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FOREWORD

he historic resources from Wyoming’s
farming, ranching, and homesteading
past are all around us. In an effort to un-
derstand those resources better and to manage
them appropriately, the Wyoming State Histor-
ic Preservation Office, with the support of the
Governor and State Legislature, sponsored the
preparation of a Historic Context Study to ar-
ticulate the contours and issues of agriculture
in Wyoming in the century from 1860 to 1960.
That study, Wyoming Will Be Your New Home:
Ranching, Farming, and Homesteading in Wyo-
ming 1860-1960, is published separately from
the guide you hold in your hands. This guide,
which seeks to provide direction for the man-
agement and evaluation of historic properties
on the ground in the state, is not a replacement
or substitute for the Historic Context Study. It
is, instead, a supplement to it, a way to apply
the themes and issues explored in that study to
the actual historical resources that we encoun-
ter in the field. In fact, both are important tools
and neither should be neglected in the consid-
eration of the historic associations and values
associated with Wyoming’s built environment
in the countryside.
There is yet another component that is vi-
tal. The third element, and the most critical
part of the evaluation project, is the cultural

resource professional who undertakes an ex-
amination of the buildings, structures, and oth-
er parts of Wyoming’s ranching, farming, and
legacy. That historian, archaeologist, architec-
tural historian, or landscape architect must ex-
ercise careful judgment and professional under-
standing. The answers he or she reaches will
often be nuanced and complex and the path to
those answers will sometimes not be self evi-
dent. That person will engage in a thoughtful
dialogue, mediating between, on the one hand,
the patterns and themes important in record-
ed history and, on the other hand, the materi-
al remains on the ground, trying to understand
exactly how the buildings and structures on the
ground fit into the larger historic patterns and
how they do not. Ultimately this will probably
mean coming to a better understanding of the
historic resources but it will also likely mean a
deeper understanding of the larger history of
which they are a part, even to the point of revis-
ing the commonly understood version of that
history. That dialogue, that questioning, that
probing is an important process, an exciting
process, and one from which we all can gain. It
is also the process that both the Historic Con-
text Study and this guide are designed to en-
courage and inform.






PART ONE

HISTORY, HISTORIC RESOURCES, AND THE
NATIONAL REGISTER FRAMEWORK

he history of homesteading, farming, and

ranching in Wyoming generally can be

found in two broad repositories: (1) the
written record found in libraries, archives, of-
ficial documents, newspapers, family records,
photographs, land records, and the oral tradi-
tions and accounts passed on by family mem-
bers and others; and (2) the built environment
that these people created in the state. Both
parts of the historical record are essential to
a more accurate and deeper understanding of
this part of Wyoming history and it is impera-
tive that managers link these two groups of re-
sources. Putting those two sets of resources
together provides a rich opportunity for under-
standing both the physical remnants we see on
the ground and the historical patterns of which
they are a part. It is perilous to try to separate
the two sets of resources and the idea behind
the historic context study examining Wyoming
ranching, farming, and homesteading is to help
provide a picture of the larger contours, the
larger picture, of which the pieces on the ho-
rizon, in the field, by the river are a part. The
historic context study provides a picture of the
complete, or nearly complete, puzzle so that we
have a better idea of where the pieces that we
find on the ground fit.
The physical remnants of Wyoming’s home-
steading and ranching legacy are spread across
the landscape from one corner of the state to
another. They vary greatly in age, size, use, and
physical condition. They may be intact farm-
steads (a farm or ranch headquarters complex
of buildings and structures), they may be dis-

tricts or landscapes that consist of multiple re-
sources in a single location or a group of farms
and ranches, or they may even be individual,
isolated elements, like a line shack, remote
from any other feature. Each element, however,
requires investigation and identification before
it can be determined eligible for the National
Register, if it is an individual property, or before
the property can be determined to be contribut-
ing or noncontributing to a larger district of his-
toric properties. That determination is a critical
element in the management of Wyoming’s his-
toric resources

The evaluation of historic resources related
to Wyoming’s ranching, farming, and home-
steading past requires thoughtful judgment,
professional research, and consistent stan-
dards. One of the key aspects of professional
historical research that distinguishes it from
other kinds of examination and review is the at-
tention to change over time, the ability to trace
the evolution of a property through the years of
its existence rather than freezing time at spe-
cific or general moments in the past. As with
the lives of the people and communities asso-
ciated with these properties, time did not stop
at a single grand, defining historic moment, or
even multiple such moments, and the historic
resources reflect the world of which they were
a part continuously over a period of years. Un-
derstanding those resources involves more
than describing them, more than putting them
into pigeonholes and categories where they
can be sorted, and more than filling in blanks
on a form. That understanding, instead, derives



from a careful consideration of the property
and the history with which it is associated. In
that way, the resources that are historically sig-
nificant can be managed differently from those
that are not.

The historic context study, Wyoming Will
Be Your New Home: Ranching, Farming, and
Homesteading in Wyoming 1860-1960, charts
the contours of this part of life in Wyoming to
assist the researcher in understanding the larg-
er patterns which the individual farms, ranch-
es, and homesteads both shaped and reflected.
Ultimately, the individual operations and the
broad patterns have meaning and significance
only as they relate to each other, and it is the
task of the site evaluator to make that connec-
tion. By considering historic context, the re-
searcher can establish not just that a ranch-
ing or homesteading feature was old and was
in some general or vague way associated with
ranching, homesteading, and farming, but can
demonstrate the historical significance (or lack
of significance) of specific features in precise
ways.

I. HISTORY AND HISTORIC
RESOURCES

To expect to understand single features, or
clusters of features, related to homesteading,
stock raising, or farming / ranching, exclusive-
ly on the basis of simply looking at their phys-
ical remains may not be an impossible task,
but it comes close. And limiting the inquiry to
physical remains, uninformed by research in
the historical record, omits critical sources and
information, arguably doing an injustice to the
resource in the process. Indeed, the effort to
identify the historic significance of a property
is one that requires constantly relating a spe-
cific feature to others elsewhere. Unless it is a
feature of obvious architectural or engineering
significance (Criterion C), its potential eligibil-
ity for the National Register of Historic Places
can only be determined by careful research,
both on site and in the records. If there is one

fundamental point of the related historic con-
text study, it is that historical significance de-
rives from our effort to connect any given fea-
ture to a larger system, both conceptually and
physically. To be old is not enough. To exist is
not enough. The historical significance must be
precise and demonstrable.

The companion historic context study has
articulated a conceptual framework and it in-
cludes the emergence of ranching and farming
within (and also outside) the land laws of the
nation, the evolution of the various practices as-
sociated with farming and ranching (including
several forms of livestock raising), the forces at
work reshaping the organization of society and
economy relating to rural life, the role of tech-
nology in agriculture, the patterns of ethnicity
and gender associated with agriculture, the ar-
chitecture associated with this activity, and the
winners and losers in agricultural life at differ-
ent times. In each instance, it has attempted to
address the marks on the land left in this evo-
lution. The conceptual framework, of course,
is large, is complex, is often subtle, and is in-
capable of being reduced to a static set of cate-
gories or pigeonholes into which resources can
be reduced and by which their significance can
be mechanically defined. It is essential that the
site evaluator ask of any resource: What larger
patterns and processes are this feature associ-
ated with? What does it reveal about the pat-
terns of change and continuity in ranching, in
homesteading, in farming? How does this pat-
tern change over the period of significance?

The starting point for this inquiry into the
significance of individual sites is with several
admonitions that are familiar enough to histo-
rians but bear repeating for anyone who under-
takes the assessment of historic properties:

1. Everyone is someone.
2. Every place is someplace.

3. Every place has a story.

It may seem either meaningless or an emp-
ty cliché to state that everybody is somebody,
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but it has only been within the last four decades
that historians have systematically directed at-
tention to the men and women who have made
up history with sensitivity to their genders and
to their different cultures, ethnicities, and so-
cial classes. Indeed, older studies of Wyoming
ranching and homesteading sometimes con-
veyed the impression that the area was entire-
ly and exclusively a white man’s domain. As
this study has shown, sometimes the dominant
ranchers in the state (and territory) explicitly
suggested that this was the case and even nar-
rowed the hegemony to include only their own
select number in the 1880s. But the population
was never so monolithic and the women, the
farmers, the Hispanics, and others also lived a
life there, as one of them memorably remarked,
that is worthy of living, and that is now worthy
of contemplation and documentation. Under-
standing the relationship between those in pow-
er and those out of power ultimately better illu-
minates both populations.

Contrary to historians of generations ago
and some outside the profession who believe
that history is just the record of the literate
classes, the history of what is sometimes called
“the inarticulate” has flourished so that these
people are no longer in any sense either anony-
mous or voiceless. They paid taxes, they were
listed in the census, sometimes they owned
or leased land, they often joined churches and
clubs, they attended and participated in spe-
cific forms of recreation, their activities were
mentioned in newspapers, and they were some-
times involved in court proceedings. The his-
torical record is far broader than was previous-
ly conceived, and even the most conventional
sources can reveal far more than their creators
intended. Everybody is somebody, and it is pos-
sible to find out who the person was who was
associated with a specific property.

Likewise, every place is someplace. Any
place where there was a structure built for a
specific use, or any place that has otherwise
shown the marks of use, as in a trail that has

worn into the soil, or even a place where the
human footprint has been light, but still served
human purposes, as in a natural landmark, that
place has entered into human history. It then
becomes incumbent upon the researcher to
identify the role that structures or sites played
in the lives of earlier generations of people who
used that place. It is, thus, not only the palatial
houses and barns which remain that convey in-
formation about the past, but also the remnants
of dugouts, of ranch roads, of watering troughs,
of windmills, of dams, and even of fences that
need to be examined and assessed.

And every place has a story. Every one of
these stories has a beginning, a middle, and an
end. What is the origin of that structure? Was
it built at a time when people were moving into
the county and into Wyoming in a noticeable
trend? How did its use change over time? Why
did people quit using it, quit living in it? What is
the end of that story? Was it abandoned? Why?
What were the circumstances that caused
its occupants to move away? Were they fore-
closed? Did they acquire other properties and
use this set of structures in a different way?
And how did it get from its origin to its end?
The building or structure has a life, an evolu-
tion. It is not frozen in time. It is not timeless. It
changed over time. Those changes are the re-
flection of history. The task of the site evaluator
is to understand that story so as better to un-
derstand the resources left on the ground. And
understanding is different from categorizing or
pigeonholing something. Each resource needs
to be explored. In this way, the resource can
even shed light on the larger historical context
and cause it to be modified.

Archaeologists Donald L. Hardesty and Bar-
bara J. Little have helped approach these ques-
tions in site assessment by using the concept
of “feature system.” As they write, “The con-
cept of feature system emphasizes the need to
understand the whole system in order to un-
derstand smaller pieces of it that may seem in-
significant.”! This is also what Margaret Purs-
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er has pointed to when she has noted that the
remnants of western ranches sometimes can be
identified only by considering a much broader
geographic focus in which dispersed artifacts
and structures need to be connected to each
other.

The key to the system is in its grand spatial
scale, and the key to archaeological analysis is
to keep looking ever farther away from the ini-
tial test pit: the ranch’s water may come from
four miles away through a series of ditches,
and the house sited where it is because that
location was optimum for the gravity flow. The
property around a given ranch house may

be relatively small, but the “ranch,” as a pro-
ductive unit, included summer grazing lands
miles away in the mountains, and hay lands
for winter feed leased on the other side of the
valley, where the water was better. Linking all
these elements was a crazy-quilt of property
relations, from squatting to tenancy to leasing
to homesteading, and ultimately to large-scale
corporate industrial cattle and sheep ranching,
financed by speculation out of places like New
York and London.?

By approaching the site as something more
than a building or structure that some un-
known person happened to have built at some
point in the past and thereby relegating it to
historical anonymity and obscurity, it is possi-
ble to determine the significance of the specif-
ic feature, or to determine that it lacks neces-
sary significance. By contemplating the story
behind that site—its beginning and end—and
how it changed over time, how it was used and
by whom, and by relating the house, the barn,
the corral, the campsite, the related auxiliary
structures, to the historical context that has
been developed in these pages, the significance
of the site can be determined. This will involve
careful site analysis, broad conceptual thinking,
and basic historical research in land records,
water well records, census documents, local ar-
chives, and newspapers—the kinds of things
that historians do every day, and the result can
be a more meaningful understanding of the ma-

terial remains on the ground.

The process for putting the archival re-
search, the site analysis, and the historic con-
text together is not complicated, but it does re-
quire a logical approach that attempts to relate
the individual site to larger patterns of history.
This process is not a lock-step approach and it
is likely that the evaluator will need to return
to a previous step just because something ex-
amined earlier will take on new meanings in the
light of subsequent discovery.

1. First of all, it is important to recognize that
historic resources located on a specific
property fit together in a functional
arrangement. This again gets to Margaret
Purser’s and Donald Hardesty’s point about
identifying feature systems by looking at
total relationships.

2. Ask the questions: How do these parts fit
together on the ground? How do they fit
together over time? Is there any indication
of evolution, or at least change, over time?
What kind of a feature system, exactly, is
this?

3. Once the feature system is identified, the
relevant property types in this historic
context study can also be determined. (See
the section below on property types.)

4. Then the historical research regarding this
property can be conducted to determine its
associations with the various themes and
issues discussed in homesteading, stock
raising, and farming and ranching. What
significance does this resource have?

5. Consult the property type information in
this context to determine the eligibility
requirements. What are the historical
associations that must be clear? Under
which criteria will this property be eligible?
Does the property meet the integrity
requirements?

This process can most readily be seen if
there is an intact ranch complex or other clus-
ter of resources that constitutes a complete, or
nearly complete, whole. It is more challenging
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with isolated features sufficiently far from oth-
er resources and unable to be clearly and eas-
ily associated with them. When the research-
er encounters such an isolated feature, say, a
line shack, the first question to ask is, “Whose
was this?” An examination of the land records
at the courthouse will establish a chain of ti-
tle for the land on which the feature rests, and
will often also indicate leases of the land, some-
thing common in ranching. Those documents,
in turn, will give clues that can be followed in
other sources. Genealogists and local history li-
brarians will be able in some instances to pro-
vide information about ranchers who owned or
used that land. Does the line shack have a well
nearby? Sometimes they do, and an online re-
search of well drilling activity in the office of
the state engineer may—or may not—provide
a name for the owner of the well and a date at
which it was drilled or dug. A phone call to a
current or past owner will often generate infor-
mation to be found nowhere else. If the prop-
erty was filed on as part of a claim under one
of the federal land laws, that information in
the General Land Office records frequently in-
dicate the extent of the built features the per-
son developed on the land, often enumerating
them with considerable specificity. The census
manuscripts readily available in archives and
genealogical centers throughout the nation will
be able to provide more information about the
families and individuals already identified and
associated with the property and often a sec-
ond visit with the custodians of the local histo-
ry collections in the county library system will
be even more rewarding than the first. It is im-
portant to remember that each site, each fea-
ture, each property is different and will gener-
ate its own set of questions. It is never a matter
of just pigeon-holing a property into a category
because of its external appearances. Historical
significance is far more than that and requires
research to establish.

Bit by bit, step by step, a picture starts to
come together. A story begins to emerge. The

relationships between the component parts be-
come visible. The pieces on the ground start to
fit into the larger context. The significance of
the feature becomes precise, and it is a docu-
mented significance with which others who fol-
low the same procedure would concur.

II. THE NATIONAL REGISTER
OF HISTORIC PLACES AND SITE
EVALUATION STRATEGIES

In addition, the researcher needs to place the
material remains in the field into the framework
of the National Register of Historic Places. Eval-
uating properties for eligibility for the National
Register of Historic Places involves a series of
specific professional judgments based on the
National Register requirements, the resourc-
es on the ground, and the historical informa-
tion related to those resources. The research-
er needs to identify what it is that the property
represents (theme, place, and time) and then
determine how that theme (in this case one of
the themes associated with the historic con-
text of ranching, farming, and homesteading
in Wyoming listed below) is important within a
given time period—an identified period of sig-
nificance—in a particular part of Wyoming. At
that point, it is possible to use the National Reg-
ister criteria to determine if the property repre-
sents the historic context through specific im-
portant associations under Criteria A and B,
through the values evident under Criterion C,
or through the information they can potential-
ly yield under Criterion D. The period of signifi-
cance can then be determined and the property
types of the evaluated resources can be identi-
fied. The property types, and the criteria under
which they are evaluated, will determine what
aspects of integrity are necessary to convey the
significance of the properties; then the resourc-
es can be evaluated for their integrity. The final
step is to establish boundaries for the resources.

In this evaluation process, several cautions
must be kept in mind. The first is simply that
not all properties associated with homestead-
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ing, ranching, and farming, or with agriculture
more broadly, in the state are eligible for listing
on the National Register either individually or
as a contributing feature of a complex of fea-
tures. Some will not qualify for listing because
they lack demonstrable significance and oth-
ers will not be eligible because they lack neces-
sary integrity. Second, the evaluator must also
recognize that some ranches / farms / home-
steads will have fewer historic features, not
because they are less significant, but because
they just were historically smaller operations.
Size, scale, and expectations combined to help
define and distinguish different kinds of op-
erations with self-sufficiency prevailing in the
smaller units and market practices in the larger.
In fact, one important pattern identified in this
study is that often properties were abandoned
or taken over or were otherwise altered in their
ownership and usage simply because they were
small. They have been vulnerable to the forces
of modernization for more than a century and a
third at this point, and it is vital that they not be-
come further vulnerable in the eyes of the eval-
uator because of the very conditions that have
given them, and continue to give them, histori-
cal significance. Finally, it needs to be remem-
bered, partly because it can be so easily taken
for granted, that the properties must be evalu-
ated within a historic context—in this case,
ranching, farming, and homesteading in Wyo-
ming between the 1860s and 1960. There are
other properties in the state, even in the rural
sectors of the state, that are not related to this
context that may still qualify for listing on the
National Register, but not as part of this con-
text. They could be schoolhouses, energy-re-
lated structures, or other non-farm, non-ranch,
or non-homestead features. Ranching, farming,
and homesteading covers a lot of territory, both
geographic and historical, in Wyoming, but it
does not cover everything.

Identification of Appropriate
Historic Context

This historic context study explores the his-
torical forces, patterns, and events important
to understanding Wyoming’s homesteading,
farming, and ranching history, but many, even
most, properties that are related to homestead-
ing, farming, and ranching will be evaluated
for their local significance and, at the local lev-
el, for their relationship to specific patterns of
agriculture and settlement. For example, prop-
erties may be evaluated within the contexts of
cattle ranching in the Green River valley in the
1880s and 1890s, sugar beet farming in the Big
Horn Basin from 1900 to 1960, dry farming in
the Powder River Basin from 1909 to World
War II, wool growing in southwest Wyoming
from 1890 to 1960, or women homesteaders in
southeast Wyoming between 1880 and 1940.
For that matter, they could be considered with-
in the context of something like the shift from
general farming operations to specialized eco-
nomic activities in a particular part of the state.
In all those cases it will be essential for the eval-
uator to identify, using this document and addi-
tional local research materials (without actually
preparing another context document), how that
particular context developed within that section
of Wyoming in that time period and what the
major developmental thresholds were (in the
broadest sense of development to include not
just the growth and flourishing of farms, ranch-
es, and homesteads, but also the destructive
and corrosive forces that led to their demise or
transformation).

Moreover, it is essential that the evaluator
demonstrate the importance of the theme ex-
plored (see the list below) to the particular geo-
graphic area in which the resources are locat-
ed. In practice, the formulations of the theme,
the geographic area, and the time period con-
verge to define the parameters of the histor-
ic context that will provide the framework for
evaluation. Once the appropriate theme, geo-
graphic area, and time period are articulated,
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the evaluator can carefully and professionally
place the property into a meaningful historical
context and evaluate its significance.

Significance of the Property
and Historic Themes

Establishing significance of a property is a
critical, perhaps even the most important, step
in determining whether a property qualifies
for listing on the National Register. A property
is eligible, or is considered a contributing fea-
ture to eligible properties, not just because it
is old, or even, in this context, because it can
be generally demonstrated to have been asso-
ciated with a ranch, farm, or homestead oper-
ation. The narrative of this document explores
specific themes—historic patterns, events, and
cultural values associated with ranching, farm-
ing, and homesteading in Wyoming—that can
serve as tools for establishing the more precise
significance of a property—even when proper-
ties are exceptions to the prevailing patterns.
For example, it may be that a specific property
demonstrates the shift in technologies of ranch-
ing and farming (or the reluctance to accept
emerging technologies), or the development of
greater specialization of farming activities (or
the persistence of traditional, general farming
and ranching activities when everybody else
was becoming specialized), or the impact of
government agricultural programs, or the pow-
er of swings in the economy and alterations in
the social structure of American ranching and
farming life. Again, it also needs to be remem-
bered that a rural property in Wyoming may
be significant for associations other than with
ranching and homesteading activities, but any
such properties need to be pursued and evalu-
ated outside the historic context presented in
this document.

The themes identified and explored, and to
which individual properties can be associated
in important ways, include the following:

e Commercialization (Market System) of
Agriculture

e Conservation

e Crop Production

¢ Dairy Farming

e Diversified Agriculture
¢ Dry farming

e Economic / Market Forces of Depression,
War, Banking System

e Ethnicity

e Gender and Women and Homesteading,
Farming, and Ranching

e Homesteading

¢ In-Migration

e Industrialization of Agriculture

e Irrigation

e Land Policy

e Midwest (Enclosed) System of Cattle
Raising

e Migrant Labor

e Modernization of Agriculture and Rural
Life (including specialization, consolidation,
centralization of decision-making, and other
features)

e Monoculture Agriculture
e Open Range (Texas System) Cattle Raising
e Qut-Migration

¢ Race Relations and Homesteading (and
Agriculture)

e Settlement
e Subsistence and Self-Sufficient Agriculture
e Technology

e Wool Growing

HISTORY, HISTORIC RESOURCES, AND THE NATIONAL REGISTER FRAMEWORK



It is sometimes tempting to evaluate any and
every property associated with agriculture in
Wyoming as eligible. That temptation, how-
ever, needs to be avoided assiduously. Nation-
al Register Bulletin 15 explains that the event
or trends with which a property is associated
“must clearly be important within the associat-
ed context.” It also is explicit that “the proper-
ty must have an important association with the
event or historic trends.” To say that a prop-
erty was associated with ranching, farming, or
homesteading is, in itself, not sufficient to dem-
onstrate its significance. It will be more helpful
and persuasive to associate the resources with
the themes articulated in the historic context
study, to explore particular properties, for ex-
ample, in their relationships to patterns of set-
tlement (and, conversely, to patterns of depopu-
lation), changing practices of livestock raising,
technologies, gender and ethnic relations, de-
mographic shifts, economic cycles, and other
patterns of history listed above. By making a fo-
cused analysis of the property, it will be evident
exactly how important the association is. And
using those patterns and themes in the evalu-
ation of a property, an informed professional
judgment can be rendered on the significance
of a particular feature or set of features.

Criteria for Evaluation

Eligible (and contributing) properties must
be associated with one or more area(s) of sig-
nificance and each area of significance needs
to be identified. The areas of significance de-
veloped in this context include Agriculture,
Conservation, Ethnic Heritage, Exploration /
Settlement, and Social History under Criterion
A and Criterion B and Architecture and Engi-
neering under Criterion C. Under Criterion D,
the area of significance would most likely be
Archaeology with the Subcategory Historic-
Non-Aboriginal, although the categories of Ag-
riculture, Ethnic Heritage, Exploration / Settle-
ment, or Social History will also be relevant.

The actual eligibility (or contributing status)
of a property is ultimately established by deter-
mining how a property represents the context,
and this is done by the application of criteria
used in the National Register of Historic Places.
Thus, the question becomes whether a proper-
ty represents the context through specific im-
portant historic associations (Criteria A and B),
architectural or engineering values (Criterion
C), or information potential (Criterion D). The
vast bulk of Wyoming ranching, farming, and
homesteading context-related properties nom-
inated to, or eligible for, the National Register
will be under Criterion A and this criterion is
the primary focus of this historic context study.
Some properties, however, may also be eligible
under another criterion.

Criterion A.

Property is associated with events that have
made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of our history.

The events that make up history at one time
were viewed as restricted to those that were as-
sociated with the nation’s leaders, with activi-
ties in the halls of power, or with other kinds
of activities that exhibited singular talent, or, at
least, social, political, or financial eminence, a
sort of “Kings and Battles” conceptualization of
the past. The study of history in the last several
decades, however, has been far more inclusive
of the American people in all their activities,
classes, ethnicities, genders, ages, and beliefs
and historians have mined their lives and cul-
tures assiduously—and the historical profes-
sion continues to generate new perspectives,
conclusions, and evidence. The social history
of the nation, as a result, is a much more com-
plex picture than it once was, and also much
richer and more vibrant too, and it includes a
great many more people than it once did. The
“events” in the history of the American peo-
ple, as a result, may include acts of Congress,
Presidential decrees, treaties signed, and bat-
tles fought, but they also include those aspects
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of life that reflect and shape the values, institu-
tions, work, priorities, discipline, and goals of
the broad American public and its many parts
on national, state, and local levels. It is with that
broader formulation in mind that the evaluator
can inquire into those patterns of history rel-
evant to ranching, farming, and homesteading
in Wyoming and establish the historical signifi-
cance—or lack thereof—for individual proper-
ties.

The question must be asked, Why is a prop-
erty significant under Criterion A? Probably the
best way to answer that question is with a more
focused inquiry: What does the property reveal
about ranching, homesteading, and farming in
Wyoming? Do the resources reflect in a tangi-
ble way the important historical associations?
How was the property used historically? What
were the forces that shaped its evolution over
time? For it is not enough that the property be
associated with ranching, homesteading, and
farming; that association must be important
within the specified level of significance. Gen-
erally, that importance can be demonstrated by
indicating explicitly how the property is a prod-
uct of its time functionally and illustrates as-
pects of farming, ranching, and homesteading
history in Wyoming that may be unique, repre-
sentative, or pivotal.

Criterion B.

Property is associated with the lives of persons
significant in our past.

Criterion B is, by almost all accounts, a de-
manding criterion to apply in the evaluation
of properties for their eligibility to the Nation-
al Register because it includes two major tests
that the property must pass. The first is the sig-
nificance of the individual. Usually that signifi-
cance can be measured in some form of recog-
nition that the person attained, either during or
after his or her life, for accomplishments dur-
ing the period of historic significance. Broadly
considered beyond the confines of the histor-
ic context of Wyoming ranching, farming, and

homesteading, that person’s achievement can
be intellectual, economic, artistic, political, so-
cial, or otherwise. Often it has to do with lead-
ership in some form or another, but it can also
be more subtle. A schoolteacher, for example,
may have left an enduring mark on a neighbor-
hood over a period of years, or a rancher or
farmer may have taken a stand that was sym-
bolic against large forces of change that earned
the person some acclaim and respect from peo-
ple in the community. There is no clear and au-
tomatic qualification as a significant individual;
it is the duty of the evaluator to demonstrate
that significance, but it is important to note that
within this specific historic context the individ-
ual’s significance must be related to the varied
aspects of ranching, farming, and homestead-
ing. Other individuals (for example the teacher
or business person) may well be significant in
other contexts, but they may not be appropri-
ately identified under Criterion B in properties
eligible or contributing within this context. The
significance of the individual, in other words,
must be approached with great caution.

The second test, once the significance of the
individual within this context has been estab-
lished and documented, is that the property be-
ing evaluated, when compared to other proper-
ties associated with the individual, is the most
appropriate one for demonstrating that person’s
contribution. Being born at a place usually does
not suffice. A place where that person, howev-
er, formulated a strategy or prepared a plan or
worked with others on a project linked to the
person’s significance will confirm this impor-
tant linkage.

For a property associated with an individual
person, it is necessary to demonstrate that the
specific property directly reflected or shaped
her or his influence—that it was not peripheral
or tangential to the activities for which the per-
son became significant. This was the place that
was important in making him or her significant.
Several considerations are relevant: (1) size of
the property alone does not make a ranch or
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homestead or farm significant nor does it make
the person who developed it significant; (2) the
specific property and the specific features must
be related in specific ways to the significance
of the person in history; (3) an individual aux-
iliary building or structure is unlikely to qualify
under Criterion B, but the complex of buildings
of which it is a part might.

Criterion C.

Property embodies the distinctive
characteristics of a type, period, or method
of construction or represents the work of a
master, or possesses high artistic values, or
represents a significant and distinguishable
entity whose components lack individual
distinction.

The distinctive architectural features of a
building, the eminence of the person who de-
signed it, or the engineering features involved
in a specific piece of construction such as a
windmill, dipping vat, or shearing arrangement
may make a resource eligible for the Nation-
al Register under Criterion C. It is essential to
note, however, that the National Register re-
quires the feature’s association with the con-
struction type, method, or design be important
and that the design or construction features
be important to make the property important.
Documenting the property’s eligibility (or con-
tributing status) generally requires attention to
the features that are distinctive including the
type, period, and method of construction. As
National Register Bulletin 15 notes, “A struc-
ture is eligible as a specimen of its type or pe-
riod of construction if it is an important exam-
ple (within its context) of building practices of
a particular time in history.” Thus a particu-
lar method of construction that once was com-
mon, but has largely faded from use, as, for ex-
ample, piece-sur-piece log construction, would
be a type of construction that could qualify a
barn or a house or other building under Crite-
rion C. Or, some of the grand showcase ranch-
es that emerged early in the twentieth century

were sometimes designed by leading architects
and their buildings serve as enduring legacies
of their craft. The existence of a wind genera-
tor for the production of electricity would simi-
larly fall under Criterion C as an example of en-
gineering put to use on the isolated farms and
ranches. Because the structure, building, or ob-
ject is important for its own architectural or en-
gineering features, integrity of materials, work-
manship, and design will be much more critical
than they would, say, under Criterion A. And
because the workmanship that goes into an ar-
chitectural or engineering property is some-
times what gives the resource its significance,
the period of significance for Criterion C prop-
erties will generally be confined to the year, or
period, in which it was built. Of course, many
of these properties may be eligible under both
Criterion A and Criterion C. Finally, it should
also be noted that historic rural landscapes
may also be significant under Criterion C.

Criterion D.

Property has yielded, or is likely to yield
information important in prehistory or
history.

The ability of a property’s physical resources
to yield important information represents an in-
vitation for archaeological investigation. As al-
ways, the value of any investigation depends on
the questions asked, and a focused, clearly ar-
ticulated research design must identify the po-
tential significance of the findings anticipated.
It is not sufficient to issue a blanket statement
that any and all properties will yield important
information; what kind of information and how
this site may reasonably be expected to yield
that information are essential to establishing
the property as eligible under Criterion D.

In the historic context of Wyoming ranching,
farming, and homesteading, archaeological in-
vestigation is best seen as complementing the
historical research rather than duplicating or
replacing it, for the two fields draw upon differ-
ent source materials with different potentials
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although they often address the same histori-
cal questions and issues. If archaeologists ap-
proach the issues of this context with an eye
to addressing the questions of historical sig-
nificance, the fruits can be profound. Many of
those questions have to do with the forces of
modernization that reshaped the countryside
of Wyoming in the late nineteenth and twenti-
eth centuries.

In that regard two particular archaeological
perspectives are relevant to the task of deter-
mining the eligibility of properties under Crite-
rion D. One is the position articulated by Mar-
garet Purser regarding archaeology on western
ranches. As noted above, Purser suggests that
in locations like those found across Wyoming,
the sheer geographic scale can be daunting,
but also informative. While elsewhere a sys-
tem of production may be enclosed in a small
area, in the West the economic unit may literal-
ly cover an expanse of miles and miles, beyond
the horizons even, its different components
widely scattered, physically nowhere near the
functionally adjacent unit. But that is only part
of her insight. Even more fundamental is her
observation that the activity over that vast ex-
panse is, in fact, a system, not just an assortment
of different activities. It would be an oversimpli-
fication to suggest that this is just a matter of
not seeing the forest for the trees or vice ver-
sa, but Purser encourages the evaluator to put
the individual artifact or site into the context of
the larger operation which may not be immedi-
ately visible. And the aggregate of those sites
will lead to a closer appreciation of the system
itself. Moreover, she notes:

Visibility in western ranching sites is also
an archaeological visibility: preservation here
is dramatic, and it pushes excavators to radi-
cally expand what counts as material data. For
instance, you can see the entire valley settle-
ment system because, in the arid environment,
the presence of trees means the presence of
people, at least at some point in the past. So
the cottonwoods and imported Italian poplars
that ring old homestead sites are artifacts, as

are the relic fence posts, the trampled bare
ground of abandoned corrals, the rutted scars
of old wagon roads, and the myriad ditches,
gates, dams, and flumes that channeled the
western rancher’s most prized possession: wa-
ter. Trash from a camp tossed into the brush
over a hundred years ago looks like it could
have come from last week’s meal. Even in the
fire-prone areas, standing structures of a wide
variety of functions can still be present, at least
as scattered spars of lumber, crumbling stone
walls, or dusty mounds of old adobe melting
slowly into the sagebrush. So although the
archaeological record of ranching can often
be sparse, it is equally often marked by radi-
cally wide ranges of artifact types, and equally
broad spatial scales.®

This, of course, goes directly, once again,
to the notion of a “feature system” discussed
above. Donald L. Hardesty and Barbara J. Little
have focused explicitly on “feature systems” as
ways of looking at resources and they empha-
size the way in which artifacts and structures
fit together to make a sense that is greater than
the individual components are capable of sug-
gesting separately.® This is not a difficult con-
cept, is one that social historians often use, and
is one familiar in other areas of inquiry where it
often takes the simple, but holistic, form of “the
whole is greater than the sum of the parts.”
System is key. Relationships between compo-
nent parts say as much as the parts themselves.

For the purpose of this study, with its focus
on the process of historical change in a rural
environment in the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries, another study offers assis-
tance from a slightly different angle. Drawing
upon the same broad pattern of modernization
that this context statement employs, Melanie
A. Cabak, Mark D. Groover, and Mary M. Ink-
rot have shed light on rural life in the twenti-
eth century in the American South. Examining
dwelling types, midden size and contents, and
other aspects of the farmsteads of the Aiken
Plateau of South Carolina, these archaeologists
have concluded that “20™-century resources,
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contrary to popular attitudes, possess archaeo-
logically useful information” and that, in partic-
ular, “rural modernization occurred differently
among southern households.”” Of special atten-
tion in that study were areas of inquiry where
conventional historical documentation provides
scant information. Thus consumption patterns
reveal the extent of subsistence agriculture for
home use as opposed to commercial purchas-
ing of foods and supplies, while the prevalence
of indoor plumbing and electricity and their
impact on the location of family activities shed
light on other aspects of life. Most suggestive-
ly, that study demonstrated that “households
were gradually transformed from producers
to consumers,” and that “at the same time that
households were becoming acclimated to con-
sumerism, traditional material elements in the
built environment, particularly domestic ar-
chitecture and household level technology, re-
mained relatively static in rural settings.”® The
study’s reference to “consumerism” unsatisfac-
torily blurs a host of issues relating to twenti-
eth-century consumer awareness and political
action, gender roles, and commercial market-
ing, but at its most fundamental level the analy-
sis does connect consumption patterns with the
integration of previously isolated farm families
into a larger market structure, not just for the
goods they produce but for the goods they con-
sumePerhaps of greater importance than the
particular conclusions of that single study, how-
ever, are the questions asked, and those ques-
tions directly parallel those that this context
study of farming and ranching and homestead-
ing attempts to raise. Instead of listing specific
questions that are pertinent to today’s research
and that will be revised in the light of tomor-
row’s findings, this study hopes that the issues
presented in the narrative will guide historians
and archaeologists alike in their future investi-
gations. Those issues range across a wide hori-
zon of inquiry, from the development of poultry
and dairy farming and their impact on gender
relations, to levels of subsistence agriculture

practiced in different areas, by different classes
of people, and differences between those agri-
culturists who adopted monoculture, extensive
farming practices, compared with those who
retained traditional diversified, intensive prac-
tices, and the technologies used—and the im-
pact of those technologies—on different sizes
and kinds of operations. It is the object of this
study to raise these questions and hopefully the
investigators will use them to frame their own
research designs.

This points once again to the necessity in ar-
chaeological investigation of a well-considered
research design. Just because information is
available in a potential site is not sufficient to
make it significant. Instead, the questions that
the information can answer are just as or more
important. Plus, not all archaeological sites will
provide information in understanding history
or patterns of history; they may yield informa-
tion in other areas, but in this context that in-
formation must illuminate the historical issues
and patterns relevant to homesteading, ranch-
ing, and farming in Wyoming. That further
means that not all ranches that have archaeo-
logical deposits should be considered eligible.
In every instance research design is the deter-
mining factor.

Period of Significance

The period of significance for properties sig-
nificant for their association with farming, cat-
tle and sheep ranching, and homesteading is
not an open-ended time framework; instead, it
is a discrete period with a defined and mean-
ingful beginning and end. The period of signifi-
cance generally will begin at the date at which
activity of historic significance is begun and to
which the existing resources are associated.
This may be the date when a house or a barn
was built, when a well was dug or drilled, when
a fence was constructed, or other such con-
structive activity was undertaken; if, howev-
er, the date at which that barn, well, or fence
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achieved historical significance is later than
the date of construction, the later date must
be used. The point is that the beginning date is
the date at which the activities began that mark
the existing resources’ historical significance.
The end of the period of significance must be
approached just as carefully. If the beginning
marks the start of the historic significance of a
resource, the end must mark the date at which
that significance concluded, at which the asso-
ciation with the historic events or patterns can
no longer be demonstrated. If the property was
abandoned or put to another use, that would
often mark the end of the property’s period of
significance. The property could have, and of-
ten did have, a series of owners, but the prop-
erty’s significance will continue just so long as
the important association with the historic pat-
terns of ranching, farming, and homesteading
discussed in the context statement that gave it
significance can be demonstrated. The signifi-
cance thus ends not with a change in proper-
ty ownership but when the property no longer,
in the words of the National Register Bulletin,
“made the contributions or achieved the char-
acter on which significance is based.”™ This
means that many properties will retain their
historic significance up to (or beyond) the fif-
ty-year threshold used by the National Register
of Historic Places. Some, in fact, may continue
beyond the 1960 concluding date of this study.
The period of significance will depend on the
period during which each property was asso-
ciated with specific patterns of homesteading,
ranching, or farming and the beginning and
end will need to be justified.

General Integrity Requirements

The issue of integrity is both complex and
important. National Register bulletins various-
ly define this as “the ability of a property to
convey its significance”? and “authenticity of
a property’s historic identity, evidenced by the
survival of physical characteristics that existed

during the property’s historic or prehistoric pe-
riod.”!!

The integrity requirements for these ranch-
ing, farming, and homesteading resources em-
phasize primarily their historic function and
appearance—the ability of an individual build-
ing or structure to convey a sense of past time
and place by providing evidence of the specif-
ic function or role it served during the period
of historic significance (not its ability to per-
form that function today) and the relationship
of that function to the larger homestead / ranch
/ farm operation. In this, the evaluator must be
careful in two broad areas that sometimes per-
plex the person who examines historic resourc-
es. One is the need to avoid confusing condition
with integrity. Integrity refers to the authentic-
ity of a property and depends especially on ev-
idence of, again, the “physical characteristics
that existed during the property’s historic or
prehistoric period.” Since a property with his-
toric integrity permits it to illustrate significant
aspects of the past, the essential characteristics
of that property must be authentic. The proper-
ty may have deteriorated over the years, it may
be in need of repair, and its condition may be
such as to render it unlivable or otherwise un-
usable for its historic purpose, but it can still
possess integrity.

The property needs to be examined for the
standard seven qualities of integrity indicated
in National Register guidelines.'? Those aspects
of historic integrity include:

Location: The building or other object must
be in the location it occupied during the
period of historic significance, although it
may have been moved prior to or during
the period of historic significance. It was
not uncommon, for example, for all but the
largest of buildings to be moved around as
needs changed on a ranch or farm. If that
relocation took place during the period of
historic significance the integrity would not
be compromised and the move may even
be an indication of the larger evolution of
the property, thereby suggesting additional
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historic significance. Relocations of
buildings or structures since the end of

the period of significance would need to

be evaluated according to the extent and
purpose of the relocation. Moving a small
structure a small distance to permit it to
perform its (or a related building’s) function
more efficiently would not be a problem;
moving the same building a greater distance
or to a location where it could not perform
its intended function and using relocation

to allow the operation of a non-contributing
feature in its original location, however,
would compromise the integrity of location.

Design: The organization of a property and

its subordinate components (whether it is a
single unit or a cluster of related resources)
constitutes, in the words of the National
Register, “the form, plan, space, structure,
and style” of a property. The important
factor here is not whether the design is
especially artistic or even attractive, but
whether it is authentic. In dealing with

the modest abodes and utility structures

of small ranches and homesteads, it is
important not to hold the design of a
structure up to an outside standard, but to
compare it to the building’s own historic
design. And it is important to recognize that
those buildings often evolved over time, in
which case it becomes important to identify
which changes came during, and which
changes came after, the end of the period of
historic significance.

Setting: Setting is a subtle aspect and has

20

as much to do with the environment
surrounding a property as with the property
itself. Farm or ranch properties that are
surrounded by developments inconsistent
with the historic character of the property
will probably have been compromised if
they are significant under Criterion A. On
the other hand, the integrity of setting for a
property significant under Criterion C for its
design or construction qualities would not
be so vulnerable to changes in surrounding
development.

Materials: The historic materials from
which a resource was constructed will be a
fundamental aspect of integrity. A windmill
with plastic vanes, for example, would raise
serious questions of integrity. Of course,
changes in materials during the period
of significance, as with other elements of
integrity, will continue to have integrity.

Workmanship: Workmanship may or
may not be of exceptional quality in the
construction of a particular resource, but
it must be authentic. To take a common,
but inverted, example, a log building
constructed in a crude, but effective and
time-situated manner, would retain integrity
of workmanship if the evidence of that
construction survives; if, on the other
hand, that crude workmanship had been
improved and refined after the period of
significance, the workmanship would have
been compromised.

Feeling: Feeling is an intangible aspect of a
property that is all but impossible to define,
and all but impossible to miss if in the
presence of the property. If that property
conveys the feelings of the past period of
time and its associations, it retains integrity
of feeling.

Association: Does the property carry a
direct and important link to the person,
theme, or event that makes it significant?
Again, that association can be established
by drawing upon the various themes and
issues developed in the historic context
study of Wyoming ranching, farming, and
homesteading.

As the guidelines explicitly state, “All seven
qualities do not need to be present for eligibil-
ity as long as the overall sense of past time and
place is evident.” And very, very few proper-
ties will possess one hundred percent integrity.
This places a critical burden on the evaluator
to exercise careful and considered professional
historical judgment in the evaluation. Two steps
are involved in this evaluation of integrity and
both should be accomplished explicitly. First,
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the evaluator should determine what features
must be present for a property to represent its
significance, and which aspects of integrity are
especially vital in conveying that significance.
A ranch house evaluated under Criterion C, for
example, will require greater integrity of work-
manship and design than a ranch house evaluat-
ed under Criterion A. Next, the evaluator should
address the seven elements of integrity, one at
a time, indicating where possible weaknesses or
outright compromises in integrity exist and what
general circumstances cause those compromis-
es to disqualify a property as eligible for the Na-
tional Register, or, conversely, to be insufficient
to disqualify the property. Does the property re-
tain sufficient integrity to convey its historic sig-
nificance? Either it does or it does not.

Boundary Issues

Ranches, homesteads, and farmsteads—
which are really quite similar and overlap-
ping—are complex physical and historical
resources that require careful analysis and
evaluation as properties of potential historic
significance. At first blush, one often thinks of
ranches, farms, and homesteads as conceptual-
ly separate entities and that the physical separa-
tion of one property from another is as easy as
looking at a fenceline. The reality is different. If
anything, that perspective distorts the past by
forcing it into a pattern of specialization of pro-
duction associated with modern, not historic,
ranches, farms, and homesteads.

Ranches, farms, and homesteads are not
as conceptually separate and discrete as they
sometimes are made out to be and many of the
state’s ranches and farms today can trace their
origins to claims made under the various home-
steading laws of the late nineteenth and early
twentieth centuries. At what point a homestead
became a ranch or a farm is a matter that can-
not, and need not, be resolved in any techni-
cal way; they were ranches and farms from the
very beginning as a requirement for proving up

and they remained homesteads in the eyes of
those who operated them for generations be-
yond their initial filing. Moreover, people who
purchased a property from others who had
made the original claims, or who themselves
may have purchased it from the government,
often referred to their properties as home-
steads. There is no clear boundary separating a
homestead from other kinds of farm and ranch
properties.

And many ranches routinely produced crops
for themselves and their livestock after the ear-
ly efforts of the 1880s demonstrated the perils
of doing otherwise, to the extent that they ac-
tively cultivated not just gardens but extensive
fields of forage feeds, and even grains, rotat-
ing the fields and crops just as their neighbor-
ing farmers did. And likewise the farmers kept
their own livestock, sometimes to the extent
that ranchers complained that farmers’ herds
mingled with their own. While the U.S. Census
has on occasion arbitrarily drawn a line separat-
ing farmers from ranchers, so that the ranch
that had one head less was technically a farm
and the farm that had one head more was tech-
nically a ranch, the overarching and consistent
categorization of the Bureau of the Census has
been simply to call any agricultural operation
that produces a minimal amount of food or fiber
a farm. Some farms raise crops. Some farms
raise livestock. Many farms do both. There
is enormous common sense in this approach
when it comes to examining these operations
historically and that broad view is strongly en-
couraged.

If the conceptual boundaries of agricultur-
al operations are sometimes problematic, the
physical bounds are equally so. Ranches and
farms vary in size, from a very small acreage
to a 160 acre homestead to a 640 acre home-
stead to a giant operation covering hundreds of
square miles that could be fingered on a globe
by an owner on another continent. In the nine-
teenth century the boundaries of these mam-
moth ranches were as vague as the tally of the
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cattle grazing them and it was expected that the
cattle of the different ranches would share the
giant commons and would be sorted out only
at roundup. For that matter, a good many cattle
ranchers, and some sheep growers too, did not
own land beyond the barest parcel where they
might have their headquarters, and sometimes
did not even own that. Carefully defined bound-
aries were not one of the finer points of the live-
stock operations.

Even when modern property boundaries
have been developed and marked with the as-
sistance of legal counsel and surveyors, the
historical boundaries often remain more than
a little foggy. The properties reviewed for the
National Register of Historic Places, however,
require carefully defined boundaries. In turn,
those boundaries depend on whether the sub-
ject property is a building, object, site, struc-
ture, district, or cultural landscape. The bound-
aries of these properties must conform to
National Register guidelines. Bulletin 16A, How
to Complete the National Register Registration
Form, offers helpful guidelines in drawing the
boundaries of properties and explicitly spells
out the steps, and these steps are further am-
plified in another bulletin, Defining Boundaries
for National Register Properties. That bulletin
states:

¢ Select boundaries to encompass but
not exceed the extent of the significant
resources and land areas comprising the
property.

¢ Include all historic features of the property,
but do not include buffer zones or acreage
not directly contributing to the significance
of the property.

¢ Exclude peripheral areas that no longer
retain integrity due to alterations in physical
conditions or setting caused by human
forces, such as development, or natural
forces, such as erosion.

¢ Include small areas that are disturbed or
lack significance when they are completely
surrounded by eligible resources. “Donut
holes” are not allowed.

e Define a discontiguous property when large
areas lacking eligible resources separate
portions of the eligible resource.’®

District and landscape designations require
the same careful attention as small areas and
the boundaries always must be justified, and
that justification has to do with historic usage,
historic property lines, and natural features
alike. The features contained in these larger
properties likewise need justification and ex-
planation so that they are not just the “buffer
zones” that the National Register proscribes.
Moreover, the fact that cattle or sheep once
grazed on land distant from the ranch or home-
stead headquarters is not sufficient to warrant
inclusion of those distant pastures. In Wyo-
ming, at one time or another, cattle and sheep
grazed virtually every foot of land; the Swan
Ranch grazed its cattle over most of the south-
eastern part of Wyoming territory and some
ranches could claim, with varying degrees of le-
gitimacy, major portions of entire counties. Yet
that land is not significant because their cattle
roamed and grazed there; there must be some-
thing particular and something demonstrable
about the use and role of that land historically
that makes it a contributing feature.

The fundamental consideration is that the
boundaries include everything that is signifi-
cant and no more. In many instances it will be
sufficient simply to define the resource as the
cluster of buildings and structures comprising
the ranch headquarters and the adjacent ar-
eas where the rancher or farmer (and families)
worked and otherwise engaged in activities as-
sociated with the property. Often there will be
some kind of boundary associated with that
cluster—perhaps an adjacent road or fence or
line of trees—that will visibly (and often func-
tionally) set it apart from adjacent property and
that will serve as an important limiting refer-
ence for the property. As problematic as fenc-
es are when remote from other resources, they
can serve a valuable purpose for the evaluator
if they tie other resources together and define
the flow of work and traffic. A nearby proper-
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ty line—either current or historic—may also
serve to establish a boundary. Other natu-
ral features such as streams, wooded edges of
clearings, and sudden changes in elevations
also can be useful determinants of boundaries.
The boundaries may be a combination of legal,
natural, cultural features, but that combination
will draw the line between what is of historic
significance and what is not.

Some resources are especially challenging
because they are remote from any other re-
sources with which they might be associated.
This raises questions of significance as well as
of boundaries. Remote features may be associ-
ated with other features and may, in fact, have
a historic significance that derives from that as-
sociation. It also needs to be emphasized, how-
ever, that just because a remote feature can
be associated with a ranch headquarters com-
plex, for example, that does not mean that the
landscape between them is also a contributing
feature. Often these isolated features, if in fact
they can be demonstrated to be associated with
other features, are parts of a discontiguous his-
toric district; in that case the features are relat-
ed by significance but separated by geography.
The distance between them remains separate
and outside the eligible / contributing property.
This does not apply to resources that are sepa-
rated or isolated because of demolition or new
construction.

Categories of Properties

Generally, five different categories of
historic resources can be identified in the
National Register framework and historic
farming, ranching, and homesteading
properties need to be recorded according
to those types:
Building. Buildings are primarily constructed
to shelter any form of human activity. This

would include not only houses but also
barns, sheds, and stables.

Site. The National Register is succinct on

what constitutes a site: “the location of a
significant event, a prehistoric or historic
occupation or activity, or a building or
structure, whether standing, ruined, or
vanished, where the location itself possesses
historic, cultural, or archaeological value
regardless of the value of any existing
structure.”

Structure. Structures are those functional
resources that were constructed and used
for purposes other than human shelter. This
would include silos, windmills, cairns, vats,
stock tanks, corrals, and similar practical
constructions.

Object. Objects consist of constructions that
are not buildings or structures, and this
generally means that they are either artistic
in nature or are small and simple. While
they may be (or may have been) movable to
some degree, “an object is associated with a
specific setting or environment.” This could
include, for example, an official survey
marker; or, it could be a large, immobile
threshing machine permanently situated in
a field where it was once used or stored.

District. A historic district “possesses a
significant concentration, linkage, or
continuity of sites, buildings, structures, or
objects united historically or aesthetically by
plan or physical development.”'

Historic Districts

Farm, ranch, and homestead properties may
be considered as historic districts and some-
times also as a historic landscape. Historic dis-
tricts and historic landscapes are important
tools in the kit of the cultural resource profes-
sional, and the National Register recognizes
this. As with any other element of the National
Register evaluation process, careful judgment
and analysis is important to make sure that dis-
trict is appropriate for the group of resources.
National Register Bulletin 16, How to Complete
the National Register Registration Form, offers
useful guidance: “District applies to proper-
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ties having: [1] a number of resources that are
relatively equal in importance such as a neigh-
borhood, or [2] large acreage with a variety of
resources, such as a large farm, estate, or park-
way.”® Districts are appropriate when there is
a mix of resources or just when there are mul-
tiple buildings and structures. Districts may be
small or large and they can consist of a single
farm or of multiple farms. They can be small
and well-contained or they can be expansive. In
all events, however, the boundaries need to be
carefully defined. While the boundaries need
not follow modern legal boundaries because
the patterns of historic usage may not conform
to current boundaries, those usages need to be
established and documented and current land-
owners and land managers will often be able
to provide important information and guid-
ance and should be consulted. Some historic
districts may be discontiguous and this kind
of district will likely be of value when consid-
ering elements of a farm or ranch beyond the
immediate farmstead (farm or ranch headquar-
ters complex) since it allows the association of
those elements but does not include the inter-
vening space between the main cluster and the
remote element.

Rural Historic Landscapes

Cultural landscapes are a more recent tool
and their potential and limits are still being
explored, especially in regard to the differ-
ent treatments appropriate for designed, ver-
nacular, and ethnographic landscapes. A rural
historic landscape consists of features other
than scenery, buffer zones, and the broad ex-
panses surrounding areas where historic activ-
ity took place. The National Register defines
a rural historic landscape as “a geographical
area that historically has been used by people,
or shaped or modified by human activity, oc-
cupancy, or intervention, and that possesses a
significant concentration, linkage, or continuity
of areas of land use, vegetation, buildings and

structures, roads and waterways, and natural
features.”® That definition, however, remains
broad, and the approach to evaluating historic
landscapes is not easily structured into a step-
by-step process that applies to the many differ-
ent kinds of landscapes. But the National Regis-
ter uses a framework for analyzing the natural
and cultural forces shaping a rural landscape
that includes both the processes that shape the
land and the physical components on the land.
The processes include: (1) land uses and ac-
tivities; (2) patterns of spatial organization; (3)
responses to the natural environment; and (4)
cultural traditions. Generally, these processes
show the way humans on the land have used,
responded to, adapted to, and / or shaped its
features, or have otherwise made an imprint
on the land. In the context of ranching, farm-
ing, and homesteading, these processes will of-
ten include changing, or competing, patterns of
land use. The physical components on the land
are those features of the landscape that allow it
to be examined in relation to human activities.
These components include: (1) circulation net-
works, such as trails or roads; (2) boundary de-
marcations that define the limits of land uses,
including interior separations or protections;
(3) vegetation related to land use—a catego-
ry which includes natural as well as cultivated
types and the patterns in which they appear;
(4) buildings, structures, and objects; (5) clus-
ters, a classification that includes groupings
of features that reflect historical activities; (6)
archaeological sites; and (7) small-scale ele-
ments, such as a foot bridge or road sign, aban-
doned machinery or even scattered fenceposts
that mark the location of historic activity.

The analysis of the landscape is not a casu-
al matter. Again, the National Register Bulletin
covering rural historic landscapes is explicit:
“An in-depth study is necessary to identify the
significant historic properties of a rural area
or to determine if the area as a whole is a his-
toric district.” It also requires significant ex-
pertise: “Examination of a rural area frequent-

24 EVALUATION OF RANCHING, FARMING, AND HOMESTEADING HISTORIC RESOURCES



ly requires the combined efforts of historians,
landscape historians, architectural historians,
architects, landscape architects, archeologists,
and anthropologists. Depending on the area,
the specialized knowledge of cultural geogra-
phers, plant ecologists, folklorists, and special-
ists in the history of agriculture, forestry, min-
ing, transportation, and other types of land use
may also be of assistance.”"”

Finally, as Susan Calafate Boyle, who has
studied the issue closely, observes, “The com-
plexity and fluidity of the processes that influ-
ence the nature of landscapes are likely to pre-
clude the development of rigid easily applied
guidelines. Continuous dialogue with land man-
agement agencies can assist in making deci-
sions that take into consideration costs, politi-
cal reality, and the nature of the resources in
need of protection.”®

An example of a historic landscape is the
nomination of the JO Ranch, northeast of
Baggs.!” This property, taking in a total of 353
acres, reflects the evolution of sheep ranch-
ing and the impact of that form of husbandry
on the landscape itself, something that nomina-
tion of the individual buildings probably would
not demonstrate. This is also an excellent ex-
ample of demonstrating the historic interaction
between the stock-raising activity and the land-
scape, not just assuming that the open spaces
should be included because they were grazed
by animals. That nomination was also prepared
with the full cooperation of the managing agen-
cy, in this case the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment.

A Word on Professional
Responsibility

The evaluation of properties for their eligibil-
ity for the National Register of Historic Places
is not a mechanical operation, is not a matter
of filling in the blanks on a form, and is not a
process whereby resources are simply invento-
ried, categorized, and filed away. It is an active

process, even an intellectual process, where
questions are asked and answers are sought.
It draws upon the body of historical knowledge
which is more than the narratives contained in
general textbooks or local chronologies. It is
also an exciting and challenging effort and one
that carries profound responsibilities—to the
past, to the present, and to the future.

Ultimately the determination is one of yes or
no: does this property qualify for listing on the
National Register either individually or as part
of a larger group? Not every property will be el-
igible for the National Register, some because
they lack historic significance and some be-
cause they lack integrity. Some will present spe-
cial challenges, such as those lonely, isolated,
and even mysterious remnants that someone
put on the ground at an unknown time. Despite
careful investigation into the ways they may
have been connected with the larger course of
social, economic, and agricultural processes,
there are features that will ultimately stand as
isolated in history as they are on the plains.
That such features may not be eligible, howev-
er, should be a determination that comes after
investigation, not as a matter of convenience,
not as a way to avoid historical research. There
are also those instances in which specific prop-
erties (such as stock tanks and dams con-
structed after 1930) that have been excluded
from requirements for formal documentation
in a programmatic agreement between the
Wyoming State Historic Preservation Office
and the Bureau of Land Management. Even in
those cases, however, a professional may con-
clude that specific examples of those property
types are appropriately considered as resourc-
es and should develop an argument to that ef-
fect. Moreover, it is important to note, if those
features possess architectural or engineering
significance or are associated with an eligible
site or district, “they should be recorded on a
Wyoming Cultural Properties Form. Profes-
sional judgment and common sense should be
applied.”®

HISTORY, HISTORIC RESOURCES, AND THE NATIONAL REGISTER FRAMEWORK 25



The evaluation of historic resources related
to ranching, farming, and homesteading in Wy-
oming relies at each step on professional his-
torical analysis and judgment. The evaluation
of a property will invariably combine careful ex-
amination of the resources in the field and re-
search in the historical record to understand
the significance of those extant resources. Ul-
timately, the evaluator of a property, using an
open mind, carefully drawn boundaries, profes-
sional historical judgment, critical thought pro-
cesses, and the National Register framework,
will be able to determine the historic signifi-
cance of that property in a way that is consis-
tent with historical knowledge, with National
Register standards and criteria, and with their
historic values. In that way, the ranching, farm-
ing, and homesteading historic resources of
Wyoming will be managed appropriately, re-
sponsibly, and consistently.
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PART TWO

HisTORIC FARMING, RANCHING, AND
HOMESTEADING PROPERTY TYPES IN WYOMING
AND THEIR REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS

he procedure for evaluating the various

kinds of ranching, farming, and home-

steading properties likely to be encoun-
tered in the field follows an established path
with the same general steps, although the spe-
cific property types will be considered differ-
ently. The procedure bears repeating since the
order in which those steps are taken makes a
difference. It is necessary first to determine the
theme, the geographic limits, and the chron-
ological period represented by the property.
Then the evaluator must determine how that
theme is important at that place and time. Next,
the significance of the property must be under-
stood; in this step the evaluator explains how
the property represents the context through
specific important associations, values, or in-
formation potential, drawing upon the National
Register criteria. Then, the evaluator can spec-
ify (and justify) the years defining the period of
significance for the property. At that point, the
different property types can be considered and
with them the essential aspects of their integ-
rity. Once this process is complete, the evalua-
tor can establish the boundaries for the proper-
ty. There is obviously some overlap in the steps
of this procedure and there will likely be some
revisiting of earlier questions as information is
gathered, but the sequence needs to be followed
and the priority of establishing significance be-
fore examining integrity remains essential.

The resources on the ground are uneven in
their associational and integrity values, so some
guidance is appropriate for evaluating different
property types. There will be, almost literally,

an infinite array of resources in the field, rang-
ing from the obscure and incomprehensible and
small to the grandest and most sophisticated ar-
chitectural features. The following list is not in-
tended to be exclusive but it should indicate the
considerations when evaluating different kinds
of properties and applying different criteria to
them.

A Note on Programmatic Agreement. The Bu-
reau of Land Management manages 18.4 mil-
lion surface acres of public land in Wyoming
and is a significant partner in the management
of cultural resources in the state. In 2006 the
Wyoming State Historic Preservation Officer
and the Wyoming Bureau of Land Management
State Director, along with the Advisory Council
on Historic Preservation and the National Con-
ference of State Historic Preservation Officers,
developed a programmatic agreement regard-
ing the manner in which the BLM in Wyoming
will meet its responsibilities under the National
Historic Preservation Act. That programmat-
ic agreement, among other provisions, defines
how some of the property types included in this
listing will be addressed by cultural resource
managers on BLM authorized undertakings.
These provisions will be noted in the discus-
sions of the requirements for evaluating the var-
ious property types, but it also needs to be rec-
ognized that the provisions of that agreement
may be amended over time and those changes
will serve as operative guidance for evaluators.
In addition, while in some instances the current
agreement requires no formal documentation
of specific property types, it also stipulates, “If
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any of these property types exhibit significant
architectural or engineering features, or are as-
sociated with a National Register-eligible site or
district, they should be recorded on a Wyoming
Cultural Properties Form.™

PROPERTY TYPES

1. Ranch / Farm Houses

2. Auxiliary Ranch / Farm Buildings and
Structures

3. Vegetative Features

4. Watering Facilities and Windmills
5. Fences

6. Livestock Trails and Driveways

7. Herder Camps

8. Cemeteries and Graves

9. Sheepherder Monuments

10. Privies and Dumps

RANCH / FARM HOUSES

Description

Ranch houses and farm houses are impor-
tant elements of the Wyoming countryside, but
they do not form, as a group, a readily identifi-
able and distinctive type of building. Houses
in the country can be quite as varied as hous-
es in the city. There are, however a few broad
generalizations that can be safely considered.
First, as Eileen Starr reported in her Architec-
ture in the Cowboy State: A Guide, “economi-
cally, Wyoming’s agriculture has seen a range
of extremes—from the hand-to-mouth survival
of homesteaders living in dugouts to the courtly
lifestyle of British ‘cattle barons’ with many lev-
els in between. This has created widely varied
architectural resources.”> Second, while there
are exceptions, and very important exceptions
at that, many of these will be vernacular build-
ings. Third, cattle ranching was often, but not
always, different from sheep growing in that the

Redman Ranch Clear Creek Valley, Wyo.
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~ Two Bar Ranch, Wyoming

Successor to the Swan Land and Cattle Company, the Two

Bar Ranch was itself one of the large ranches in the twentieth
century, although it largely switched to running sheep instead

of cattle in 1911 and ran about 112,000 head. Postcard from
Michael Cassity collection.

sheep operators tended to have their residences
in town. Again, there were exceptions, and the
case of John Galloway Love, a sheep operator
who homesteaded on Muskrat Creek and built
and lived in his house there, provides an indica-
tion that in sheep ranching, as in cattle ranch-
ing and farming, there was often a class division
that shaped lives and buildings both.?

Facing page: A conventional small farmstead arrangement
can be seen in this early twentieth century example from
Johnson County with the barn in the distance, a loafing shed
nearby, and what is probably the original homestead shelter
next to the house that was built later. Postcard from Michael
Cassity collection

The ranch / farm house can consist of a sin-
gle building or multiple buildings (for exam-
ple in a multiple generation ranch or farm fam-
ily) that provided the base of operations for the
ranch or farm. The primary element is a resi-
dential building of some kind, ranging from a
modest dugout or sod house to a palatial resi-
dence. This residence reflects the integration
of economic activities and domestic habitation
with ranching or farming as a way of life. In the
sometimes complex and sprawling ranches and
farms, the house served both as residence and
as ranch headquarters, the center of gravity for
the ranch or farm operation. It was not always
the largest structure on the ranch, and was of-
ten dwarfed by barns and other functional
buildings. Sometimes the other buildings even
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showed greater attention to style and work-
manship than the ranch house, a telling indica-
tor of ranch and farm family priorities. Many of
the ranch / farm houses are built in a vernac-
ular style with simple lines and design; some
are more elaborate and a few are even opulent.
They will ordinarily be categorized as National
Register historic function: DOMESTIC, single
family, but there are exceptions.

Significance

These ranch / farm houses are associated
primarily with the context of cattle and sheep
ranching and dry farming and homestead activ-
ity in Wyoming and they must relate in a signifi-
cant way to these activities. They will be consid-
ered significant under Criterion A if they have
an important association with the specific pat-
terns of stock growing and grazing, farming,
and homesteading (which includes crop pro-
duction as well as livestock grazing) during
the period of significance. Under Criterion A,
they may, according to the nature of the ranch
/ farm house and its associations, be eligible in
the area of significance Agriculture, although
other Areas of Significance to consider are Ex-
ploration / Settlement, Conservation, Social
History, and Ethnic Heritage. Some properties
might be considered eligible under Criterion B
for their association with an individual impor-
tant in the history of ranching and farming in
the area, although the requirements for Criteri-
on B eligibility can prove demanding (see above
discussion of Criterion B). A ranch or farm
house can also be considered significant un-
der Criterion C because it is either an important
typical and representative example of domestic
architecture and design, or, conversely, because
it is an exceptional instance. Finally, the ranch
or farm house can be significant under Crite-
rion D if the property has yielded or has the
potential to yield important information about
homesteading, cattle and sheep ranching, and
farming, including construction techniques as-

sociated with these activities, provided they can
be shown to yield potentially important informa-
tion with the use of a specific research design.

Registration Requirements

1. Significance

The requirements for registration for ranch
/ farm houses vary according to the criterion
under which the resource is considered. In or-
der to be significant under Criteria A and B, the
ranch / farm house must have been used as a
house in homesteading, stock-growing, and
farming activities within the period of signifi-
cance. The significance of the property under
Criterion A and B will generally be established
through research in historical materials so that
the important association with the contextual
themes is precise and clear, and not speculative.
An old house in a predominantly ranching dis-
trict is not sufficient; as with any judgment, this
determination of significance (or lack of signifi-
cance) must be based on historical evidence.

To be eligible under Criterion C in the area
of significance Architecture, the ranch / farm
house must demonstrate the association with
homesteading / ranching / farming in the pe-
riod of significance, but must additionally retain
those distinctive elements of workmanship, de-
sign, and materials that give the building sty-
listic integrity. The property has to possess dis-
tinctive characteristics, be a true representative
of a particular type, and be an important exam-
ple. It may qualify as a particular style listed in
the National Register guidelines, or it may be
vernacular, which most will be, but it must re-
tain the general form, floor plan, and materials
that evoke the time of construction and agri-
cultural life of the period of significance and it
must do so in important ways—not incidentally.

While Criterion D ordinarily will apply to the
area of significance, Archaeology, in the assess-
ment of livestock grazing, ranching and farm-
ing properties in Wyoming, and in the subcat-
egory Historic: Non-Aboriginal, it can also be
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applied to the other areas of significance like
Agriculture, Conservation, and Architecture,
especially when employed in conjunction with
professional historical research to document
and evaluate these ranch / farm house proper-
ties. The major requirements for Criterion D re-
sources are, first, the general requirement that
the homestead / ranch house must have been
used as a house in homesteading, stock-grow-
ing, and farming activities within the period of
significance and that it should retain its rural
setting and evoke the agricultural life associ-
ated with Wyoming’s past. In addition, it is nec-
essary that the resource retain its location and
hold the potential to yield information. The de-
termination of eligibility of these sites under
Criterion D must specifically demonstrate what
kinds of data are contained in the site and ex-
plain how that information might be used to an-
swer important research questions. The impor-
tance of the information to be gained should be
established by discussing the site as it relates to
the current knowledge of historic agricultural
and homesteading practices and related issues.
For sites consisting largely of buried deposits,
demonstration of the potential to yield impor-
tant information may involve subsurface test-
ing. The necessity for, and scope of, subsurface
testing must be decided on a property specific
basis.

2. Integrity

The house also must retain integrity. Un-
der Criteria A and B, it must especially convey
a feeling of operation as an agricultural activity
(Agriculture) and / or homesteading (Explora-
tion / Settlement). It should retain its rural set-
ting and evoke the rural life associated with the
area of significance. The general appearance
of the building needs to remain much as it was
during the period of significance although it is
expected that some deterioration and / or modi-
fication will often have taken place both during
the period of significance and afterwards. If it is
associated with other features (property types

listed below) that confirm its homesteading /
farming / ranching role, the building’s integrity
is enhanced.

In assessing the integrity of buildings un-
der Criterion A and Criterion B, consideration
needs to be given to the factor that if abandoned
and deteriorated, there is the likelihood that de-
terioration began even while it was occupied,
and that the neglect of the property passed
through several stages before the final depar-
ture of the residents / operators that left the
building permanently vacated, and this decline
is as relevant to the association with homestead-
ing and ranching as the building’s initial con-
struction. Farm and ranch buildings are seldom
abandoned at the peak of their productive peri-
od. On the other hand, if buildings are currently
in use they will often have been modified over
the years, a natural part of the evolution of use
and enlargement of the operation, which, again,
does not automatically compromise the integ-
rity of the properties but is a factor that needs
to be addressed (for example to show how the
modifications in the building reflected chang-
es in the ranch / farm operation or agricultural
market forces).

Under Criterion C, the integrity of the build-
ing’s design, workmanship, and materials is es-
pecially important. Integrity of association and
feeling is enhanced by the presence of related
buildings and features nearby. Under Criterion
D, the property, as observed by Donald L. Hard-
esty and Barbara J. Little, “must be a significant
and focused or interpretable repository of in-
formation needed to answer one or more of the
questions in the research design.™ The specific
elements of integrity necessary will depend on
the research questions, but generally relative-
ly undisturbed archaeological deposits are the
first consideration.
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AUXILIARY RANCH /
FARM BUILDINGS AND
STRUCTURES

Description

A wide variety of other buildings typically
emerged on a homestead / ranch / farm in Wy-
oming to supplement the house that served as
headquarters. Depending on the size of the op-
eration, the ranch or farm would often include
buildings that were specific to the agricultural
operation such as bunkhouses, sheds, grana-
ries, barns, dairy barns, stables, mess halls,
corrals, loading pens and ramps, dipping vats,
scale houses, shearing sheds, silos, trench si-
los, poultry houses, and buildings that were re-
lated to the domestic life on those farms and
ranches such as root cellars / storage cellars,
icehouses, and also the more broadly social
structures such as school buildings and post
offices that sometimes appeared on larger
ranches.

These buildings and structures provided
working and living spaces for ranch families
and employees and served specialized func-
tions within the ranch / farm operation. The
same caveats apply to these buildings that have
been noted for the farm / ranch houses, in that
they are often utilitarian in design rather than
stylish or decorative in appearance. The mate-
rials used in their construction will usually be
of reasonably local origin and the methods of
construction will tend to the homespun. They
may be in a serious state of disrepair and dete-
riorated condition although their integrity re-
mains solid. In addition to their similarity to the
ranch / farm houses, however, these buildings,
aside from reflecting particular parts of the ag-
ricultural process, are important because they
demonstrate that the whole is greater than the
sum of the parts, and spatial arrangement is an
important element of the complex in establish-
ing the way the ranch or farm worked. Usually,
the greater the number of specialized auxiliary

buildings and structures near the ranch head-
quarters, the more extensive the holdings and
operation of the ranch or farm. Plus, it is unlike-
ly that all of the buildings will have been con-
structed at the same time, so the evolution of
the ranch or farm can often be discerned in de-
veloping a timeline of construction and modifi-
cation. If multiple resources are included, not
all contributing resources must meet the re-
quirements of an individual building.

The following list of property subtype de-
scriptions is not intended to be exhaustive since
there is no standard list of buildings that all op-
erations have followed. But it should provide an
indication of the most common buildings and
structures and should also provide guidance
in the evaluation of other buildings that are not
identified. Moreover, there are additional build-
ings and structures that could occasionally be
found on farms / homesteads / ranches that
were not exclusively related to agriculture but
were essential for the domestic life and social
arrangement of an agricultural community, in-
cluding schools and post offices, many of which
were initially located on the property of a ranch
/ homestead owner before taking on an inde-
pendent existence elsewhere. Those buildings
would also be considered contributing resourc-
es if they can be documented to have been im-
portantly associated with the homestead, ranch-
ing, and farming themes in this context and if
they otherwise meet registration eligibility re-
quirements consistent with those enumerated
below.

Significance

The auxiliary ranch / farm buildings and
structures, and their remnants, that can be found
in Wyoming’s agricultural areas are important
artifacts of an earlier time that serve to chart the
changing dynamics of agricultural production
and rural land tenure. They are potentially signif-
icant when they provide important associations
with those historical forces and circumstances.
Bearing in mind that each building or structure
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that emerged on the landscape served a partic-
ular need in the production and harvesting of
crops and livestock, these artifacts can often be
traced to the circumstances of initial settlement,
enlargement and specialization of the farm or
ranch, and ultimately to the transfer or abandon-
ment of the holding. The adaptive reuse of build-
ings from one purpose to another also can reflect
the historical evolution of the farm or ranch, as a
building that once held a poultry house may be
refitted to serve as a shed for shearing, storage,
or other use. The movement of buildings from
one part of the operation to another (within the
period of historic significance) also reveals ele-
ments of the significance of the larger complex.

Registration Requirements

1. Significance

The registration requirements for auxiliary
ranch / farm buildings and structures under
each of the National Register criteria are gen-
erally the same as for the ranch / farm houses,
with important exceptions. Those resources
that are eligible for the National Register un-
der Criterion A in the area of significance Ag-
riculture or Exploration / Settlement must have
been used in the broad pattern of homestead-
ing, farming, and livestock ranching in Wyo-
ming within the period of significance. Because
they will seldom be significant as an individual
building or structure, their significance under
Criterion A will be tied to the significance of the
complex of which they are a part. Yet it is vital
to understand the significance of both the indi-
vidual building or structure and the larger farm
/ ranch / homestead. The critical key question
to ask in establishing significance of the compo-
nents of this group of resources is: What func-
tions did they serve and how were those func-
tions historically significant? A combination of
historical research in relevant documents and
careful site analysis will establish the impor-
tance of the association and significance of the
buildings and structures.

Under Criterion B, the property subtypes
must meet the requirements for association
with an important individual discussed under
Ranch / Farm Houses. An individual auxiliary
building or structure is unlikely to qualify under
Criterion B, but the complex of buildings, the
larger “feature system,” that includes a coher-
ent set of buildings and structures could qual-
ify. Under Criterion C, the elements of design,
workmanship, and materials will be the criti-
cal factors that determine contributing status,
although additionally the spatial arrangement
may be an important ingredient. In this last con-
sideration, it is important to note that while the
transfer of a building or structure from one lo-
cation to another usually entails a certain loss of
integrity, if that removal takes place within the
period of significance and if that building con-
tinues to serve the larger ranch / farm function,
it will be considered a contributing element. In
Criterion D, a greater opportunity may exist for
establishing significance since some of these
auxiliary buildings tend to be among the most
fragile, and ephemeral, of the ranch’s built en-
vironment. Again, however, to be eligible under
Criterion D, the research design for the data to
be acquired is an essential ingredient. As in the
ranch / farm house, the determination of eligi-
bility of auxiliary buildings and structures un-
der Criterion D must specifically demonstrate
what kinds of data are contained in the site and
explain how that information might be used to
answer definite research questions. The impor-
tance of the information to be gained should be
established by discussing the site as it relates to
the current knowledge of agricultural practices,
social history, and related issues.

2. Integrity

The integrity requirements for this group of
resources (and others in this context as well)
under Criterion A and Criterion B emphasize
primarily their historic function and appear-
ance—the ability of an individual building or
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structure to convey a sense of past time and place
by providing evidence of the specific function or
role it served during the period of historic signif-
icance (not its ability to perform that function to-
day) and the relationship of that function to the
larger homestead / ranch operation. In this, the
evaluator, it can be repeated, must be careful to
avoid confusing condition with integrity and to
recognize that some ranches / farms / home-
steads will have fewer historic features, not be-
cause they are not significant or less significant,
but because that was the kind of operation they
were. Each property needs to be evaluated with
regard to what existed during the period of his-
toric significance, and the period of historic sig-
nificance usually terminated when the property
no longer had an active association with the his-
toric patterns of ranching / farming / and home-
steading discussed in the context statement, or
fifty years before the present.

i s g

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: BUNKHOUSES

Description

It is important to separate popular mythology
from fact in identifying bunkhouses. Contrary
to cinematic portrayals, bunkhouses were often
quite small and accommodated only a few hired
hands. They would, however, usually be char-
acterized by an open, one- or two-cell interior
and with an outhouse not far away. There were
exceptions, of course, and some of the largest
livestock operations included substantial bunk-
houses.

Below: Possibly the most elaborate bunkhouse in Wyoming,
J. B. Okie’s bunkhouse for sheep crews and others at Lost
Cabin was both large and ornate. Postcard from Michael
Cassity collection.

34 EVALUATION OF RANCHING, FARMING, AND HOMESTEADING HISTORIC RESOURCES



Requirement

To meet the requirement for association with
the themes of the historic context, the bunk-
house must reflect, in a tangible way, the impor-
tant historical associations previously discussed
and be related to a ranch / farm / homestead
operation that required additional hired help for
which a bunkhouse would be appropriate. The
bunkhouse must retain its historic location,
usually (but not always) near the center of the
ranch / farm / homestead complex (but also
not equal in location to the ranch house) and its
use as a bunkhouse must be clearly indicated
either by configuration / design (often the in-
terior of the building being one or two open ar-
eas), or circumstances of arrangement with oth-
er buildings. In addition to association, location
and design, setting and feeling also are impor-
tant aspects of integrity for bunkhouses under
Criterion A. Under Criterion C, design, work-
manship, and materials will be more important
than under A. It should be kept in mind that
with the mechanization of agriculture smaller
numbers of workers were employed and bunk-
houses were often put to use for other purposes,
uses that would not necessarily compromise the
integrity of the building and could reflect the
evolution of the operation.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: TENANT
QUARTERS

Description

There is a fine line between bunkhouses and
tenant quarters and there are doubtless instanc-
es where the two overlap both in function and in
time. One difference is that the bunkhouse will
customarily, but not exclusively, serve the cattle
ranch or sheep operation while tenant quarters
will more likely be found in a crop-raising situ-
ation. In addition, the bunkhouse will ordinar-
ily house individuals, and groups of individuals,
who work on the operation, where the tenant
quarters will at least theoretically accommodate
families.

Tenant quarters reflected a very much differ-
ent kind of land tenure than the free-hold ranch
or farm and was at a pole opposite the home-
stead. Tenant farming was usually associated
with the rise of commercial agricultural opera-
tions oriented primarily to the market and also
with single-crop systems of production. They
will often also be associated with distinct pat-
terns of ethnic occupation and migration.

Requirement

The resources must be demonstrated to be
tenant quarters, and their use as tenant quarters
by their configuration, by records, or by other
assessment must be clear. The tenant quarters
must retain their historic location, which could
be either centrally grouped or broadly dis-
persed on individually assigned acreages. Ten-
ant quarters may have been moved to the his-
toric location from other places, they may have
begun as homesteader cabins, and they may
have been subsequently put to use for other pur-
poses (such as bunkhouses or storage), and it
will not be uncommon for those quarters to fol-
low a pattern of evolution beyond their life as
tenant quarters. Thus location is an important
aspect of integrity for tenant quarters, but it
must be considered within the specific context
of the ranch / farm operation. In rare instanc-
es, multiples will be found but it is not a require-
ment that all tenant units be intact. Since tenant
quarters sometimes were dispersed, in share-
cropper fashion, so that they actually constitut-
ed miniature farm units, a single unit with in-
tegrity can be eligible. In addition to association
and location, which are critical aspects of integ-
rity under all criteria, setting and feeling are
also important. When evaluated under Criterion
C, design, workmanship, and materials will be-
come more important than under Criterion A.
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PROPERTY SUBTYPE: SHEDS

Description

Sheds—as a vernacular ranch term, and not
as an architectural feature—for storage or oth-
er use were notoriously individualistic, or even
idiosyncratic, in appearance and design and
sometimes their dimensions and configuration
actually depended on the available materials;
they would, however, ordinarily have walls and
a roof as opposed to being open-air shelters.
Sheds are to be found virtually everywhere on
farms and ranches and homesteads and they
served a range of uses, frequently for storage,
either general or specialized. They thereby
filled an unsung but important function on the
ranches and farms of Wyoming. The signifi-
cance of sheds depends on their particular uses
as parts of a larger complex which may have
significance.

Requirement

The function of the shed needs to be clear
and this will establish its association. As with
other auxiliary buildings and structures, as in-
dividual buildings they will almost never have
significance unto themselves and will only ex-
hibit significance as operative elements in a larg-
er complex. As contributing features of a larger
complex, sheds will retain integrity if they re-
main reasonably intact and their integrity will
be enhanced if the particular use (storage, black-
smithing, equipment repair, etc.) to which they
were put can be suggested by the existing struc-
ture. Specifically, under Criterion A, they must
retain integrity of association, feeling, and set-
ting; design will be important in that it will help
establish the function of the shed. Under Crite-
rion C, the shed will also need to demonstrate
integrity of workmanship, materials, and dis-
tinctive design. Location is a necessary element
under A and C, with the qualification that small
buildings were sometimes almost portable, be-
ing moved around the farmstead to meet chang-
ing needs.

Granary, Star Valley, near Fairview, Wyoming. Photo: Mi-
chael Cassity, 2009.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: GRANARIES

Description

The granary on a farm / ranch / homestead,
when not contained in a barn, was a simple rect-
angular building without windows in which the
owner / operator would store harvested grains
usually for domestic consumption through the
following winter. One panel or section of wall
would commonly be removable to provide ac-
cess to the interior supply of grain. One com-
mon identifying feature of a granary is that
which is ordinarily associated with Mormon ag-
riculture in Utah, but that also spread to Wyo-
ming early in the twentieth century, which is an
“inside-out” design of the walls. By placing the
planks on the inside of the wall studs, a worker
inside the building would be able to use a shov-
el to scoop up grain without the interference of
the studs and without the additional expense of
a second layer of siding.

The granary, a modest structure, emerged
just about everywhere grain was grown and that
included livestock operations. Its importance
and significance derived from its ability to help
a farm / ranch family through the winter and its
indication of diversified agricultural production.
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Requirement

The important historic function and asso-
ciation must be demonstrable—for example,
the storage of wheat or oats that has been pro-
duced on the farm / ranch. While granaries
were sometimes adapted for general storage
use after grain was no longer produced on the
homestead / farm / ranch, or once the grain
became a staple of commercial production and
was transported to a local elevator until it could
be shipped to other markets, this modification
would not disqualify the structure and could be
further evidence of the historic evolution of the
operation. The character defining element of
granaries must be present, i.e., generally a rect-
angular configuration with windowless walls
and with an opening that will allow access to
the interior. Under all criteria, association, set-
ting, location, materials, and feeling are neces-
sary elements of integrity. Design is necessary,
under A, to establish historic function and asso-
ciation, and under C, to demonstrate distinctive
construction.

Some of the most el-
egant, and eminently
functional, barns in
the state were those
designed in Jackson
Hole by Fish Creek
barn builder Wesley
Bircher. These two
on the Vandewater
place are examples of
his arched roofs that
provide ample storage
in the hay lofts for the
long winters and these
show the eaves tipped
away from the build-
ing to divert rain and
melting snow away
from the foundation.
Photograph: Michael
Cassity, 1998.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: BARNS

Description

Barns, which seldom conform to a standard
design but frequently have two stories and en-
trances on multiple levels, a gambrel or gabled
roof, and shed-roofed wings, are places for
sheltering or treating livestock and / or stor-
ing equipment and hay or grain. The variety
of barns in Wyoming is rich with different con-
struction materials, different design features,
and different purposes. The great majority of
barns in the state, however, were multi-purpose
structures that accommodated a combination of
livestock sheltering and crop-related activities.
The more specialized barns (dairy, horse, bull,
calving) are themselves indications of historic
processes of specialization in which commercial
operations replaced subsistence homesteads
and ranches; the specialized barns, moreover,
are keys to other specialized activities on the
same property. Often equal (or superior) to
farm / ranch houses in importance to the opera-
tion of the ranch / farm, the design, style, and
materials of the barn can be pursued with quite
as much attention to architectural features as
their residential counterparts nearby in evalu-
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The Alsop barn west of Laramie, an impressive building for both its ranching associations and its architectural features.
Photo: Richard Collier, Wyoming State Historic Preservation Office.

ation and description under Criterion C. Under
Criterion A, however, the larger historical con-
text of their functional evolution is the key in-
dicator of their significance.® The literature de-
tailing barns in history is especially impressive
(and sometimes even elegant) on design and de-
scription and often provides fascinating glimps-
es into function, although the strength of this
literature is classification and architectural tax-
onomy rather than the social and historic pro-
cesses in which barns document the evolution-
ary (and even revolutionary) process by which
the landscape was transformed.®

Because of their near universal appearance
in Wyoming, barns are easily taken for granted,
accepted as a given, an assumed and automat-
ic feature on the farm or ranch, and sometimes

are thereby also viewed as lacking historic sig-
nificance except for their design, style, work-
manship, and materials. They may indeed be
significant for their architectural features under
Criterion C, but most in Wyoming will be signif-
icant because of their association with the farm-
ing and ranching that took place in and around
them. The barn almost invariably suggests the
reliance on horses for the power that operated
the equipment and moved the workers on the
farm and ranch. When horse-powered equip-
ment was replaced by tractors, barns proved
less a necessity, and when more goods were
purchased rather than produced on the farm /
ranch, the construction of new barns, already
slowed by the agricultural crisis of the 1920s
and 1930s, dropped even more. Not many barns
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were built in Wyoming during World War II and
after, and those that were tended increasingly to
be of a modular un-barn-like configuration with
an evolution from the Quonset hut to the Mor-
ton or Butler buildings. The barn can provide a
general indicator of the significance of the farm
or ranch: the larger the barn, the more exten-
sive was the farm or ranch; the more complex
the barn, the more complex the farm or ranch;
the more the barn changed over time, the more
the farm or ranch changed over time; the more
specialized the barn, the more specialized were
the activities on the farm or ranch. This is not to
say that the more complex, the greater in size,
the more specialized, and the more changes
the barn exhibits, the more significant it was.
Rather this suggests that it had different signifi-
cance according to those variables, not more or
less.

Requirement

Because barns both reflect and substan-
tially shape the significance of the farmstead
or ranch complex, the barn functions (such as
sheltering or treating livestock and / or storing
equipment and hay or grain) that give the farm,
ranch, or homestead its important association
with the themes of this historic context must
be clear. Barns are notorious for falling into
disuse and disrepair, but those circumstances
alone will not compromise their integrity. If the
barn shows through integrity of association, lo-
cation, setting, and design that it was used for
sheltering or treating livestock and / or storing
equipment and hay or grain, or for a more spe-
cialized barn function, it will retain integrity.
Usually this can be demonstrated by the exis-
tence of stalls, lofts, hoists, feed bins, and equip-
ment service bays in the interior and wagon and
equipment-size entrances and livestock-appro-
priate fenestration and doorways on the exte-
rior. Under Criterion C, barns must also retain
original materials.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: DAIRY BARNS

Description

Dairy barns are sufficiently different from
other general purpose barns that they merit
separate consideration as a property subtype.
Dairy barns were buildings constructed for the
purpose of providing shelter for dairy cattle at
night and in inclement weather, a shelter that
worked as much to the convenience of the hu-
man handlers as the livestock, since this is the
place where the cows would be milked. They
varied in size, although even the small dairy
barns were often two stories. Sometimes the
dairy barn was situated on a slope so that the
basement portion opened onto pasture while
feed and bedding would be stored in the upper
story. Although not all dairy barns were polygo-
nal (especially octagonal) or round, most round
or polygonal barns were dairy barns because
of the functional efficiencies that they allowed.
Commercial operations—and size was a strong
indicator of production for the market—devel-
oped very large buildings.

In the instances where a family had just sev-
eral milch cows, the same barn that housed oth-
er livestock and utility functions also provided a
protected environment for the milking of dairy
cattle. When there were more than a handful

A

Round barn on Gaylor Dairy Farm, Hot Springs County,
about 1925. Photo: courtesy Hot Springs County Museum
and Cultural Center, Thermopolis, Wyoming.

HISTORIC PROPERTY TYPES AND THEIR REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS 39



of these cows, however, a specialized building
was generally constructed. There were two dif-
ferent kinds of dairy barns, one with stalls for
the individual cow to be milked and one with an
open area in which the cows were milked. Of-
ten equipped with stanchions to hold the cow
during milking, the stall barn, or stanchion
barn, was the common form of dairy barn. The
alternative, the pen barn with an open area in
which the livestock milled around, was less ef-
ficient while not saving space; in fact, generally
that building was subsequently expanded with
an addition known as a milk house where the
milking would take place. Both types generally
were two stories, or one and a half, and includ-
ed a hay loft (or, in Midwestern terminology, a
hay mow) on the upper level. Indeed, an almost
defining element of the dairy barn was its abil-
ity to house feed, bedding, and animals in one
building. The dairy barns were usually posi-
tioned at a location that was convenient for car-
rying the milk and dairy products to the house
but not so close that odors would be a problem.
The barn, for obvious reasons, had to be near
pastures or paths (and corrals) leading to pas-
tures. An equally significant consideration was
the placement of the dairy barn on well-drained
ground to retain a healthy environment; for that
reason abundant and conspicuous ventilation
also was a necessary feature of the dairy barn.
When the dairy barn was used for commercial
production, as opposed to household consump-
tion, the location had to be such that wagons or
trucks could be loaded easily. It was not uncom-
mon for a few horses to share the dairy barn.
Although dairy cattle have never been as im-
portant as beef cattle in Wyoming, parts of the
state have developed locally significant dairy in-
dustries and at various times in the past dairy
cattle served important domestic functions on
farms and ranches throughout the state. In ad-
dition, in the 1920s most communities in the
state were able to draw upon at least one com-
mercial dairy operation in the vicinity (and dis-
tance was an important aspect given the trans-
portation and storage of the perishable milk and

cream). Neither farmers nor ranchers (except
for the largest commercial operations) would
purchase milk for their families until, general-
ly, the post World War II period when special-
ization of agricultural operations of all kinds
forced to the margins all but the main commer-
cial productive commodity.

A more subtle feature of the dairy barn that
gives it added significance was its association with
gender. Initial study indicates that when a family
had one or a few milch cows, the milking chore
was assigned to females; when the operations
grew larger, with more cattle, the activity was no
longer domestic, no longer gendered, and virtual-
ly every member of the family participated; when
it grew still larger, with more livestock, hired help
was the primary source of labor, although often
the hired “milk maid” was a person permanently
associated with the dairy barn.

Requirement

The dairy barn was significant—and carried
that significance to the larger operation—both
when it was part of a general, diversified farm
or ranch system and when it was a specialized,
commercial activity. In either case that signifi-
cance needs to be demonstrated, not speculat-
ed. In commercial dairy operations where the
primary activity of the farm is producing milk,
the importance of the dairy barn increases
while the role of some other features (such as
sheds and blacksmith shops) may diminish.

Dairy barns must retain their historic loca-
tion, positioned in a location that confirms their
functional use (such as between pasture and
house or bunkhouse, and not in a remote cor-
ner of the operation) and must also retain their
configuration that clearly indicates use for milk-
ing and sheltering dairy cattle. Integrity is en-
hanced by the presence of stalls and stanchions
and loft and the ability to define the use of the
different parts of the building (feed storage, ani-
mal bedding, milking). Silos located adjacent to
the dairy barn may even be attached and, if so,
enhance the integrity of the dairy barn.
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PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
LOAFING SHED

Description

The loafing shed, also called a pen barn, is
a simple building, usually one story in height
and generally enclosed on three sides, and oc-
casionally enclosed on the fourth elevation ex-
cept for a wide entry for livestock. The object of
this building is to allow shelter for livestock and
thus it would ordinarily face south unless the to-
pography made another orientation suitable. If
located in a corral (as in a dairy operation where
livestock might be kept near the main barn), it
sometimes would also have feeding and bed-
ding supplies, but not separate stalls. The loaf-
ing shed will generally derive its significance as
a contributing feature in the larger complex of
which it is a part, not as a significant feature by
itself.

Requirement

Loafing sheds must plainly indicate their use
as shelter for livestock and this will be evident

from location and orientation, a wide opening,
or completely open elevation on the sheltered
side. Feeding and bedding arrangements, an
occasional feature, need not be present.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: STABLES

Description

Stables are structures for the purpose of pro-
viding shelter and feeding for (usually) horses
but could also be used for other livestock, al-
most invariably with separate stalls or pens for
individual animals or groups of animals. Histor-
ically, stables have tended to follow one of two
configurations, one with an outdoor entrance /
exit to each stall and the other with the stalls
opening in the interior onto a throughway usual-
ly in the center of the structure, running length-
wise. Sometimes stables would be the most
elaborate building on the ranch, with careful
decoration and ornamentation presumably re-
flecting the quality of the horses housed there.
Although not exclusively the case, often the ex-
istence of stables, rather than (or in addition to)
a multiple purpose barn, reflected a substantial

Profurart SHabl 75 'xI0’

Building plan for stable at Os-
car Pfeiffer’s Johnson County
1892 Bar OP Ranch. Thisisa
detail of a larger drawing that

includes other buildings. From
Oscar Pfeiffer Papers, Ameri-
can Heritage Center, University
of Wyoming, Laramie.
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size and a level of commercial prosperity. Some
stables, of course, were located on operations
that specialized in horse breeding.

The significance of these buildings derives
from the importance of horses in nineteenth
and early twentieth century agriculture. The
horses that were housed in stables provided
much of the power for transportation, for plow-
ing, for threshing, for working other livestock,
and for other forms of work. They were seldom
kept for ornamentation or companion purposes
and were integral to the way the farm, ranch, or
homestead operated until, with exceptions, at
least World War II.

Requirement

Stables must have been associated with an
agricultural operation, either livestock or crop
producing, in an important, not incidental, way
to be historically significant. Stables must re-
tain clear evidence of their use by livestock and
also retain at least some signs of the historic or-
ganization of the interior and configuration of
the stalls. The presence of storage facilities and
related elements (for example, saddle racks,
tack rooms, blacksmith equipment, oat bins,
etc.) enhances the integrity of the stable.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: MACHINE /
EQUIPMENT SHED

Description

The role of technology on the farm and ranch
was powerful and the machine or equipment
shed was developed to house that technology
which sometimes took on a very substantial
size. Moreover, the tractors and steam engines
that had to be housed, or more accurately, shel-
tered, were associated with other equipment
that they powered or pulled—or both. Thus
the machine shed could house initially wagons
and horse-drawn implements but later, traction
engines, tractors, implements, threshing ma-
chines, and ultimately combines.

Requirement

To be significant as part of the larger com-
plex, Machine / Equipment Sheds must have
been used for sheltering the larger pieces (non-
hand held) of technology. Ordinarily, there will
be clear indications of their historic use for that
storage. Because of their similarity to the loaf-
ing sheds, distinguishing features such as lo-
cation near the main buildings of the farm or
ranch, access (drive paths and roads), and con-
figuration become important.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: MESS /
DINING HALLS

Description

At roundup (both during the period of the
open range and afterwards) / shearing / har-
vest times, even moderate-sized ranch / farm
operations found themselves with additional,
temporary hired help on the premises that had
to be fed. Some operations had to feed those
workers on a year-round basis. A dining / mess
hall was often a feature of those operations. The
dining / mess hall could be put to other use,
such as recreation or indoor work / repair proj-
ects. It would usually be constructed of materi-
als and in a design consistent with other build-
ings, including the residence. In some instances
a kitchen would be attached, and in others sepa-
rate. When used for the seasonal gatherings at
harvest or roundup, the dining hall often car-
ried distinct gender associations as well be-
cause of the cooperative effort of women in the
neighborhood to feed the workers.

Requirement

The use of the building for feeding crews of
workers on either a temporary or permanent ba-
sis is essential for significance and will be evi-
dent by size, open interior space, proximity to
a kitchen (which may or may not be attached),
and sometimes proximity to a bunkhouse.
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PROPERTY SUBTYPE: CORRALS

Description

Corrals are pens for the temporary enclosure
of livestock and are usually arranged in a con-
figuration that allows the transfer of stock from
one enclosure to another in various processes
such as calving, branding, castrating, vaccina-
tion, weighing, and shipping. Sometimes the
corrals would be simple affairs, but on the large
operations they would even take on a maze-like
configuration. They almost never used barbed
wire because of the presence of horses and hu-
mans in the corrals while working the other
stock, and they generally used planks or poles.

Requirement

Corrals need not be complete and usable, but
the perimeter, design, and materials of the cor-
ral must be consistent with its historic use. As
with buildings, so especially with the less-per-
manently constructed corrals: when they are
not used, they deteriorate quickly. The deterio-
ration is often a reflection of their condition, not
their lack of integrity, so careful examination
is essential. Moreover, corrals that are part of
a ranch headquarters complex have often fall-
en into disuse as a result of the mechanization,
consolidation, and specialization of agriculture;

Loading pens and ramp
north of Dubois. Varying
substantially from simple
ramps and a single pen to
more elaborate arrange-
ments of corrals for sort-
ing and holding and then
loading livestock, these
structures represent the
system of truck shipping
to market that replaced
driving livestock to mar-
ket. Photo: Michael Cas-
sity, 2009.

they can sometimes provide valuable insights
into the evolution (and sometimes decline) of
the property. And while the arrangement of
corrals may appear to be a maze or a haphaz-
ard jumble of fenced areas, it is important to re-
member that that particular design was used
for a purpose and that purpose—the associa-
tion with the themes of ranching, farming, and
homesteading—is what makes corrals histori-
cally significant.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: LOADING
PENS AND CHUTES

Description

These loading pens and chutes (ramps) fa-
cilitated the transfer of livestock to awaiting
trucks for transportation to markets, and thus
were a sign of the movement of the ranch opera-
tion from the practice of herding to market on a
trail or road to the use of motorized transporta-
tion. The loading ramps, which were enclosed
on either side with plank or pole fences, usually
were associated with corrals and chutes to con-
trol and direct a certain number of head of live-
stock in a systematic fashion. A key element to
their historical significance is location at a place
where access is available for both livestock and
trucks.
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Spraying Sheep.

Rawlins, Wyo.

An alternative to the dipping vat or trough, the spraying system was also used, as with this operation at Rawlins. The role of
the two women in this image is not known. Postcard from collection of Michael Cassity.

Requirement

Loading pens and ramps need not be com-
plete and serviceable, but the contour and op-
eration of the ramps and pens must be clearly
discernible.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
DIPPING VATS

Description

With the development of the livestock in-
dustry, sheep and cattle ranchers came to use
various chemical formulas (mainly nicotine sul-
phate or lime and sulphur, and occasionally cre-
osote) to treat their livestock and prevent dis-
ease or Kill parasites. The most effective way
of applying these chemicals was to mix them
in a bath in which the livestock would be sub-
merged. The vats containing the dip solution

were substantial troughs, deep enough that the
livestock would be completely submerged at
first and then would have to swim through to
leave. These vats were, like other parts of the
livestock management process, associated with
a configuration of corral fences and chutes to di-
rect the flow of livestock, one at a time, into and
out of the dipping vat. The vats were important,
and while not on every ranch, they were located
sporadically and sometimes used cooperatively
by neighboring ranches. A description of a cat-
tle dipping vat near Powder River as it looked in
1923 indicates their general configuration. Alan
Seager recalled how he helped dip a herd of cat-
tle: “At last, we had all the cattle penned in the
corrals, objecting. By government order, we had
to immerse each in a concrete vat full of a so-
lution of warm water and nicotine sulphate, to
kill the ticks. The vat was about thirty feet long,
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eight feet deep, and the width of a cow. A chute
of cottonwood logs ran up to one end of it, and a
ramp led down into the fluid.””

On occasion the vats would be constructed
in the field, especially for sheep, and at some
points in time (depending on the years and the
prevalence of scabbies among the sheep), sheep
were required to be dipped at least once within
a year before they were admitted onto national
forest land or before they could be shipped out
of the state. As William Thompson explained
in 1968, when the practice had long since been
abandoned, “that’s why all these dipping vats
were around the country.”® With advances in
technology, the dipping vats were not vats at all,
but spray systems. Leonard Hay described one
that his father, also in the sheep business, used:
“it was a pen possibly 12 to 15 feet wide by 20 to
25 feet long and had sprayers on the side and
overhead and coming up from the bottom with
lattice floors and it was drained back into the
concrete vat and would be resprayed.”

Requirement

While dipping vats vary in sophistication and
permanence, the entrances ordinarily employed
a sharp drop-off at the entrance to the vat forc-
ing the livestock to plunge completely into the
dipping solution as they enter and, at the other
end of the vat, a gradually inclined ramp for the
animals to clamber out under their own power,
and this, or a similar system of operation, must
be discernible. The presence of entrance and
exit chutes and corrals for waiting enhances the
integrity of dipping vats.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
SCALE HOUSES

Description

The presence of scale houses—where live-
stock would be weighed prior to shipping to
market—represents the advent of a more “sci-
entific” or at least more careful approach to
commercial livestock production since it would

Sheep dipping trough or vat near Lander, 1909. The dou-
ble hook is used to make sure each sheep is completely
immersed and also to rescue it in case of near-drowning.
Photograph from Frederic Irland, “In the Big Dry Coun-
try,” Scribner’s Magazine, XXX VI (1904), 299.

enable the owner to have an accurate awareness
of the live-weight shipping out. Previously, the
rancher had depended on estimates and on the
scales of the purchaser. Sometimes the scales
would be located in or adjacent to another struc-
ture—an appendage to a barn, for example—
but would usually be a small, single room (or
stall) enclosure with scales between two doors.
The livestock would be forced by the narrow-
ness of the passageway to stand on the scale
platform and the weight would be read and re-
corded by an attendant. In some instances, the
scale house would not be a house at all, or any
kind of enclosure, for that matter. In those in-
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Scale house, Snake River
Ranch, Teton County. Photo:
Michael Cassity, 2003.

This photograph of the MW Ranch on Stockade Beaver Creek in Weston County shows a set
of open scales at left. Photograph courtesy Wyoming Pioneer Memorial Museum, Douglas,
Wyoming.

stances the scales would be open-air facilities.
The difference is important since the scale
house would accommodate multiple head of
livestock at once for a bulk weight and would do
so in a continuous flow—an arrangement appro-
priate for commercial sales of, generally, beef
cattle. The open air scale, however, would gen-
erally be appropriate for weighing only a single,
or very few, animal at a time, reflecting a more
individualistic orientation to the livestock oper-
ation, appropriate for small ranches or breeding
operations.

Requirement

The scales in scale houses have sometimes
been removed and are not necessary for the
structure to be considered intact. Since a defin-
ing characteristic of the scale house is the pres-
ence of entrances opposite each other for the
livestock to be channeled completely through
(and thus not turning around to leave by the

same opening through which they entered),
these entrances must still be visible, even if
they are currently sealed. The existence of
fences and chutes and nearby loading pens and
ramps to facilitate the movement of the cattle
into and out of the scale house enhances integ-
rity. By contrast, the presence of scales outside
a scale house may indicate a different kind of
historical operation and thus those scales carry
a different set of historical associations and pur-
poses.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: SHEARING
SHEDS

Description

Despite their common name, shearing sheds
were often not small sheds at all. They ranged
from modest outdoor operations to factory-type
structures. Although in the early years shear-
ing took place in the open, or under a canopy
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for protection from the sun, by the late 1910s
and 1920s the sheep industry largely moved
to indoor shearing facilities to secure cleaner
fleeces and also to incorporate industrial orga-
nization into the fleecing process. These were
often, and quite accurately referred to as shear-
ing plants, although still generically referred to
as shearing sheds. In some instances, as at the
shearing shed on the Bishop Ranch in Campbell
County, these shearing sheds were elaborate fa-
cilities with multiple stories so that the fleece
would drop through a chute into a bag that hung
through a portal onto the lower story, where the
bags would be stuffed tightly and then moved—
assembly line fashion—to a waiting wagon for
transport to the railroad. The classic “Austra-
lian” style shed was located near a railroad,
contained an internal spatial organization such
that possibly twenty shearers would work on as
many sheep who were channeled through the
building and whose sheared wool was subse-
quently processed by others. Although original-
ly constructed to house the distinctive Austra-
lian system of shearing, those unique features
were soon dropped and the buildings were the
location of traditional shearing and sacking
(not baling) processes. In a good many other
instances, especially on small family farms and
ranches with small flocks, the shearing shed
was much more basic, was similar to the out-
door shearing pens of earlier years, and sim-
ply provided a protected or organized working
space.

Requirement

The nature of the shearing shed will reveal
much about the kind of operations that used
it—how many sheep it could handle, at what
time in history, and with what technology. This
will indicate its historic significance. Thus the
organization of the shearing process must be
discernible from the building design. Ideally,
in the large operations, this will consist of two
building entrances and at least one holding pen
and one shearing pen in the interior, but the ex-

Section of Concrete Silo Showing Re-

istence of any combination of relevant exterior
and interior features in such a way as to define
it as a shearing shed will provide integrity of as-
sociation and design under Criterion A; under
Criterion C design becomes more important
and must indicate the work-flow pattern of the
shearing (and related) processes. In the small-
er facilities, such as those where only a small
number of sheep may have been sheared on a
farm, tell-tale signs include the existence of a
structure to hold the bag for fleece and an adja-
cent ladder or other climbing arrangement.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: SILOS

Description

While not as common on the plains of Wyo-
ming as in the Midwest where it has achieved
iconic status, the silo can often be found in
southeastern parts of the state as well as in
those areas where dairy operations flourished.
The silo would usually be a vertical, cylindrical
tower-like structure for the airtight storage of si-
lage (grains and grasses that have been stored
and allowed to partially ferment to then use as
fodder). It could be made of wood, concrete, or
metal, or other materials such as stone. Average
size is difficult to determine, but a common size
was thirty-six feet high, of which four feet were
below ground, and with an internal diameter of
fifteen feet.
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Silo next to barn, Converse County, no date. The previous
barn had burned and the new was being constructed, again,
next to the silo. Photo: Collection of Michael Cassity.

Requirement

Silos made an important contribution to the
ranch or farm and they marked the movement
of the operation to more modern form of agri-
cultural organization, usually with some spe-
cialization. They would commonly be associ-
ated with dairy farms since they allowed for
the processing of intense feed for animals kept
near the complex headquarters. Their signifi-
cance will thus be connected to the larger de-
velopment of the farm or ranch in that direction.
Silos are notorious for their deterioration once
they ceased holding the fodder that they were
designed for. If a silo retains its basic design
and materials, even with the loss of the domed
(or other) cap, and its role / association in the
historical operation of the complex is discern-

ible, it will retain integrity under Criterion A.
Under Criterion C, design, materials, and work-
manship will become more important than un-
der Criterion A.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
TRENCH SILOS

Description

More common in this area than tower silos,
trench silos were encouraged by Wyoming agri-
cultural extension agents who freely distributed
design plans for their construction. Of course,
not all farms and ranches used those designs.
The common element, however, was the cre-
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Plans for Poultry Shed, Source: H. M. Lackie, “A Farm Poul-
try House,” Wyoming Extension Service, Circular No. 4
(September 1920), 6.

ation of a large trench (think of the dimensions
of a silo resting on its side), and then lining it,
preferably with concrete, for the storage of the
fermenting fodder. It would be covered with a
temporary covering (planks or sheets of various
material) that could be removed for access. Ide-
ally, these silos would be built into the side of an
incline so that one end would permit drive-in /
walk-in access.

Requirement

As with the conventional tower silos, trench
silos performed a vital role in the specialization
and modernization of ranches and farms in the
twentieth century. That role shapes the con-
tours of historical significance for both kinds of
silos; as with other features, they were part of
the fabric of history that needs to be established
in the evaluation of the property; they were not
simply one more item in a random assortment
of features that some operations had and oth-
ers did not. Because of their literally very low
profile, the trench silos are much less famil-
iar than their kindred above-ground, in the air,
counterparts. Careful, thoughtful examination
of the site will be necessary to establish the na-
ture (and number) of the silos as well as their
historic use. Trench silos that are no longer in
use have sometimes been filled with dirt or oth-
er material as a safety measure. If the walls of
the trench silo are evident and it is clear that the
concrete is not the foundation for another kind
of building or structure, it will retain integrity
and may be a contributing property to the com-
plex. Integrity will be enhanced if the full con-
tour and depth of the trench silo is evident from
one end or if the cavity remains open.
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PROPERTY SUBTYPE: POULTRY
HOUSES

Description

Rare in the twenty-first century, poultry
houses were common in Wyoming until well af-
ter World War II. The buildings in which chick-
ens and turkeys were raised, both for domestic
consumption and for commercial markets, var-
ied substantially according to the scale and as-
pirations of the owner / operator as well as by
the breed of fowls. The poultry house interi-
or would usually include a roosting room with
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separate levels for perches, for feeding shelves,
for a dropping board, and for a brooder coop,
and an additional room used as a scratching
room for inclement weather. The typical poultry
house would be a shed-roofed structure with an
open or curtained and closable south elevation
(to catch sunlight), although some instances of
salt-box roof or other configurations are also to
be found. The two main requirements for poul-
try houses were ventilation and heat, both ad-
justable to maintain a delicate balance. Poultry
houses, like dairy barns, often demonstrated a
clear association with gender roles.

Requirvement

The poultry house must be plainly evident
as such either because of its distinctive exte-
rior or because of its interior which was fitted
for chickens or turkeys. The presence of a ven-
tilation system (usually with adjustable outlets
under the rafters on the north elevation) and a

Dunlap Ranch chicken coop
(house), Campbell County,
constructed in 1920s or
1930s. Photo: Richard Col-
lier, Wyoming State Historic
Preservation Office. His-
toric American Buildings
Survey, WY-112.

system of heating (either passive solar or stove)
enhances the integrity of the structure.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: ROOT
CELLARS / STORAGE CELLARS

Description

The root cellar was once a standard feature
on homesteads, ranches, and farms since it
was the only way to keep foodstuffs cool in the
summer and prevent them from freezing in the
winter. While usually associated with domes-
tic consumption patterns, because of the food-
stuffs it contained, it also reflected the system
of production for home consumption agricul-
ture and that association is just as much a part
of its significance. The root cellar was the next
step after harvesting the vegetables from the
garden. Ordinarily the root cellar was dug into
the ground, often given a wall of bricks or stone,
and covered with planks and then a thick layer
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of sod. Access was usually gained by a small en-
trance that tended to be (but was not always)
located on the east end. It was usually located
near the Kkitchen. It could be quite modest or
very large. Often the root cellar was shaded by
trees. On the interior, the root cellar common-
ly had a sand pit where carrots and turnips and
other tubers were buried and a separate bin for
potatoes, often packing the potatoes in straw in
the bin. Several times during the winter, some-
one would usually spend time sorting through
the potatoes, trimming the eyes (roots) off to
keep them from growing, and other vegetables
would likewise be tended underground. Spe-
cial observation needs to be given the root cel-
lar since some homesteads turned their original
dugout home into a root cellar once an above-
ground dwelling was constructed. In those cas-
es, the root cellar gains additional significance
in the evolution of the property.

Requirement

If the root cellar has not caved in it will gen-
erally possess integrity, and if it has collapsed,
it may still be deemed a contributing feature if
its size and root-cellar function can be definite-
ly determined. A depression in the ground that
may or may not have been a root cellar lacks
integrity, although if another root cellar loca-
tion has not been identified on that complex, it
should be recorded as a possibility in a survey
or determination of eligibility of the ranch com-
plex.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: ICEHOUSES

Description

On larger operations that had access to a
body of water where ice could be harvested in
the winter, the icehouse often replaced the root
cellar. The icehouse usually conformed to stan-
dard design considerations (if not standard ap-
pearance) which included alignment to prevent
the broad side from catching the sun in the
warmest part of the day, protection with shade

trees, the use of double thicknesses of siding
material, a door sill that extends up to a foot
above the outside elevation (to prevent the loss
of cool air when the door is opened), minimal
fenestration just sufficient for release of warm
air at the ridge (as through a cupola or gable
vent), and frequently an entrance on the east (or
shaded) elevation.

Requirement

Historically, the ice house is significant be-
cause of its association (1) with production for
home consumption agriculture, (2) with pre-
electrical grid systems, and (3) with operations
that had families or crews large enough to un-
dertake the demanding process of harvesting
ice. By the same token, many ice houses were
taken out of their intended use once the farm or
ranch was connected to electrical power beyond
a home generator and was thus able to acquire
and use electrical refrigeration. That itself is an
element of historic significance too. Thus, even
on ranches that have been maintained and pre-
served, the ice house will in the vast number of
cases have been put to other uses, but some can
still be identified as icehouses. And some, sub-
sequently cooled with electrical refrigeration,
continued to serve their same function. Integri-
ty of association and location is essential under
all criteria. To retain integrity of design, neces-
sary under Criterion C, the icehouse must pos-
sess a combination of any of these identifying
features: building alignment to protect from so-
lar heat, fenestration and entrances appropriate
to an icehouse, extra thickness of walls, raised
door sill, icehouse ventilation system (such as
cupolas or gable vents). The presence of shade
trees in the appropriate location enhances in-
tegrity.
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3. VEGETATIVE FEATURES

Description

This property type includes several kinds of
features that were not technically built or con-
structed, but they were nonetheless carefully
planned and designed and were essential fea-
tures of farmsteads. They consisted of select-
ed trees or plants planted and cultivated in pur-
poseful arrangement with benefits to the farm
and ranch operation in mind. The garden was
ubiquitous and fundamental, the orchard was
a feature of enormous benefit when one could
be made to grow, and the windbreak or shelter-

belt a merciful feature that provided a barrier to
strong winds, protecting people, crops, soil, and
livestock. Originally they were conspicuous be-
cause of their clearly designed and purposeful
arrangements, although they are often less ob-
vious today.

Significance

This group of features provided literal-
ly an organic connection to the soil and to na-
ture, and it bridged the realm of nature, with
its drainages and meadows and promontories,
and the built elements of the ranch or farm.
From some of the most fragile and ephemeral
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Facing page: Gardens were as important as any other part of
the farm and ranch and produced critical foods for home con-
sumption. Thus they would not uncommonly be more than
an acre in size. This is a garden on an irrigated farm near
Wheatland. Photo: J. E. Stimson, 1903, from Stimson Collec-
tion, negative 404, Wyoming State Archives.

elements, the garden, to some of the most en-
during, the windbreak, these features helped
define many farmsteads. That definition, how-
ever, was much deeper than physical layout, for
the gardens and orchards served historically to
nurture a system of production for home con-
sumption and independence from the market;
the windbreaks and shelterbelts, which were in
a conceptual way extensions of the gardens and
orchards, underscored the independence of the
farm or ranch, almost physically separating, if
not enclosing, the farmstead from the surround-
ing environment.

Requirements

These features are capable of demonstrating
the social and economic environment in which
Wyoming’s farms, ranches, and homesteads op-
erated, sometimes (gardens, orchards) doing so
until they became integrated into a market sys-
tem, and sometimes beyond that (shelter belts,
windbreaks). They were not timeless, context-
less features and their significance needs to be
understood in terms of their social and econom-
ic function over time. As with built features,
these features often reached a peak of develop-
ment and then began a process of decline, and
that decline is as much of the historical signifi-
cance as the planting, plowing, tending, and ex-
pansion of the features. The integrity require-
ments for these vegetative features are similar
in that they all require integrity of association,
location, feeling, and setting. Design enhances
integrity and is necessary under Criterion C.
It is important also take into consideration the

natural processes by which the features contin-
ue to grow, to decline and die, and sometimes to
replace themselves.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: GARDENS

The gardens generally consisted of plats of
level ground, below an irrigation channel if irri-
gation was available, that were cleared, plowed,
and planted with a variety of vegetables, rang-
ing from the sensitive and delicate tomatoes
in the more forgiving parts of Wyoming to the
dependable potatoes and carrots most every-
where. Generally rectangular in shape to ac-
commodate straight-line plowing and cultiva-
tion, these were commonly gardens that ranged
from a third of an acre to several acres rather
than the dainty backyard (or balcony) garden
many twenty-first century citizens know. Of
course, smaller gardens could also be found
and sometimes these served as indications of
family size, if there was a family residing on the
operation.

There may have been farms and ranches
without gardens, but if so, they were exceed-
ingly rare. Their critical significance derives
from the independence they provided the home-
steader, farmer, and rancher; they were not con-
veniences or add-ons to the system of ranch-
ing and farming but integral components of a
system of production for home consumption.
In virtually every part of Wyoming people usu-
ally managed to grow some of their own food-
stuffs. Even in the inhospitable climate of Jack-
son Hole, with its very short growing season,
farmers and ranchers routinely maintained gar-
dens and then canned or otherwise preserved
their harvests for the long winters. As Nellie
VanDerveer observed of Jackson Hole in the
1930s, “All of the hardier vegetables flourish.”
She then listed carrots, turnips, cabbage, ru-
tabagas, onions, peas, beets, radishes, and let-
tuce.'’ Aside from their social and economic
significance, and aside from their bounty of in-
dependence, survival, and health, sometimes
gardens took on particular ethnic importance as
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a source, and the only available source, for food
items essential in particular traditions. Thus too
the diminution of the garden in the lives and
cultures of the farmers, ranchers and home-
steaders was accompanied with the shrinkage
of the gardens themselves. As rural families in
the twentieth century focused on producing for
the market more and as they specialized their
production of cash crops or livestock more, they
also began to purchase more of the goods they
had previously produced. This was the other
side of the market connection. The importance
and the size of the garden thereby reflected
lives, values, and social arrangements. In sub-
tle ways, the garden also often reflected gender
roles and its size and proximity to the house fig-
ured in those roles.

Requirement

The significance of the garden is substan-
tial and that significance will be clear if there
are remnants of it on a farmstead since it re-
lates both to the system of production and con-
sumption. Few farm and ranch gardens, howev-
er, survive unless they have received continued
use, and those that survive will generally have
diminished in size. In some instances the foot-
print of the garden will be clear, but that is often
speculative. To retain integrity the use of a par-
ticular piece of land as a garden must be clear
and may be determined by the marks on the
earth where it was (or is) and by surrounding
features, especially borders, irrigation / pump
facilities, and its relation to domestic buildings
and windbreaks, and presence of continued re-
lated vegetation (such as berry bushes and cer-
tain garden plants) that continue to grow.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: ORCHARDS

Orchards consisted of fruit or nut trees plant-
ed in rows, and generally in exacting rows from
each perspective; even spacing (as close as
eight feet apart for plums, for example) facili-
tated their planting, cultivation, pruning, thin-

ning, and harvesting—as well as allowing room
for future growth. Often they were situated on
sloping land for improved drainage, but that
was not a defining quality. One characteristic
was that these were slow to develop, and they
were often vulnerable to the elements, but once
established they became immediately recog-
nizable features because of their geometry and
the repetitive grouping of the same species for
cross pollination. Even apples, plums, and cher-
ries grew in the higher elevations such as the
Laramie Plains. Orchards were often associated
with apiaries, though these left a light touch on
the landscape. Orchards could be any size, were
usually geometrical, and the larger orchards
not infrequently covered ten to fifteen acres or
more. An orchard in the yard could consist of
several dozen trees.

Irrigated farms and ranches were especial-
ly conducive to the growing of fruits. The Big
Horn Basin, the North Platte River valley, and
the Wind River valley around Lander and River-
ton all proved suitable for fruit orchards—un-
der the right conditions. Indeed, there is some-
times, again, an ethnic and cultural association,
and the orchards were an integral element of
Mormon settlements and even Star Valley pro-
duced impressive orchards along with its dairy
output. Some orchards were grown in dry farm
operations too, and with surprising success.

Orchards were not as common as vegetable
gardens, but they were successfully tried in
more parts of the state than modern orchard
agriculture might suggest and they were a de-
sirable part of farm and ranch life because of
the variety in diet they provided and because of
the independence they permitted. Those Wyo-
ming farmers and ranchers in places where
fruits could not be successfully propagated of-
ten lamented that they had (1) to travel to dis-
tant commercial centers to acquire fruits, and
(2) that they had to use scarce cash, in a barter
economy, to purchase the fruits. The preference
by far was to be able to grow one’s one fruits
and nuts and fortunately this took place in many
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Ed Young’s apple orchard near Lander, 1903. Probably most orchards were considerably smaller than this, which includes
more than apples and new generations of trees. Photo by J. E. Stimson, Stimson Collection, negative 682, Wyoming State Ar-
chives.

parts of the state. They were thus significant
because of the independence they provided, be-
cause of the dietary variety, and because of the
cultural associations they nurtured.

Orchards could be significant on several lev-
els for what they reveal about the people who
planted them (and the expectations of those
people) and what they suggest about the farm-
ing culture of Wyoming. Planting orchards
was seldom the first task of the homesteader
or farmer starting out. There were other du-
ties and needs to be attended to first and the
fruit, literally, of this effort would be a long term
achievement. The orchards thus represent gen-

erally mature operations in well-developed and
settled areas at their inception. They also reflect
the diversity of productive effort since most or-
chards tended to be small and more for home
(or neighborhood) consumption than for ship-
ping to distant points. The demise of farm or-
chards, especially in the years following World
War II, and the rise of large commercial opera-
tions was a national phenomenon; appearances
are, however, that in Wyoming the decline of
small orchards was not offset by commercial
monoculture orchards. The commercial, spe-
cialized orchards tended to be located well be-
yond the borders of the state.
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Requirement

The significance of orchards, including
modest clusters of fruit trees, will, as with oth-
er farm and ranch features, be tied to the sys-
tem of resources of which it is a part. As with
many of those features, so too with orchards:
the whole is greater than the sum of the parts,
and this pertains to significance. Careful exam-
ination will help establish that significance. For
example, the distances between trees may indi-
cate sufficient room for wagons, a consideration
important when the orchard was used for pro-
ducing for the market. The physical appearance
of the trees themselves likewise provides a clue
as to the kind of orchard and its function on the
farmstead. Fruit trees with tall trunks (without
branches until five or six feet from the ground)
generally reflect early patterns of allowing live-
stock to circulate in the orchard, a practice that
helped fertilize the trees and conformed to a
prevailing neglect of pruning; low-headed trees,
with trunks that branched out eighteen or thir-
ty-six inches from the ground, showed that live-
stock was kept out, usually with a fence, that
pruning and cultivation was more scientific and
systematic (low-heading caused the tree to bear
fruit earlier as well as more plentifully), and that
purposes were more commercial. When chick-
ens were kept out, it showed the use of synthet-
ic fertilizers.!! Integrity is complicated since, as
with other vegetative features, orchards have
been subject to decay and deterioration from
natural forces, especially once they were no lon-
ger part of an active farm operation. Fruit trees
are notoriously susceptible to disease and de-
cay as well as to strong winds and orchards that
are no longer tended will show marked deteri-
oration. On the other hand, these trees have a
significantly longer life than vegetable gardens
and their remnants will be commonly found if
the orchard was able to mature. To retain integ-
rity, the orchard must be clearly visible as in-
dicated by the existence of some of the fruit or
nut trees and by the discernible pattern of their
arrangement. Location and design will enhance

the integrity of the orchard if, for example, it is
situated in the lee side of a windbreak and near
the garden, or if a source of water from which it
drew is clearly evident.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: WINDBREAKS

Windbreaks were parallel rows of trees plant-
ed on the windward side of a farmstead so that
the combination of species, when mature, would
provide shelter to the humans, livestock, and
crops in the immediate vicinity of the farm or
ranch headquarters, protecting them from
strong winds. The species selected in the wind-
breaks were chosen to provide year-round pro-
tection, and some were chosen because they
were quick growing and would provide shelter
for the slower-growing trees on their lee side.
Often closely-spaced shrubs would be located
on the outside row to assist the young trees.
The trees would be located usually sufficiently
far apart to allow room for growth, and that dis-
tance would vary with the different species; un-
like orchards, they would be staggered in their
planting to provide a more effective barrier to
the winds. They would ideally be placed at least
a hundred feet away from farm buildings, and
in that interval orchards and gardens would be
placed, both for protection from the winds and
to maximize use of the moisture collected in the
accumulated snow that dropped behind this nat-
ural snow fence.

At least as early as the 1910s the Wyoming
Agricultural Extension Station and the Farm
Bulletin encouraged the use of windbreaks on
Wyoming’s farms and ranches and in 1924 the
Clarke-McNary Law provided funds for the dis-
tribution of tree plantings to be used for wind-
breaks and shelterbelts, after which their use
increased. Windbreaks were important because
they provided an important measure of protec-
tion from the winds for the farmstead itself and,
if properly designed, would also trap essential
moisture in adjacent gardens and orchards.
Often the terms windbreaks and shelterbelts
were used interchangeably, even in the litera-
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ture supplied by the bulletins, but there were
differences.'? The windbreak would protect the
farm and ranch buildings and the gardens and
other features located at the ranch headquar-
ters and was often curved or cornered so that
it would protect these features on two sides; the
shelterbelt, on the other hand, would be longer
and more strictly linear, positioned perpendicu-
lar to the prevailing winds, and would protect
fields from the winds. The windbreak gener-
ally included more rows of trees than the shel-
terbelt. The windbreak was an important ele-
ment and increasingly used when land could be
spared and the investment made in trees and
their care. The standard procedure was to lo-
cate the windbreak at least a hundred feet from
the house and other buildings and farther, if
possible, to allow for snow collection in the in-
tervening space. Often they were directly ad-
jacent to the orchard, and Cecilia Hennel Hen-
dricks lamented that “To grow an orchard here
you must first grow a grove that entirely pro-
tects the orchard.””® Finally, one of the obvious
elements of significance for the windbreak is of-
ten forgotten: it took twenty years or more for
a windbreak to mature and during those years
they required considerable attention and even
watering and cultivating. But the intention was

Windbreaks (sometimes termed shelterbelts, at left) were
not just rows of trees, but were planned with maximum
thought to location, to composition, and with a mind set on a
long term, permanent presence on the land. Source: W. O.
Edmondson, “Trees for Protection and Profit,” University

of Wyoming Agricultural Extension Service, Circular 116,
April 1951, page 16. This circular was an adapted version of
earlier publications on windbreaks and shelterbelts going
back to at least 1930.

for the windbreak to be a permanent part of the
homestead, farm, or ranch, and to last into fu-
ture generations. That farm, ranch, or home-
stead with a windbreak was the embodiment of
huge expectations for the future and for the fu-
ture of the family that nurtured it. Sometimes
the windbreak lasted longer than the family
that created it.

Requirement

Meant for long endurance, windbreaks will
sometimes be one of the more conspicuous sur-
viving elements of a farmstead, having outlived
the other features they were intended to protect.
The significance of windbreaks is determined
by establishing their connection to the ele-
ments on farmsteads, all of which together may
be contributing features, and by noting their
role historically—observing which elements
were protected and which were not and what
that meant in the evolution of the property. Of-
ten individual trees will be missing and the ar-
rangement will be less orderly than during the
period of significance because of subsequent
overgrowth, self-reseeding, and the appearance
of volunteers of other species. Sometimes they
have been removed in part because they inter-
fere with large equipment or even access to the
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farm buildings. Standard formulas for planting
windbreaks were often adapted to local and in-
dividual needs, so it is to be expected that any
uniformity will be entirely local, and their com-
position and configuration may have evolved
over time (with, for example, the replacement
of cottonwoods with other trees, in whole or in
part).’* Windbreaks will be considered to retain
integrity if they still exhibit their clearly dis-
cernible linear configuration (straight, curved,
or cornered), including the (imperfect) rows of
different species.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
SHELTERBELTS

Shelterbelts were long rows of trees, often
two or three parallel rows spaced about sixteen
feet apart, that were positioned along the edge
of a field perpendicular to the prevailing winds;
in Wyoming this often meant on the west side
of the fields although they were sometimes lo-
cated on the north as well. Occasionally they
would be but a single row of trees. The combi-
nations of trees used varied according to indi-
vidual availability, economy, and preference.
As with the windbreaks, the evergreens would
be placed on the inside row, a medium sized
deciduous tree next, and on the outside some-
thing more substantial, such as ash and elm
and sometimes cottonwoods. Cottonwood trees
were initially recommended for windbreaks and
shelterbelts but their use declined because the

trees, while quick growing, and thus providing
shelter for other trees to grow in adjacent rows,
had a limited life unless watered, and then tend-
ed to attract insects and rot.

Shelterbelts were not as common in Wyoming
as in Midwestern states, but they were some-
times used and when they could be planted and
grown they proved their worth by conserving
soil, moisture, and crops and they provided sum-
mer shade and winter shelter for livestock. As
with the windbreak, its kindred and often con-
flated feature, the shelterbelt was a valuable fea-
ture for the operation of the farm or ranch and it
was a commitment to the long term future, not
short term profits.

Requirement

The significance of shelterbelts will need to
be established by reference to other features
to which they are related, physically, function-
ally, and historically. More vulnerable to the ele-
ments and to subsequent expansion efforts than
windbreaks because of their greater length and
fewer rows, shelterbelts will be much less com-
monly found. When they do survive, in whole
or in part, they will be conspicuous because of
their straight-line configuration and their prom-
inence as vertical features in an otherwise open
landscape. When that function and appearance
continue, even partially, they will be considered
to have retained integrity.

58 EVALUATION OF RANCHING, FARMING, AND HOMESTEADING HISTORIC RESOURCES



4. WATERING FACILITIES AND
WINDMILLS

Description

This property type includes the variety of
ways homesteaders, dry-farmers, and stock
growers drew water from beneath the soil and
preserved the moisture that came from the sky
so as to obtain a steady source for their live-
stock and crops, and indeed for their own con-
sumption. The users of the range developed
a variety of means for acquiring and holding
water and the broad, open land of Wyoming’s
farms and ranches is often punctuated at un-
even intervals with the remnants of these struc-
tures. Wherever one exists—whether it is an
improvement upon a spring, a well head, a rock
cistern, a windmill and stock tank, or a dam and
reservoir—the remnant is an indicator of effort
on the part of an earlier inhabitant in historic
times to provide water to thirsty livestock and
crops in a dry land and thereby to both make
their endeavor a success and to transform parts
of Wyoming otherwise of limited productive po-
tential into a significant agricultural area.

Significance

Much of Wyoming consists of an arid or
semi-arid environment and access to water has
historically played a determinative role in the
success or failure—or even the inauguration or
avoidance—of homesteading, ranching, and re-
lated activities. The ability to either control na-
ture or adapt to it has been one of the character-
defining qualities of not only agriculture, but life
itself, in the area. From early convictions that
plowing the land would by itself bring rainfall,
to scientific and pseudo-scientific efforts to dry-
farm and graze cattle and sheep in that environ-
ment, the homesteaders, farmers, and livestock
raisers have developed a variety of techniques
to provide water for their operations—never an
easy task to accomplish. As they did so, they

left multiple structures as evidence of both their
success and failure to harness the precious wa-
ter that fell from the sky or that lay protected
beneath the surface. The earliest settlers and
ranchers located near the streams and creeks
where they would have a steady supply of water,
but later settlers had to devise other ways of se-
curing water. They might locate near a spring
and then make improvements on the spring to
make it more productive or accessible. But in
many cases they had to dig a well, and that well
usually was dug even before they built a home.
The wells were supplemented with pumps,
many of them hand-powered, but increasingly
the ranchers and homesteaders turned to wind-
mills to extract water for their operations. Of
necessity, these would be scattered throughout
the range to accommodate the needs of the live-
stock as they grazed over a wide area.

Where there was a windmill, there would of-
ten also be a water tank to collect the extract-
ed water for livestock consumption. In the early
twentieth century, and most notably and sys-
tematically, in the 1930s, ranchers developed,
often with government assistance, dams and
reservoirs that could hold more water than
could stock tanks. The windmill or dam that
may stand as a lonely sentinel on the plains usu-
ally is the tip of the iceberg of a system of water
development and storage that has deeply influ-
enced the pattern of land use in the area. More-
over, it also revealed changes above ground as
well.

Requirement

Those watering facilities and windmills that
are contributing features for the National Reg-
ister under Criterion A in the area of signifi-
cance Agriculture or Exploration / Settlement
will hold significance generally as part of a larg-
er set of features with significance, not as indi-
vidually significant properties although rare
circumstances may exist for individual eligibil-
ity. A combination of historical research in rel-
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evant documents (for example, but not limited
to, the well permit records in the office of the
State Engineer and oral histories) and careful
site analysis will help establish the contributing
significance of the watering facilities and wind-
mills. The historical and functional relationship
of these features to the farmstead will be much
easier to establish in cases where they are locat-
ed adjacent to other buildings and structures.

Under Criterion A and Criterion B, the vari-
ous subtypes of watering facilities and windmills
are unlikely to be evaluated as either eligible or
contributing features for the National Register
as isolated, individual structures. Because of the
potential for distinctive design and construction,
however, they may be eligible independently un-
der Criterion C. In fact, Criterion C holds an im-
portant value for assessing the eligibility of indi-
vidual sites in remote locations if the engineering
features represent a coherent system of provid-
ing water for livestock or fields. In this case, the
operation of the windmill and related watering
system must be clear and the mechanism and
critical parts must be intact. Similarly, if there is
reason to believe that the structure holds poten-
tial for yielding additional information, the struc-
ture may be eligible under Criterion D provided
that the research design is clear and pointed re-
garding the importance of the data that may be
gathered.

The integrity requirements for this group of
resources, as with the auxiliary ranch / farm
buildings and structures, place primary empha-
sis on their functionality and form—the ability
of an individual watering facility or windmill to
convey a sense of past time and place by provid-
ing evidence of the specific function it served
during the period of historic significance. Integ-
rity of location, setting, and feeling, as well as
association are required under Criterion A; for
Criterion C integrity of design, materials, and
workmanship is also necessary.

The range of subtypes in this set of resourc-
es includes the following:

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: SPRINGS

Springs are naturally occurring points where
water appears and flows onto the surface of the
earth. While the natural features are not usu-
ally themselves historic resources unless as-
sociated with specific human developments or
events nearby, sometimes they have been modi-
fied in a way to make them more productive in
the ranching / farming operation, often with
concrete or pipes or with guards to keep live-
stock from destroying it. The situation will be
rare when a spring is an independently eligible
feature (as when it becomes a prominent land-
mark or social center), and developed springs
will more commonly be contributing features
among an assortment of other properties.

Springs may be significant because they
served many functions on farms and ranches,
though many of those functions were ephem-
eral, light in touch, and indistinct. As a source
of drinking water gathered with a pail or as a
source of water for thirsty livestock, any point
along the flow of water provided by the spring,
which might ultimately become a stream if in
sufficient quantity, would be useful. Likewise
the storage of containers of dairy (or other)
products in the cool water could take place with-
out development beyond constructing a simple
weir or arranging some rocks to form a pool.
They also were significant when they provid-
ed water for livestock, thus enabling the use of
range otherwise beyond reach of the grazing
animals.

These functions, however, seldom were site
specific in a sustained way and will generally
not be able to provide the important association
necessary to qualify a spring for the National
Register. Of course, if a spring became the ba-
sis of a larger pattern of development of histori-
cally significant buildings, structures, or social
institutions and activities, then it could become
a contributing feature by that association. This
association could come when springs were mod-
ified to provide easier access for livestock—or
for storage—and that modification may qualify
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as a contributing feature, but, again, would de-
pend on the significance of the larger complex
with which it is associated.

Requirement

It is necessary to demonstrate the historical
significance of the spring through one of the
associations indicated above and also to dem-
onstrate that the association with the histori-
cal pattern or events is important. If it were a
spring that enabled the access to a new range or
settlement, that may be sufficient. If the struc-
tures associated with it were an important part
of a range improvement / conservation pro-
gram, that too could provide possible justifica-
tion of an important association. As with other
features, the fact of existence is not in itself suf-
ficient.

The modification of the spring, to retain in-
tegrity, must clearly be historic and must retain
enough of its historic appearance and design
that its function is plain. The modification may
simply be a rock lining that is placed around the
source, or some form of concrete or pipe system
that served as a conduit for the spring instead of
its natural channel, or it may be a device to keep
the livestock who use the spring from destroy-
ing it.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: WELLS

A well is a system for conveying water stored
underground to the surface so that it can be put
to use for domestic and crop and livestock pur-
poses. Wells may be deep or shallow, hand dug
or drilled, but the purpose remains the same—
bringing the water to the surface. Most wells
were drilled, albeit many of them were drilled
with a hand auger device before more sophis-
ticated drilling machines eased the labor, but
the hand-powered systems continued to form
an economical system for many people after the
advent of the more powerful and expensive de-
vices. A pump at the well head—which may be
powered by hand, by wind, by gasoline / diesel
engine, or by electric motor—is often an inte-

Rock lined well at Rock Well (Thornburg) Homestead, vicin-
ity Tekla, Campbell County. Photograph: Historic American
Building Survey HABS WY-109, by Richard Collier, 1989.

gral part of the well, and sometimes will have
changed from one system to another over time.

The well that supplied water for household
and field use was one of the critical features
of almost all homesteads, farms, and ranch-
es. Even those situated near live water devel-
oped wells for reliable, clean, potable water. For
those located farther from water the necessity
was that much greater. One woman recalled the
source of water in her childhood on a dry farm
before they had a well:

Water had to be hauled in cans and bar-
rels. Ours came from a spring on Four horse
Creek about 2 % miles from our place. Our
well hadn’t been dug yet, so it was either
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haul the water or use what we could catch in
buckets when it rained. Because it was such a
precious commodity, water was always used
very sparingly. We would wash and rinse the
dishes, using two pans of water. The rinse
water would then be saved to wash the next
batch and the wastewater would be given to
the pigs."®

The well was, for that reason, one of the ear-
liest parts of the homestead to be developed,
often dug before the house and barn were con-
structed, and its location could even determine
the location of the house and other buildings.
Its significance under Criterion A in a farm,
ranch, or homestead setting will be derived
from its relationship to the other resources and
their historic associations.

Requirement

The associational significance of the well
should be easy to establish as a result of re-
search in available documents (including oral
histories). The well drilling permits in the of-
fice of the State Engineer may provide valuable
information that goes beyond the well itself,
but the absence of an official permit or record
should not be accorded an inordinate impor-
tance. Drawing upon the range of resources
available for understanding the historical sig-
nificance of the homestead, ranch, or farm will
largely establish the significance of the well. A
well on a dry farm homestead could have a very
much different set of historical associations
from that of its counterpart on a ranch situated
on the banks of a stream.

Wells have not always withstood the elements
of natural decay and social development. Some-
times they have caved in or have been replaced
and buried whether the farm / ranch opera-
tion continues to exist or has been abandoned.
Sometimes as safety measures the wells have
been filled or permanently capped. The well
does not have to be functioning, but its certain
existence, even if capped and sealed, can give it
sufficient integrity to make it a contributing ele-
ment to a complex. If the well is associated with

pumps and other watering features, or with oth-
er structures and buildings, the integrity is en-
hanced.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: WELL
HOUSES

The well house is the shelter constructed to
protect the well and pump. Since the well house
is ordinarily used to protect a mechanical pump
or other such device, its significance is gener-
ally associated with the arrival of that technolo-
gy in the modernization of the farm or ranch. In
the evaluation of farmsteads the well house will
usually be placed at some point in the continu-
um representing the evolution of the operation.
While it is thus not an element of great signifi-
cance in the farmstead, compared with the well
itself, it is a valuable feature in the quest for un-
derstanding the operation and the ranch / farm
features over time.

Requirement

The historical significance of the well house,
again, derives from its function on the indi-
vidual farm or ranch being evaluated. Gener-
ally this can be established by indicating what
need the well house met and how that need was
addressed prior to its construction. The well
house was often subject to rot from moisture, an
ironic development in an arid or semi-arid envi-
ronment, but the house, if clear in its function
and reasonably intact, can retain integrity.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: CISTERNS

Cisterns are containers often buried or par-
tially buried in a location where rainfall or
snowmelt will collect and be preserved. Cis-
terns are often quite simple in construction,
something like a rock-lined or concrete-lined
cavity, or even a manufactured container like a
wood or steel barrel that has been partially bur-
ied. They usually possessed, at least originally,
some kind of cover to impede loss by evapora-
tion and some kind of an outlet at the base (f
above ground) or a pump (if below ground) to
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allow the water to be directed to one use or an-
other. The cistern will often be identifiable as a
rectangular concrete slab near the house, usu-
ally with a manhole cover (concrete rectangle
with O-ring attached for lifting) or a pump.

In the early years of the twentieth century
the concrete cistern was heralded as a much
needed improvement over the old rain barrel as
a device for storing soft water (as distinct from
the mineral-saturated surface water in many
regions) for household use.!® Therefore a great
deal of its significance comes from its associa-
tion with the farm family as a social unit rath-
er than from the farm as an economic system
of production, an important feature too often
neglected in the evaluation of rural properties.
While the cisterns tended to be substantial in
size, often about eight feet on each dimension,
they were labor intensive, not money drains, in
their construction (they required a lot of dig-
ging and a fair amount of concrete for the eight-
inch thick sides, bottom, and top) and were
thus within reach of many farms and ranches
that could not afford other “modern” technolo-
gies. This was one of the few elements of phys-
ical modernization that did not carry over into
larger social or economic arrangements. On the
other hand, the replacement of cisterns with
running water was intimately connected with
the larger modernization of the social fabric of
rural America and in many rural parts of the na-
tion did not take place until after 1960.

Requirement

The significance of a cistern on a farm or
ranch will be determined by its association with
the other features and research in the histori-
cal record. A cistern that was located beneath a
house obviously had a different association and
significance than one that was located nearby—
the one indicating the cistern as an integral ele-
ment in the development of the farmstead and
the other likely an add-on. The size of the cis-
tern can indicate something of the family size.
The cistern can, along with other features, pro-

vide clues to the priorities and needs of the fam-
ily. If the cistern can be interpreted to provide
information about these aspects of life on the
farmstead, it may have the necessary historical
associations, but only, again, as a contributing
element in a larger complex in which the associ-
ations with the historical themes and issues can
be established.

Cisterns are not always obvious and are of-
ten concealed in brush or undergrowth fed by
the water they preserve. It is not uncommon
to find only a concrete slab as the physical evi-
dence of its existence. Over time they may have
developed cracks and leaks to make them inop-
erative, but the design, materials, and configu-
ration need to be plainly evident to retain integ-
rity. Portable cisterns lack integrity unless they
were permanently affixed to another feature or
buried.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: WINDMILLS

The technology of the windmill in history is
a sometimes arcane study in itself and the men-
tion of a windmill can summon images of the
huge whirling vanes on a Dutch windmill as eas-
ily as it can generate images of the Halladay or
Eclipse type commercially manufactured farm
windmill so prominent on the American prairie.
Despite the differences in appearance, and de-
spite the initial uses of windmills for grinding
grain, the operating principle is the same: the
force of the wind turns the vanes which rotate
a drive shaft that turns gears. In Wyoming and
the Great Plains generally, the primary purpose
was to pump water to the surface. The specific
technology by which that principle was applied,
however, varied considerably by manufacturer,
by age, and by region.

Windmills are such a common feature of
the rural plains that it is sometimes difficult to
imagine what the prairies looked like before
they appeared. That in itself gives a clue to the
significance of the windmill since the ability of
the windmill to bring water to the surface in
remote areas also made those areas usable for
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Although windmills are often associated with open prairies and ranges, they were also an integral part of many ranch and
farmsteads. This undated image from the Roy Hook Ranch in Uinta County shows the operating mechanism of the windmill
below the platform, including the pump (and pipe for diverting water for domestic use, irrigation, or storage), and a wooden
tower. The presence of the integral ladder indicates that the windmill possibly predated the self-oiling systems. Photo: Roy
Hook Ranch Photographs and Negatives, 1902-1913, American Heritage Center, University of Wyoming.

grazing, since livestock need water as well as
forage. The windmill could also provide water
for small farms, usually not enough for extensive
irrigation purposes but enough for gardens and
domestic use.”” In some instances, the windmill
was actually a wind generator, a device by which
rural people would be able to produce and store
electricity to power various pieces of electrical
equipment and appliances.

The technology by which windmills operat-
ed varies enormously and was seldom standard-
ized. So long as windmills were being erected in
the field, which they were generally until around
World War II, the manufacturers continued their

innovation; it was only once demand subsid-
ed, and other forms of water extraction surged
ahead, that the technology and design became
static. Even during the Depression and the war,
however, the installation of a windmill possessed
a distinct social significance. As T. Lindsay Bak-
er, the preeminent authority on windmills, notes,
“Strangely enough, one of the more important
domestic markets that arose was that of mort-
gage companies, which often bought new steel
mills to replace outdated or wind-damaged units
on properties which they had repossessed from
borrowers in order to return the farms to produc-
tion with tenant laborers.”®
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Requirement

Windmills would hold different significance
when located in isolated settings where live-
stock would graze than when situated near the
house and barn and garden and that signifi-
cance needs to be established. Their arrival in
many parts of the state can often be associated
with the penetration of railroads in those areas
and their decline can often be associated with
the arrival of the electrical grid.

As with most watering facilities, windmills
will be considered under Criterion A mainly as
part of an eligible ranch / farm / homestead
or district instead of as isolated features on the
landscape. To retain integrity as a contribut-
ing feature, the windmill must retain its design,
even if some of its elements—such as vanes or
sucker rod—are no longer present or operable.
The integrity of the windmill is enhanced by be-
ing a complete structure, its proximity to a wa-
ter tank, and its continued operation. Under Cri-
terion C, the windmill must retain enough of its
distinguishing engineering features to estab-
lish the important association with the technol-
ogy.

Note: The State Protocol between the Wy-
oming SHPO and the Bureau of Land Man-
agement requires no formal documentation of
“stock dams, troughs, spring boxes, and associ-
ated windmills that post date 1930” for BLM au-
thorized undertakings.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
WATER TANKS

A water tank may be any kind of large recep-
tacle made of wood, metal, stone, or concrete
and is used for holding water that is pumped
from an adjacent well. Water tanks by them-
selves are simply containers that hold water
but, when they are associated physically with a
well or windmill, they become an active element
in the farm or ranch operation. They may pro-
vide evidence of the kind of ranching operation
carried on by their location and size.

Requirement

Not significant unto themselves, water tanks
may have significance as part of a larger set of
features on a farmstead if the farmstead itself
has significance. A water tank must retain its
historic condition and material and its proxim-
ity to a source of water (even if the source is no
longer present) to retain integrity. Note: The
State Protocol between the Wyoming SHPO
and the Bureau of Land Management cover-
ing BLM authorized undertakings requires no
formal documentation of “stock dams, troughs,
spring boxes, and associated windmills that
post date 1930.” That list would presumably also
include water tanks.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
STOCK TANKS

A stock tank is also a receptacle (perhaps
gouged from the earth) for holding water to be
used by livestock, but it is usually of substan-
tially greater size and will get its water from a
source other than a well. The stock tank is ordi-
narily positioned at an optimum location where
it can collect tributary water from rainfall or
snowmelt. As its name indicates, the stock tank
provided an impoundment of drinking water for
livestock. It would be a feature associated with
both sheep and cattle operations and would de-
rive significance from that function and rela-
tionship.

Requirement

As a solitary feature, the stock tank will ordi-
narily lack significance unless historical sourc-
es provide evidence of an important association
with one of the themes in this context—for ex-
ample, an important association with the Mid-
western (enclosed) system of cattle production,
or with land policy (the regulation of grazing
and the leasing of public lands). A stock tank
can easily deteriorate through the process of
erosion, but it can qualify as a contributing el-
ement if it retains enough of its design to defi-
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nitely identify it as a stock tank. Again, it needs
to be noted, in keeping with the guidance estab-
lished in a programmatic agreement between
the Bureau of Land Management and the Wyo-
ming State Historic Preservation Office, stock
tanks constructed after 1930 do not need to be
recorded for BLM authorized undertakings.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
DAMS / RESERVOIRS

The major dam and reservoir construction
projects associated with the Bureau of Recla-
mation’s expansion in the Big Horn Basin, the
North Platte River valley, and the Wind Riv-
er valley, are not included in this context since
they represented vast public projects on major
drainages and are deserving of study in their
own right and in their own context. On the oth-
er hand, there were a great many smaller dams
and reservoirs placed on individual farms and
ranches across Wyoming that were of just as
much significance, even though they lacked the
engineering expertise and focused resources
that the big projects involved.

The critical distinction between a dam / res-
ervoir and a stock tank is that the dam is lo-
cated on a stream, albeit often an intermittent
stream, where the stock tank is not on run-
ning water. Located on the stream or creek, the
dam creates a reservoir of water for livestock
consumption. While dams and reservoirs (and
stock tanks too, for that matter) can be found
that date to early homesteading and grazing ac-
tivities, it was especially in the 1930s with the
increased number of tractors and with an active
range conservation program by the U.S. gov-
ernment that stock tanks, dams, and reservoirs
began to be built in very large numbers in arid
parts of Wyoming.

Small dams and reservoirs emerged at an
early point in the grazing country of Wyoming,
although they were especially associated with
the shift from open range ranching to enclosed
/ fenced ranges. In open range ranching ranch-
ers were understandably reluctant to construct

many permanent improvements over which
they would have no claim and to which others
would have equal access, so the building of a
dam, if it was at all substantial, came along with
fences. There were exceptions and cooperative
arrangements, for example among sheep oper-
ators, were responsible for the construction of
dams on public land that was leased or other-
wise controlled. The dams and reservoirs were
also significant for their association with range
improvement programs by the government in
the 1930s.

Requirement

The dam and reservoir must have an impor-
tant association with one or more of the themes
of this context, most commonly as part of a
complex of significant features and not by itself,
and that association will generally be gleaned
from historical documents. Like the stock tank,
the dam, which was generally an earthen struc-
ture, has been subject to erosion and deteriora-
tion if not periodically maintained, and the res-
ervoir associated with the dam has sometimes
dissipated. But the dam will retain integrity un-
der Criterion A if it retains its essential design
features, whether or not it is still capable of im-
pounding water.

Again, it needs to be noted, in keeping with
the guidance established in a programmatic
agreement between the Bureau of Land Man-
agement and the Wyoming State Historic Pres-
ervation Office, dams and reservoirs construct-
ed after 1930 do not need to be recorded for
BLM authorized undertakings.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: CANALS AND
IRRIGATION DITCHES

Canals are open waterways (though in some
parts of the year quite dry), constructed along
a course that allows a continuous, gradual fall
in altitude by which water is taken from a run-
ning source, such as a river or stream, or from
a reservoir to provide water for fields of grass,
grain, or other crops. They will usually be asso-
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844 Cultivating Potatoes, Grey Bull Valley, Big Horn Co., Wyo.

Irrigation ditch next to cultivated field, Big Horn County.
Photo: Wyoming State Archives, Stimson Collection, nega-
tive 644.

ciated with a headgate at their upper terminus
and at the points where branches leave the main
canal, and with branches and laterals as the net-
work of channels spreads into the fields. Irriga-
tion systems, both grand and miniscule, turned
land that was otherwise not arable into produc-
tive crop land, provided the economic and phys-
ical basis for entire agricultural communities,
and reflected a mix of private and government
endeavors.

Requirement

The canal and irrigation ditch that made a
difference in the lives of the owners / operators
of the ranch / farm / homestead may be a con-
tributing feature if the canal and ditch remain

as definable features on a significant ranch,
farm, or homestead. As independent, separate
features, canals and irrigation ditches are prob-
lematic because of their extensive length and
sometimes complex configuration. That qual-
ity, however, may enhance their significance
as a critical element of a broad system of irriga-
tion in either economic or engineering terms.
Their nearly universal presence in Wyoming
may make it difficult to establish the impor-
tance of the association of a particular segment
with the historic themes of farming, ranch-
ing, and homesteading. A canal or system that
opened up an entire area or that made possible
the introduction of a particular system of agri-
culture (such as beet monoculture) might meet
that standard under Criterion A; a section that
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reflected exceptional engineering or other tech-
nical innovation might make it significant un-
der Criterion C. The presence of headgates on
canals and ditches and other canal-related fea-
tures enhances the integrity of the feature as a
contributing element under Criterion A but is
not necessary.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: PIPELINES

Pipelines perform the same function as ca-
nals but are enclosed and tubular in construc-
tion, thus preventing loss due to evaporation.
Pipelines for water (not for gas, oil, or other
minerals) could serve the same general func-
tions as canals and ditches and with less loss
to evaporation. They could also, moreover, car-
ry water, given sufficient pumping pressure or
gravity force, uphill as well as down.

Requirement

Although less common than canals and ditch-
es, pipelines can sometimes be found. They
may be regarded as contributing to a larger his-
toric property if they remain in their historic
location and retain their identifiable functions
or features. Scraps of disconnected, loose pip-
ing and tubing that is not located in a network
configuration will not retain integrity, but this is
different from a network, or part of a network,
of piping that is intact and in its historic location
but is no longer connected.

5. FENCES

Description

Fences may be made of a variety of materials,
most commonly barbed wire, wood plank, or
pole, although in some rare instances they are
constructed of stone or other materials. They
serve to restrict movement of humans or live-
stock (and wild game) into or out of defined par-
cels of land or simply to mark a boundary.

Significance

Fences often appear to be the bane of the his-
toric resource evaluator since a fenceline can go
for miles in an unpredictable direction, be of an
indeterminate age, and occur in places under-
stood only by bovines, sheep, or their human
herders. Yet they were an essential element of
the development of the range, although the way
they were viewed varied, of course, according
to which side of the fence the observer was on.
Homesteaders and ranchers fought over them.
After the end of the open range, ranchers used
them to confine their livestock in one area of
the ranch while preserving another area from
grazing. Indeed, the rise of fencing was one of
the features that defined the end of the open
range. Fences were of great importance in the
development of stock growing, grazing, home-
steading, and farming in the Wyoming.

Requirement

Most fences will not be eligible for listing on
the National Register and the programmatic
agreement between the Bureau of Land Man-
agement and the Wyoming State Historic Pres-
ervation Office does not require the documenta-
tion of “fences and exclosures (i.e., barbed wire,
chain link, buck-and-pole, or other types of
pasture fence)” except for “corrals, roundup or
load-out facilities” for BLM authorized under-
takings .?° That same document also continues,
however, to require discussion of the features
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and the justification for their exclusion. More-
over, it states, “If any of these property types
exhibit significant architectural or engineer-
ing features, or are associated with a Nation-
al Register eligible site or district, they should
be recorded on a Wyoming Cultural Proper-
ties Form. Professional judgment and common
sense should be applied.”*!

Fences that are associated with a qualifying
farmstead, ranch, or district may be considered
contributing features under Criterion A, but
only if the important association is there, and
if the location and materials remain historic.
The distinctive design elements (such as a rip-
gut fence which is outside the area where it may
normally be found) or important examples of
historic workmanship could make it significant
under Criterion C. Scraps of fencing or long
strands of wire that are loose on the ground are
not eligible, but this is different from, for exam-
ple, a buck and rail fence that has deteriorated
since the latter retains the integrity of location.
In remote areas where the historical context of
the fence is not clear, the presence and location
of the fence should be noted and its probable as-
sociation recorded even though it may not be
listed as a contributing feature.

6. LIVESTOCK TRAILS
AND DRIVEWAYS

Description

Livestock Trails and Driveways are discern-
ible corridors through which herds of cattle and
/ or flocks of sheep have been moved on foot
either (1) from point of origin where they may
have been purchased (or delivered by rail) to
the ranch where they will be grazed, (2) from
ranch or other location to shipping facilities
(on a railroad, for example), or (3) in a pattern
of transhumance where the stock are moved
seasonally from one grazing ground to anoth-
er. This would include any processing en route,
such as branding or docking. These corridors
may be simple or they may be substantially de-
veloped, but they will have been used regularly
as a part of the conduct of a livestock operation.
This will also have been more than a one-time
use.

Significance

The movement of livestock has long been an
essential element of livestock grazing in Wy-
oming, and the driving of herds of cattle and
sheep has become a progressively more orga-
nized and systematic operation involving, in
the twentieth century, the interaction of private
ranching organizations and government agen-
cies. At the same time, however, the nature of
the animals being moved has both enabled and
forced the retention of traditional methods of
herding livestock so that the movement of the
herds and flocks retains essentials of the cattle
and sheep operations of the nineteenth century
as much as, and sometimes more than, other as-
pects of the modern grazing outfits.

Requirement

Livestock trails and driveways must have
been importantly associated with the cattle and
/ or sheep industry in Wyoming within the pe-
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riod of significance. For those trails and drive-
ways on public land, research in the relevant
records will establish the importance of the as-
sociation and generally document the use of the
trails and driveways. Integrity requirements
for these resources place primary emphasis on
their functionality and ability to convey a sense
of past time and place by providing evidence
of the specific function they served during the
period of historic significance. Under Crite-
rion A these trails and driveways may be con-
sidered as independent features since they did
not form part of a single, specific ranch opera-
tion but formed an independent part of the larg-
er livestock industry in the state. These proper-
ties are unlikely to be eligible under Criterion
B unless research demonstrates very specifical-
ly that the individual merits recognition within
Criterion B and that a specific driveway or trail
actually is the feature associated with that in-
dividual that best represents that significance.
While this is unlikely, history is a broad field
and research will continue long into the future.
The trails and driveways will likewise prob-
ably not be eligible under Criterion C unless
there are specific features in the trail (such as
bridges specifically designed for conveying live-
stock across a stream, or an underpass specif-
ically designed for the livestock to pass under
a road or railroad) that incorporate distinctive
elements of design, workmanship, and materi-
als. Eligibility under Criterion D will be demon-
strated if the resource can be shown to yield po-
tentially important information with the use of a
specific research design.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: CATTLE
TRAILS AND DRIVEWAYS

In some few instances that have generally
been marked on maps and on the ground, paths
remain that were taken by cattle drives in the
nineteenth century from Texas to various points
in and beyond Wyoming. These, however, are
exceptional and are largely well-known and re-

corded in their main trunk routes. At some
point, however, the routes would fade as fewer
cattle would continue the drive, with gradually
more and more of the trail-drive herds being
separated to take to different ranches and rang-
es, so that the trails would ultimately fade into
just so many different paths to different places.
Even these trails, moreover, had their seasonal
variants and even their alternate routes within
the season as later herds had to find fresh grass
and so did not follow exactly the route of earlier
herds.

Much more common will be the driveways
that emerged with the system of ranching in
which cattle grazed enclosed pastures for the
winter, when they could be fed and otherwise
tended, but were grazed in the cooler moun-
tains during the summer. Especially with the
regulation of grazing on the national forests,
and the settlement of lands between winter pas-
tures and summer grazing, corridors were de-
veloped through which the cattle—and herd-
ers—would migrate to the highlands in the late
spring and to the prairies in the late summer.
These driveways, developed by grazing associa-
tions for the benefit of their members, are thus
twentieth century travel routes, operated by the
ranching organizations, with herders and oth-
ers paid from assessments on the members, and
follow a fixed course from a gathering point cen-
tral to the ranches to the summer range where
allotments are maintained. The trail itself may
be quite long; the Green River Drift, for exam-
ple is over seventy-five miles long, although it
contains subordinate segments like the Cora
Stock Driveway. The driveway will be consid-
erably narrower, though, ranging from bottle-
neck points of a hundred feet wide to nearly a
mile wide, as determined by topography, prop-
erty boundaries, and development. The drive-
ways may also be associated with Cattle Drive
Camps, Roundup Camps, and other features.

The cattle trail or driveway is significant as
an element in the cycle of activities in livestock
operations. That cycle is evident on two levels—
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the specific ranch operation where livestock
were acquired, moved from range to range, and
then finally moved to market points—and also
on a larger historical level where cattle and
sheep were moved into Wyoming in the nine-
teenth century. The significance is also evident
both when the trails or driveways were replaced
by truck-shipping in the 1930s and 1940s, and
when they survived that replacement process.

Requirement

The importance of the historic association
will need to be established in the historical re-
cord by indicating that such movement corri-
dors were not incidental, were systematic, and
were numerically significant over the period of
historic significance. Physically, the cattle trail
or driveway must retain a visible association
with cattle ranching and the movement of cattle
from one definable point to another as part of a
larger system of such movement (either as part
of transhumance or market-related movement).
The origin (or point of embarkation) and desti-
nation must be clear in general terms or it can
be associated with a major trail or one of its trib-
utaries.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: SHEEP
TRAILS AND DRIVEWAYS

Sheep were once trailed across Wyoming
from distant points to ranges in the state or be-
yond, and these trails often followed established
routes for other traffic, and while there are re-
cords indicating the routes of some of these mi-
grations, they did not become the established
and prominent trails comparable to the Texas
Trail or Western Trail among cattle herders.
Moreover, these trailed flocks transformed into
what became known as tramp herds, flocks of
sheep that lacked any home range, that sim-
ply were taken across the country to consume
as much of the grass and water as they would
on the way; numbering in the hundreds of thou-
sands, these could not follow the same route

just because of the need for grass. The regula-
tion of the national forests in the 1900s reduced
some of the tramp herding, since it effectively
drove them off the forest land, but it made the
competition for grazing on the public domain
managed by the General Land Office that much
more intense. At the same time, however, the
substantial sheep operators organized both to
secure grazing privileges on the national for-
ests and to lease private land (especially from
the Union Pacific Railroad), and this entailed
in the southwest part of the state the organized
movement of sheep on a seasonal basis through
their regular cycle of summer grazing in the
mountains and winter grazing on the desert.
At this point the grazing associations (like the
Rock Springs Grazing Association) coordinated
on behalf of their members not only the leasing
of land but the movement of the animals as well,
and they used these sheep trails. This activity
increased with the regulation of the public do-
main under the Taylor Grazing Act in 1934. It is
important to note that many of these trails were
situated on national forest land or land man-
aged by the Grazing Service / Division of Graz-
ing / Bureau of Land Management and that the
trails were regulated and maintained to some
degree. Leonard Hay, in Sweetwater County, re-
called that the Forest Service cut a trail to en-
able sheep herders to move through forest with-
out congestion: “eventually, they moved that
trail out and cut a strip half or three-quarters
of a mile through timber to move us around so
they just cut through the edge of the opening.”??
Sheep rancher John Niland described the trails
in the mountains as “about a half-mile wide and
every herd had to keep moving and make five
miles a day or there was hell to pay and a mess
of sheep to be sorted.” Niland also noted that
“the U.S. Forest Service provided corrals for
sheep moving to and from the national forests.
This not only allowed the forest rangers an op-
portunity to count livestock for management
purposes, but also provided an excellent op-
portunity for the brand inspectors to look over
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assembled animals.” Lest there be any doubt
about the length of these trails, again John Ni-
land testifies to their length: “There were des-
ignated trails to and through the forest that had
been laid out by the government, the Forest Ser-
vice and the railroad. One particular designated
trail that I recall started at Shoshoni, Wyoming,
and went south to Wamsutter, Wyoming, from
Wamsutter to Dad, Wyoming, and then into Col-
orado as far as Rabbit Ears Pass. We could walk
our sheep and horses every foot of the way and
never cross any private land.”??

The system of transhumance was vital in the
development of the historic sheep industry in
Wyoming and these trails and driveways came
to represent the dominant routes in the sea-
sonal shifts of sheep from one kind of range
to another. Over time these paths became pro-
gressively more institutionalized and even regu-
lated.

Requirement

To possess significance, the sheep trail or
driveway must possess an important associa-
tion with the seasonal cycles of movement in
the sheep industry and exactly how the trail
fit into that cycle must be clear. Understand-
ing that the transhumance system included not
just movement from one range to another but
also significant stops at shearing facilities, the
role this trail, or section of a trail, performed in
the larger system must be explicit. According-
ly, research in relevant records (including For-
est Service and Bureau of Land Management
holdings, for example) is essential to establish-
ing the association and role of the driveway or
trail. Physically, the trail or driveway will re-
tain integrity if it is visibly identifiable as a trail
or pathway for the driving of large numbers of
sheep without improvements or alterations that
make it appropriate for other incompatible activ-
ities (such as modern motorized travel).

7. HERDER CAMPS

Description

Because ranchers and their herders for
both cattle and sheep have worked livestock
throughout the range of much of Wyoming,
the camps of those herders—and the remains
of those camps—are common features. While
the camping locations of ranch workers who
tended the sheep or cattle may appear to lack
any physical features or permanence because
the camps would move from time to time, those
camps were anything but random, and favorite
locations were used repeatedly and season after
season.

Most of these camps will probably be sheep-
herder camps, but cowboy drive camps, camps
used while working in remote parts of the ranch
or grazing area, and also roundup camps during
the years of the open range will also be found.
Sometimes the sheep- and cattle-related camps
are difficult to distinguish and the identification
of specialized tools or other artifacts (like sheep
shears or animal bones) in the area can help.
One additional aspect is that over time, and with
sustained use season after season, some of the
sites that are otherwise ephemeral become rela-
tively built up. In those cases, the site may be
well known in the area and those sources of in-
formation should be tapped.

Marcel Kornfeld has developed an impor-
tant analysis of cattle and sheep grazing-relat-
ed sites in the western Powder River Basin that
can guide researchers of historic resources
throughout the state. The important distinction
that Kornfeld makes is that the strategies for
the sheep and cattle operations are different be-
cause the cattle ranch activities frequently tend
to the livestock as they forage freely over the
range and are herded only on special occasion,
but the herders (cowboys and others) are kept
busy building and repairing fences, checking
on cattle for depredation or disease, availability
of water, and so on. On the other hand, sheep
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operations direct the movement and activity of
the sheep constantly. Although both cattle and
sheep grazing follow transhumant patterns, the
human activities related to these patterns are
often different and evident in the sites that the
herders have left.?* Kornfeld has thus identified
four property subtypes for cattle ranching and
three property subtypes for sheep ranching.
The ranch headquarters site type has already
been described and the requirements stated as
in the property type, Ranch / Farm Houses.

Significance

In areas where the physical dimensions of
the range over which cattle and sheep would
graze were vast, the livestock and ranch facili-
ties (like wells and windmills and fences) could
be maintained best by sending workers to the
various parts of the ranch (and leased or other-
wise accessed areas of public land) on a tempo-
rary or rotational basis (for cattle) or on a con-
tinuing basis (for sheep). Indeed, these remote
activities of ranching rather than the activities
that took place at the ranch headquarters of-
ten provide the enduring icons of both sheep
and cattle ranching and for good reason. The
livestock came to the headquarters only at se-
lect times, the majority of the time having been
spent in the outlying districts of the ranch or
grazing area. These camp sites thus provide a
critical association with the livestock industry
and a valuable point for understanding and doc-
umenting the history of that industry and indi-
vidual ranches. This applies only to those long
term camps and camps that provide significant
information. Many camps will be short term
and not of significance. Prudent and profes-
sional evaluation and judgment is necessary to
make the distinction.

Requirement

This group of properties must be clearly as-
sociated with the livestock activities that they
represent; thus hunting camps or cabins would

not qualify unless they had their origins as cat-
tle or sheep-related operations and retain the
essential features of the historic use. They must
retain integrity of association, location, setting,
and feeling.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
CATTLE LINE SHACKS OR CAMPS

These camps are important in the history of
cattle ranching and a newspaper discussion of
Senator John Kendrick’s ranch in 1926 recalled
its history, noting that in the early years of Wyo-
ming cattle ranching, “Some of the big outfits
would maintain winter ‘line camps’ at the lim-
its of their range, stationing two riders there to
keep the cattle, driven before the storm, within
their own range.”® The line shacks or camps,
according to Kornfeld, “are locations from
which fences are mended, watering places and
pastures are continually monitored, and oth-
er management activities take place.””® These
“camps” may have a modest built shelter and
even a corral nearby that will facilitate the work
with the livestock.

The line camps where cowboys would be sta-
tioned for indefinite periods to tend to cattle,
to fences, and to other needs of the operation
were significant because they allowed livestock
management practices to reach to the far cor-
ners of sometimes quite large operations. The
line camps were thus essential to big ranches
and were especially important during the years
when the open range became gradually en-
closed. After that, the larger ranches continued
to need and use line camps.

Requirement

The site or building will be significant if the
cattle ranching activity of which it was a part
can be demonstrated to have an important asso-
ciation with the themes in this historic context.
The association with cattle ranching (as op-
posed to other activities) can be established by
some combination of the structure itself and its
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Example of a cow camp or line camp. The message on the back of this card reads, in part, “This is a batchelor cow-boy’s home
up in the Big Horn Mts. They take sheep, cattle, & horses up in the Mts. where they can get pasture.” Postcard from Michael
Cassity collection.

design and materials, the presence of artifacts
like fencing materials, veterinary supplies, and
other cattle-related activities, its location, and
even its conspicuous presence in an area known
as a base for remote activity and its proximity to
fences, trails, dams, and other features that re-
quired maintenance. The site or building must
be able to demonstrate that association to retain
integrity regardless of the physical condition of
the cabin or site. Under Criterion C, in addition
to integrity of association, location, feeling, and
setting, the cattle line shack must retain integ-
rity of materials, design, and workmanship.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: CATTLE
DRIVE CAMPS

The drive camps are occupied for shorter
terms, even nightly, since they are used while
moving cattle to a different location—to and
from the mountains—and their presence will
generally leave a much lighter footprint on the
ground than line camps or shacks which are oc-
cupied for longer periods. An identifying char-
acteristic is their association with cattle drive-
ways, and thus they also can be connected to a
pattern of transhumance. The cattle drive camp
was a feature of life and work associated with
cattle drives, the movement of cattle on foot
from one place to another in the annual cycle of
changing ranges or moving to market.
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Requirement

The cattle drive camp will be significant be-
cause of its association with a larger cattle-rais-
ing activity, not just its isolated existence and
use. To demonstrate that association the site
must be located on or near a known or demon-
strated driveway and to be significant under
Criterion A the destination of the driveway must
be clear, even if in general terms (e.g., Shell
Creek grazing allotment, pens on Recluse Road,
etc.), or it can be associated with a known ma-
jor cattle trail (such as Texas Trail) or one of
its tributaries. The use of the area as a cattle
drive camp will presumably exclude other uses,
such as for sheep, but if a site was used by both
sheep and cattle at different times, that would
need to be demonstrated with reference to his-
torical documents and / or changing land use
patterns. Eligibility under Criterion D will be
demonstrated if the site can be shown to yield
potentially important information with the use
of a specific research design. The site will re-
tain integrity if remnants of its use are visible,
if the setting and location are clearly identified,
and if subsequent use and development have not
compromised the ability of the site to communi-
cate its historical significance.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE: CATTLE
ROUNDUP CAMPS

Roundup sites are used by cowboys, bosses,
and cooks and will often use wagons or tents.
Size will be dependent upon the number of cow-
boys and others involved in the activity, so they
can be quite extensive. They can even reach for
miles since the different camps had their own
substantial herds of horses to graze. Location
will be useful in identifying the roundup site
since they will be associated with either the
autumn roundup for marketing or the spring
roundup for branding and castrating. The old-
er roundup sites from the open range days
will typically be distributed in a pattern as the
wranglers worked their way progressively far-

ther down the major drainages. On large ranch-
es dating from the 1930s, or possibly earlier,
roundup camps can even have built features.

For good reason is the cattle roundup an
iconic event associated with the raising of live-
stock. During open range days it represented
the major time at which cattle were actually
managed, controlled, and processed. After the
open range period, the roundups continued as
both an economic and social element of defin-
ing importance.

Requirement

Because cattle roundup camps were very
busy places, because of the multitude of activi-
ties and peoples associated with them, and be-
cause they were customarily used and re-used
year after year, or season after season, identi-
fication and associational relationships should
not be speculative and can be based on a com-
bination of size, location, artifacts, and histori-
cal documents. To be significant under Criteri-
on A, the roundup activity must be associated
with the practices and people associated with
cattle grazing at the time and area of the round-
up camp. Attention needs to be given the spe-
cific roundup activities that occurred in that
area, whether under the auspices of the Wyo-
ming Stock Growers Association or another pri-
vate management. As with other campsites, the
roundup camp may be eligible under Criterion
D if it can be shown to yield potentially impor-
tant information in a well-articulated research
design. To retain integrity, the roundup camp
site will need to have integrity of location, asso-
ciation, setting, and feeling. Generally those as-
pects will be present if the site has been clearly
used for this purpose and subsequent develop-
ment of the vicinity has been consistent with its
use (for example the building of corrals near-
by, but not the building of businesses); such de-
velopment should not compromise the historic
character of the site. Roundup sites that were
used in years after the demise of the open range
will include some of the following: corral, fenc-
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es, loading ramps / chutes (indicating activity
after the advent of trucks on the range), trash
dump, and hearth.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
SHEEP OUTFIT CENTRAL CAMP

The central camp is different from the resi-
dence of the ranch owner, which is often the
functioning headquarters of the ranch and
which is generally located in town. The sheep
outfit’s central camp is located on the ranch and
will generally be identified by a cluster of built
structures (such as the pens and chutes identi-
fied in Auxiliary Ranch / Farm Buildings and
Structures) and will often serve as a site for
spring shearing and docking and other activi-
ties. A key functional characteristic of the cen-
tral camp is its access to outlying herder camps
so that it can supply the herders and sheep with
scheduled deliveries of supplies as well as pro-
vide other attention as needs arise. The central
sheepherder camp may include some kind of
cabin, outbuildings, storage facilities, wood and
refuse piles, and shearing / docking / shipping
facilities.

Much of the bookkeeping and business func-
tions of the sheep operation took place at the
owner’s house and office in town, but the sheep
outfit’s central camp on the ranch / range was
the nerve center of the operation, especially in
the early years before the development of cen-
tralized business organizations and grazing
associations, before the construction of huge
shearing plants, and before the downturn in
numbers of sheep and sheep operators in Wy-
oming. Sometimes the central camps evolved
into exactly those large shearing plants with re-
lated facilities, but many, smaller, central camps
remained and retained their historic functions
and significance.

Requirvement

To be significant, the central sheep camp
must be importantly associated with sheep op-
erations at a particular point in history. This

is not to say that it must be associated with a
large sheep operation, for the persistence of
the smaller outfits depended exactly on the re-
tention of these central sheep camps. To re-
tain integrity, the association / function of the
camp must be plainly visible by the structures
it contains, such as shearing pens or even lamb-
ing pens. Integrity of association, location, feel-
ing, and setting are necessary under Criterion
A; the presence of identifiable routes to sheep
herding areas from the facility will contribute
to the functional identification of the site, but
those routes are not necessary for integrity un-
der Criterion A. The completeness of the facil-
ity, so that the different steps of the process can
be identified, enhances the integrity of the site.
Under Criterion C integrity of design, work-
manship, and materials will be of greater im-
portance than under Criterion A. Criterion D
eligibility will require a clear research design
to demonstrate the utility and value of the infor-
mation to be gained.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
SHEARING FACILITY

The shearing facility will sometimes be sepa-
rate from the central camp and sometimes part
of it. The older and smaller shearing facilities
were often open-air arrangements while the
larger and more recent facilities, also known
as shearing plants, suggesting the industrial
nature of the process, were enclosed and or-
ganized according to the various stages of the
shearing process. One common feature, though
not necessary, of open-air facilities is the pres-
ence of some sort of canopy to provide shade for
the shearers and a structure for suspending the
bag for fleece. Some sites may, of course, have
just the shearing / docking / shipping features.

Shearing is significant for it is the process of
harvesting the fleece of the sheep for market;
indeed, for several decades, at least, only the
wool (and not the mutton) had market value.
The shearing process, however, evolved and its
association with modernization, industrializa-
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tion, technological innovation, and consolida-
tion is critical to understanding the history of
the Wyoming sheep operations. The shearing
facilities provide key insights into that history
and possess significance by virtue of those as-
sociations.

Requirement

To be significant, the shearing facility re-
quires a demonstrable association with the
themes identified in this historic context study.

This will generally be established within a spe-
cific part of the state, for example, in the Big
Horn Basin or in southwest Wyoming, and will
establish the use of the facility chronological-
ly in time and conceptually in historic process.
The shearing facility need not be large, and it
can be as simple as a one- or two-person oper-
ation, but some of the stages of shearing must
be evident (i.e., the chute or pen containing
the sheep to be sheared and a system by which
they can be diverted into the shearing area, the
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“Shearing sheep. Converse County, Wyoming.” Photo: Ar-
thur Rothstein, Resettlement Administration Photographs,
Farm Security Administration — Office of War Information
Photo Collection, Library of Congress. May 1936. This
shearing is being done on a small operation. Note the chil-
dren observing, and the single wool bag suspended, with
steps for the shearer to carry the wool to the bag. The chil-
dren, given their position on the roof of the shed, are prob-
ably involved in the operation by tramping the fleeces in the
bag; a close look reveals a third youngster in the top of the
bag.

way in which the fleeces were sacked, and then
a system for loading the sacks onto a wagon or
truck). In this way, integrity of association, de-
sign, location, feeling, and setting are especial-
ly critical. Not all steps in the shearing process
need to be evident, although integrity is en-
hanced by the presence of more of the full sys-
tem. Under Criterion C, integrity of materials
and workmanship are also necessary.

PROPERTY SUBTYPE:
SHEEPHERDER CAMP

The individual herder camps are sometimes
difficult to identify and also are abundant since
the herders tend to move frequently to see that
the sheep have fresh foraging areas. Marcel
Kornfeld reports that “frequently, the only ar-
cheological remain is a hearth,” although some
camps may even contain “small one room cab-
ins.”?” Grazing and watering will be nearby al-
most by definition. And the seasonal location
of these camps will correspond to the trans-
humant pattern of the sheep strategy itself—
mountainous summer pastures, basin and
range winter pastures, and protected areas
for spring lambing. Although the sheepherd-
er camps and the cattle drive camps are some-
times next-to-impossible to differentiate, the
location of items such as sheep shears, sheep
remains, and sheepherder monuments can aid
identification.?® At the same time, it is important
to note that short-term camps associated with
stock grazing and recreation that provide no
significant information are not required to be
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recorded under the terms of the 2006 program-
matic agreement between the Bureau of Land
Management and the Wyoming State Historic
Preservation Office regarding BLM authorized
undertakings.

One feature incidental to herder camps, but
not a separate property subtype, is the arbor-
glyph. The aspen groves commonly found in the
high country used by sheep herders provided a
natural canvas for isolated herders to commu-
nicate directions, yearnings for human contact,
and identity-affirming messages. By carving
into the aspen bark, those messages would en-
dure since the carvings would become scars
that would in future seasons become blacker
and sometimes distorted by the growth of the
trees. They would, in other words, last as the
long as the trees on which they were etched. Al-
though often associated only with Basque herd-
ers, in Wyoming these carvings were also left
by herders of Mexican descent and these can
provide additional cultural documentation.

The life of the herder, in terms of both as-
signed duties and isolated way of life, is in im-
portant ways equal to the life of the cowboy as
part of the economic activities with which they
were associated and also in their historic tradi-
tions, legend, and social meaning as lifestyles
resistant to the forces of modernization. Given
the peripatetic routines of the sheep herder, the
campsites are often the only physical remnants
of that life and work, at least until organized
processes of shearing and lambing interrupted
those circumstances for a short while.

Requirement

To be significant, the sheepherder camp site
must demonstrate its important association
with the patterns of the sheep operation and
the physical remains must be identifiable with
herding, excluding other uses (unless the site is
also separately significant for associations with
those other uses) and the location of the site
within the specific pattern of transhumance,
within the precise “feature system,” of which

This arborglyph, signed and dated (June 24, 1925, Guiller-
mo Garcia de Arroyo Seco), is one of many aspen carvings
left by herders and recorded in the Sierra Madre Mountains
west of Encampment. Photo: Richard Collier, Wyoming
SHPO, 1987.

it was a part, must be explicit and demonstra-
ble. The presence of identifiable features such
as arborglyphs enhances integrity. Evidence of
ethnic association can help establish both sig-
nificance and integrity. Criterion D is especial-
ly appropriate for evaluating the sheepherder
camp, but to be eligible under that criterion, the
research design must indicate the kind and val-
ue of information anticipated.
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8. CEMETERIES AND GRAVES

Description

Graves and cemeteries are resting places for
the dead that may range from burial sites with
simple (or deteriorated or even nonexistent) mark-
ers to elaborate markers and fenced borders.

Significance

Graves and cemeteries are not exclusively as-
sociated with homestead / ranching / farming
activities, but they sometimes formed a part of
life on those ranches and homesteads and can
be found in complexes that are eligible for the
National Register. They sometimes appear as
small family plots near the ranch or even at spe-
cial locations on the land owned and used by
the operation.

Requirvement

It is important to note that burial places are
not ordinarily eligible, and the National Register
Bulletin on completing nominations addresses
the issues surrounding graves and cemeteries,
noting the narrow circumstances under which
they may be considered eligible or contributing.
These circumstances are defined under Crite-
ria Considerations C (graves and birthplaces)
and D (cemeteries). Criteria Consideration C
applies to those “historical figures of outstand-
ing importance” for whom no other appropriate

associated site or building exists. Criteria Con-
sideration D (cemeteries) may, in some circum-
stances be relevant if the burial place derives
its primary significance “from association with
historic events.” If a burial place is located with-
in or near otherwise eligible features of a ranch
/ farm / homestead complex, the burial places
can be considered a contributing feature under
Criterion A. Just as with other features on the
property, the significance of the family cem-
etery, for example, on a ranch, will depend on
what it tells us about the historic patterns ad-
dressed in this context. Integrity of association,
location, setting, and feeling are essential un-
der Criterion A, but so also is integrity of mate-
rials, which is to say that a modern marker on
a historic grave does not meet the standard of
integrity. If a historic marker has been altered
in workmanship (e.g., lettering) or in the addi-
tion of other materials (e.g., the addition of a
concrete base or modern fence), that will com-
promise the integrity of the grave only if the
modern elements outweigh the historic. Given
the narrow latitude allowed by the Criteria Con-
siderations and given the focus of the ranching,
farming, and homesteading context, Criterion
C will not commonly be used in the evaluation
of properties within this historic context. Con-
ceivably, they could be eligible, again within the
allowable limits, under Criterion C if the grave
markers or cemetery meet the requirements of
distinctive workmanship, materials, and design
in addition to the requirements for Criterion A.
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9. SHEEPHERDER
MONUMENTS

Description

Sheepherder monuments are cairns located
at scattered and prominent points where sheep
range, usually constructed by herders who
stack flat rocks atop one another.

Significance

Sheepherder monuments are closely associ-
ated with livestock grazing practices but the re-
lationship has not been conclusively document-
ed. Increasing research suggests that they were
only partially the product of idle time recreation
on the part of a herder and were more signifi-
cantly practical markers indicating campsites
and other locations.

Requirement

Sheepherder monuments may, in unusual
cases, be eligible for the National Register un-
der Criterion D if they can be shown to yield po-
tentially important information with the use of a
specific research design.

10. PRIVIES AND DUMPS

Description

Privies and dumps are grouped together be-
cause they share a function as common deposi-
tories of ranch / homestead / farm refuse. They
may appear either as potentially contributing
features along with other elements on a ranch
or as independent, stand-alone resources when
other ranch features no longer exist.
Significance:

The artifacts contained in material cast off
in the period of historic significance are capa-
ble of providing information about daily life on a
ranch / homestead.

Requirement

The privies and dumps will be eligible under
Criterion D if they can be shown to yield poten-
tially important information with the use of a
specific research design. The site must retain
its integrity of location.
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