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PRIDE 1IN ONE'S SURROUNDINGS AND WORKING
CONDITIONS IS AN IMPORTANT FACTOR IN EFFICIENT
ACCOMPLISHMENT AND IT IS VERY DIFFICULT FOR
EVEN THE MOST CHEERFUL TO HAVE THAT PRIDE IN
WORK . . . UNDER PRESENT HOUSING CONDITIONS OF

THE FORCE.

1920 ANNUAL REPORT
YOSEMITE NATIONAL PARK
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Purpose. This study is a result of the Housing Initiative and, in
particular, Special Directive 88-3: Employee Housing--
Responsibilities of Management. The study provides Housing Design
and Assistance Teams (HUDATs) with:

-a brief contextual history of park housing:;

-representative examples and narrative descriptions of the
types and styles of historic structures that the National Park
Service uses and has used as housing;

-a computerized inventory of historic and potentially historic
housing with information on National Register status and List
of Classified Structures status, cross-referenced to three
databases including the Housing Inventory.

Summary. Approximately one-quarter of all park housing is historic
or potentially historic.

The National Park Service has 1082 housing structures that are
either in the National Register of Historic Places or that warrant
evaluation for it. Of those historic and potentially historic
structures:

51% are in or eligible for the National Register of Historic
Places;

45% have never been through an official Determination of
Eligibility;

4% have been determined to be ineligible (but remain on the
List of Classified Structures);

and
67% are on the List of Classified Structures:;
34% have not been surveyed for the List of Classified

Structures.

The geographic distribution of those 1082 historic or potentially
historic housing structures is as follows:

Rocky Mountain Region 312
Western Region 290
Mid-Atlantic Region 111
Southeast Region 99
North Atlantic Region 74
Pacific Northwest Region 64
Midwest Region 53
Southwest Region 37
National Capitol Region 28
Alaska Region 14
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BRIEF HISTORY OF PARK HOUSING

The National Park Service houses its employees in an enormous
variety of structures. Employees live in log cabins and classic
stone and shingle rustic buildings in western national parks.
Stone pueblo revival buildings at Bandelier National Monument and
traditional Navajo hogans at Mesa Verde National Park house others.
Seasonal employees live in the guest house of a movie star's ranch
at Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation Area and in floating
quarters at North Cascades and Isle Royale National Parks. Some
employees and their families squeeze into tiny colonial houses--
among the oldest residential structures in the east--at Colonial
National Historical Park. Others survive the winter drafts of
rambling New England saltboxes or crowd into trailers or
"temporary" buildings left over from the days of the Civilian
Conservation Corps. Some are quartered in the old marine barracks
at Charlestown Navy Yard or in classic rowhouses at Independence
National Historical Park. Our coastal parks provide housing in old
Coast Guard and Life Saving stations and in casemates and officers'
quarters of historic forts. Employees live in metal quonset huts,
stone or frame farmhouses, former motels and resorts, and old ranch
buildings. The types of structures that the National Park Service
uses as employee housing provide an astonishing cross-section of
American architecture. Although many were constructed for
residential purposes, some were built for industrial, military, or
recreational uses.

To understand how the agency ended up with such an odd variety of
housing, a quick look at the administrative history of the system
is in order. In 1832, Hot Springs was set aside as a Federal
Reservation to protect its healing waters. In 1864 and 1872
respectively, Yosemite and Yellowstone were set aside as parks,
preserving vast expanses of western wilderness. Although the
specific reasons for setting these areas aside varied, their
reservation as parks brought with it the responsibility for
managing the 1land. Early administration of these areas was
haphazard, and the parks were victims of political scandal,
conflicting land claims, and criminal activity.






