturas, Modoc County, 
California, 2000. Prepared for .   

East Avenue Reconstruction Ceanothus Avenue to the Bidwell Subdivision and East Avenue/Esplanade Intersection 
Reconstruction: Historic Architectural Survey Reports, Chico, California, 2000. Prepared for City of Chico.   

National Register of Historic Places Evaluation of Cold War Era Buildings and Structures at the Survival, Evasion, 
Resistance and Escape Camp, Warner Springs, San Diego County, California, 2000. Prepared for Southwest Division, 
Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFACENGCOM), San Diego.   

World War II and Cold War-Era Buildings and Structures at the Marine Corps Recruit Depot: National Register of Historic 
Places Inventory and Evaluation, San Diego, California, 2000. Prepared for US Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento 
District and MCRD Public Works Branch.   

Historic Architectural Survey Report and Finding of Effect for the Doyle Drive Replacement Project, San Francisco, 
California, 1999–2005. Prepared for Parsons Brinckerhoff.   

Grade Separations within the Alameda Corridor-East Project: Historic Architectural Survey Report, Los Angeles County, 
California, 1999–2001. Prepared for DeLeuw Cather Inc.   

Nomination to the National Register of Historic Places, Virginia Hotel, Santa Barbara, California, 1999. Prepared for 
Urban Financial Services Group.   

Detailed Inventory and Conditions Assessment of Twenty-seven Buildings in the Marine Corp Recruit Depot, San Diego 
Historic District, San Diego County, California, 1998–1999. Prepared for Office of Public Works MCRD and US Army 
Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District.   

Inventory and Evaluation of Several Buildings on the University of California Davis Main Campus, Including the Hog Barn, 
Veterinary Medicine Buildings, Briggs Reservoir Remains and Walker Hall, 1998–1999. Prepared for University of 
California, Davis.   

National Register Evaluation of the Tahoe Fish Hatchery, Tahoe City, California, 1998–1999. Prepared for Architects & 
Engineers Office, University of California Davis.   

Inventory and Evaluation Projects for US Marine Corps in California (Camp Pendleton, MGACC Twentynine Palms, Marine 
Corps Recruit Depot), 1997–2000. Prepared with Foster Wheeler Environmental Corporation for US Marine Corps.   
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Statewide Department of Defense Inventory of Cultural Resources Projects and Thematic Context Statement, 1997–2000. 
Prepared with Foster-Wheeler Environmental for Department of Defense and US Army Corps of Engineers, 
Sacramento District.   

Historic Resource Evaluation of the Old Moccasin Powerhouse, Tuolumne County, California, 1997–1998. Prepared for 
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC), Hetch Hetchy Water and Power.   

Inventory and Evaluation of National Register of Historic Places Eligibility for Buildings and Structures at Engineering 
Field Activity (EFA) West, Naval Facilities Engineering Command, San Bruno, California, 1997–1998. Prepared for EFA 
West.   

Marine Corps Recruit Depot: Amendment to National Register of Historic Places Historic District, San Diego, California, 
1990-1991/2005–2007. Prepared for Facilities Division, MCRD San Diego.   

 



Cheryl Brookshear 
Architectural Historian 

 
Summary 
Since joining JRP in 2006, Ms. Brookshear has led and conducted a variety of cultural 
resources projects including inventory and evaluations, Findings of Effects, Condition 
Reports, Protection Plans and Cultural Resource Management Plans. Ms. Brookshear has 
contributed to cultural resources management projects in many roles from field 
recordation of historic to site-specific research, to writing of historical context material 
for Section 106 and CEQA compliance documents. Her work at JRP has included 
preparation of agricultural, industrial, and residential histories for a variety of property 
types for projects that have also included engineering features such as power 
generation facilities and water control structures. In her previous experience, Ms. 
Brookshear conducted research in various government and public records as part of a 
documentation project for the Hearthstone Historic House Museum, Appleton, 
Wisconsin, as well as developing interpretation programs to bring the results of research 
to the public.  
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Office Location 
Davis, CA 

Education 
M.S. Historic Preservation, 

University of 
Pennsylvania, 
Philadelphia, 2000 

B.A. History, Marquette 
University, Milwaukee, 
Wisconsin, 1994 

Certifications 
Meets Secretary of the Interior 

Professional Qualification 
Standards under History 
and Architectural History 

Affiliations 
Chairperson, Woodland 

Historic Preservation 
Commission 

Member, Society for the 
History of Technology 

Berkeley Hills Tunnel, Historic Evaluation, Alameda County, California, 2018–In Progress. 
Prepared for Parsons Transportation Group and Bay Area Rapid Transit.   

Incline Road Bridge over Moss Canyon (40C0064) Bridge Replacement Project, Mariposa 
County, California, 2018–In Progress. Prepared with Area West Environmental, 
Inc., and Quincy Engineering, Inc. for Mariposa County, and Caltrans.   

Nevada 49 Widening Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic 
Property Survey Report, Grass Valley, Nevada County, California, 2018–In Progress. Prepared with Pacific Legacy 
for Caltrans District 3.   

Placer 49 Safety Improvements Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Auburn, Placer County, California, 2018–
In Progress. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans District 3.   

Travis AFB Historic Districts Updates, and Evaluation of Building in the Q Area and ADC Alert Readiness Area, 2018–In 
Progress. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for the US Air Force.   

West Los Angeles Court Building: Historical Resources Survey, Los Angeles, California, 2018–In Progress. Prepared for 
MIG Corporation, and Judicial Council of California.   

Lincoln Bridge Multi-Modal Improvement Project: Historic Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey 
Report, City and County of Los Angeles, California, 2017–In Progress. Prepared with BonTerra Psomas for City of 
Los Angeles, and Caltrans District 7.   

Yolo County Branch Library Project: Historical Resource Mitigation Analysis and Identification Report, Yolo County, 
California, 2017–2018. Prepared with MIG for Yolo County.   

ADA Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, State Route 174, Grass Valley, Nevada County, California, 2017–
2018. Prepared with Pacific Legacy, Inc. for Caltrans District 3.   

Bakersfield Postwar Subdivisions: Narrative Description and Contextual History for Section 106 Mitigation, Kern County, 
California, 2017–2018. Prepared with Parsons Transportation Group, Inc. for City of Bakersfield, and Caltrans.   

Good Fred Roadway Rehabilitation Project, Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, 
Lassen County, California, 2017–2018. Prepared for Pacific Legacy, Inc. and Caltrans District 2.   
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I-80/Gilman Street Interchange Improvement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Berkeley, Alameda County, 
California, 2017–2018. Prepared with Garcia and Associates for Alameda County Transportation Authority and 
Caltrans District 4.   

San Pablo Dam Road Sidewalk Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, 
Appian Way to Clark Road, Contra Costa County, California, 2017–2018. Prepared with Far Western 
Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Area West, Contra Costa County, and Caltrans District 4.   

1089 D St., Hayward: Historical Resources evaluation of two residences, Alameda County, California, 2017. Prepared for 
Transamerica Investment LLC.   

Bieber to Adin 3R Project, Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, Lassen and Modoc 
Counties, California, 2017. Prepared for Pacific Legacy, Inc. and Caltrans District 2.   

Crows Landing Road and Grayson Road Traffic Signalization Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Stanislaus 
County, California, 2017. Prepared for Stanislaus County Public Works, and Caltrans District 10 under subcontract 
with Davis-King and Associates.   

Patterson Water Treatment Plant: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Stanislaus County, California, 
2017. Prepared with Davis-King & Associates for City of Patterson.   

PG&E Pike City Substation and Colgate-Alleghany 60kV Transmission Circuit: Inventory and Evaluation Report, Plumas, 
Sierra, Yuba Counties, California, 2017. Prepared for Pacific Gas & Electric Company and Parsons Infrastructure.   

Port San Luis Breakwater Repair Project: Cultural Resources Report, San Luis Obispo County, California, 2017. Prepared 
with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for US Army Corps of Engineers, Los Angeles District.   

California High Speed Rail Program Power Connections: Historic Architectural Resources Section, Madera, Merced, 
Fresno, Kings, Tulare, and Kern counties, California, 2016–In Progress. Prepared with Ascent Environmental for 
California High Speed Rail Authority.   

US Highway 50 Camino Safety Project Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, El 
Dorado County, California, 2016–2018. Prepared with Pacific Legacy for Caltrans District 3.   

Alta Main Canal Bridge Replacement Project, Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey Report, 
Fresno County, California, 2016–2017. Prepared with Area West Environmental, Inc for County of Fresno and 
Caltrans District 6.   

CEQA Impacts Analysis Golden Gate Bridge Toll Gantry Project, 2016–2017. Prepared for Golden Gate Bridge Highway 
and Transportation District.   

Dumbarton Trail: CEQA Compliance Technical Memo and Finding of Effect, Redwood City, San Mateo County, California, 
2016–2017. Prepared with Louis Berger for San Mateo County Transit District (Sam Trans).   

National Register of Historic Places Evaluation of Four Buildings (Buildings 223, 893, 894, and 1359) and Former Guided 
Missile Test Berm Subject to Demolition, Travis Air Force Base (AFB), Fairfield, Solano County, California, 2016–
2017. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc., on behalf of Travis AFB.   

PG&E Emado Station Built Environment Evaluation and Technical Memo, Santa Clara County, California, 2016–2017. 
Prepared for S2S Environmental Resource Management.   

Sperry Avenue - Del Puerto Avenue Intersection Improvements Historic Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property 
Survey Report, Patterson, Stanislaus County, California, 2016–2017. Prepared with Davis - King & Associates for 
City of Patterson and Caltrans District 10.   

PG&E Emeryville Laboratory and Central Warehouse CEQA Compliance Technical Memo, Emeryville, Alameda County 
California., 2016. Prepared for Stantec for Pacific Gas & Electric Company.   

Hanks Exchange Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report with Archaeological 
Component, El Dorado County, California, 2015–2018. Prepared for El Dorado County and Caltrans District 3.   
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Bakersfield F Street Alternative, California High Speed Rail Program: Inventory and Evaluation, Kern County, California, 
2015–2017. Prepared for .   

Naval Support Activity Monterey / Naval Post Graduate School, Herrmann Hall (Building 220), Navy Gateway Inns & 
Suites (NGIS) 2nd & 3rd Floor Renovation, Design Methodology Statement and assistance with Secretary of 
Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation, Monterey, California, 2015–2016. Prepared for Stellar, Naval Support 
Activity Monterey, and Naval Facilities Engineering Command.   

Brookdale Lodge Cottages Project: Historic Resources Evaluation and Letter Report, Santa Cruz, Santa Cruz County, 
California, 2015. Prepared for Brookdale Lodge and County of Santa Cruz Planning Department.   

Modesto General Plan Update: Environmental Impact Report, Cultural Resources Section, City of Modesto, Stanislaus 
County, California, 2015. Prepared for Jerry Haag and City of Modesto.   

San Pedro, Middle, and Long Beach Harbor Breakwaters Repair Project: Cultural Resources Report, Los Angeles County, 
California, 2015. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc., and US Army Corps of 
Engineers, Los Angeles District.   

Bakersfield to Palmdale Section, California High Speed Rail Program: Historic Architectural Technical Reports, Kern and 
Los Angeles Counties, California, 2014–In Progress. Prepared for T.Y. Lin International.   

Town of Fairfax Bridge Projects: Historic Property Survey Reports and Historical Resource Evaluation Reports, Fairfax, 
Marin County, California, 2014–In Progress. Prepared for WRA, Inc., Town of Fairfax, and Caltrans District 4.   

Historic Property Treatment Implementation Reports including Pre-Construction Condition Assessment Reports and 
Protection Response Plans, Fresno to Bakersfield Section, Construction Package 1, California High Speed Rail 
Program, Fresno, California, 2014–2017. Prepared for Parsons / TPZPJV.   

Sir Francis Drake Boulevard Improvement Project: Built Environment and Cultural Landscape Review, Point Reyes 
National Seashore, Marin County, California, 2014–2017. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research 
Group, Inc. for Central Federal Lands Highway Division.   

South Terminal Phase II Project: Finding of Effect on Diridon Station, San Jose, Santa Clara County, California, 2014–2016. 
Prepared for Louis Berger, Penninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board and Federal Transit Administration.   

California Department of Transportation, Statewide Cultural Resources Legacy Records Evaluation and Management 
Transportation Enhancement Project, Caltrans District 6, 2014–2015. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans Headquarters.   

Bay Road Improvement Phase II and III Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, East Palo Alto, San Mateo County, 
California, 2014–2015. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans District 4.   

California Department of Transportation, Statewide Cultural Resources Legacy Records Evaluation and Management 
Transportation Enhancement Project, Caltrans District 10, 2014–2015. Prepared with Far Western 
Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans Headquarters.   

California Department of Transportation, Statewide Cultural Resources Legacy Records Evaluation and Management 
Transportation Enhancement Project, Caltrans District 11, 2014–2015. Prepared with Far Western 
Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans Headquarters.   

California Department of Transportation, Statewide Cultural Resources Legacy Records Evaluation and Management 
Transportation Enhancement Project, Caltrans District 9, 2014–2015. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans Headquarters.   

Italian Bar Road Bridge Replacement:  Historic Property Survey Report, Fresno County, California, 2014. Prepared for 
Area West Environmental, Inc., Fresno County, and Caltrans District 6.   



 

JRP HISTORICAL CONSULTING, LLC   BROOKSHEAR | 4    

Knights Landing Boat Launch Facility Improvements: Cultural Resources Report, Knights Landing, Yolo County, California, 
2014. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Yolo County, and US Army Corps of 
Engineers Sacramento District Regulatory Division.   

Mission Rock Energy Center AFC: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Ventura County, California, 2014. 
Prepared for URS Corporation.   

UC Davis Chemistry Building and Annex: Historic Resource Evaluation, Davis, Yolo County, California, 2014. Prepared for 
University of California, Davis.   

VTA’s BART Silicon Valley Phase II Extension Project: Supplemental Built Environment Survey Report and Finding of Effect, 
2013–In Progress. Prepared with ICF for Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) and the Federal 
Transit Administration.   

California Department of Transportation, Statewide Cultural Resources Legacy Records Evaluation and Management 
Transportation Enhancement Project, Caltrans District 2, 2013–2015. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans Headquarters.   

California Department of Transportation, Statewide Cultural Resources Legacy Records Evaluation and Management 
Transportation Enhancement Project, Caltrans District 4, 2013–2015. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans Headquarters.   

California Department of Transportation, Statewide Cultural Resources Legacy Records Evaluation and Management 
Transportation Enhancement Project, Caltrans District 5, 2013–2015. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans Headquarters.   

AC Transit East Bay Bus Rapid Transit Project: Third Addendum Historic Properties Inventory and Evaluation, and Finding 
of Effect, Alameda County, California, 2013–2014. Prepared for Kimley-Horn & Associates.   

70 South Jackson Avenue: Historic Resources Report, San Jose, Santa Clara County, California, 2013. Prepared for 
Rocketship Education.   

Fair Oaks Overhead Bridge Rehabilitation: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Sunnyvale, Santa Clara, California, 
2013. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for City of Sunnyvale, and Caltrans 
District 4 under subcontract to Circlepoint.   

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, Buildings 55, 75, 77, 79 and 90: Historic Resources Inventory Report, Berkeley, 
Alameda County, California, 2013. Prepared for University of California, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory 
and Department of Energy Berkeley Site Office.   

Marsh Creek Wingwall Repair Project: Historic Context and Evaluation, Marsh Creek Road, Near Clayton, Contra Costa 
County, California, 2013. Prepared for Condor Country Consulting, Inc., and Contra Costa County.   

Bridge Street Bridge Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Historic Property Survey Report, and Finding of 
Effect, Secretary of Interior's Standards Action Plan, Arroyo Grande, San Luis Obispo County, California, 2012–
2017. Prepared for SWCA Environmental Consultants, City of Arroyo Grande and Caltrans District 5.   

Briceland Road Bridge: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Mendocino County, California, 2012–2014. Prepared for 
Sycamore Environmental for Mendocino County.   

Yankee Jims Road Bridge: Assist with Feasibility Study and Alternatives Analysis; Assist with Preliminary Environmental 
Constraints Report, Placer County, California, 2012–2014. Prepared for Quincy Engineering for Placer County.   

East Hill Road Bridge:  Historic Property Survey Report, Mendocino County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for North 
State Resources, Inc.   

Fort Rosecrans Historic District, Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Naval Base Point Loma, San Diego, 
California, 2012–2013. Prepared for Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFAC) Southwest.   
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Los Gatos Creek Railroad Bridge Replacement Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, San Jose, 
Santa Clara County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for Louis Berger Group and Peninusla Corridor Joint Powers 
Board.   

Reeves Canyon Road Bridge:  Historic Property Survey Report and Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Mendocino 
County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared for North State Resources, Inc., County of Mendocino and Caltrans 
District 1.   

Suisun Marsh: Cultural Resources Contextual Report, Solano County, California, 2012–2013. Prepared with Far Western 
Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for US Bureau of Reclamation, Mid-Pacific Region.   

Alleghany Road / Oregon Creek Covered Bridge Project: Finding of Effects Report, Yuba County, California, 2011–2013. 
Prepared for Quincy Engineering and Caltrans District 3.   

Bakersfield to Palmdale Section, California High Speed Rail Program, Kern and Los Angeles counties, California, 2011–
2013. Prepared for URS for California High Speed Rail Authority.   

Balch Camp: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Balch Camp, Fresno County, California, 2011–2012. Prepared 
with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Pacific Gas & Electric Company.   

Geer Road Bridge Seismic Retrofit Project: Archival Research and Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Stanislaus 
County, California, 2011–2012. Prepared with Davis-King & Associates for Stanislaus County and Caltrans District 
10.   

Hobart Mills Scaling Station: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Preparation of DPR 523 form, Nevada 
County, California, 2011–2012. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc.   

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory: Cultural Resources Management Plan, Berkeley, Alameda County, California, 
2011–2012. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for University of California, 
Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory.   

McClellan Buildings 250-252 Project: Finding of Effect (FOE) and Historic American Building Survey (HABS) 
Documentation, Sacramento County, California, 2011–2012. Prepared for CH2M Hill.   

Guernsey Substation Project: Inventory and Evaluation Report, Kings County, California, 2011. Prepared with Far Western 
Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Pacific Gas & Electric Company.   

Highway 101 / Brisco Road Interchange Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Property Survey 
Report, San Luis Obispo County, California, 2011. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, 
Inc. for Caltrans District 5 on behalf of the City of Arroyo Grande.   

Los Gatos Creek Walls: National Register and California Register Re-Evaluation following Mitigation, San Jose, Santa 
Clara County, California, 2011. Prepared for Louis Berger Group.   

Pacific Gas & Electric Oakland Substation D: Historical Resources Evaluation Update and Letter Report, Oakland, 
Alameda County, California, 2011. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Pacific 
Gas & Electric Company.   

Replacement of Seven Bridges on Tonto National Forest Control Road, Tonto National Forest, Forest Highway 51, Gila 
County, Arizona, 2011. Prepared for CH2M Hill.   

AC Transit East Bay Bus Rapid Transit Project: Addendum Historic Properties Inventory and Evaluation, Finding of Effects, 
and CEQA Impacts Analysis, Alameda County, California, 2010–2011. Prepared for Kimley-Horn & Associates, Inc.   

Sabrina Road Bridge: APE Delineation for bridge replacement project, Inyo County, California, 2010–2011. Prepared for 
RMT, Inc., County of Inyo and Caltrans District 9.   

Scotty Creek Restoration Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Ballard Ranch, Sonoma County, 
California, 2010–2011. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc.   
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Wildlife Habitat Improvement Project  (WHIP), McArthur Swamp: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report of 
Drains, Canals, and Levees, Shasta County, California, 2010–2011. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. and Pacific Gas & Electric Company.   

Wildwood Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Wildwood, Trinity County, 
California, 2010–2011. Prepared for North State Resources, Inc.   

Geary Road Bridge Replacement Project: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, Alameda County, California, 2010. 
Prepared for San Francisco Public Utilities Commission (SFPUC).   

March Air Reserve Base: Finding of Effect and Memorandum of Agreement for project at 11 Buildings in March Field 
Historic District, Riverside County, California, 2010. Prepared for US Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento 
District.   

Woodruff Lane:  Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Yuba County, California, 2010. Prepared for Yuba County.   

Fresno to Bakersfield Section, California High Speed Rail Program, Fresno, Kings, Tulare, and Kern counties, California, 
2009–2014. Prepared with URS for California High Speed Rail Authority.   

Naval Air Station Alameda: Cultural Resources Services including Historic Resources Survey and Evaluation Reports, 
Cultural Landscape Report, and National Register Nomination of NAS Alameda Historic District, Alameda County, 
California, 2009–2013. Prepared for Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFAC) Southwest.   

Hydrogen Energy Project: Inventory and evaluation of historic resources for California Energy Commission's Application 
for Certification Technical Report, historical resources section, Kern County, California, 2009–2010. Prepared for 
Under contract to URS, for HECA, Inc.   

Alamo Creek Detention Basin Project: Land Use Historical Research, Vacaville, Solano County, California, 2009. Prepared 
for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc.   

Edwards Air Force Base, 16 Buildings: Cultural Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Kern County, California, 2009. 
Prepared for JT3, LLC.   

Strawberry Canyon, University of California, Berkeley: Cultural Landscape Assessment, Berkeley, Alameda County, 
California, 2009. Prepared for Impact Sciences.   

US 101 / Broadway Interchange Reconstruction Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Burlingame, San Mateo 
County, California, 2009. Prepared for URS Corporation and Caltrans District 4.   

Washington Square Park: Inventory and Evaluation of Potential Historical Resources, Marysville, Yuba County, California, 
2009. Prepared for Planning Partners.   

Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART): Addendum Finding of Effect and Memorandum of Agreement, including mitigation 
development, Santa Clara County, California, 2008–2011. Prepared for VTA.   

Central Marin Ferry Connection: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Marin County, California, 2008–2011. Prepared 
with Jacobs Carter Burgess for Caltrans District 4, and Transportation Authority of Marin.   

Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory: Cultural Resources Management Plan, Berkeley, Alameda County, California, 
2008–2010. Prepared for University of California, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory.   

Arroyo Grande Waterway: Inventory and evaluation of historic resources for waterway improvement project, San Luis 
Obispo County, California, 2008–2009. Prepared for Morro Group, Inc. (SWCA).   

Ulatis Creek Retention Basin Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Vacaville, Solano County, 
California, 2008–2009. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc.   

Alta Vista Solar Tower: Historical Resources section of California Energy Commission's Application for Certification (AFC) 
report, Los Angeles County, California, 2008. Prepared for Tetra Tech, Inc.   
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Ball Estate: National Register and California Register evaluation, Alamo, Contra Costa County, California, 2008. Prepared 
for D. E. Ball Family Trust.   

Blacksmith Shop Building, California State University, Chico: National Register and California Register evaluation, Chico, 
Butte County, California, 2008. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Grove Street Sidewalk Improvement Project: Identify and propose appropriate Area of Potential Effect, Bishop, Inyo 
County, California, 2008. Prepared for RMT, Inc. (Formerly MHA) and Caltrans District 9.   

Kings River Conservation District Community Power Plant Project: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, 
Supplemental Report for the Gas Pipeline Route, Fresno County, California, 2008. Prepared for Navigant 
Consulting.   

Los Gatos-Guadalupe Railroad Bridges: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Santa Clara County, 
California, 2008. Prepared for Parsons Transportation and Penninsula Corridor Joint Powers Board.   

Old Powerhouse, California Polytechnic State University: Historic Building Assessment and Analysis, City and County of 
San Luis Obispo, California, 2008. Prepared for Crawford Multari & Clark Associates.   

Realignment and Reconstruction of Avenue 2 and Canal Creek Bridge Project near Atwater: Historical Resources 
Evaluation Report, Merced County, California, 2008. Prepared for URS Corporation, Merced County and Caltrans 
District 10.   

Sutter Hospital Expansion Project: Inventory and evaluation of buildings in proposed project area, Santa Rosa, Sonoma 
County, California, 2008. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

University Center, California State University, Chico: National Register and California Register evaluation, Chico, Butte 
County, California, 2008. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Highway 101 Improvement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Santa Clara and San Benito Counties, 
California, 2007–2010. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans District 5.   

Ten Buildings on Naval Base Ventura County, Port Hueneme: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, 
Ventura County, California, 2007–2010. Prepared with SWCA Environmental for Naval Facilities Engineering 
Command (NAVFAC) Southwest.   

Newman Downtown Plaza Project: Historic Property Survey Report and Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Newman, 
Stanislaus County, California, 2007–2009. Prepared for Coastplans, the City of Newman and Caltrans District 10.   

Caltrain Electrification Program: Inventory and Evaluation Update for 52 miles of railroad alignment and railroad-related 
structures between San Francisco and Gilroy, California, 2007–2008. Prepared with Parsons for Caltrain Joint 
Power Board, under contract to Parsons.   

Downtown / Riverfront Streetcar: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Sacramento and Yolo counties, California, 
2007–2008. Prepared for URS Corporation, City of Sacramento and City of West Sacramento.   

Highway 101 Auxiliary Lanes, Mountain View: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Santa Clara County, California, 
2007–2008. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans District 5.   

Interstate-580 West bound, High-Occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Lanes: Inventory of Historic Architectural Resources, 
Livermore area Alameda County, California, 2007–2008. Prepared for Circlepoint and Caltrans District 4.   

Las Gallinas Chlorine Contact Basin and Clear Well Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, City and 
County of Marin County, California, 2007–2008. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Mirant Marsh Landing: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation for section of California Energy Commission's 
Application for Certification Report, Contra Costa County, California, 2007–2008. Prepared for URS Corporation.   
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Mirant Willow Pass Generation Station: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation for section of California Energy 
Commission's Application for Certification report, Pittsburg, Contra Costa County, California, 2007–2008. 
Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Ocotillo Power Plant AFC: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report for California Energy Commission's 
Application for Certification, Riverside County, California, 2007–2008. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Quarter A and B at Naval Coal Depot, (Fleet Industrial Supply Center, Quarters A), Naval Base Point Loma: Historic 
Documentation, San Diego County, California, 2007–2008. Prepared with SWCA Environmental for SWCA 
Environmental Consultants / Southwest Division, Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFACENGCOM), San 
Diego.   

Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Corridor (BART) EIS/EIR Alternatives: Addendum to Inventory, Evaluation, and Impacts 
Analysis Technical Reports, Santa Clara County, California, 2007–2008. Prepared for Santa Clara Valley 
Transportation Authority (SCVTA) under contract with Circlepoint.   

Anaheim Municipal Power Station: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation for California Energy Commission's 
Application for Certification (AFC) report, Anaheim, Orange County, California, 2007. Prepared for URS 
Corporation.   

Carlsbad Energy Center: Inventory and Evaluation, Carlsbad, San Diego County, California, 2007. Prepared for CH2M Hill.   

Ely Energy Center Project: Intensive Historical Resources Inventory, Evaluation, and Indirect Effects Analysis, Eastern 
Nevada, 2007. Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc., for submittal to the Ely District, 
Nevada Office of the Bureau Land Management.   

Fair Oaks Water District Administration Complex Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, 
Sacramento County, California, 2007. Prepared for Foothill Associates.   

Jack McNamara Field Terminal: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Crescent City, Del Norte County, 
California, 2007. Prepared for URS Corporation and Crescent City.   

Reeds Creek Road Bridge: APE Development and Historic Context, Near Red Bluff, Tehama County, California, 2007. 
Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for County of Tehama and Caltrans District 2.   

Rockville Walls:  Inventory and Evaluation for CEQA compliance, Solano County, California, 2007. Prepared for Far 
Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc.   

South Terminal Improvement Project Caltrain Cahill Station: Finding of Effect for projects within a National Register listed 
Historic District, San Jose, Santa Clara County, California, 2007. Prepared for Parsons; Penninsula Corritor Joint 
Powers Board.   

Vacaville Windmill: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Vacaville, Solano County, California, 2007. Prepared for 
Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc.   

Highway 101 Widening, Gilroy to Highway 129 Intersection, Mexican-Era adobes along old El Camino Real: Historical 
Resources Evaluation Report and Historic Context, Santa Clara and San Benito Counties, California, 2006–2010. 
Prepared for Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc.   

Doyle Drive, South Access to the Golden Gate Bridge Project: Section 106 Compliance Documentation, City and County of 
San Francisco, California, 2006–2008. Prepared for Parsons Brinckerhoff.   

Edwards Air Force Base: Phase II Cultural Resources Evaluation and HABS/HAER Documentation of Selected Buildings and 
Structures Built between 1941 and 1959, Kern County, California, 2006–2008. Prepared with Multiple-phase 
project prepared with Tetra Tech., Inc for US Army Corps of Engineers, Sacramento District, and Air Force Flight 
Test Center, Base Historic Preservation Office, Edwards Air Force Base, California.   

Highgrove Steam Turbine Power Plant and Linear Corridor: Inventory and Evaluation, Riverside County, California, 2006–
2008. Prepared for CH2M Hill.   
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Old Town Cordelia Improvement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Historic Property Survey Report, and 
Finding of Effect, Cordelia, Solano County, California, 2006–2008. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological 
Research Group, Inc. for County of Solano and Caltrans District 4.   

San Pablo Dam Road / Interstate 80 Interchange Project: Historic Resources Evaluation Report, Contra Costa County, 
California, 2006–2008. Prepared with URS Corporation for Caltrans District 4.   

Bullard Energy Center: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, City and County of Fresno, California, 2006–
2007. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Contra Costa Canal Intake Segment: Historic American Engineering Record, Contra Costa County, North of Oakley, 
California, 2006–2007. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Contra Costa Water 
District.   

Panoche Energy Center: Historical Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Panoche, Fresno County, California, 2006–2007. 
Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Sacramento International Airport: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation Report, Sacramento County, California, 
2006–2007. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

Silicon Valley Rapid Transit Corridor, Bay Area Rapid Transit (BART) Extension Project Alternatives: Addendum to 
Technical Memorandum to Historical Resources Evaluation Report including effects analysis and proposed 
mitigation measures, Santa Clara County, California, 2006–2007. Prepared for Circlepoint.   

State Route 246 Improvement Project: Historical Resources Evaluation Report, Santa Barbara County, California, 2006–
2007. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Caltrans District 5.   

Delta Risk Management Strategy Phase 1/Levee Repair DWR, 2006. Prepared for URS Corporation.   

South Bay Power Plant: Inventory and Evaluation, Chula Vista, San Diego County, California, 2006. Prepared for CH2M 
Hill.   

Turlock Irrigation District, Proposed Transmission Lines near Hughson: Inventory and Evaluation, Stanislaus County, 
California, 2006. Prepared for Point Environmental / Turlock Irrigation District.   

Atwater-Merced Expressway Project: Historic Resources Inventory and Evaluation, Merced County, California, 2005–
2007. Prepared with Far Western Anthropological Research Group, Inc. for Merced County Association of 
Governments.   

Contra Costa Canal: Inventory and Recordation, 2005–2006. Prepared for Caltrans and Contra Costa Water District at the 
request of US Bureau of Reclamation.   

Edwards Air Force Base: Historic buildings and structures inventory and evaluation, and Historic American Building 
Survey documentation of NRHP eligible buildings, Kern County, California, 2004–2010. Prepared for Tetra Tech, 
Inc.   

Edwards Air Force Base, Phase II: Annual inventory and evaluation of buildings and structures turning 50 years old and 
Historic American Building Survey (HABS) documentation of eligible properties, Kern County, California, 2004–
2006. Prepared for Tetra Tech, Inc.   
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WALNUT GROVE BRANCH RAILROAD
NATIONAL REGISTER NOMINATION

SACRAMENTO COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

FINAL REPORT

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
1325 J Street

Sacramento, California 95814

PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.
2116 T Street

P.O. Box 160756
Sacramento, California 95816-0756
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~C--1 0 2 6 0 9
(3-102609



NPS Form 10-900                                                OMB No. 1024-0018
" (Rev. 8-86)

United States Department of the Interior
~,National Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
REGISTRATION FORM

i. Name of Property

historic name: Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad

~¯, other name/site number: Sacramento Southern Railroad

~! 2. Location

street & number:

not for publication:

cite/town: Sacramento to Walnut Grove                              vicinity:_x_x

~i~.~ state: CA    county: Sacramento               code: 067      zip code: 95814

3. Classification

~Ownership of Property: Public-State/Private

Category of Property:    Structure

~;Number of Resources within Property:

Contributing    Noncontributing

buildings
sites

1 structures
objects

1                      Total

Number of contributing resources previously listed in the National
Register: 0

Name of related multiple property listing:            N/A
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4. State/Federal Agency Certification

As the designated authority under the National Historic Preservation Act
of 1966, as amended, I hereby certify that this        nomination
request for determination of eligibility meets the documentation
standards for registering properties in the National Register of
HiStoric Places and meets the procedural and professional requirements
set forth in 36 CFR Part 60. In my opinion, the property       meets

does not meet the National Register Criteria.        See continuation
sheet.

Signature of certifying official Date

State Or Federal agency and bureau

In my opinion, the property        meets        does not meet the National
Register criteria.        See continuation sheet.

Signature of commenting or other official Date

State or Federal agency and bureau

~ 5. National Park Service Certification

~[~! I hereby certify that this property is:

entered in the National Register
See continuation sheet.

~ __ determined eligible for the
National Register

See continuation sheet.
~ __ determined not eligible for the

National Register
removed from the National Register

other (explain):

Signature of Keeper     Date
of Action
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6. Function or Use

Historic:    TRANSPORTATION Sub: rail-related

Current :    TRANSPORTATION Sub: rail-related
NOT IN USE

7. Description

Architectural Classification: N/A

~ °Other Description:

Materials: foundation EARTH/WOOD roof
wa 1 is                    other WOOD/EARTH/METAL/STEEL/CONCRETE

Describe present and historic physical appearance.    X See continuation
sheet.

The Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad encompasses approximately 500
.~ acres along a 24.5-mile-long corridor on the east side of the Sacramento

River in Sacramento County, California. The property comprises 24.5 miles
~-~ of railroad grade (17 miles with intact rails and ties), wooden trestles
,~ and concrete overpasses. The grade and wooden trestles were constructed
~ between 1908 and 1912 and were innovative at the time due to the use of

~ dredgers to construct the railroad on a levee of fill. The route extends
~ from Sacramento city to Walnut Grove, passing through agricultural fields
~ and orchards. Today the majority of the levee and features remain intact

and are reminiscent of the 1920s era of the railroad. Changes to the
~ alignment are evident in Sacramento where Interstate 5 caused the
~! realignment of a short segment of the route. As a whole, however, the

route retains a remarkable degree of integrity of location, setting,
.~ design, workmanship and feeling and is intact along most of its length,
" with the exceptions of paved road crossings. The route conveys a strong

sense of time and place, evoking the rural feel and agricultural focus of
the alignment during the 1910s and 1920s that has remained uncompromised
through the decades.
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8. Statement of Significance

Certifying official has considered the significance of this property in
relation to other properties:                            ¯

Applicable National Register Criteria: A, C

Criteria Considerations (Exceptions) :

Areas of Significance:    TRANSPORTATION
ENGINEERING

.Period(s) of Significance: 1908      - 1934

Significant Dates    : N/A

Significant Person(s): .. N/A

Cultural Affiliation:

Architect/Builder: _ Hood, Wilhelm

State significance of property, and justify criteria, criteria
considerations, and areas and periods of significance noted above.

X See continuation sheet.

The Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad was constructed between 1908 and
1912 specifically to link the agricultural communities of the upper
Sacramento River Delta with Sacramento and distant markets. It played a
vital and crucial role in the subsequent agricultural boom in the region,
as well as in the development of numerous towns. The railroad-is-
significant at a local level under criterion a for its direct influence on
the development of agriculture, canning operations, and packing endeavors
in the Delta, and for the role it played in the founding of the National
Register-listed town of Locke, as well as Hood and Freeport. The railroad
allowed direct shipping from the farms to distant markets, thus directly
affecting the economic development of the Delta. The use of massive
dredging equipment in construction of the line and its placement on an
elevated levee, while not completely unique, represents an innovative
technological and engineering feat for its time. As such, the route
embodies distinctive characteristics of the methods employed in dredging
and levee construction during a short time frame, adding to its
significance under criterion c. The combination of urban and rural
countryside, as viewed from the existing elevated grade, has changed little
since the route construction, resulting in a high degree of integrity
present along the route, one that embodies a strong sense of time and place
during the peak years (1908-1934) of railroad operation and the Delta
agricultural boom. In 1934 the railroad terminated all passenger service
and reduced the number of freight trains operating on the line per day,
thus ending the period of significance.
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9. Major Bibliographical References

~ See continuation sheet.

Previous documentation on file (NPS):

preliminary determination of individual listing (36 CFR 67) has been
requested.

previously listed in the National Register
previously determined eligible by the National Register
designated a National Historic Landmark
recorded by Historic American Buildings Survey    #
recorded by Historic American Engineering Record #

Primary Location of Additional Data:

State historic preservation office
oX Other state agency CRailroad Museum, State Archives)

Federal agency
~ Local government

University
~ Other -- Specify Repository: Southern Pacific Transportation Company

I0. Geographical Data

Acreage of Property:    500

UTM References: Zone Easting Northing    Zone Easting Northing

A i0 630245 4271580 B i0 629430 4269920
C I0 630350 4266360 D I0 630900 4252880

X__ See continuation sheet.

Verbal Boundary Description: X .See continuation sheet.

Boundary Justification: X    See continuation sheet.

ii. Form Prepared By

Name/Title:     Mary L. Maniery

Organization:PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES INC. Date: January 27, 1992

Street & Number: PO Box 160756                    Telephone:916/739-8356

City or Town: Sacramento                           State: CA        ZIP: 95816
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DESCRIPTION

The Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad extends 24.5 miles from old
Sacramento to Walnut Grove. Generally, the line parallels the Sacramento
River and State Highway 160 and averages 16 feet in width. The property
encompasses about 500 acres of land.

The trackage primarily is situated on an extensive levee and embankment
works extending from I Street in Sacramento to just north of Walnut Grove.
Between Miller Park and Freeport the line follows the Sacramento River
levee. The railroad levee south of Sacramento also serves as the western
embankment for the Beach and Stone Lakes flood retardation basin. It
returns to the river at Walnut Grove.

Changes to the alignment are evident in Sacramento where Interstate 5
caused the realignment of a short (0.5 mile) segment of the route (depicted
in purple on the USGS quadrangle, see attached). As a whole, however, the
route retains a remarkable degree of integrity of location. It begins
adjacent to the Central Pacific Passenger Station in Sacramento at Front and
I streets and continues south, passing along the east bank of the Sacramento
River. South of Miller Park the line is elevated and parallels the
Sacramento River on the west and Interstate 5 on the east for about 1.5
miles. It then passes over Interstate 5 and continues through the Florin
Road Shopping Center and Meadowview Road at grade level. South of
Meadowview Road it once again is located on the river levee for about 2.0
miles before turning inland. The line continues inland on a 15- to 20-foot-
high levee and passes a series of small lakes, marshes and ponds,
paralleling Willow Slough for approximately four miles to the community of
Hood and then paralleling Snodgrass Slough for several miles extending north
of Locke.

The railroad line runs through commercial and residential development
in Sacramento. Beyond the city limits the route traverses extensive areas
of fruit orchards and grain fields. Lengthy wooden trestles are found along
the line and once dominated the approach to the Snodgrass Slough swing-span
bridge. The Snodgrass Slough bridge and associated trestles were removed
between 1984 and 1988. Small wooden trestle overcrossings, however, are
still present along the route.

Generally, the route consists of a single track elevated on the levee.
The levee averages 12 feet in height and is about 16 feet wide. The track
uses a variety of rails, ranging from 75 to 113 pound rails; the heavier
rails are used at road crossings. The rail is on 8-inch by 13-inch plates.
Ties vary from six inches by eight inches by eight feet long to seven inches
by nine inches by eight feet long. Today, tracks and rails are present on
the grade from Sacramento to 1,000 feet south of Hood Junction, a distance

C--1 0261 5
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of about 17 miles. The remainder of the grade between Hood and Walnut Grove
is visible on the levee, although tracks are only visible at road crossings
(e.g., Twin Cities Road), where they have been paved over. Crossing gates
and working mechanisms were removed when the route was abandoned in the
1970s (International Engineering Company 1979), particularly between Post
Miles 87 and 95, where the line travels through the City of Sacramento.
These changes have not affected the overall integrity of the route, however,
or of its overcrossings.

As of 1979, there were Ii bridge structures between Sacramento and
Walnut Grove. The railroad bridge structures were of four types:
reinforced concrete; composite-concrete and structural steel; timber pile
trestles; and moveable metal structures. The reinforced concrete bridge,
located at Post Mile (PM) 91.97, crosses Interstate 5 and was constructed in
the mid-1970s as part of the freeway work. The composite concrete and
structural steel bridge was constructed in 1951 and crosses over the Delta
Cross Channel just south of Locke at Post Mile 112.88 (International
Engineering Company 1979). These two bridges are not considered elements of
the original design of the railroad but do not detract from the overall
integrity of the property. The moveable metal structure included a turn
bridge at Snodgrass Slough. This latter structure was removed between 1984
and 1988.

The majority of the bridge structures on the line are trestles with six
driven wooden piles per bent and timber or concrete abutments. These
bridges are open or ballast deck trestle structures and cross overflow
drainage systems and roads. They range from 65 to Ii0 feet in length
(average length is 75 feet) and are 16 to 20 feet in height. Some of the
bridges have walkways for pedestrian traffic and repair work (International
Engineering Company 1979; Southern Pacific Transportation Company 1960).

The original wooden overcrossings located within the City of Sacramento
at Sutterville Road, 35th Avenue, and Blair Avenue were replaced with a
culvert and filled, or lowered to grade between 1960 and 1968. The
Riverside Boulevard overcrossing was removed as part of the Interstate 5
construction project in the early 1970s. Since 1980 a few of these
overcrossings (e.g., at PM 113.46 in Walnut Grove) have been removed,
although the trestle supports and levee abutments remain in place. Six
structures north of Locke, however, remain intact and are representative
samples of the original trestle work along the line. These are located at
Post Mile 95 (one trestle), between Post Miles 99.0 and 99.6 (four
trestles), and near Post Mile 108 (one trestle).

Originally spur tracks extended east and west from the main railroad to
access warehouses and agriculturally oriented communities within the Delta.
These elevated spur routes led to warehouses, sheds, or loading platforms
within private ranches. While the packing sheds, platforms, and stations
were dismantled beginning in the 1930s, the spur grades are still evident,
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contributing to the overall fabric of the structure. Eight spur grades,
ranging in length from 200 feet to nearly one-quarter of a mile, are
depicted on the USGS quadrangles (see attached).

The massive levee and embankment works along the length of the railroad
is a prominent feature between Sacramento and Walnut Grove. In 1929 the
route was extended south of Walnut Grove to Vorman’s Landing, crossing over
Georgiana Slough, and was again extended in 1943. This later work resulted
in a termination of the line at Isleton, eight miles south of Walnut Grove.
This segment (from Walnut Grove to Isleton) was compromised by flooding
during the 1970s. The bridge at Georgiana Slough and the majority of the
grade south of a point just north of the town of Walnut Grove are no longer
present or do not retain integrity. Therefore, this section of line is not
included as a part of the historic property.

The view from the route has changed little since it first opened for
business. It retains its rural feel, passing through orchards and grain
fields throughout the majority of its length. The landscape along that
portion of the route that parallels the Sacramento River and Snodgrass
Slough is included in a wildlife refuge and has not been developed or
altered since the railroad was built. The rural feel of the countryside
increases the integrity of the route’s setting and reflects the agricultural
focus of the original function of the route.

After its abandonment by Southern Pacific in 1978 the majority of the
alignment was purchased by the State of California. The State retained the
rails, ties, trestles and other features in place with little or no change.
As a result, the system is intact along most of its length to Hood, with the
exception of the paved road crossings. A two mile portion of the route,
extending from Front and I streets in Sacramento to Miller Park, has been
restored and is used seasonally by the State Department of Parks and
Recreation as a steam train excursion route.

Today, the route retains the physical feel of the 1910s and 1920s
agricultural boom period and retains integrity of location, design, setting,
workmanship, and feeling. Six wooden trestles and two overcrossings remain
in place, as does most of the original elevated main grade and spur lines.
The location of the line, with the exception of a 0.5 mile segment within
Sacramento city limits, remains unaltered. The original appearance of the
main line, its layout and scale are intact. While road crossings, warning
signals, and the Snodgrass Slough Bridge were removed after 1975, the
overall route design retains integrity.

The route initially traversed residential and commercial areas in
Sacramento before entering the rural upper Delta region. South of
Meadowview Road, the agricultural setting of the line remains unchanged.
The alignment passes through pear orchards, grain fields, and parallels
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Snodgrass Slough (a wildlife refuge), landscapes that retain the sense of
time and place that was evident during the period of significance.
Workmanship that went into the construction of the levee system that
elevates the railroad is evident today with little change. In addition, the
trestles and sections of track, although maintained through the years,
retain a high degree of integrity of workmanship. The feeling of the
alignment today, particularly south of the city of Sacramento in the rural
countryside, is evocative of the 1920s agricultural boom of the Delta, when
the railroad played a vital role in the development of the local economy.
Visually, there is a strong sense of time and place associated with the
alignment that has remained uncompromised through the ensuing decades since
the period of significance.
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HISTORICAL CONTEXT

Reclamation projects in the Sacramento River Delta between Sacramento
and Rio Vista began on Grand Island in 1852 and rapidly spread throughout
the Delta. Massive levee building efforts were undertaken in the late 1860s
by Chinese laborers hired by local farmers. Once the levee system was in
place massive land reclamation ventures were started (Costello and Maniery
1988:3; Maniery and Costello 1986:38).

By 1900 the Delta region was renowned throughout the United States for
its asparagus and other produce. The first of the spring asparagus crop
grown by Alexander Brown near Walnut Grove, for example, was shipped to the
Waldorf-Astoria Hotel in New York each year (Maniery 1990:n.p.). Other
crops, such as sugar beets, potatoes and fruits, were also grown in the
Delta, increasing its importance as a major agricultural region in the
State.

During the early development of agriculture in the Delta, produce and
supplies were shipped by steamers and barges. Warehouses and wharves were
present in every town along the river to access the shipping route. In 1903
the Southern Pacific Railroad Company, recognizing an’opportunity for
profit, organized the Sacramento Southern Railroad Company (SSRR) in San
Francisco. The company was controlled by the Southern Pacific Railroad
Company through ownership of the outstanding stock. The project Chief
Engineer was Wilhelm Hood; E. E. Calvin served as President, William F.
Herrin was Vice President, and G. L. King was Secretary (SSRR Company 1909).
The fifth owner of the railroad was C. H. Redington. By 1905, the SSRR
began to buy up land between Sacramento and Walnut Grove for the sole
purpose of constructing a railroad branch line to service the agricultural
communities of the Delta (California, State of 1980). The railroad was
constructed to compete with river traffic at a time when the era of great
railroad expansion in the West was drawing to a close.

The Sacramento Southern Railroad was planned to provide service from
Sacramento to Stockton, with a branch line extending from Walnut Grove to
Antioch. Initially, the branch was to join the main line of either the
Southern Pacific or Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe. When these plans fell
through, it became a branch line feeder of the Southern Pacific system
instead, with management maintained through the Sacramento Southern
subsidiary company (California, State of 1980:19).

Construction began on the route in 1908. The initial phase of
construction, consisting of about eight miles of line extending from I and
Front Streets in Sacramento to Freeport, was completed in June of 1909 for a
cost of about $i,000,000 (SSRR Co. 1909:15, 1910:15). The section from
Freeport to Walnut Grove was finished by March, 1912, at a cost of nearly
2.5 million dollars (SSRR Co. 1912:36). Except for an extension south to
Vorman’s Landing on the Mokelumne River in 1929, the Branch Line remained
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unchanged until it was extended south to Isleton in 1943 (California, State
of 1980:19; Southern Pacific Transportation Company n.d.).

While other railroads in the region, such as theSacramento Northern
and the route west from Stockton, were elevated on levees at certain
sections, the Branch Line railroad was unique in that the majority of its
length was elevated. The elevated grade afforded protection against
flooding, a major concern in the reclaimed areas of the Delta. Numerous
dredgers, operating out of Antioch, Rio Vista, Stockton and Sacramento, were
used during the construction to cut through the sloughs for bridges and to
dredge material from the river, and Willow, Morrison, and Snodgrass Sloughs
for use in levee construction. A few of the big dredgers involved in the

" "Mt." "Yolo," "Argyle,project included the "Antioch," "Big V," Dredger #5,
Diablo" and "Neptune." In addition to the dredgers, an on-site cement plant
was established at Snodgrass Slough early in 1911 to provide a continual
supply of cement for pier work and construction of the turn bridge at that
location (California, State of n.d.). Cobbles and rocks were transported by
truck from the dredge fields near Folsom, California, and were used to
support the wooden trestles near Snodgrass Slough (Southern Pacific
Transportation Company 1960).

In conjunction with the building of the levee was the construction of
spur lines to service packing sheds and farm communities, passenger stations
and platforms. Within the city of Sacramento, spur lines led to oil
refineries situated near the tracks. Station accommodations were also built
for railroad repair crews and workers. Hood Junction, for example, had a
cook house, bunkhouse, section house, privy, sheds, stock corral and loading
pen, as well as a loading platform (Southern Pacific Transportation Company
n.d.). Other stations were developed at Bath, Del Rio, Freeport, Mofuba,
Locke and Walnut Grove. Passengers were boarded at all of the stations,
although Walnut Grove Depot was the largest along the line.

The primary purpose of the Branch Line was to transport agricultural
produce from numerous packing houses along the line to Sacramento and points
beyond. This was in competition with the Santa Fe Company, whose boat, the
"Francis," stopped at canneries and packing sheds in the Delta and delivered
produce to Antioch via the river, where it was then shipped by rail. The
Branch Line railroad eliminated the need for the riverboat shipping, saving
money and time for the local farmers (California, State of 1980:19).

When the line was completed to Walnut Grove in 1912, it resulted in
immediate changes in the region. As part of the initial construction,
Southern Pacific built spur lines to various packing houses and canneries in
the Delta. At several locations, such as Locke, the Company also
constructed packing houses to encourage use of the rails for shipping
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(Leung 1984:28). The Delta towns of Hood (named for chief engineer Wilhelm
Hood) and Freeport were established by the railroad as stations and
developed into thriving agriculturally-oriented towns. The Chinese-American
town of Locke (a National Register-listed District) developed in direct
response to the Southern Pacific packing shed and spur line. According to
Leung (1984:28), once the shed and spur was completed three Chinese
entrepreneurs realized that most laborers working at the shed would be
Chinese. In light of this, they constructed their businesses (boarding
house, restaurant) near the shed to attract the laborers. In 1925 Southern
Pacific enlarged the packing shed in Locke in direct response to the opening
of several canneries in the area, resulting in a population boom. (Southern
Pacific still retains ownership of this shed, but it is not included in this
nomination due to its location off the main grade and its lack of
integrity). In the late 1920s, the three initial businesses had grown into
an established Chinese-American community that peaked at over 1,500
residents (Leung 1984:28).

While the railroad’s first objective was to transport agricultural
produce from the Delta to Sacramento, it also served as a vital link between
the communities in the upper Delta region and distant markets. Mail was
brought in by railroad, as were supplies and cargo. The services provided
by Southern Pacific are remembered fondly by local Asian residents in the
Delta. For example, Tommy King, a Locke resident, recalled that his father
would pick up slot machines, shipped cargo freight from Chicago, at the
depot in Walnut Grove (King 1987:110).    Other residents recalled that mail
was delivered by train to Locke, Hood, and Freeport on a regular basis (Lai
1987:80).

The Branch Line Railroad served as more than a freight train. Soon
after its completion a passenger service was initiated. This service was
provided to stations along the route by conventional trains and self-
propelled gasoline rail cars (California, State of 1980:19). As one Locke
resident recalled, "There used to be a train right in back [of Locke] and it
would take you to Sacramento or wherever you wanted to go in that direction.
If you wanted to go to San Francisco you could pick up the freight ship."
(Yow 1987:47). The railroad, then, was essential to the towns along the
line, providing the only reliable overland passenger and freight connection
between the Delta and Sacramento.

Throughout the 1920s the Delta continued to prosper and development was
rapid, aided by the transportation provided by the Branch Line Railroad.
The development of the refrigerator car allowed pears from the upper Delta
and other produce to remain fresh during shipping, and increased the
popularity of the railroad for transporting goods. Delta produce continued
to find its way to the East Coast where consumer demand was great.
Typically, four freight trains and four passenger trains served the Delta
area per day during the 1920s (Hall 1922).

C--1 02621
(3-102621



NPS Form 10-900-a OMB Approval No. I024-0~18

United States Department of the Interior
National Park Service

NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES
CONTINUATION SHEET

Section number    8 (Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad) Page 4

The decline of the Branch Line started in 1930, when the effects of the
Great Depression began to hit the Delta region. In that year several Delta
canneries were forced to close. By 1932 another cannery at Isleton closed
(Leung 1984). In 1934 the passenger service provided by the Branch Line was
halted, signalling the beginning of the end of the railroad. Freight
service continued, although it also began to decline due to the Depression
and automobile and truck competition. In addition to the ending of the
passenger service, routine track maintenance was deferred due to lack of
funds (California, State of 1980:19-20) and several stations were dismantled
and the land sold between 1939 and 1947 (Southern Pacific Transportation
Company n.d. ) .

The cycle of decreased use of the line continued after World War II.
General Maintenance office records indicate that spur lines, buildings,
platforms and trestles were gradually retired from service after 1945, due
to deterioration or lack of use (Southern Pacific Transportation Company
n.d.). Only one spur line, used to access the Stillwater Orchard Company,
was constructed after 1940. In comparison, several miles of spur track were
dismantled south of Hood, although the elevated levees remained in place.
By the early 1970s trains ran only three or four times per week during the
year, and less than 200 carloads of goods were transported annually
(California, State of 1980:19).

The demise of the line under Southern pacific ownership began in 1972,
when a break in the levee at Isleton resulted in a massive flood that caused
extensive damage between the Georgiana Slough Bridge and Isleton, a distance
of about 2.3 miles. Soon after the flood, Southern Pacific filed an
application with the United States Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC) to
abandon 17.5 miles of track between Isleton and Hood Junction. Permission
was granted on April i, 1977. Authorization was given on March 8, 1978 to
abandoned an additional 13.8 miles of line between Hood Junction and Miller
Park in Sacramento (Gray 1977).

The last Southern Pacific train on the branch line was operated on
October i0, 1978. This run consisted of empty freight cars that had been in
storage south of Hood. Soon after this run, all automatic grade crossing
signals south of Miller Park were removed and some railroad crossings were
paved over. The remainder of the line, however, including right-of-way,
tracks between Sacramento and Walnut Grove, and undercrossings, were kept
intact pursuant to purchase by the State of California (California, State of
1980:20; Gray 1977).

As of 1992 the California Department of Parks and Recreation owns the
route and track between Old Sacramento and South Land Park Drive. The
Sacramento Regional Transit District has ownership between South Land Drive
and the Pocket area, and the State once again holds title to the land from
the Pocket area to Hood, as well as a small track of land by Locke. The
track has been refurbished between Old Sacramento and Miller Park and is
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currently used for steam train excursions operated by the State Railroad
Museum. Future plans call for improving the track to Hood and extending the
excursions south through the Delta.

PROPERTY OWNERS

State of California - the Resources Agency
Department of Parks and Recreation
California State Railroad Museum
P.O. Box 2390
Sacramento, CA 95814

California, State of
Department of General Services
office of Real Estate and Design Services
400 R. Street 5th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Citizens Realty Development
12441 Ventura Court
Studio City, CA 91604

Correa, Walter E., and L. Bellmeda
32338 S. River Road
Clarksburg, CA 95612

John McCormack Co
P. O. Box 527
Walnut Grove, CA 95690

Komoorian, Arika
8491 River Road
Sacramento, CA 95832

Lodi Gun Club
P. O. Box 1120
Lodi, CA 95241

Reclamation District #813
Tom Herzog
12300 Herzog Road
Cortland, CA 95615
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Sacramento, City of
Department of Real Estate
927 10th Street Room 200
Sacramento, CA 95814

Sacramento, County of
Rea! Estate Division
1007 7th Street 7th Floor
Sacramento, CA 95814

Sacramento Housing Authority
Tech Services Division
P. O. Box 1834
Sacramento CA 95809

Sacramento Redevelopment Agency
630 I Street
Sacramento, CA 95814

Sacramento Regional Sanitation District
8521 Laguna Station Road
Elk Grove, CA 95624

Sacramento Regional Transit District
Attn: Celia Scott
P.O. Box 2110
Sacramento, CA 95812-2110

South Sacramento Preservation Council
P. O. Box 43
Hood, CA 95639

Southern Pacific Transportation Company
Real Estate Department
1 Market Plaza
San Francisco, CA 94105

Western Pacific Railroad
c/o Union Pacific Railroad
Contracts and Real Estate Department
1416 Dodge Street
Omaha, NB 68179

Wilson, Darrell, M. Chilies, and R. Daniel
P. O. Box 248
Walnut Grove, CA 95690
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UTM REFERENCES: Zone Easting    Northing

E i0 630620 4252410
F I0 631730 4236750
G I0 630460 4233830

Verbal Boundary Description:

The Branch Line Railroad begins at the terminus of I Street at Front
Street in the City of Sacramento and continues south and west 24.5 miles to
the north end of Walnut Grove, California, just south of the Delta Cross
Channel. It is contained entirely in Sacramento County and is depicted by
the United States Geological Survey on five topographic quadrangles (7.5
minute series, see attached). The route averages 16 feet in width.

Boundary Justification:

The property boundaries are based on land purchases made by the
Sacramento Southern Railroad Company in 1905 and historic alignment maps and
include the historic location of the main line. The elevated levee is still
evident traversing the landscape for the majority of the 24.5-mile corridor.
The boundaries include the entire length and width of that portion of the
railroad constructed between 1908 and 1912, with the exception of 0.5 miles
of route within the town of Walnut Grove. This section of levee, rails, and
ties was removed and subdivided around 1988, and therefore is not included
in the property boundaries.
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Photo No. Description

1 Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
William Shapiro
March 27, 1991
Negative on file:~

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District Office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View north of beginning of Railroad at I and Front Streets,
Sacramento

2 Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
William Shapiro
March 27, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento CA

View south of main’ line (on right) and spur (on left) at Q
and Front Streets, Sacramento

3 Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
William Shapiro
March 27, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View northwest of 1970s concrete bridge spanning Interstate 5
in Sacramento
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Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
William Shapiro
March 27, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District Office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View southeast of elevated railroad grade with Sutterville
Road at left, Sacramento

Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
William Shapiro
March 27, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District Office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View northwest of typical paved road crossing

Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
Keith Syda
December 24, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District Office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View southwest of wooden trestle at Post Mile 99. i0 south of
Freeport

Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
Keith Syda
December 24, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District Office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View north of trestle overcrossing at Post Mile 99.16; note
orchards
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~ 8 Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
Keith Syda
December 24, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View south of trestle crossing with slough at left and
orchard on right at Post Mile 99.24.

9 Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
Keith Syda
December 24, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View west of wooden trestle (in background) with wooden
bridge over slough in foreground. Trestle is at Post Mile
99.56

~ I0 Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
Keith Syda
December 24, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District office

~ 650 Capitol Mall -
Sacramento, CA

View north of intact railroad grade just north of Hood-
Franklin Road with slough on right and farmland on left

ii Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
Keith Syda
December 24, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District Office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View south of spur off main grade at north end of Freeport
taken from main grade
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Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad
Sacramento County, California
William Shapiro
March 27, 1991
Negative on file:

US Army Corps of Engineers
Sacramento District office
650 Capitol Mall
Sacramento, CA

View southeast down main railroad grade at Hood Junction with
elevated spur from Hood joining main spur on right
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INTRODUCTION

Purpose and Need

Following the 1986 floods in the Sacramento River drainage area, several sections of the

Sacramento levee system, totalling approximately 34 miles, were found to be weakened from
the high water levels and in need of repair. Five areas were included in the study, divided into
five phases of construction. The current project is concerned with the Sacramento Urban Area

I-evee Reconstruction project, Phase I of the planned construction. Within this project are three

separate areas requiring stabilization. This includes approximately 12 miles in the South

Sacramento vicinity, 18 miles in the Natomas region and six miles in West Sacramento (Figure
I tUS Army Corps of Engineers 1990:11). The current project is focused on the South

Sacramento levee work only.

Due to the developed residential and commercial property present along the levee,

conventional construction methods used to stabilize levees are not practical in this area. Instead,

levees will be stabilized by placing a slurry cutoff wall (an impermeable banier) vertically down
their center lines. The barrier will be25 to 30 feet deep and at least one foot wide (US Army
Corps of Engineers 1990:3).

In compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended (16 USC
470), implementing regulations 36 CFR 800, the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act
of L974 (16 USC 469), ER 1105-2-100, and other authorities, the Corps is required to identify
and evaluate cultural properties that may be affected by an undertaking. One historic property,
the Walnut Grove Branch Line of the Southern Pacific Railroad, is panialty located on top of
the river levee. Levee stabilization work will affect this historic structure.

In light of these requirements, the Corps contracted with PAR EI.WIRONMENTAL
SERVICES, INC. (PAR) to conduct appropriate archival and historical research on the Walnut
Grove Branch Line Railroad. The purpose of the research was to evaluate the historic
significance of the railroad in terms of National Register of Historic Places (National Register)
criteria as outlined in National Register bulletin #15, How to Apply the National Register
Criteria for Evaluation (National Park Service 1984).

Description

The Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad extends 33.1 miles from old Sacramento to
Isleton (Figure 2). Generally, the line parallels the Sacramento River and State Highway 160.
Right-of-way widths vary from 20 to 400 feet and encompass approximately 825 acres of land.
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The trackage is situated on an extensive levee and embankment worls from R Street in
Sacramento to Walnut Grove. Betwepn Miller Park and Freeport the line follows the

Sacramento River levee. The railroad levee south of Sacramento serves as the western

embankment for the Beach and Stone I:kes flood retardation basin. It returns to the river at

Walnut Grove and continues south to Isleton (Appendices A and B).

The railroad line runs through commercial and residential development in Sacramento.
Beyond the city limits the route traverses extensive areas of stone fruit orchards and grain fields.
Lengthy wooden trestles are found along the line and dominate the approach to the Snodgrass

Slough swing-span bridge.

Generally, the route consists of a single track elevated on the levee. The track uses a

variety ofrails, ranging from 75 to 113 pound rails; the heavier rails are used at road crossings.
The rail is on 8-inch by l3-inch plates. Ties vary from six inches by eight inches by eight feet
long to seven inches by nine inches by eight feet long (Figure 3). Some of the road crossings
have been removed and some have been paved over. In addition, crossing gates and working
mechanisms have been removed (International Engineering Company 1979).

As of 1979, there were 12 bridge structures between Sacramento and Isleton, including a
turn bridge at Snodgrass Slough and a Sherzer Lift Span Bridge at Georgiana Slough. The
railroad bridge structures are of four types: reinforced concrete; composite-concrete and

structural steel; timber pile trestles; and moveable metal structures. The reinforced concrete
bridge, located at Post Mile (PM) 91.97, crosses Interstate 5 and was constructed in the mid-
1970s as part of the freeway work. The composite concrete and structural steel bridge was

constructed after 1960 and is just north of the town of l-ocke (International Engineering
Company 1979). These two bridges are not considered contributors to the overall design of the
railroad.

The majority of the bridge structures on the line are trestles with six driven wooden piles
per bent and timber or concrete abutments. These bridges are open or ballast deck trestle
structures and cross overflow drainage systems, access roads, and major sloughs. Some of the
bridges have walkways for pedestrian traffic and repair work (International Engineering
Company L979). Since 1980 a few of these bridges (e.g., at PM LI3.46 in Walnut Grove) have
been removed. The structures north of Locke, however, remain intact.

METHODS

In order to accurately assess the significance of the railroad line, it is necessary to establish
its historical context and current condition. Therefore, PAR's work focused on archival and

historical research, coordination, and a field investigation of the property. Primary data
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pertaining to the railroad are housed at the State of California Railroad Museum in Sacramento.
Records examined at this repository included construction photographs, General Maintenance
Orders (GMO), general histories of' Southern Pacific Railroad, and Southern Pacific
Transportation Company bridge inspection reports. Appropriate maps (i.e., route and valuation
maps) were also examined. Comparative data was provided by Ms. Ellen Schwartz, Museum
librarian.

Mr. Walter P. Gray, III, Museum archivist, was interviewed concerning the railroad
history and other information. Mr. Gray provided access to correspondence files detailing
acquisition of portions of the line by the State during the 1970s for use by the steam engine
excursions. In addition, a variety of environmental reports prepared by the State to document
impacts caused by the Branch Line acquisition were also provided by Mr. Gray.

Additional research was conducted at the California State Library, California Room. PAR
contac8ed Ms. Doreen Clement at the State Office of Historic Preservation for information
concerning the evaluation of linear features.

Field inspections of the line were conducted on March 27 and 30, 1991. This inspection
consisted of driving along the route, where possible, and photographing representative portions
of the property. Examinations of historic railroad stations at Baths, Del Rio, Hood, Freeport,
I-ocke, and Walnut Grove were also made. Trestles, t)"ical railroad crossings at City
intersections and recent alterations to the line were photographed in detail urd examined to
delermine potential losses of integrity.

RESTJLTS

Historical Context

Reclamation projects in the Sacramento River Delta between Sacramento and Rio Vista
began on Grand Island in 1852 and rapidly spread throughout the Delta. Massive levee building
efforts were undertaken in the late 1860s by Chinese laborers hired by local farmers. Once the
levee syst€m was in place the Chinese were employed in land reclamation ventures (Costello and
Maniery 1988:3; Maniery and Costello 1986:38).

' By 1900 the Delta region was renown throughout the United States for its asparagus and
otherproduce. The first of the spring asparagus crop grown by Alex Brown near Walnut Grove,
for example, was shipped to the Waldorf-Astoria hotel in New York each year (Maniery 1990).
Other crops, such as sugar beets, potatoes and fruits, were also grown in the Delta, increasing
its importance as a major agricultural region in the State.

6



q

:,

During the early development of agriculture in the Delta, produce and supplies were
shipped by steamers and barges. Warehouses and wharfs were present in every town along the
river to access the shipping route. By 1905 the Southern Pacific Transportation Company,
recognizing an opportunity for profit, began to buy up land between Sacramento and Walnut
Grove for the sole purpose of constructing a railroad branch line to service the agricultural
communities of the Delta (California, State of 1980). The railroad was constructed to compete
with river traffic at a time when the era of great railroad expansion in the West was drawing to
a close.

The Sacramento Southern Railroad was planned to provide service from Sacramento to
Stockton, with a branch line extending from Walnut Grove to Antioch. Initially, the branch was
to join the main line of either the Southern Pacific or Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe. When
these plans fell through it, became a branch line feeder of the Southern Pacific system instead,
with management maintained through the Sacramento Southern subsidiary company (California,
State of 1980:19).

Construction began on the route in 1908. The initial phase of construction, extending from
I and Front Streets in Sacramento to Freeport, was completed in June of 1909. The section
from Freeport to Walnut Grove was finished by March, 19L2. Except for an extension to
Vorman's I^anding on the Mokelumne River in 1929, the Branch Line remained unchanged until
it was exlended south to Isleton following World War II (California, State of 1980:19).

While other railroads in the region, such as the Sacramento Northern and the route west
from Stockton, were elevated on levees at certain sections, the Branch Line railroad was
somewhat unique in that the majority of its length was elevated. Numerous dr6dgers operating
out of Antioch, Rio Vista, Stocklon and Sacramento were used during the construction to cut
through the sloughs for bridges and to dredge materid from the river for use in levee
construction. A few of the big dredgers involved in the project included the 'Antioch,' 'Big
V," Dredger #5r' nYolo," "Argyle," 'Mt. Diablo'and nNeptune.' In addition to the dredgers,
an on-site cement plant was established at Snodgrass Slough early in 1911 to provide a continual
supply of cement for pier work and construction of the turn bridge at that location (California,
State of n.d.).

In conjunction with the levee construction was the construction of spur lines to service
packing sheds and farm communities, pirssenger stations and platforms. Station accommodations
were also built for railroad repair crews and workers. Hood Junction, for example, had a cook
house, bunkhouse, section house, privy, sheds, stock corral and loading p€tr, 8s well as a loading
platform (Southern Pacific n.d.). Other stations were developed at kft, Del Rio, Freeport,
Mofuba, I-ocke and Walnut Grove.

The primary purpose of the Branch Line was to transport agricultural produce from
numerous packing houses along the line to Sacramento and points beyond. This was in
competition with the Santa Fe Company, whose boat, the Francis, stopped at canneries and
packing sheds in the Delta and delivered produce to Antioch via the river, where it was then
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shipped by rail. The Branch Line railroad eliminated the need for the riverboat shipping, saving
money and time for the local farmers (California, State of 1980:19).

When the line was completed to Walnut Grove in 1912, it resulted in immediate changes
in the region. As part of the initial construction, Southern Pacific built spur lines to various
packing houses and canneries in the Delta. At several locations, such as Iruke, the Company
also constructed packing houses to encourage use of the rails for shipping (kung 1984:28). The
Chinese-American town of l.ocke developed as a direct response to the Southern Pacific packing
shed and spur line. According to Leung (1984:28), once the shed and spur wiur completed three
Chinese entrepreneurs realized that most laborers working at the shed would be Chinese. In
light of this, they constructed their businesses (boarding house, restaurant) near the shed to
attract the laborers. In 1915 a fire at nearby Walnut Grove resulted in a number of Chinese
relocating to I-ocke and establishing a town.

In 1925 Southern Pacific enlarged the packing shed in I-ocke in direct response to the
opening of several canneries in the area. This new development by the raitroad caused Ilcke
to grown even more rapidly. In the late 1920s, the three initial businesses had grown into an
established Chinese-American community that peaked at over 1,500 residents (I-eung 1984:28).

While the railroad's first objective was to transport agricultural produce from the Delta to
Sacramento, it also served as a vital link between the communities in the upper Delta region and
distant markets. Mail was brought in by railroad, as were supplies and cargo. The services
provided by Southern Pacific is remembered fondly by local Asian residents in the Delta. For
example, Tommy Kng, a I-ocke resident, recalled that his father would pick up slot machines,
shipped cargo freight from Chicago, at the depot in Walnut Grove (King 1987:110). Other
residents recalled that mail was delivered by train right to Locke on a regular basis (Iai
1987:80).

The Branch Line railroad served as more than a freight train. Soon after its completion
a passenger service was initiated. This service was provided to stations along the route by
conventional trains and self-propelled gasoline rail cars (California, State of 1980:19). As onL
I-ocke resident recalled, 'There used to be a train right in back [of I-ocke] and it would take you
to Sacramento or wherever you wanted to go in that direction. If you wanted to go to ban
Francisco you could pick up the freight.ship." (Yow 1987:47). The railroad, then, was essential
to the towns along the line, providing the only reliable overland passenger and freight connection
between the Delta and Sacramento.

Throughout the 1920s the Delta continued to prosper and development was rapid, aided
by the transportation provided by the Branch Line railroad. The development of the refrigerator
car allowed pears from the upper Delta and other produce to remain fresh during shipping, and
Delta products continued to find its way to the Fast Coast where consumer demand was great.

The decline of the Branch Line began in 1930, when the Great Depression began to hit the
Delta region. In that year several Delta canneries were forced to close. ny ISIZ another
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cannery at Isleton closed (I-eung 1984). In 1934 the passenger service provided by the Branch
Line was halted, signalling the beginning of the end of the railroad. Freight service continued,
although it also began to decline due to the Depression and automobile and truck competition.
In addition to the ending of the pasi.nget s"*ice, routine track maintenance was deferred due
to lack of funds (California, Stare of 1980:19-20).

The cycle of decreased use of the line continued after World War II. GMO records
indicate that spur lines, buildings, platforms and trestles were gradually retired from service after
L945, due to deterioration or lack of use. Only one spur line, used to access the Stillwater
Orchard Company, was constructed after 1940. In comparison, several miles of spur track were
dismantled south of Hood. By the early 1970s trains ran only tfuee or four times per week
dgring the year, and less than 200 carloads of goods were transported annually (California, State
of 1980:19).

The demise of the line under Southern Pacific ownership began in 1972, when a break in
the levee at Isleton resulted in a massive flood that caused extensive damage between the
Georgiana Slough Bridge and Isleton, a distance of about 2.3 miles. Soon after the flood,
Southern Pacific filed an application with the United States Interstate Commerce Commission
(ICC) to abandon 17.5 miles of track between Isleton and Hood Junction. Permission was
granted on April l, 1977. Authorization was given on March 8, 1978 to abandoned an
additional 13.8 miles of line between Hood Junction and Miller Park in Sacramento (Gray Lg77).

The last Southern Pacific train on the branch line was operated on October 10, 1978. This
run consisted of empty freight cars that had been in storage south of Hood. Soon after this run,
all automatic grade crossing signals south of Miller Park were removed and some railroad
crossings were paved over. The remainder of the line, however, including right-of-way, tracls
between Sacramento and Walnut Grove, and undercrossings, were kept intact puriuant to
purchase by the state of california (california, state of l9g0:20; Gray tgtl).

Today, the State Department of Parks and Recreation owns the right-of-way and track
between Old Sacramento and South I-and Park Drive. Regional Transit has ownership bet*.en
South Iand Drive and the Pocket area, and the State once again holds the land from the Pocket
to Hood. The track has been refurbished between Old Sacramento and Miller park and is
currently used for steam train excursions operated by the State Railroad Museum. Future plans
call for improving the track to Hood and extending the excursions south through the Delta.

9



{

STATEMENT OF SIGNIF'ICA].{CE

Cultural resource significance is evaluated in terms of a resource's eligibility for listing
in the National Register of Historic Places (36 CFR 60.4 t48 R 46306D as outlined below.

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archaeology and
culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects of staie and
local importance that possess integrity of location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association, andi

(a) That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to
the broad pattern of our history; or

(b) That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or

(c) That embody the distinct characteristics of a type, period, method of
construction, or that represent the work of a master, or that possess high I

artistic values, or that represent a significant and distinguiihable entiiy
whose components may lack individual distinction, or;

(d) That have yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in
prehistory or history.

Sites younger than 50 years, unless of exceptional importance, are not eligible for the National
Register.

integral part of assessing cultural resource significance, aside from applying the above

9."t9du: is the physic,al integrity of the resource. Prior to evaluating a resouft'i potential for
listing in the National Register, it is important to understand the subileties of the seven kinds of
integrity mentioned above. To summarize a National Park Service (NpS) bulletin, entitled How
to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation (1984:30-32), the tlpes of integrityG
defined as:

l-qcation 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 the form, plan, space, structure,
and style of a property;

Setting is the physical environment of a historic property;I
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Matprials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a
particular period of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a
historic property;

WorkmanshiB is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or
people during any given period in history or prehistory;

Feeli4g is a property's expreision of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular
period of time; and

Association is the direct link between an important historic event or
person and a historic property.

Integrity is based on signihcance: why, where and when a property is important. Only after
significance is fully established is the issue of integrity addressed. ifttitnatety, the quesfton of
integrity is answered by whether or not the property retains the identity-for wnicn it is
significant. A resource must have at least two types of integrity and meet one of the four
criteria listed above in order to qualify for the National RegistJr. 

-

. As pointed out by NPS (1984) it is essential to define the type of historic property being
investigated, its historic context or theme, period of significance, and criteria 

-of 
i*por6nr"

b."fot" studying the physical integrity of a property. In tight of this, the following statiment of
significance is offered for the walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad.

The Walnut Grove Branch Line is a vivid reminder of the social, economic and political
importance of railroads to_the development of California. The Branch Line was begunln 1909
to compete with river traffic at the close of the era of great railroad expansion in the West. This
coincided with the end of Southern Pacific's political dominance in Catifornia and the beginning
of the modern railroad era (California, State of l9g0:20).

The Branch Line was constructed to capture a specific market in the Delta and to draw
business away from the river steamers. The construition of the line through the Delta was
directly responsible for the increased agricultural boom in the region and thi rapid spread of
canneries, packing facilities and diversity of crops. In addition, the initial development of fi,t
future town site of Iocke by Chinese Americans wils directty related to Southern pacific
activities along the Branch Line railroad. The railroad provided tire only transportation for both
commercial freight and passengers between Sacramento and the upperbela.

The construction of the railroad on an elevated levee using material dredged from the
Sacramento River and sloughs, although not one-of-a-kind, was- somewhat uni[ue in 1909.
While the rails, ties, and other material have been replaced through routine mairitenance, the
majority of the levee and features remain intact and are reminiscence of the 1920s-era of the
railroad.

I
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In light of the above, the period of signihcance for the railroad line extends from initial
construction in 1909 to the beginning of its long decline in importance in 1934, when passenger
service was halted. The railroad is significant at a local level under criterion a for its direct
influence on the development of agriculture, canning operations, and packing endeavors in the
Delta, as well as for the role it played in the founding of the National Register-listed town of
I-ocke. The use of massive dredging equipment in construction of the line and its placement on
an elevated levee, while not completely unique, represents a somewhat innovative technological
and engineering feat for its time. As such, the route embodies distinctive characteristics of the
methods employed in dredging and levee construction during a short time frame, adding to its
significance under criterion c.

Having established the significance of the railroad and its period of imporknce, the next
step is to assess the integrity of the property.

I-ocation. Generally, the railroad alignment is in its original location as laid out before
1910. A one-half-mile segment of the railroad was realigned in t974 in response to the
construction of Interstate 5. The section between Isleton and Walnut Grove, with the exception
of the bridge crossing Georgiana Slough, has been removed. The levee and trestle
undercrossings have been removed in Walnut Grove but are intact between Old Sacramento and
just south of I-ocke. This section of the route is evident and the grade is present on top of the
levees.

Design. The design of a property includes its proportion, scale, technology, ild
ornamentation, among other qualities. The original appearance of the main railroad line, its
layout, and scale are intact. Road crossings and warning signals were removed after 1975.
Spur lines, st:ation buildings and platforms and some trestles have been removed, somewhat
changing the overall design of the route. However, this change is not considered significant.

Setting. The recent commercial and residential development within the South Sacramento
city limits, near Pocket Road and Greenhaven, have altered the setting of the route to some
degree. However, the route initially traversed residential and commercial areas in Sacramento
before entering the rural upper Delta region. South of Pocket Road the rural, agricultural setting
of the line remains unchanged. The alignment passes through pear orchards, vegetable and gmi;
fields from north of Freeport to south of Iocke, retaining the sense of time ant phce that was
evident during the period of significance.

Materials. The initial materials (rails, ties) used during the 1909 to l9l2 construction
period have been largely replaced during routine maintenance. A few of the wooden open deck
trestles remain int:act, as do the drawbridges over Snodgrass and Georgiana sloughs. Glnerally,
however, replacement of many of the rails, ties, plates, and crossingittas resulied in an overali
loss in integrity of materials.

t2



Workmanship. Workmanship that went into the construction of the levee system that
elevates the railroad is evident today with little change. In addition, the drawbridgel, Eestles,
and some sections of track also ret:ain'a high degree of integrity of workmanship.

Feeling and Association. The feeling of the alignment today, particularly south of
Sacramento in the rural countryside, is evocative of the 1920s agricultural boom in ttre Delta,
when the railroad played a vital role in the development of the local economy. Visually, there
is a strong sense of time and place associated with the alignment that has remained
uncompromised through the ensuing decades since the period of significance. The railroad does
not retain integrity of association.

ST]MMARY AIYD CONCLUSIONS

The Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad was constructed between 1909 and lgl2
specifically to link the agricultural communities of the upper Sacramento River Detta with
Sacramento and distant markets. It played a vital and crucial role in the subsequent agricultural
boom in the region, as well as in the development of the town of lpcke. Its construction on an
elevated levee using dredging equipment was not a common technique used in railroad
technology of the time, adding to its importance.

Changes to the alignment are evident south of Locke and in Sacramento where Interstate
5 caused the realignment of a short segment of the route. As a whole, however, the route
retains a remarkable degree of integrity of location, setting, design, workmanship and feeling.
After its abandonment by Southern Pacific in 1978 it was bought by the State, whb retained the
rails, ties, trestles and other features in place with little or no change. As a result, the system
is intact along most of its length, with the exception of road crossings.

Given the construction methods and the importance of the line to the economic
development of the Delta, the Walnut Grove Branch Line Railroad appears eligible to the
National Register of Historic Places under criteria a and c at the tocal tevet of significance.
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AGREEMENT FOR WALNUT GROVE BRANCH LINE
RIGHT-OF-WAY (MEADOWVIEW CORRIDOR)

THIS AGREEMENT is made and entered into this 25th day of
April / 1988, between the SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT,

a public corporation, herein referred to as "RT," and the STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, herein referred to as "STATE."

RECITALS

WHEREAS, in 1984, RT purchased approximately three miles of
right-of-way/ which was formerly the Walnut Grove Branch of the
Southern Pacific Railroad extending southerly from a point 1,000 feet
south of Sutterville Road for about three miles to its intersection
with the interstate 5 freeway, referred to as the "Meadowview
Corridor"; and

WHEREAS, this right-of-way varies in width generally from a minimum of
45 feet to a maximum of 120 feet; and

WHEREAS, RT purchased this property with the intention of developing a
light rail transit line between Downtown Sacramento and South
Sacramento; and

WHEREAS, the minimum width required for the light rail transit system
is 28 feet for double tracking and 40 feet at light, rail stations; and

WHEREAS, STATE owns or has acquired an interest in the former railroad
right-of-way between Old Town Sacramento to a point 1,000 feet south
of Sutterville Road; and

WHEREAS, STATE, by its Department of Parks and Recreation, currently
operates a steam train along a portion of its existing right-of-way;
and

WHEREAS, STATE intends to purchase the abandoned Southern Pacific
Railroad right-of-way between its intersection with the 1-5 freeway
near Meadowview Road south to the town of Hood; and

WHEREAS, funds appropriated by Chapter 135 Statutes of 1987, item
3790-301-722<18), for the purchase of said abandoned right-of-way
shall not be available for such purpose until the STATE has entered
into an agreement with RT for use of the Meadowview Corridor; and

WHEREAS, RT and STATE desire and intend to enter into a lease
agreement whereby STATE could operate its steam train service within
KT's Meadowview Corridor until KT decides to either construct its
light rail facility or sell its right-of-way; and



WHEREAS, STATE is currently preparing an environmental impact report
to analyze the impacts of operating a steam train along RT's
Meadowview Corridor; and

WHEREAS, if RT decides to construct a light rail system within its
Meadowview Corridor, RT and STATE agree to enter into an agreement to
grant reciprocal casements to facilitate joint use of their respective
rights-of-way.

WITNESSETR

1. MUTUAL AGREEMENT

In consideration of the mutual covenants and promises hereinafter
set forth, the parties hereto agree to comply with the following
terms and conditions.

2. TERM

This Agreement will remain in effect until execution of a sales
agreement or a reciprocal easement agreement/ whichever occurs
first, unless it is amended or terminated sooner in accordance
with the provisions of Articles 5 and 6.

3. LEASE CONDITIONS

Within one year from the effective date hereof or after
certification of the environmental impact report, whichever
occurs later, RT and STATE mutually agree to enter into a lease
agreement for lease by STATE of RT1s Meadowview right-of-way,
encompassing, at a minimum, the following provisions. Both
parties agree to exercise such efforts as are reasonably required
to produce an executed lease agreement within the one-year
period.

(a) The lease term shall extend for a term of 99 years or until
RT decides either to sell or develop its Meadowview
Corridor, whichever occurs first. If RT decides to sell,
the lease term shall extend until the end of the STATE'S
right of first refusal period in accordance with paragraph
(f) below. If RT decides «r-<Q___c[eyelop its Meadowview
Corridor, the term shall extenduntil£Kegranting of
reciprocal easements in accordance with the provisions of
Article 4.

(b) RT shall allow STATE to use the existing railroad track and
related facilities which exist within RT1 s right-of-way,
subject to the provision that STATE agrees to assume sole
responsibility for any improvements required to facilitate
its use of such right-of-way for steam train operation. Any
improvements erected on said property by STATE shall, upon



completion, become a part of the realty and title to said
improvements shall vest in RT, subject to this Agreement
except that STATE may, at is option, remove any or all such
improvements at the end of the term hereof, or upon
termination of this Agreement, provided it gives RT notice
promptly that it desires to do so. Any such removal by
STATE or at its option shall be completed by STATE within
ninety (90) days after the termination of this Agreement
(except that if longer than 90 days is required for actual
removal, such removal may still be made provided it has been
commenced promptly and is carried on with due diligence).

Upon removal, title to the material so removed shall vest in
STATE. Any removal authorized thereunder shall be made
without damage to adjacent improvements and, if adjacent
improvements are damaged, STATE shall reimburse RT to the
extent it may legally do so,

(c) STATE shall assume sole responsibility for mitigating
environmental impacts created by its steam train operation.

(d) STATE agrees to assume sole liability and to indemnify RT to
the extent it may legally do so for any claims or causes of
action arising in whole or in, part from STATE'S design,
construction, operation and maintenance of its steam train
operation and right-of-way maintenance responsibilities as
set forth in paragraph (e) below, except claims or causes of
action arising from the concurrent or sole negligence of RT,
its officers, agents and employees.

(e) In consideration of STATE'S agreement to maintain a portion
of RT's right-of-way of approximately 45 feet in width, and
payment of a reasonable administrative fee for monitoring
the terms of the lease of not to exceed $1,000 per year, RT
agrees to lease a portion of its right-of-way of
approximately 20 feet in width for the entire length of its
right-of-way. Such maintenance shall include, at a minimum,
weed abatement and trash removal.

(f) /In the event that RT decides not to develop a light rail
transit system within its Meadowview Corridor right-of-way,
RT agrees to give STATE right of first refusal to purchase
the subject 20-foot width for the entire length of RT's
right-of-way at the appraised fair market value at the time
of purchase. The parties agree that the appraisal value
will not include severance damages. Upon receipt of RT's
notice of its intent to sell said right-of-way, STATE shall
have three years to exercise its right of first refusal.

OPTION TO PURCHASE RECIPROCAL EASEMENTS

In the event that RT decides to construct a light rail transit
system within its Meadowview Corridor, RT and STATE agree to
enter into an easement agreement whereby RT would grant STATE and



STATE would grant RT reciprocal easements at no cost over their
respective rights-of-way, subject to the following minimum
conditions:

(a) The width of the respective easements will vary from a
minimum of 14 feet to a maximum of 40 feet.

(b) The cost of any additional land required to accommodate the
easements shall be borne by the party seeking the easement.

(c) Neither RT nor STATE will be required to grant an easement
over any portion of their rights-of-way which, based on
engineering feasibility studies, is required to be retained
for their respective railroad operations. Where it is
deemed infeasible to grant a ground easement, the parties
agree to grant an airspace easement-

(d) No easement shall be granted until environmental, design,
engineering and other related studies have been conducted to
determine the feasibility of operating both a light rail
transit system and a steam train system within the same
right-of-way. STATE agrees to cooperate in the development
of such studies and to financially contribute towards the
costs of such studies, to the extent it may legally do so,
as they relate to examination of the steam train facilities
and operational needs.

5. MODIFICATIONS

No waiver, modification, alteration or termination of this
Agreement shall be valid unless made in writing and signed by the
authorized parties thereof.

6. TERMINATION

Should either party fail to substantially perform its obligations
under this Agreement, the other party shall thereupon have the
right to terminate the Agreement by giving written notice and
specifying the effective date of such termination. The foregoing
notwithstanding, neither party waives the right to recover
damages against the other for breach of the Agreement.

7. NOTICES

Modification or termination of this Agreement pursuant to the
provisions set forth above/ and any other communications required
during administration of this Agreement, shall be given in the
following manner:

TO RT; Chief Legal Counsel
Sacramento Regional Transit District
P 0 Box 2110
Sacramento CA 95812-2110
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017-0020-014Parcel Number
CITY OF SACRAMENTOOwner Name
FRUITRIDGE RD  Site Address
SACRAMENTO, CA 95822-City/State/Zip

915 I ST  Mail Address

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-2619City/State/Zip

POR SEC 26, T8N, R4E, M.D.B.& M. DES AS: BEG AT A PT LOC N00%54Legal Descr

Census

R-1-EAZone
Block
Tract

Lot

PROPERTY CHARACTERISTIC

Vacant Land (General)Gen Use Descr
Year Built

0Rooms

0/0.00Bed/Bath

0Units
Stories

0Square Feet

120,225SF/2.76ACLot Size
Basement

Type Construction
Roof Cover

Fireplaces
Pool
Heat
Cool

Garage Type

0Gar # of Car

SALE INFORMATION

Document #

CITY OF SACRAMENTO, Buyer

SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSeller
Title Company

04/12/2000Sale Date

$ 0Sale Amt

Prev Date

$ 0Prev Amount

$ 0Cost per SqFt

ASSESSMENT/TAX

$ 0Assessed Value

$ 0Land Value

$ 0Improvement

0% Improvement

$ 99.34Tax Amount

3-007Tax Rate Area

2017Tax Year
NTax Delinquent

NoneTax Exempt

View Sewer

Map Ref

VACANTCounty Use Descr

Subdivision

FRUITRIDGE RD  , SACRAMENTO, CA 95822-

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION

SACRAMENTO COUNTY

PROPERTY PROFILE

Profile Report

TM SM ® Trademark(s) of Black Knight IP Holding Company, LLC, or an affiliate.
©2017 Black Knight Financial Technology Solutions, LLC.  All Rights Reserved.  Data deemed reliable, but not guaranteed.



017-0020-015Parcel Number
SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICTOwner Name
27TH AVE  Site Address
SACRAMENTO, CA 95822-City/State/Zip

PO BOX 2110  Mail Address

SACRAMENTO, CA 95812-2110City/State/Zip

SBE 872-34-28E-25 EXC POR DESC AS BEG AT SE COR SD SBE PCL; THLegal Descr

Census

R-1-EAZone
Block
Tract

Lot

PROPERTY CHARACTERISTIC

Residential-Vacant LandGen Use Descr
Year Built

0Rooms

0/0.00Bed/Bath

0Units
Stories

0Square Feet

147,232SF/3.38ACLot Size
Basement

Type Construction
Roof Cover

Fireplaces
Pool
Heat
Cool

Garage Type

0Gar # of Car

SALE INFORMATION

Document #

, Buyer

, Seller
Title Company

08/02/1984Sale Date

$ 0Sale Amt

Prev Date

$ 0Prev Amount

$ 0Cost per SqFt

ASSESSMENT/TAX

$ 0Assessed Value

$ 0Land Value

$ 0Improvement

0% Improvement

$ 0.00Tax Amount

3-007Tax Rate Area
Tax Year

Tax Delinquent
NoneTax Exempt

View Sewer

Map Ref

VACANT RES (2-5 AC SITE)County Use Descr

Subdivision

27TH AVE  , SACRAMENTO, CA 95822-

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION

SACRAMENTO COUNTY

PROPERTY PROFILE

Profile Report

TM SM ® Trademark(s) of Black Knight IP Holding Company, LLC, or an affiliate.
©2017 Black Knight Financial Technology Solutions, LLC.  All Rights Reserved.  Data deemed reliable, but not guaranteed.



017-0020-018Parcel Number
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSPORTATION; PARKS & RECREATIONOwner Name
S LAND PARK DR  Site Address
SACRAMENTO, CA 95822-City/State/Zip

1416 9TH ST  Mail Address

SACRAMENTO, CA 95814-5511City/State/Zip

SBE 872-34-27W-19 EXC ALL THAT POR DESC AS BE AT THE PT OF INTLegal Descr

Census

R-2Zone
Block
Tract

Lot

PROPERTY CHARACTERISTIC

Office Bldg (General)Gen Use Descr
Year Built

0Rooms

0/0.00Bed/Bath

0Units
Stories

0Square Feet

105,850SF/2.43ACLot Size
Basement

Type Construction
Roof Cover

Fireplaces
Pool
Heat
Cool

Garage Type

0Gar # of Car

SALE INFORMATION

Document #

, Buyer

, Seller
Title Company

12/30/1985Sale Date

$ 0Sale Amt

Prev Date

$ 0Prev Amount

$ 0Cost per SqFt

ASSESSMENT/TAX

$ 0Assessed Value

$ 0Land Value

$ 0Improvement

0% Improvement

$ 0.00Tax Amount

3-007Tax Rate Area
Tax Year

Tax Delinquent
NoneTax Exempt

View Sewer

Map Ref

OFFICECounty Use Descr

Subdivision

S LAND PARK DR  , SACRAMENTO, CA 95822-

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION

SACRAMENTO COUNTY

PROPERTY PROFILE

Profile Report

TM SM ® Trademark(s) of Black Knight IP Holding Company, LLC, or an affiliate.
©2017 Black Knight Financial Technology Solutions, LLC.  All Rights Reserved.  Data deemed reliable, but not guaranteed.
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