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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Historic Properties Identification, Evaluation, and Assessment Report 

of the 
 

Civilian Conservation Corps Camp  
 
A.  KEY INFORMATION 
  Project Name:  Civilian Conservation Corps Camp Evaluation  
  Author/PI:   Lou Ann Speulda    
  Date:   17 November 2003 
  County:   Lake 
  Legal Description: SW 1/4 of the NW 1/4 of Section 15, T35S, R26E  
     USGS Quad 7.5': Flagstaff Lake, Oregon 
     USGS Quad 15':  
  Survey Acreage:  160 ac., APE is about 100 ac.  
  Finding:   Positive 
 
 
B.  UNDERTAKING AND AREA OF POTENTIAL EFFECTS 
1. Description of the project and its potential to effect historic properties: 
The Hart Mountain National Wildlife Refuge (NWR) is located in southeastern Oregon.  The refuge was 
established in December of 1936 by Presidential Order, to provide spring, summer, and fall range for 
remnant antelope herds that typically winter in the Catlow Valley to the east or the Sheldon NWR to the 
southeast (Refuge Brochure 1994).  The headquarters was constructed by the Civilian Conservation Corps 
(CCC).  The CCC were housed in a camp located on the east side of the Warner Valley, at the base of the 
Hart Mountain escarpment (Figure 1).  The camp, BF-4 “Camp Hart Mountain,” was occupied from 
October 1937 to July 1941 by Company #3442; and from July 1941 to December 1941 by a group of CCC 
from Malheur NWR.  The camp was then abandoned and all of the buildings removed, except one, the 
infirmary. 
 
The FWS is proposing to install 10 Recreational Vehicle (RV) camping pads, 8 tent camping pads, a 
gravel driveway, a dump station, and a toilet facility to the north and west of the CCC Camp area.  The 
project encompasses about 100 acres.  Additionally, some primitive, walk-in camping pads may be 
developed to the south, upslope from the CCC Camp (Figure 2).   
 
The CCC camp is more than 50 years old and is potentially a historic property, thus alterations to the site 
area are considered to be an undertaking.  The following report provides the background and historic 
context for evaluating the CCC Camp.  
 
2.Description of Area of Potential Effects (APE) with reference to attached maps: 
The 160 acres of the NW 1/4 of Section 15 are included within the APE, although only about 100 acres 
will be directly affected by the construction of a campground to the north and west of the CCC Camp.  The 
entire area is included in the APE because the remains of the CCC Camp are scattered and the visual 
effects need to be considered (refer to Figures 1 and 2).  
 
3. Owner(s) of land in project area:   USFWS, Hart Mountain NWR.   
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C.  STATEMENT OF OBJECTIVES FOR SURVEY 
The objective of the survey is to identify and evaluate historic properties and if present to assess 
project effects within the APE in compliance with Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966 (as amended) (36 CFR 800).  
 
 
D.  LOCATION AND GENERAL ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING 
Hart Mountain NWR is approximately 65 miles northeast of Lakeview and 25 miles northeast of 
Plush, in Lake County.  The refuge was established as range for antelope herds.  “Since then the 
refuge’s purpose has expanded to include management of all wildlife species characteristic of this 
high-desert habitat, and to preserve natural, native ecosystems for the enjoyment, education, and 
appreciation of the public” (Refuge Brochure 1994).   
 
Hart Mountain is a massive fault block ridge rising high above the surrounding rangelands to an 
elevation of 8,065 ft asl.  The west side is distinguished by a precipitous face, ascending abruptly 
some 3,600 ft from the floor of Warner Valley in a series of rugged cliffs, steep slopes, and 
knifelike ridges.  The east side of the mountain descends gently in a series of hills and low ridges 
to the sagebrush-grass ranges typical of southeastern Oregon.  The CCC Camp is located in the 
Warner Valley on a fairly level fan below the steep Hart Mountain fault block. The wide Warner 
Valley marshes and lakes extend to the north, south, and west.  The terrain is primarily rolling 
sagebrush covered slopes.  The complex is at 4,610 ft asl, in the SW¼ of the NW¼ of Section 15, 
T35S, R26E Willamette Meridian (refer to Figure 1).   
 
 
E.  PRE-FIELD RESEARCH 
1. Sources of information checked: 
     [  ] Overviews    [X ] Historical records/maps (list) : GLO Plat Map, CCC records 
     [X ] National Register   [X] Individuals/groups with special knowledge (list): Heather Van 
Wormer  
     [X ] Archaeological site records/maps [ ] SHPO record search.   
     [  ] Architectural site records/maps  Date:  
     [X ] Survey records    
     [X ] Other (list) :  USFWS Cultural Resources Records and Hart Mtn, Sheldon, and Malheur NWRs 

records.  
 
2. Summary of previous studies in the general area:  
The CCC Camp has been the location of several University of Nevada-Reno (UNR) 
Archaeological Field Schools, and the grounds have been surveyed many times over the years.  
However, a definitive inventory of the camp has not been completed.  Heather Van Wormer, a 
former UNR student, provided the author with a sketch map and a copy of her research that 
discusses the CCC and Hart Mountain camp.  The CCC camp has not been previously evaluated.  
 
Listings on the National Register of Historic Places for Lake County were reviewed: of the 15 
properties listed, five are archaeological sites, six are buildings located in Lakeview, along with 
one ranch, one stone bridge, one Depression-era building, the Cabin Lake Guard Station on the 
Deschutes National Forest, and one recreational area (National Register Database 2003).  
 



 
  
 
Figure 1. Flagstaff Lake USGS 7.5' Quadrangle Map with Project APE and CCC Camp Features. 
 

  
17 November  2003 Hart Mountain NWR: CCC Camp Evaluation Report 3 of 25 



 
 

Figure 2.  Proposed Campground Plan for Camp Hart. 
 
 

F.  FIELD METHODS 
1. Areas examined and type of coverage:  
The CCC Camp and surrounding 100 acres proposed for the campground was surveyed and the 
CCC Camp features were described and photographed (Figure 3).  Research was conducted at the 
following repositories: FWS Cultural Resources Team Office, Hart Mountain NWR, Sheldon 
NWR, and Malheur NWR for both refuge records and CCC records.  Additionally, GLO records, 
the National Register of Historic Places data base, and CCC history were reviewed.   
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2. Description of ground surface conditions:   Surface visibility was fair with most of the area covered with 
cheat grass and sage/rabbit brush. 
3. Areas not examined and reasons why: (Key to map.)   Not applicable. 
4. Names of personnel participating in the survey in the field:   Lou Ann Speulda   
5. Date(s) of Survey: 29-30 January 2003; May 2-3, 2003. 
 
 
G.  RESULTS 
The Warner Valley was settled in the 1880s as ranchers found the natural grass lands suitable for 
stock grazing.  The parcel where the CCC Camp is located was part of the Stein Ranch, although 
the initial transfer from public to private property does not appear in the GLO records.  Directly to 
the south and upslope from the camp a parcel of 240 acres, encompassing a spring, was purchased 
as a Cash Entry by Emma J. Young in 1909 (GLO Records).  To the north in Sections 9 and 10 
Stephen W. Young claimed 160 acres under the Homestead Act and purchased as a Cash Entry an 
adjoining 160 acres.  It is unclear why the Young’s did not purchase or claim the 160 acre parcel 
that separated their respective claims.  Emma’s property was obviously chosen for the water 
rights, but was too steep to be valuable for agriculture, whereas, Stephen’s claim was fairly open, 
flat land on the edge of Warner Valley and suitable for ranching and agriculture.  Interestingly, 
the Young’s also initially claimed the parcel where the refuge headquarters is located on top of 
the Hart Mountain rim.   
 
In order to evaluate the CCC Camp it is necessary to understand the role of the CCC within the 
historic context of the Great Depression.  The Civilian Conservation Corps was developed as a 
federal Depression-era program that operated between 1933 and 1942.  It is also useful to 
compare the camp with other CCC camps that have been recorded, including Virgin Valley Camp 
at Sheldon NWR (Speulda 1995); Tule Lake C-Camp (Atwood 1986); and Bandelier National 
Monument CCC Camp (Smith 2001).   
 
Depression-Era/CCC Context 
The following information is based on a context statement developed for the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Region 6 (Speulda 2003).  Other sources used for this context include, the CCC 
alumni website; Cohen 1980; Hartley and Schneck 1996; Hill 1990; Otis, et al. 1986; Pfaff 2000; 
Salmond 1967; and Throop 1979.  
 
Beginning in the late 1920s, a national economic slow-down combined with several years of 
drought created conditions unfavorable for agriculture.  The bank closures, decrease in available 
capitol for equipment and supplies, and shrinking market prices caught many farmers and 
ranchers by surprise.  In the wake of falling land values, acute drought conditions, and a lack of a 
safety net the plight of America’s farmers turned desperate as the Nation entered the 1930s.   
 
The election of Franklin Roosevelt as President in 1932 unleashed a host of programs aimed at 
stemming the depression cycle and building the nation’s infrastructure.  Roosevelt was a strong 
advocate for conserving the Nation’s natural resources and felt strongly that the Federal 
government should take an active role in the nation’s economy.  To a greater extent than perhaps 
any other President, Roosevelt felt that action should be taken by the Federal government for the  



 
 
 

Figure 3.  Project area and survey transects. 
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benefit of the public.  His idealistic views were turned into several broad brush executive orders 
that created programs with strong conservation ethics.   
 
One of President Roosevelt’s most popular programs was the Emergency Conservation Work 
(ECW) program established in 1933.  The intent of the bill as expressed by Congress was “to 
relieve the acute condition of widespread distress and unemployment existing in the United 
States, provide for restoration of the country’s depleted natural resources, and advance an orderly 
program of useful public work.”  The ECW was more popularly known as the Civilian 
Conservation Corps (CCC) or 3 C’s.  The name was officially changed to the CCC in 1937.  The 
program was terminated in July 1942, as the nation turned its attention to World War II. 
 
The CCC was established for the purpose of providing employment, as well as vocational 
training, for young men, who were unemployed and in need of employment, through the 
performance of useful public work in connection with the conservation and development of the 
natural resources of the United States. 
 
President Roosevelt used the existing War, Agriculture, Interior, and Labor departments to 
compose the organizational framework of the new program, rather than establishing an entirely 
new federal department.  The Army was in charge of camp construction and transporting, 
clothing, and feeding the enrollees; the Labor Department was to establish the terms of the 
enrollment; the Interior and Agriculture departments provided the work tasks.  Work was not to 
interfere or supersede paid jobs, but was directed toward natural resource conservation efforts, 
construction of parks, forest, and refuge facilities, and productive work that required a trainable 
opportunity for an unskilled workforce. 
 
It required only 37 days to get the program started.  The program specified that only unemployed, 
unmarried men, between the ages of 18 and 25 years could enroll.  And, they were to come from 
families on relief (Cohen 1983:7).  Later the rules were changed slightly to accommodate 
different groups.  For instance, Native Americans living on reservations were allowed to live with 
their families and work on their reservations.  Integration was restricted and Black-only camps 
were established, but only in their home states (Salmond 1967).  However, photographs of camps 
depicted in Stan Cohen’s book The Tree Army, indicate that the stated “segregation” policy was 
not always followed.  Camps also were arranged for war veterans.  A few CCC projects even 
provided work for women.  But, the CCC was largely created for “The Boys”– training a young, 
unskilled, largely uneducated group of men who had few prospects in the depths of the 
Depression.  It was by all accounts a complete success (Cohen 1983:7).    
 
The enrollees were paid a monthly salary of $30.00, of which $25.00 was sent directly home or to 
a savings account, if no family existed.  The enlistment period was for six months with the option 
for re-enlisting for up to two years.  The enrollees first went to a two week conditioning camp run 
by the Army, where they received inoculations, clothing, and physical conditioning, and three 
solid meals.  Generally, most of the enrollees were malnourished and under-weight. 
 
After conditioning, the enrollees were formed into Companies of about 200 members and 
assigned to a camp.  While the stated goal was to provide work close to home, in reality the work 
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projects in the West required a larger workforce, and men were brought from all over the country 
to work in the western states.  
 
In the camps, training was a combined effort of military personnel, reserve officers, teachers, 
clergy, and Local Experienced Men or LEMs.  The LEMs supplied skilled supervision for the 
work projects and taught men carpentry, plumbing, masonry, equipment repair, auto mechanics, 
and heavy equipment operation.  The LEMs were paid a salary that provided much needed 
income to families.  Camp duties including cooking, baking, cleaning, and laundry were included 
in the enrollees work routine.  Most enrollees had about an eighth grade education and many 
could not read or write.  After 1936 an emphasis was placed on education with classes provided in 
the evenings, including vocational skills and finishing a high school equivalency. 
 
In 1935, enrollment hit its peak at 502,000, organized into 2,514 camps in every state and several 
territories (Cohen 1983:18).  The CCC was originally designed as a temporary organization that 
required Congressional approval every six months.  However, the six month renewal system 
became burdensome as camps began working on long-term projects.  In 1937,  President 
Roosevelt proposed that the CCC be made a permanent agency.  Although extremely popular, 
Congress would not commit to making the CCC permanent.  Congress simply continued to 
extend the CCC to 1940, and finally, to June 1942.  After December 1941 when the U.S. entered 
World War II, many of the CCC camps were closed or converted to military purposes. 
 
The CCC not only provided jobs and training for an otherwise restless youth, it also galvanized a 
stagnant economy by requiring farm products, fuel, lumber, hardware, clothing, tools, machines, 
trucks, cars, heavy equipment, furniture, and office supplies.  “In 1933 alone, contracts were let 
for 500,000 pairs of shoes, 2,500,000 yards of denim, 700,000 pairs of trousers, 1,000,000 towels, 
300 cars, and 3,000 trucks” (Cohen 1983:19). 
 
Camps were established to house the enrollees within the vicinity of their work assignments.  The 
camps were temporary, often tents were set-up first, then more permanent wooden structures were 
built.  A variety of camp buildings were used, but by 1936 a standardized plan was devised for 
portable buildings.  The portability was provided by bolting pre-cut lumber framing and 
supporting the building with piers rather than poured concrete footings.  The portable buildings 
could be unbolted and moved to the next camp.  Exterior siding was dependent on local supply 
and could be horizontal boards, composite roofing sheets, or board and batten (Otis et al. 1986).  
 
While the camps were temporary, the work projects undertaken by the CCC were meant to be 
lasting testimonials.  The conservation ethic of the CCC contributed to the rustic architectural 
style that drew from the natural environment for materials and building forms.  Many of the 
administrative and recreational facilities constructed by the CCC at National Parks, National 
Forests, and Wildlife Refuges remain in use and retain their visual connection with their natural 
setting. 
 
The conservation ethic of President Roosevelt is also evident by his appointment of a Committee 
for Wildlife Restoration in 1934.  The committee investigated the loss of habitat through years of 
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poor agricultural methods.  The committee recommended that a wildlife restoration program be 
devised and the CCC be used in its implementation (Salmond 1967:125).  And, by 1941,  
 

thirty-six camps continued development work designed to improve wildlife habitat and to 
provide essential facilities for administration on 34 National and 1 State wildlife refuge in 25 
States.  Since the establishment of the Corps, 2,233 camp months of CCC labor have been used 
exclusively for the development needed on 44 of the more important refuges and, with side 
camps and detachments, needed improvements have been made on 22 other areas (Annual 
Report 1941:458).   

 
In 1933, when the ECW was initiated, the Fish and Wildlife Service was not a single agency as it 
is today.  The FWS was split between two small agencies: the Biological Survey within the 
Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Fisheries housed in the Commerce Department.  In 
early 1934, President Roosevelt appointed a special committee to study the problem of 
diminishing wildlife populations, particularly migratory waterfowl.  One member of the 
committee was Jay N. Darling, a former political cartoonist.  Darling was appointed Chief of the 
Bureau of Biological Survey, and he was successful in pushing acceptance in Congress of the 
Migratory Bird Hunting Stamp Act, which provided money from sale of federal hunting stamps 
for use in purchasing land for federal waterfowl refuges (Reed and Drabelle 1984). 
 
The first refuge was created by Presidential authority in 1903, followed by six more refuges in 
1906, and 53 refuges by 1909.  During the Depression land prices dropped, “which made the 
simple process of purchasing necessary refuge acreage a sort of federal relief program in itself” 
(Hafermehl 1999:3).   Between 1932 and 1940 an additional eight million acres were added as 
wildlife refuges.  During this time the concept of a “refuge system” was realized as scientists 
began understanding the crucial need of migratory birds to have a series of protected nesting and 
resting locations along their flyways.  
 
Because the Biological Survey was such a small agency the early years of refuge development 
usually did not include the building of a headquarters or staff quarters.  In fact, refuges 
established prior to 1935 usually just modified or moved buildings onto the headquarters site as 
needed.  Whereas, refuges established after 1935 are more likely to have new buildings 
constructed to meet the refuge’s needs and to follow standard plans developed in the Washington 
D.C. office.   
 
In the Midwestern states standardized plans were implemented at refuges in North and South 
Dakota, Nebraska, and Montana.  These plans were brought to Oregon and used at Malheur 
NWR.  By the late 1930s, the plans were being modified and unique plans for refuges were 
beginning to augment the standard plans.  For instance, the Hart Mountain headquarters complex 
was design specifically for that station, although the plans for Hart Mountain were also used at 
two Idaho refuges. 
 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Depression Era/CCC Property Types 
There are 23 refuges in Oregon, including five refuges that cross state lines.  Five refuges were 
established prior to 1910; three were added to the system in the 1920s; four in the 1930s; one in 
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the 1950s; three in the 1960s; three in the 1970s; one in the 1980s; and three in the 1990s.  Of the 
12 refuges that were established either before or during the Depression, six utilized the CCC 
program to help develop the infrastructure of the refuge.  The CCC worked at Hart Mountain, 
Malheur, Sheldon, Upper Klamath, Lower Klamath, and Deer Flat refuges.  Of these six, only 
Hart Mountain and Malheur are completely within the boundaries of Oregon and their associated 
CCC camps were located in Oregon.  Malheur NWR hosted two camps and one camp was located 
at Hart Mountain NWR. 
 
As noted above, the U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service was divided into two small agencies: the 
Biological Survey (BS) within the Department of Agriculture and the Bureau of Fisheries (BF) 
housed under the Commerce Department.  Thus, when the CCC camps were first established on 
refuges they were given the letter code BS or BF to distinguish them from the National Park 
Service (NP), Forest Service (F), or other agencies.  However, in 1940 the Bureau of Fisheries 
and Biological Survey were transferred to the Department of Interior, and renamed the Fish and 
Wildlife Service.  The CCC camps were renamed FWS for the new agency title, causing some 
confusion, because they were the same camps, in the same locations. 
 
BF-4, Camp Hart Mountain  
A camp was established at Hart Mountain for Company #3442 in October 1937 and was 
enumerated as Camp BF-4, even though it was under the Biological Survey agency (the initial BS 
or BF were sometimes used interchangeably).   The camp was re-designated FWS-4 in 1940.  The 
camp was originally the site of the Stein ranch and while waiting for their buildings to arrive, the 
CCC lived in the old ranch buildings.  These were torn down after the camp buildings were 
constructed (Van Wormer 2003:14).  The Company was from Rutledge, Georgia and had been 
stationed at Sheldon NWR, in Nevada, before moving into the new camp.  The camp was 
established on a fairly level alluvial fan with Warner Valley stretching to the north, west, and 
south and Hart Mountain rising steeply behind the camp.  The camp included about 20 buildings 
including four barracks buildings, a kitchen/mess hall, infirmary, 10-car garage, blacksmith shop, 
auto shop, equipment warehouse, office building, oil house, and miscellaneous smaller service 
buildings” (Pinger 1985:72) (Figure 4-6).  Only the infirmary building and stone entry post 
remain today (Figure 7).  Most camps contained the same number and types of buildings because 
they were organized and operated by the Army.  Although the plans varied slightly, each usually 
had a central open area or parade ground surrounded by the barracks, mess hall, offices, and 
perhaps a garage or recreation building.  The shop area was usually outside the main building 
group.  
 
The enrollees of Company #3442 spent most of the first few months building and improving the 
road up the escarpment to the area planned for the refuge headquarters.  The boys slept in tents 
from September to December, before moving into more permanent barracks (CCC Narrative – 
Camp BF-4 1937).   By February 1938 the Service Building and Equipment Shed were 
completed, and office furniture was being built (CCC Narrative – Camp BF-4 1938a).   The 
Refuge Manager’s house and barn were completed in 1939.  Company #3442 was transferred to a 
new camp in July 1941.  
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During the nearly three years the Hart Mountain CCC Camp was in operation, the boys 
completed: 
 

a telephone line to headquarters; the refuge manager Residence, Equipment building, 
Service building, nine miles of new entrance road up the Hart Mountain grade from the 
camp to headquarters, nearly completed the west boundary road from BS-4 to Hart Lake, 
which will eventually be part of the main entrance road, graded five miles of the refuge 
trunk road northeast from headquarters toward the Flook Ranch, nearly completed four 
miles of road from headquarters southeast to the hot springs on Rock Creek, and started a 
fencing program to enclose the headquarters (Lyon Meadow) area (Hart Mountain NWR 
Annual Report FY 1940:8-9).   

 
When the Hart Mountain Camp closed the Patrolman’s Residence had not been completed, nor 
had several water control projects (Hart Mountain Narrative Report 1940:9).  The unfinished 
projects were assigned to the Sod House CCC Camp (FWS-2) located at nearby Malheur NWR.  
 

On July 10, 1941 a side camp was established at the disbanded Hart Mountain CCC 
camp to carry on some of the more urgent work at the Hart Mountain Refuge. . .Progress 
was slow on the Patrolman’s cabin due to lack of enrollee help and materials.  Also 
minor changes were necessary in work that had already been completed.  Work on the 
water control structures in Hart Bar dike was seriously handicapped most of the period 
by the shortage of enrollee labor (CCC Narrative Camp FWS-2 July, August, and 
September 1941:15-16).   
 

“The Hart Mountain Side Camp was discontinued on December 20, 1941.  All water control 
structures in the levee bordering Hart Lake were completed and the levee along the lake shore 
was ninety eight percent completed at the time that the side camp was discontinued” (CCC 
Narrative Camp Sod House FWS-2 October, November, December 1941:15).  Many camps 
closed in December 1941, as the country’s attention shifted toward war preparations.  

 
Camp Description 
CCC camps were constructed by the Army and were fairly uniform in their arrangement and 
building complement.  As depicted in the figures of Camp BF-4, the camp primarily consisted of 
rectangular, wood frame buildings.  There were four barracks that held 50 men each, the full 
company was 200 men.  The barracks were on the eastern edge of the square with a flag pole near 
the center of the parade ground.  Other buildings including a mess hall, infirmary, offices, and 
housing for the Army personnel were arranged around the square.  Usually a machine shop, 
vehicle garage, and blacksmith or carpentry shop were slightly removed from the rectangular 
camp arrangement.  Additionally, privies and washrooms were located behind the barracks.  The 
camps usually also had a water tank, pump house, and generator building.   
 

 
 



 
 

Figure 4.  BF-4, Camp Hart Mountain, ca. 1939. 
(View to NE, barracks and unidentified building at far left). 

 
 

 
 

Figure 5.  BF-4, Camp Hart Mountain, Open House, April 3, 1939. 
   (View to E, barracks across west side of parade ground). 
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Figure 6.  BF-4, Camp Hart Mountain, Infirmary on left side. 
(View to SW, unidentified building on right side, perhaps mess hall). 

 

 
 

Figure 7. BF-4 Camp Hart Mountain, entry sign and infirmary (USFWS 2003-10-4:2). 
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A map of the camp layout has not been found and the only evidence of the buildings is from the 
few photographs of the open house event and physical remains.  A survey of the camp reveals the 
placement of the barracks, based on the alignment of cobbles that outlined the buildings and 
walkways (Figures 8-9) (Table 1).  The infirmary building and entry sign provide keys to the 
overall arrangement of camp buildings along with the photographs (Figures 10-11).  Figure 8 is a 
sketch of the camp as it may have been arranged based on the historic photographs.  Figure 9 was 
drawn by Van Wormer and is based on the camp remnants observed at the site.  Buildings, rock 
alignments, concrete foundation pads, and depressions were given feature numbers (F-#) that are 
cross-referenced between the two maps.  The features are associated with the archaeological 
remnants of the camp.  
 
 
Table 1.  Features identified as part of Camp BF-4. 

Feature #  Description/Dimensions 

1 Stone monument entry sign post and wooden sign. 

2 Infirmary, wood frame portable building type.  57 x 20'.  1 x 6" drop siding, windows framed to 5'6" sections.  1 x 4" 
batten at each section.  8 windows on E-side, 6-pane hopper style.  Gable end facing north.  Corner boards, water 
table, 1 x 6 T&G skirting.  Concrete footing piers every 10'.  All original windows.  Garage door on west side. 

3 Flag pole.  Portion of a pole surrounded by piles of stones and bermed dirt.   

4 Barracks area.  4-5 rectangular shapes outlined by cobbles, approximately 60' wide and 150' long. 

5 Concrete pad, 49 x 21'. 

6 Concrete pad 26 x 20' with open trench in center 4 x 20'. 

7 Concrete pad, approx. 10 x 20' 

8 Concrete pad, approximately 20 x 30' 

9 Concrete pad, approximately 10 x 10' 

10 Depression with debris (dump) with cobbles around edge. 

11 Large depression, possibly excavated as bulldozer trench, filled with debris (dump) with berms. 

12 Concrete pad 10 x 10'. 

13 Concrete pad 37 x 22'. 

14 Linear cobble alignment at north side of camp. 

15 Concrete water tanks with wood covers. 
   
 



 
 
Figure 8.  Sketch map of BS-4 Camp, based on photographs and archaeological survey.   
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Figure 9.  BF-4 Camp site sketch map based on field observations, prepared by Van Wormer. 
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Figure 10.  BF-4, entry sign (Feature 1), view to E (USFWS 2003-10-4:3). 
 

 
 

Figure 11.  Infirmary (Feature 2), view to SE (USFWS 2003-10-4:5). 
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Of the approximately 20 buildings that were part of the BF-4 camp, only a few remnants are 
present to suggest the arrangement of the camp.  The outline of the four barracks buildings along 
with the photographs (see Figures 4-6) provide confirmation of these buildings.  A cluster of 
concrete pads (Features 5-10) behind the barracks probably relate to the washroom, laundry, and 
shower facilities.  While the depression with cobbles around the edge (Feature 10) may have been 
the latrine with the cobbles serving as the foundation.  The privy was apparently subsequently 
used as a dump for debris when the camp closed.  Feature 11, appears to have been excavated for 
the purpose of dumping debris and probably dates to when the camp was abandoned.  Features 12 
and 13 are located at a distance from the main parade ground and may be associated with the 
mechanical systems or shops (Figure 12).  Feature 14 are the various cobblestone alignments that 
may relate to walkways or buildings (Figure 13).  In figures 4 and 5, a building is shown oriented 
E-W at the northwest corner.  This part of the camp may have been the location of a recreation 
building, office, and quarters for the Army staff.  There are several segments of stone alignments 
that may relate to buildings in this area.  In Figure 6, the Infirmary is shown with another building 
to the north.  There is no evidence of this building on the ground, but it may have been the mess 
hall.  There is also no evidence of the machine shop, vehicle garage, or shop area.  Water for the 
camp was piped from a natural spring above the camp.  Three concrete holding tanks (Feature 15) 
were constructed to filter the water and build-up a reservoir for the gravity flow (Figure 14). 

 
After the camp closed in December 1941, most of the buildings were moved and the camp was 
cleaned-up.   The infirmary building was determined to be useful to the Hart Mountain NWR and 
was retained.  The interior of the infirmary has been altered for use as a kitchen and single 
bunkroom.  The camp has been used by the University of Nevada-Reno (UNR) archaeological 
fieldschool.  The UNR fieldschool constructed a privy and platform for a 50-gallon drum shower.  
The shower building has been removed.  The camp is also used as an overnight campsite for 
volunteer groups that work on the refuge.  
 

 
Figure 12.  Concrete pad (Feature 13), view to NW (USFWS 2003-01-3:16). 
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Figure 13.  Cobble alignment (Feature 14), view to N (USFWS 2003-10-4:10). 
 

 
 
Figure 14.  Water tanks (Feature 15), on hillslope above camp, view to NW (USFWS 2003-05-2:5). 
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Comparisons with other camps
There is no evidence of the CCC camps at Malheur NWR.  Camps at Sheldon NWR and Tule 
Lake NWR have been recorded and evaluated.  Camp Tulelake encompassed 24 buildings 
arranged around a  parade ground crossed with rock lined paths that is similar to Camp Hart 
Mountain.  At Camp Tulelake the mess hall and hospital were to the left of the barracks, the 
Army personnel quarters were directly across from the barracks, and the Army office, clerk’s 
room and supplies were to the right of the barracks.  The vehicle garages, gas pump, storage/shop, 
pump house, blacksmith shop, and oil house were all located outside of the primary square.  At 
Camp Tulelake a barracks, the mess hall, and shop building are still standing and provide a clear 
association with the camp.  The Camp Tulelake has been determined eligible to the National 
Register of Historic Places (NHPA) because it is rare to find a CCC camp with buildings still in 
place (Atwood 1986).  
 
The arrangement of camp buildings at the Virgin Valley Camp at Sheldon NWR are less obvious 
than at Camp Tulelake.  The shop building and a loading dock are still present and mark one area 
of the camp.  However, the arrangement of the barracks and other buildings is less defined 
(Speulda 1995).  The Virgin Valley Camp has also been determined eligible because of the 
archaeological integrity of features that are present (Ellis 1997).  
 
CCC camps were built as temporary, expedient habitations.  In most cases, when the camps were 
abandoned all trace of the camp was removed, including buildings and debris.  The camps utilized 
tents and portable buildings to ensure easy transfer of materials to the next camp.  During the last 
couple of years of the CCC, camps were terminated rather than moving to a new location.  When 
a camp was terminated it was more likely to leave behind buildings and debris because there was 
no longer a need for the materials.  And, during the war some camps were reused as Internment 
Camps for Japanese citizens or as Prisoner of War camps.  Camp Tulelake was used for both an 
internment camp and prisoner of war camp. 
 
The Hart Mountain CCC camp was not used during the war.  The refuge continues to use the 
CCC camp as temporary housing for groups working on the refuge. 
 
 
H.  CONCLUSIONS  
The CCC camp at Hart Mountain NWR, BF-4, operated from October 1937 to July 1941, with a 
second group occupying the camp until December 1941.  When the camp was abandoned most of 
the buildings were moved and camp debris was buried or placed into depressions.  Only one 
standing building and the subtle features of camp BF-4 are present but the exact location and 
function of the remnant foundations are difficult to interpret.  Historic photographs depicting the 
camp provide some continuity with the site area. 
 
Criterion A:  CCC Camp Hart Mountain is directly associated with unique and important events 
in our Nation’s history – the Great Depression and the Government’s attempts to solve the 
economic problems of the country.  The CCC was an innovative and successful program, putting 
young men to work to solve the nation's unemployment problems and assist with conservation 
projects.  The effort to change the lives of so many men was a success that helped the country out 
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of the depression and contributed to the conservation of resources across the nation.  The CCC 
were especially important to the fledgling wildlife refuge system by implementing habitat 
restoration projects and building the infrastructure and headquarters at refuges across the country.  
For the Georgia "boys” stationed at Hart Mountain CCC camp, the exposure of living close to 
nature and working on projects to conserve the nation’s natural resources clearly reflects the 
underlying philosophy of the CCC.   The Hart Mountain CCC camp provides a tangible link to 
the day-to-day lifestyle of the young men during this unique national experience.    
 
Criterion B: No individual is associated with the Camp Hart Mountain that would meet the level 
of prominence or influence that is necessary for consideration under this criterion. 
 
Criterion C:  CCC camps were built as temporary facilities and were removed when the camp 
moved.  However, the camps occupied at the end of the program were terminated rather than 
being moved and  are more likely to retain buildings.  Often, when a camp was terminated, the 
buildings were transferred to the sponsoring agency, in this case, the Fish and Wildlife Service 
retained the use of the Infirmary building.  The infirmary is a standard plan, portable building 
style that was commonly used at CCC camps across the nation.  While not noteworthy for its 
architectural style or craftsmanship, the infirmary is important because it is one of the few 
examples of this building type remaining.  Because CCC camps were designed to be temporary, 
the use of portable wood buildings was innovative for the period.  While nearly all CCC camp 
buildings were removed when the camp was closed, there are a few instances when buildings 
were retained by the host agency and exist today.  The infirmary retains the original siding and 
windows and is a good example of the standard plan used in the last several years of the CCC 
program.  
 
Criterion D: The cobble alignments, concrete pads, and depressions with discarded camp 
materials provide information that can be used to interpret the camp arrangement and perhaps 
address research questions regarding camp life.  
 
Integrity: Camp Hart Mountain retains integrity of location, setting, feeling, and association.  The 
elements of design, materials, and workmanship are diminished. 
 
Summary       
CCC Camp Hart Mountain, BF-4,  is a fair example of a CCC camp with one building and the 
entrance sign still standing.  The camp operated from 1937 to 1941, is clearly associated with the 
CCC, and is eligible to the National Register of Historic Places, under criteria A, C, and D on the 
national level.  The camp is associated with Depression-era federal work programs and the one 
standing building is a good example of the portable building style developed specifically for the 
CCC.  The archaeological data is subtle, but offers an avenue for studying camp life.  
 
 
I.  ASSESSMENT OF EFFECTS 
The Hart Mountain CCC Camp, including the standing building (infirmary) and archaeological  
remains, is eligible to the National Register of Historic Places and is therefore considered to be a 
historic property.  



 
The FWS is proposing to install a modest sized campground for RV’s and tent campers on the 
northwest margin of the Hart Mountain CCC Camp.  Development of a public campground to the 
north and west of the Hart Mountain CCC Camp is an activity with the potential to afect a historic 
property.  Survey of the CCC camp has concluded that the features and remains of the CCC camp 
are south of the proposed campground (Figure 15).  Additionally, tent camp locations and a 
refuge house, located to the southeast of the CCC camp, are on the hillside above the camp and 
are also outside the camp area.  The proposed campground will be situated outside of the CCC 
Camp and no features of the camp will be impacted by the new campground.   
 
Additionally, the refuge is planning to maintain the infirmary building and use it as an interpretive 
station for providing information about the CCC to the public.  The rock walkways will be 
maintained and building remains will be identified for a self-guided walking tour of the CCC 
Camp.  The actual footprint of the CCC camp will be encompassed with a split-rail fence to 
protect the subtle remnants of the camp.  With the added protection of the fence and presentation 
of interpretive information the public can gain a greater awareness of the contributions made to 
our country by the CCC “boys.” 
 
The proposed undertaking to develop a public campground near the Hart Mountain CCC Camp 
will be a no historic properties affected outcome because the camp features are outside of the 
project APE.  Additionally, the CCC camp will be protected with a fence and interpreted to the 
public.   
 

 
 

Figure 15.  Overview of Hart Mountain CCC Camp, public campground to be built to the right 
of the building, view to NW (USFWS 2003-01-3:22). 
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J.  ATTACHMENTS CHECKLIST       
1. Maps attached?    [ X ] Yes 
2. Photos attached?    [ X ] Yes 
3. Other attachments? (List)   [  ] Yes:  
 
 
K. REPOSITORY 
Original survey records and attendant data will be located: 
U. S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Cultural Resources Team 
20555 SW Gerda Lane  
Sherwood, OR 97140 
(503) 625-4377 
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