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In general, the WPA buildings at Camp Edwards feature the Military Vernacular style that would become 
the hallmark of the World War II training camp. Building 102, the Camp Headquarters, is a two-story 
concrete structure with a peaked shingled roof, while Williams Hospital is a single-story rectangular 
building with a gabled roof. The three remaining warehouses are long rectangular, single-story concrete 
buildings with gabled roofs. Both Building 102 and the former Williams Hospital have been determined 
eligible for listing on the NRHP, although both have been substantively modified. In 1941, two additional 
two-story buildings were constructed to either side of Building 102, and all three buildings were joined 
together by single-story breezeways in the 1950s. The conjoined buildings were clad in transite siding in 
the early 1960s. The former Williams Hospital has had various porches and entranceways added and 
removed, and also has been clad in transite siding. The inside of the building has been altered for 
functions ranging from the building’s original use as a hospital to subsequent use as a jail, to its current 
use as office space. 

Picatinny Arsenal. The list of WPA projects completed at Picatinny Arsenal in New Jersey between 
1935 and 1937 is extensive, and includes everything from rehabilitation of existing buildings, 
construction of new buildings, and construction of flood control and infrastructure elements. A sample of 
the four-page project list provided in the Project Completion Report88 is as follows (Figure 4-23 through 
Figure 4-28 are taken from this same document): 

 31, 30-foot-by-30-foot magazines completely rehabilitated, including in many cases complete 
new floors and roofs 

 102 small buildings rehabilitated 

 3 sets of modern brick field officers’ quarters provided by reconstruction of old brick building 

 2 sets of officers quarters rehabilitated and enlarged 

 4 sets of wooden noncommissioned officers quarters constructed 

 1 recreation room and facilities provided by reconstruction of old brick building 

 23 permanent garages for residents of the arsenal constructed 

 1 central storage building (50 x 300 feet) constructed 

 1 greenhouse constructed (4000 square feet) 

 1 pyrotechnic factory constructed (8,900 square feet) 

 1 chip spinning and oil recovery building constructed (500 square feet) 

 33,200 linear feet of “climb proof” fence constructed 

 9,300 linear feet of 6-inch and 8-inch water main laid 

 20,000 linear feet of concrete road constructed 

 7 bridges built or rebuilt 

 41 concrete culverts constructed, all others cleaned and repaired 

 Dam, spillway, seawall, and control mechanism at lower end of Picatinny Lake completely 
reconstructed 

 5,000 linear feet of railroad constructed and 8,900 lineal feet of railroad removed.  

                                                      
88 Project Completion Report, Picatinny Arsenal, National Archives Record Group 69, Entry 628, Box 2. 
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As can be seen in Figure 4-23, even when the function of the building was the same (e.g., small garage), 
the building plan, architectural style, and even the building materials varied considerably. Buildings were 
constructed using poured concrete, brick, and stone, with flat or gabled roofs, in shingled or standing 
seam metal styles. In general, architectural style and materials for any given building or structure were 
selected to mimic those of the existing buildings or structures in their immediate settings; hence the small 
garages in Figure 4-23 show a Military Vernacular style for garages in more industrial settings within the 
Arsenal, and a more cottage style in proximity to base housing units. 

 
Figure 4-23. Small Garages Constructed at Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey 

 
Figure 4-24. Flood Control Features, Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey. 
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Figure 4-25. Chip Spinner Building, Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey. 

 
Figure 4-26. Rock Crushing Plant, Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey. 
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Figure 4-27. New Entrance, Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey. 

 
Figure 4-28. Installation of Electric Lines, Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey. 

Fort Indiantown Gap. Construction of Fort Indiantown Gap began in 1932 under the auspices of a State 
Emergency Relief project. In November 1933, several CWA projects were started, including construction 
of mess halls, offices, latrines, roads, water, sewer and light lines in the artillery area. The concrete block 
mess halls in Areas 12 and 13 (Figure 4-29 and Figure 4-30) were the first permanent buildings built at 
the Gap. During that year, additional land was purchased to extend the camp area and construct an 
artillery firing range.  
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Figure 4-29. Concrete Block Mess Hall, Area 12, Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania. 

 
Figure 4-30. Concrete Block Mess Hall, Area 13, Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania. 

In February 1935 WPA funding was received for a number of new projects, consisting of preparation of 
other camp sites, sewer mains, and the grading of the parade grounds. By 1936, all work at the Gap was 
consolidated under the WPA. Mess halls, latrines, and showers were removed from Mt. Gretna and 
shipped to Indiantown Gap (Figure 4-31). Sufficient latrines and showers with hot and cold water were 
constructed for use by all troops. Other improvements included grading of camp sites, clearing of timber 
in the artillery firing range, and numerous other projects such as clearing the firing line of the 200-yard 
range for the use of 100 targets.  
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(NARA, RG 69, Negative 24103-C) 

Figure 4-31. Row of Mess Halls in 55th Infantry Area Dismantled at Mt. Gretna 
and Relocated to Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania. 

WPA projects completed in 1937 included dismantling of remaining buildings at Mt. Gretna and 
rebuilding them on various troop sites at Indiantown Gap. A complete Brigade camp site was constructed 
with modern latrines and showers. The Medical Regiment area and a Camp Hospital of 24-bed capacity 
were completed in Area 9. The artillery firing range was greatly improved for training purposes. Water, 
sewer, light and power lines were extended. Roadways into new areas were built. Telephone 
communications were improved. A rifle range, consisting of 12 targets with firing points at 200 to 1000 
yards, was completed (Figure 4-32). A retaining wall was constructed along St. Josephs Spring (Figure 
4-33).  

 
(NARA, RG 69, Negative 24395) 

Figure 4-32. Soldiers in Practice at Rifle Range Built by WPA, Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania. 
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Figure 4-33. Stone Wall Along St. Joseph’s Spring, Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania. 

Continued important improvements were made during 1938, including the construction of several 
warehouses in the Utility Area, for storage of equipment, material, and supplies being transferred from 
Mt. Gretna. In a document submitted to the Military Reservation Commission, Brigadier General Edward 
Martin reported that the WPA forces had increased to a maximum strength of approximately 500 men, 
and he praised the workers by stating “Their work has been outstanding and we have made rapid progress 
in the development of the Reservation with their help.”89 

In addition to all of the construction efforts to build the reservation, special WPA assistance was given to 
Indiantown Gap between 1940 and 1942. The troops previously in training there had been moved out and 
another contingent was expected to arrive shortly. Meanwhile, a recent cold spell had resulted in 
extensive damage to water pipes, tanks, and other facilities. On very short notice the WPA transferred 200 
men to repair the damage and to put the buildings in shape to accommodate the incoming troops (Figure 
4-34). Thereafter for a considerable period of time, as each contingent left the reservation, the WPA force 
cleaned and renovated the buildings for the next group and maintained fires in building furnaces for the 
protection of installations.90 

                                                      
89“Back at the Gap" is a series of articles by Major General (USAF, Ret.) Frank H. Smoker, Jr. These articles were 
first published in the Lebanon Daily News. The 50th and final installment of the "Back at the Gap" series was 
published on 12 October 2005. 

90 Works Progress Administration, Division of Engineering and Construction, Final Report. Washington, D. C., 
January 1944, pp. 79.  
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(NARA, RG 69, Neg. 24003) 

Figure 4-34. WPA Crew Moving a House, 
Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania 

4.3 Other Resources 
Art murals are a little recognized and rare WPA resource on military installations. Artists were employed 
under the Federal Arts Project, administered by the WPA, to beautify the interiors of military buildings 
with murals reflecting local history and culture. Earlier attempts had been made to include artists in 
Federal relief programs under the Public Works of Art Project from 1933 to 1934 and the Treasury 
Department Section of Painting and Sculpture. However, the creation of the Federal Art Project in 1935 
generated over 5,000 jobs for artists and produced over 225,000 works of public art. Perhaps the most 
enduring and best known works produced under the Federal Art Project are murals decorating the 
interiors of post offices, schools, and governmental buildings across the country. Artists were most often 
put to work on mural projects in their home state or surrounding region. Less recognized are the murals 
commissioned for newly constructed WPA buildings on military installations. Some remain in original 
locations, while others have been transferred to installation museums or art museums. Some may remain 
in place undiscovered, painted over in later remodeling. Those documented to date were constructed as 
large paintings in frames that were attached to walls, allowing for easy relocation. News articles, lists of 
artist works, architectural drawings, and oral histories provide clues to the existence of these murals. 
(Figure 4-35 and Figure 4-36) 
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Figure 4-35. Federal Art Project murals decorating interior of WPA-constructed 
Administrative Building, Jackson Barracks, Louisiana (1940). 

(Louisiana Division/City Archives, New Orleans Public Library) 

 
Figure 4-36. As We Follow the Red Guidon (1943) Dean Ryerson. Currently in storage 

at Fort Sill, Oklahoma. (Fort Sill National Landmark and Museum). 
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The murals for the military typically display themes from America’s military history, economic recovery 
symbolism, or local cultural heritage. Murals on military bases typically involved local artists and local 
schools of art. Lew Davis at Fort Huachuca and the Kiowa Five at Fort Sill are examples.  

Lew Davis served as the State Art Project Supervisor for the Arizona in the late 1930s. Once World War 
II began, Davis joined the Army and was stationed at Fort Huachuca for three years. During his time at 
Huachuca, Davis was commissioned by the post commander to paint a mural for the White Officers’ 
Mess in 1943 (Figure 4-38). Davis also established a silkscreen shop at Huachuca to produce Army 
recruitment posters featuring African American soldiers in contrast to the blond, blue-eyed white soldiers 
typically seen on recruitment posters. Several African American soldiers worked in the poster shop 
(Figure 4-37) and expressed an interest in painting, so Davis began teaching mural painting. After 
completing two murals for the White Officers’ Mess, Davis painted a five-panel mural in the Black 
Officers’ Mess depicting The Negro in America’s Wars in 1944. In 1947, the mural was sent to Howard 
University in Washington, D.C. and is on display at the Howard University Gallery of Art. Lew Davis’ 
work at Huachuca improved the morale of African American soldiers, for which he received Legion of 
Merit award. 

 
Figure 4-37. Soldiers at work in the screenprinting workshop that produced posters for the 

Ninth Service Command featuring African American soldiers. (Fort Huachuca Museum) 



Nationwide Context, Inventory, and Heritage Assessment of Works Progress Administration 
and Civilian Conservation Corps Resources on Department of Defense Installations 

72 Legacy Resource Management Program July 2009 

 
Figure 4-38. The Founding of Fort Huachuca (1943), Lew Davis. Originally hung in 

White Officers’ Mess, Fort Huachuca, Arizona. (Fort Huachuca Museum) 

In 1914, a Catholic nun began to teach three Kiowa boys art lessons at the St. Patrick’s Mission School in 
Anadarko, Oklahoma. Jack Hokeah, Spencer Asah, and Stephen Mopope were invited to the University of 
Oklahoma by art professor Oscar Jacobson in 1927 and were joined by Monroe Tsatoke and James 
Auchiah. The artists became known as the Kiowa Five and were part of a movement after World War I to 
recognize Native American art as equal in artistic quality to western art. Paintings and silk-screened prints 
by the "Five Kiowa Artists" were exhibited in Prague, Czechoslovakia and France during the late 1920s. 
During the late 1930s, the Federal Art Project involved many Native American artists in the production of 
works of public art. Several of the Kiowa Five produced easel paintings and murals in public buildings 
throughout the West and Southwest, particularly in their home state of Oklahoma.  

In the Fort Sill Museum and Archives are two works by Stephen Mopope (also known as Qued Koi, 
Painted Robe[Figure 4-39]) commissioned by the U.S. Army at Fort Sill near Lawton, Oklahoma. Both 
are currently in storage at Fort Sill awaiting reinstallation or display. Mopope was born in 1898 in Indian 
Territory of a family of artists. He credited his great uncle Silverhorn (Haungooah) as his first great art 
teacher and another great-uncle Oheltoint, who, with Haungooah, painted on tipis, and produced other 
Kiowa art pieces. Kiowa Field Agency Matron Susie Peters also provided instruction to Mopope, who 
later studied under Professors Edith Mahier and Jacobson at the University of Oklahoma. In addition to 
painting, Mopope also was a flute player, an avid dancer, and a farmer. His themes invariably depict 
cultural aspects of Kiowa life. He was one of six Indian artists commissioned to paint murals in a new 
Federal Building for the U.S. Department of the Interior in Washington, D.C., along with fellow Kiowa 
artist James Auchiah. Mopope's Fort Sill murals depict a ceremonial dance and a peyote ceremony and 
are painted in oils, approximately 6 by 60 feet in dimension. His work resides in the collections of the 
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Gilcrease Museum and the Philbrook Museum of Art in Tulsa, the Oklahoma City Museum of Art, the 
Heard Museum in Phoenix, and the Museum of the American Indian in New York. Mopope died on 
February 2, 1974 at Fort Cobb, Oklahoma. 

 

Figure 4-39. Kiowa War Dance (1934) and Kiowa Peyote Ceremony (1935), Stephen Mopope. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma (courtesy of Fort Sill National Landmark and Museum). 
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Chapter 5: Application of the Context for NRHP Evaluation 

This chapter provides a discussion of the various property types associated with CCC and WPA resources 
and the application of this historic context to their evaluation. The presentation format, and much of the 
regulatory text in Sections 5.1, 5.2, and 5.3 are adapted from Chapter 5 of the Army’s historic context 
document, Army Unaccompanied Personnel Housing 1946-1989.91 A description of the property types 
covered under this context is provided in Chapter 5.  

5.1 Regulatory Overview 
Cultural resources, including resources like those described in Section 4.1, are identified and managed by 
the DoD in accordance with federal laws and internal DoD regulations. Cultural resources management 
can be seen as comprising three overall phases of investigation: identification, evaluation, and treatment.  

The National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of 1966, 80 Stat. 915, 16 U.S.C. 470, as amended, 
established the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) as the official list of properties significant in 
American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, and culture. The NRHP includes properties that 
merit preservation and is an important planning tool that is updated continually to represent the many 
facets of American history. The NRHP is maintained by the Secretary of the Interior and administered by 
the National Park Service. The Department of the Interior has developed criteria defining the qualities of 
significance and integrity for listing properties in the NRHP (36 CFR Part 60).  

To qualify for NRHP listing, properties must possess significance within an important historic context 
applying the National Register Criteria for evaluation and historic integrity reflective of the significance. 
Resources generally should be at least 50 years old for NRHP designation. Resources that have achieved 
significance within the past 50 years might be eligible if they are integral parts of an historic district or 
meet one of seven criteria considerations necessary for individual designation. The Secretary of the 
Interior has developed standards and guidelines for both identification and evaluation. These are found at 
the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation 
(http://www.nps.gov/history/local-law/arch_stnds_0.htm). DoD as well as the Army, Navy, and Air Force 
have further regulations and guidance regarding the identification and evaluation of cultural resources. 

Under section 110 of the NHPA, federal agencies are charged with identifying and nominating properties 
to the NRHP. In most cases agencies evaluate properties for their eligibility for listing in the NRHP – a 
process that provides equivalent legal protection to the properties -- rather than formally nominating 
them. Under section 106 of the NHPA, federal agencies identify and evaluate properties to determine 
their eligibility for inclusion in the NRHP prior to assessing the potential effects of an undertaking. 
Federal agencies are required to consider the effects of their undertakings on properties that are listed in 
or eligible for listing in the NRHP and to afford the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, an 
independent federal agency, an opportunity to comment.  

5.1.1 National Register Categories of Historic Properties 
The NRHP includes real property of several different categories. The following definitions for the 
categories of historic properties considered for listing in the NRHP are taken from National Register 
Bulletin 15.92 Where applicable, examples of CCC or WPA properties are provided to illustrate these 
categories.  

                                                      
91 R. Christopher Goodwin Associates, 2002.  

92 Ibid.  
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 Building: A building, such as a house, barn, church, hotel, or similar construction, is created 
principally to shelter any form of human activity. “Building” also might refer to a historically and 
functionally related complex, such as a courthouse and jail or a house and barn.  

Examples: CCC camp buildings, WPA armories, arsenals, maintenance garages, 
warehouses, hangar 

 Structure: The term “structure” is used for constructions erected for purposes other than creating 
human shelter or sheltering human activity.  

Examples: levees, irrigation ditches, stone walls, reservoirs, bridges, lined walkways 

 Object: The term "object" is used for resources, other than buildings and structures that are 
primarily artistic in nature or are relatively small in scale and simply constructed. Although it can 
be, by nature or design, movable, an object is associated with a specific setting or environment.  

Examples: monuments, memorials, murals 

 Site: A site is 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 archeological value regardless of the value of any existing structure.  

Example: ruins of CCC camps  

 District: A district is a significant concentration, linkage, or continuity of sites, buildings, 
structures, or objects united historically or aesthetically by plan or physical development. Historic 
landscapes (historic designed landscapes, historic vernacular landscapes, and historic sites) are 
considered a type of District for the purposes of NRHP evaluation.  

Example: CCC camp compounds, cantonment area inclusive of WPA-constructed 
buildings on an installation, airfield constructed by WPA 

 Landscape: A cultural landscape is a geographic area, including both cultural and natural 
resources and the wildlife or domestic animals therein, associated with a historic event, activity, 
or person or exhibiting other cultural or aesthetic values.93 Cultural landscapes can include 
historic sites, historic designed landscapes, historic vernacular landscapes, and ethnographic 
landscapes.  

Example: A military reservation completely constructed by the WPA, if sufficient 
features are extant; a series of ranges constructed by the CCC 

5.1.2 Resource Identification 
Historic properties must be located, or identified, to be included in the planning process. The Secretary of 
the Interior’s Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation (48 FR 44716) define 
the Standards for Identification as follows: 

STANDARD I:  Identification of historic properties is undertaken to the degree required to 
make decisions 

STANDARD II:  Results of identification are integrated into the preservation planning process 

                                                      
93 Cultural Resource Management Guidelines, NPS-28. 
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STANDARD III:  Identification activities include explicit procedures for record keeping and 
information distribution.  

Identification activities include the development of a research design, archival research and possibly 
development of historic contexts, field surveys, and analyses. The research design describes the objectives 
and methodology of the identification activities. The approach to identifying historic properties depends 
upon the goals of the survey and the information available.  

5.1.2.1 Objectives 
The objectives of the identification activity will determine the appropriate methodology.  

Identification of historic properties can be undertaken as follows: 

 Update existing survey information. The identification of historic properties is an ongoing 
process. Inventories of an installation’s historic properties might not include all properties 
associated with CCC or WPA projects. Built resources associated with CCC or WPA projects are 
often difficult to distinguish from typical World War II-era construction, and some structures or 
features, such as culverts or retaining walls, are atypical built resources that might have been 
excluded in building surveys.  

 Gather information for the planning of a particular project. An undertaking might be planned 
in an area that has not been surveyed previously for historic properties. Thus, the identification of 
historic properties might be limited to a single property or to a discrete area, or might encompass 
an entire installation. The research design for the identification activities should indicate clearly 
the objectives of the effort to identify historic properties.  

5.1.2.2 Methodology 
The Secretary of the Interior’s Guidelines for Identification distinguish two categories of survey: 
reconnaissance and intensive.94 Reconnaissance surveys provide general information about the location, 
distribution, and characteristics of properties. The purpose of intensive surveys is to document historic 
properties in sufficient detail to allow evaluation of their significance applying the National Register 
Criteria for Evaluation. A reconnaissance survey can be useful in establishing boundaries of an area that 
needs intensive survey or to predict the types of properties likely to be subjected to this more intensive 
effort. An intensive survey is necessary to gather the information necessary for determining National 
Register eligibility. 

Once the objectives of the identification activities are determined, the appropriate approach can be 
selected. As with all identification efforts, a research design should identify the goals for the identification 
project, all properties types likely to be identified, the, research questions or goals, and the 
methodological approach for accomplishing the project. The methodology should be designed to collect 
data to determine all properties’ historical functions, construction date, relationship to CCC and WPA 
program, relationship and contribution to other historic themes and periods, integrity including alterations 
or modifications, and historical relationship to larger complexes and to surrounding properties and 
landscape. Development of a historic context, discussed in more detail in section 5.2 below, would be 
called for in the research design.  

Archival research and field survey are the two primary means of identifying historic properties. Archival 
research provides information needed for the historic context that serves as the basis for evaluation and 
gives basic information on the properties to be identified, such as what was constructed, why it was 

                                                      
94 Parker 1985. 
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constructed, and when and where it was constructed. Primary sources include historic maps, historic 
photographs, real property records, completion reports, and original construction drawings. These 
materials are located in a variety of repositories, including installation real property offices and 
engineering offices; installation, Command, or servicewide history offices; installation and local 
museums or libraries; and the NARA. Secondary sources include installation or activity histories, county 
or local histories, nationwide historic context studies, and previous cultural resources studies. Current 
installation maps and real property lists, with building numbers and dates of construction, are basic data 
necessary to conduct a field survey. These documents assist in identifying the properties that should be 
surveyed and in recording their location.  

Survey documentation provides a written record of the survey efforts, including maps indicating the 
boundaries of the area surveyed and the location of properties identified during the survey, survey forms, 
photographs of surveyed properties, and a survey report. The survey report should describe the survey 
objectives, methodology, and results.  

5.2 Resource Evaluations 
Once properties are identified, their historic significance is evaluated. The Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards and Guidelines for Archeology and Historic Preservation (48 FR 44716) define the Standards 
for Evaluation which are as follows: 

STANDARD I:  Evaluation of the significance of historic properties uses established criteria.  

STANDARD II:  Evaluation of significance applies the criteria within historic contexts.  

STANDARD III:  Evaluation results in a list or inventory of significant properties that is 
consulted in assigning registration and treatment priorities.  

STANDARD IV:  Evaluation results are made available to the public.  

The objective of the evaluation process is to identify historic properties, or those resources that are worthy 
of consideration for a preservation treatment. The accepted criteria used to evaluate historic properties are 
the National Register Criteria for Evaluation (36 CFR Part 60. 4). The Criteria are discussed below. 

5.2.1 National Register Criteria for Evaluation 
The National Register Criteria for Evaluation (36 CFR Part 60. 4) were developed to assist in the 
evaluation of properties eligible for inclusion in the NRHP, and are as follows: 

The quality of significance in American history, architecture, archeology, engineering, and 
culture is present in districts, sites, buildings, structures, and objects that possess integrity of 
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, and: 

A. That are associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns 
of our history 

B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past 

C. That embody the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of construction or 
that represent the work of a master, or that possess high artistic values, or that represent a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components might lack individual distinction 

D. That has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history.  
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The National Park Service has published guidance for applying the criteria in National Register Bulletin 
15: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation.95 To qualify for the National Register, a 
property generally must be older than 50 years, must be associated with an important historic context, and 
must retain historic integrity.  

5.2.2 Evaluating Properties within Historic Contexts 
Historic contexts provide the framework for the application of the National Register Criteria for 
Evaluation and the foundation for decisions about the comparative significance of properties. Historic 
contexts are organizational frameworks that assist in interpreting the qualities of significance called for by 
the National Register Criteria of broad patterns or trends of history and the other significance by grouping 
information related to a shared historic theme, geographic area, and time period. An individual property 
or group of properties is evaluated against the historic theme, time period, and property type defined as 
significant in the historic context and as applied against the National Register Criteria for Evaluation. A 
historic context may be already established such as this national context, a context for CCC and WPA 
resources for a specific state, a thematic military history, or a specific resource type in a given state. 
These contexts are often produced by stakeholders or interested parties, such as the National Park Service, 
SHPO, or federal agency. Conversely a historic context may be newly prepared for a project and be part 
of the tasks called for in the project research design.  

Properties may be relevant to more than one time period or historic theme and, therefore, may require 
evaluation against several historic themes and time periods in more than one historic context. CCC and 
WPA properties may occur as part of the larger installation that may have had an earlier history, role in 
the CCC and WPA programs, as well as possibly during the World War II mobilization, World War II, 
and possibly even the Cold War. It is necessary to understand the history of the installation property prior 
to and after the 1930s-1940s, when the New Deal programs were in operation. The full extent of history 
of the installation and the role and contributions of the WPA and CCC and their resources must be 
recognized and considered. The CCC at a given installation may have had a statewide role in 
administering the CCC program or possibly only have made a local contribution.  

The following approach describes how to develop a CCC-WPA historic context and evaluate a resource 
by applying the historic context: Translating the National Park Service guidelines on assessing the 
significance of a property within its historic context,96  

1. Identify how the CCC and WPA programs relate to the installation property – years in operation, 
role on the installation, role in larger programs perhaps statewide, types of projects undertaken 
(use NARA cards and other information), training and/or headquartering functions, if any. (CCC 
and WPA projects may have occurred prior to the establishment of the military at the 
installation). 

2. Identify relevant historic themes, period (years), and property types based on #1.  

3. Determine historic and current function of the resource to be evaluated and how it represents the 
significant historic themes, period, and property types described in the Historic Context. 

4. Determine if the resource is significant in local, state, or national history. 

                                                      
95 National Register Bulletin 15: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation (National Park Service 
1998) 

96 National Register Bulletin 15: How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation (National Park Service 
1998). 
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5. Determine to what extent CCC and WPA resource types are present (rare example of a common 
type no longer extant, for example). 

6. Determine how the extant property types and resource to be evaluated illustrate an important 
aspect of CCC or WPA history. (Note that history unrelated to CCC-WPA must be considered 
too). 

7. Determine if the resource to be evaluated is significant for its architecture, method of 
construction, or as the works of a master. 

8. Determine whether the resource retains sufficient physical features to convey its WPA or CCC 
significance.  

5.2.2.1 Issues Related to Evaluating Properties Using Historic Contexts 
Historic District versus Individual Eligibility. While CCC and WPA properties, as classes of resources, 
might be significant, not every resource associated with a former CCC camp or structure built by the CCC 
or WPA may be eligible for listing in the NRHP. While some resources are unique representations of 
American history or architecture, resources that are less significant individually may become more 
significant as contributors to a cohesive group. The framework established by the historic context for 
CCC and WPA resources focuses on the role of specific projects within the larger New Deal Program at 
the local, state, or national levels to assess its significance and the significance of its component 
resources. CCC-constructed resources are more likely to be eligible as historic districts (e. g., CCC 
camps) or as parts of historic landscapes (e. g., erosion and flood control features, landscaping features). 
WPA-constructed resources are more likely to include individually or thematically significant resources 
(e.g., armories) or historic districts (e.g., buildings within an installation associated with WPA 
construction projects).  

Comparing Related Properties. During the process of evaluating a property’s significance, the property 
usually is compared with other examples of the property type that illustrate the selected historic context. 
This is not necessary if (1) the property is the only surviving example of a property type that is important 
within the historic context or (2) the property distinctly has the characteristics necessary to represent the 
context (National Park Service 1998). In other cases, the property must be evaluated against other similar 
properties to determine its significance. For example, a CCC camp or WPA armory should be compared 
historically and physically with other former CCC camps and WPA armories to determine whether it 
contains the components of a CCC camp or WPA armory and to assess its level of integrity.  

Levels of Significance. The NRHP Criteria for Evaluation define three levels of significance: local, state, 
and national. The level of significance is based on the selection of geographic area, one of the three 
components of the framework of a historic context.97 

Local historic contexts are related to the history of a town, city, county, or region. A property could be an 
example of a property type found in several places, but in a local historic context the significance of a 
property is assessed in terms of its importance to the local area. For CCC resources, local significance 
could be attached to the contribution that the CCC work force made to the operation of the installation, or 
the fact that locally significant individuals might have been members of the CCC Company that did the 
work on the installation. On the other hand, a CCC camp on a military installation may have served the 
state-wide training facility for all CCC inductees statewide and, therefore, may be significant at the state 
level. For WPA projects, local significance is easier to establish, as construction of National Guard 
armories and arsenals was often proposed by the town or city government. At a different scale, the 
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construction of a new military installation may have had national military purposes, even if it also had a 
considerable impact upon the local economy. The original resources of the new military installation likely 
are locally significant if they retain historical significance. A resource, thus, may have multiple levels of 
significance. 

State historic contexts or themes should be applied when a property represents an important aspect of 
state history. Examples of properties significant within a statewide historic context are not necessarily 
found in every part of the state, but are important to the history of the state as a whole. SHPOs have 
developed historic contexts relevant to state and local history; for example, the Colorado, Idaho, and 
Kentucky SHPO include themes for WPA and CCC construction in their state contexts. The assessment 
of CCC and WPA resources to the level of state importance will need to be made on a site-specific basis 
as applied to the entirety of the state. Oklahoma’s evaluation of its WPA funded armories on a thematic 
basis at the state level and subsequent listing in the NRHP draws on knowledge of the extent of the WPA 
constructed armories statewide, and those extant today. For Oklahoma’s thematic listing of its WPA 
armories in the NRHP, it is important to know that 54 armories were originally constructed with WPA 
assistance and of these 27 are extant today.  

National historic contexts are related to aspects of history that affected the nation as a whole. A property 
that illustrates an aspect of national history should be evaluated within a national context. The CCC and 
WPA programs represented a huge investment in infrastructure, administration, and interagency 
coordination for the federal government, the U.S. Army (command staff for the CCC), and individual 
project proponents. From constructing CCC camps, and hiring and training the members of each CCC 
Company, to proposing and implementing CCC and WPA projects, implementation of these programs 
was a logistical challenge. Given the national significance of these programs, a national context is one of 
the appropriate contexts for assessing CCC and WPA resources. Levels of significance are not mutually 
exclusive. A property may be significant in one, two, or all three levels of significance.  

The distinction between properties that are related to a national context and those that are nationally 
significant should be noted. Nationally significant properties illustrate the broad patterns of U.S. history, 
possess exceptional value or quality, and retain a high degree of integrity. Nationally significant 
properties may be eligible for designation as National Historic Landmarks. The National Historic 
Landmark Criteria for Evaluation (36 CFR Part 65) are more stringent than the National Register Criteria.  

5.2.3 Applying the National Register Criteria for Evaluation 
Constructed between 1933 and 1943, CCC and WPA resources meet the 50-year standard for evaluation 
under the NRHP Criteria of Evaluation.  

5.2.3.1 Criterion A: Association with Events 
Criterion A of the National Register recognizes properties associated with events important in the broad 
patterns of U.S. history. These events can be of two types: (1) specific events or (2) patterns of events or 
trends that occurred over time. CCC and WPA resources embody the former in that they were constructed 
and used in direct association with the emergency relief programs of the New Deal. Specific CCC or 
WPA resources might also be associated with specific events, such as construction of a new military 
installation or, most broadly, improvements to military installations as part of the preparation for entering 
World War II.  

An approach for determining if a CCC or WPA resource is significant under Criterion A within the 
Historic Context is detailed as follows: 

1. Determine the role of the CCC or WPA resource, its historic associations, and current purposes. 
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2. Determine if the resource is associated with a specific event or pattern or trend in events apart 
from the national CCC or WPA program. 

3. Evaluate the property’s construction and function historically to determine whether it is 
associated with the national CCC and WPA program in an important way.  

5.2.3.2 Criterion B: Association with People 
Properties can be listed in the NRHP for their association with the productive lives of significant persons. 
The individual in question must have made contributions to history that can be specifically documented 
and that were important within a historic context. This criterion might be applicable to structures or 
features created by individual CCC or WPA enrollees (e.g., famous artisans, for example muralists Lew 
Davis or Steven Mopope), to CCC camps administered by historically important military personnel, or 
resources used by important persons (e.g., Building 102 at Camp Edwards used by President John F. 
Kennedy).  

5.2.3.3 Criterion C: Design/Construction 
To be eligible for listing in the NRHP under Criterion C, properties must meet at least one of the 
following four requirements: (1) embody distinctive characteristics of a type, period, or method of 
construction; (2) represent the work of a master; (3) possess high artistic value; or, (4) represent a 
significant and distinguishable entity whose components might lack individual distinction. National 
Register Bulletin 1598 defines “distinctive characteristics” as “the physical features or traits that 
commonly recur” in properties. “Type, period, or method of construction” is defined as “the way certain 
properties are related to one another by cultural tradition or function, by dates of construction or style, or 
by choice or availability of materials and technology.” 

The portable buildings used for CCC camps were constructed using standardized designs developed by 
the Quartermaster Corps. As such, they might be considered to embody the characteristics of a type, 
period, or method of construction that is unique to the CCC. In contrast, the National Guard garages, also 
built to a standardized design, share characteristics with other World War II-era buildings and structures 
on military installations and might not be specific to WPA construction.  

Armories, arsenals, housing units, and other isolated buildings constructed with the WPA assistance may 
qualify as the works of a master, in those instances where the designer, builder, or artisan was a 
recognized master within his own country, or as possessing high artistic value. Certainly the works of 
Oklahoma armories of Bryan Nolen or murals of Lew Davis or Steven Mopope are examples. 

The term “significant and distinguishable entities” refers to historic properties that contain a collection of 
components that might lack individual distinction but form a significant and distinguishable whole. This 
portion of Criterion C applies only to districts. Buildings and structures constructed by the WPA as part 
of the construction of new military installations are most likely to meet Criterion C as they represent 
physically and functionally distinct compounds within the installation. An example of this would be the 
buildings composing the MacDill Field Historic District at MacDill AFB in Florida.  

5.2.3.4 Criterion D: Information Potential 
Properties can be listed in the NRHP if they have yielded, or might be likely to yield, information 
important in prehistory or history. Two requirements must be met for a property to meet Criterion D: (1) 
the property must have, or have had, information to contribute to the understanding of history or 
prehistory; and, (2) the information must be considered important. This criterion generally applies to 
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archeological sites, which makes it a potentially important evaluation criterion for application of the 
Historic Context.  

Since many CCC camps are in ruins or contain no structures, they might be considered archaeological 
sites. The primary attributes by which a historic site or the historic component of an archaeological site 
might be determined to be eligible for nomination to the NRHP are the temporally diagnostic 
characteristics of the historic cultural material that the site contains. Generally, evaluation of a historic 
site is based on the degree to which the period represented by the site has been documented at other 
contemporaneous sites in the locality, region, or nation at large. Only exceptionally unique historic sites, 
historic sites associated with exceptionally important persons, or historic sites that are representative of a 
historic period or theme that has been identified as particularly important are likely to contribute a 
significant amount of new information to the understanding of a locality, region, or the nation at large. 
For example, the general history of CCC camps is well-represented in the archival record, but the 
reconstruction of social and economic patterns of the CCC companies that lived at these camps will 
depend ultimately on the data that can be gathered from oral histories and archaeological excavation of 
the cultural deposits that represent the remains of these camps. Therefore, a historic archaeological site 
that preserved sufficient data to answer research questions concerning the daily life of CCC camps likely 
would be considered to be significant and eligible for nomination to the NRHP.  

In summary, due to their short period of use by the CCC (1–2 years for the longest-used camps) and 
frequency of reuse (for housing prisoners of war or as temporary compounds at military installations), 
these sites often do not retain significant archaeological deposits (buried strata) or artifacts, making it 
unlikely that the site has the archaeological record from which significant information may be gleaned in 
most cases. This factor represents a serious limitation to most camp’s ability to satisfy the information 
content requirements of Criterion D.  

5.2.4 Integrity 
To meet the National Register Criteria for Evaluation, a property, in addition to possessing significance 
within a specific historic context, must have integrity. Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its 
significance through the retention of essential physical characteristics from its period of significance. The 
National Register Criteria for Evaluation list seven aspects of integrity as follows: 

LOCATION: Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where 
the historic event occurred.  

DESIGN: Design is the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and 
style of a property.  

SETTING: Setting is the physical environment of a historic property.  

MATERIALS: Materials are the physical elements that were combined or deposited during a 
particular period of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property.  

WORKMANSHIP: Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or 
people during any given period in history or prehistory.  

FEELING: Feeling is a property’s expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular 
period of time.  

ASSOCIATION: Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and 
a historic property.  
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A property eligible for the NRHP must possess several of these aspects of integrity.  

The assessment of a property’s integrity is rooted in its significance. The reasons a property is important 
should be established first, then the qualities necessary to convey that significance can be identified.  

1. Determine the essential physical features that must be present for a property to represent its 
significance –What did the property look like at the time that it was constructed by the CCC or 
WPA?  

2. Determine whether the essential physical features are sufficiently visible to convey their 
significance. –What features identify the property as of CCC or WPA construction or place it 
within its specific historic context? 

3. Compare the property with similar properties if the physical features necessary to convey the 
significance are not well-defined. –Do other similar properties significant for CCC or WPA 
associations share features? 

4. Determine, based on the property’s significance, which aspects of integrity are particularly 
important to the property in question and if they are intact. – Which features are more important 
than others (for example, location versus design) given the related significance of the property to 
the CCC or WPA? 

To evaluate the integrity of a CCC camp, a complex of CCC-constructed features, or a group of WPA-
constructed buildings as an historic district or historic landscape, the majority of the CCC- or WPA-
related properties in the district must possess integrity to the identified period of significance. A sufficient 
number of resources must remain from the period of significance to represent that significance. In 
addition, the relationships among the districts’ components, i.e., massing, arrangement of buildings, and 
installation plan, must be substantially unchanged since the period(s) of significance. A critical part of 
evaluating the integrity of a district should include an assessment of whether later building campaigns 
have disrupted the plan, changed configurations, or obscured the relationships between the buildings and 
structures.  

5.2.4.1 Buildings and Structures 
Buildings (e.g., armories, warehouses, housing, office/administrative structures, garages, hangars, support 
and operations buildings) and structures (e.g., drainage ditches, walls, roads, dams) may hold historical or 
cultural associations that make them significant as individual historic resources. Buildings and structures 
may be individually significant under Criterion A for historical associations with either the CCC or the 
WPA (or both, in some cases) with a local, state, or national level of significance. Typical categories of 
significance that CCC and WPA resources may fall under include Social History, for New Deal work 
program associations; and Military, Engineering, or Entertainment/Recreation, depending on the type and 
function of the resource. Multiple categories may fit a particular resource. For example, the Artillery 
Bowl at Fort Sill, Oklahoma is significant under the Social History category as a WPA project and also 
under Entertainment/Recreation as a sports and entertainment venue. CCC or WPA resources significant 
under Criterion C typically fall under the Architecture or Engineering categories. A resource may be 
significant under Criterion C as a unique example, but also as a typical representation, of an architectural 
style, design, or method of construction. Many CCC or WPA resources fall under the latter assessment 
due to the standardized nature or styles and methods employed in their construction. The WPA-
constructed armories in Oklahoma are an example of this as they were all designed by Bryan Nolen, an 
architect and Oklahoma guardsman who designed standardized plans for one-, two- and four-unit 
armories built by the WPA in Oklahoma.  
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While most of the resources in this context are CCC or WPA projects built specifically for the Navy or 
War Departments and are still located on DoD facilities, some resources exist that were built for other 
purposes on lands that later fell under DoD purview. These properties should be evaluated under historic 
contexts related to the CCC or WPA in the respective state or ones related to CCC or WPA resources and 
the original sponsoring agency. For example, agricultural water control features (e.g., irrigation ditches, 
wells, tanks or cisterns) built by the CCC and WPA for the Department of Agriculture or other federal 
entities may be located on current DoD facilities, particularly in the West and Southwest. As DoD 
installations acquire new lands, they may also acquire CCC or WPA resources that were constructed prior 
to the military and for other purposes. These resources are better examined and evaluated for associations 
with their original purpose, rather than current ownership. 

To assess the level of significance of a CCC or WPA resource, it must be examined in its specific historic 
context. Most of the CCC and WPA resources existing on DoD installations typically hold statewide or 
national significance. CCC camps and associated resources may hold statewide significance as the 
training and distribution point for CCC work crews that performed work elsewhere in the state. Due to the 
temporary nature of the camps and therefore few extant and intact examples, the camp resources are often 
nationally significant as well. WPA resources, particularly those constructed later in the WPA era and 
associated with the prewar military buildup may hold national significance. Since most of temporary 
World War II resources are no longer extant, these later WPA buildings also hold national significance 
for these World War II associations. Of the variety of CCC and WPA resources described in this context, 
WPA-constructed armories are primarily the only ones to hold a local level of significance. As a unique 
resource in a given community, armories may hold particularly high local significance. However, they 
may also be significant at the state level, as in the case of the aforementioned Oklahoma armories. Not 
every CCC or WPA resource may be significant when examined relative to other surrounding extant 
resources with similar associations. 

In order to maintain historic integrity, these resources must retain the significant, character-defining 
features of their original CCC or WPA design. The relative importance of the seven aspects of integrity 
varies depending on the significance criteria applied. For example, a structure important for its historical 
associations under Criterion A needs higher levels of intact integrity of location, setting, and association; 
whereas one significant for architectural or design under Criterion C requires higher integrity of materials, 
design, and workmanship. Integrity of feeling is a more subjective determination, yet is important 
regardless of significance criteria. Generally, a resource must not have undergone significant modification 
to the interior or exterior plan, massing and major architectural elements, cladding, or fenestration. They 
must also be in their original location. Some properties eligible or listed in the NRHP as significant for 
architecture or design may have been relocated. However, CCC and WPA resources, even ones also 
significant under Criterion C, are significant under Criterion A and require high integrity of location. 
Minor modifications are acceptable, but the existence of original or similar (in design) windows, siding, 
decoration, and open interior space are important in communicating integrity. Moreover, in buildings that 
were built by the CCC or WPA, any evidence of unique craftsmanship contributes to their historic 
integrity.  

CCC- and WPA-built properties across the country exhibit many common traits, yet also variations in 
design and materials derived from regional influences. Common traits include the use of labor-intensive 
construction techniques that employed more workers for longer periods. One example is the use of regular 
or irregular laid stonework, usually of locally quarried materials. Modern materials were used when such 
materials did not significantly reduce the amount of labor required. The Oklahoma armories were 
constructed of locally quarried stone, brick, or both in some cases, with a geographical dividing line 
through the state marking the transition between the materials. Reinforced concrete poured into forms was 
used extensively by the CCC and WPA for structural elements in combination with stonework, due to its 
low material expense and high labor intense nature. When assessing integrity of CCC or WPA buildings, 
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a comparison of similar CCC or WPA projects locally or statewide often yields information on the 
regional design cues employed and materials used.  

 
Figure 5-1. WPA-Constructed Hostess House at Fort Sill, Oklahoma, 

shortly after its completion in 1940. 

 
Figure 5-2. Hostess House at Fort Sill, Oklahoma, January 2009. 

The Hostess House at Fort Sill, Oklahoma (Figure 5-1 and Figure 5-2), is used here as an example of 
evaluation of CCC or WPA historic integrity. By comparing the current state of the building to a historic 
photograph taken shortly after its completion by the WPA, the aspects of historic integrity can be 
examined. The building has not been moved, so integrity of location remains high; the original recessed 
porch has been filled in with exterior walls and the original design is no longer readable; the setting has 
changed from the World War II–era training camp, however little new construction has occurred nearby 
since; many of the windows and doors have been in-filled or replaced with modern metal framed ones, 
negatively impacting the integrity of materials, workmanship, and feeling; and finally, the original 
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purpose of the building, as a recreational building, does not remain, nor does the integrity of association. 
Even as part of a largely intact grouping of CCC or WPA era buildings, the Hostess House would not 
contribute to the district’s significance nor would it retain historic integrity on an individual basis. 

Buildings that have lost integrity individually might still retain sufficient integrity as part of a historic 
district as long as they contribute to the feeling of the district as a CCC camp or complex of WPA 
buildings or to the landscape as a CCC or WPA project area.  

5.2.4.2 Historic Districts and Landscapes  
Due to the nature of work performed by the CCC and the WPA, many resources built by these groups 
may contribute to a greater significance as a component to a historic district or are integral components of 
a historic landscape. Historic districts are significant as a composed group of resources that may not be 
individually significant, but hold a greater collective significance. Historic landscapes are ones that 
humans have left an impression, either deliberately or accidentally, and are composed of diverse features, 
both manmade and natural. The CCC was involved in erosion control, forestry, earth moving, 
landscaping, and other activities that shaped the mid-century landscapes of military installation across the 
nation. Likewise, the WPA laid roads and sidewalks and built buildings and structures that are still part of 
the landscape and its viewsheds. These became elements of ihstallation historic districts or landscapes. 

When assessing the significance of a CCC or WPA associated historic district or landscape, the criteria 
used above for individual buildings or structures also applies. When assessing the integrity of a historic 
district or landscape, a majority of the resources or features included in the district or landscape must 
contribute to the overall integrity. The integrity of each resource must be assessed individually on its 
ability to relate to the overall significance of the district or landscape. Historic landscapes are categorized 
as historic districts under the National Register property types, but differ from districts in a few ways. 
National Register Bulletin 18, How to Evaluate and Nominate Designed Historic Landscapes99, provides 
insight into the unique characteristics of historic landscapes and unique approaches for their evaluation. 
First, landscapes are composed of both manmade and natural resources, termed features.100 Features may 
include, but are not limited to, spatial relationships, vegetation, original property boundary, 
topography/grading, site-furnishings, design intent, architectural features, and circulation systems. 
Second, as partially composed of living organisms, landscapes are always in a state of flux and the 
significance of a landscape must be evaluated for its original or altered character or both. 

With the possible exception of larger engineering structures, such as dams or bridges, some of the kinds 
of landscape features built by the CCC or WPA may hold sufficient significance or integrity for 
individual eligibility. However, more often, these features contribute to the significance of historic 
landscapes. On military reservations or properties that began with the WPA constructing the majority of 
the buildings and infrastructure, the probability for an extant historic landscape associated with the WPA 
is much greater. Integrity must be examined in terms of the individual features from the construction 
period, as well as the connections between, and potential intrusions from subsequent infill and 
development by more recent landscape features.  

On military reservations that existed before the WPA or CCC period, the historic districts and landscapes 
associated with the CCC and WPA period are often interspersed amongst resources with different periods 
of significance. A number of solutions for evaluating and recognizing these “districts within districts” are 
available. For CCC and WPA resources or features that contribute to an historic district already 

                                                      
99 National Register Bulletin 18: How to Evaluate and Nominate Designed Historic Landscapes (National Park 
Service 1987). 

100 Ibid. 
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determined NRHP eligible, the period of significance for the existing district may be revised to include 
the later CCC or WPA resources as contributing structures. This solution may also be advisable where the 
WPA or CCC made renovations to existing structures; by revising the period of significance to include 
the later WPA or CCC period, the historic nature of these alterations would be recognized. If the pre-
existing district draws its significance from an earlier, narrowly defined period, a new district for the CCC 
or WPA period may be established that overlaps or overlays the existing one. This may be the best 
solution where a district of preeminent significance already exists, such as a National Historic Landmark 
District.  

Fort Huachuca in Arizona provides an interesting case for each of the two options. At Fort Huachuca, the 
WPA remodeled existing structures, built new construction from the ground up, and updated 
infrastructure. WPA-built stone-lined ditches parallel the historic parade ground and run between 
buildings dating to the 1880s in a listed National Historic Landmark District. In the midst of buildings 
and structures holding greater significance, the modest WPA ditches pale in comparison. However, a 
concentration of WPA-built ditches, walls, and garages exists along a service road behind the officers’ 
quarters fronting the parade ground. This concentration of resources adjacent to the National Historic 
Landmark district would be a good candidate for a stand-alone district. Additionally, the WPA made 
renovations to the existing officers’ quarters along the parade ground, which are also contributing 
structures to the National Historic Landmark district. While the effects of revising a period of significance 
for an existing district must be examined closely, the period of WPA renovations could be added to 
recognize the historic significance of the renovations and their contribution to the history of Fort 
Huachuca. 

5.3 Conclusion and Recommendations 
DoD installations in the United States include resources constructed by the CCC and WPA programs 
between 1933 and 1943. Some of these resources exist only in ruins or in installation records, like former 
CCC camps; or exist as landscape elements (e.g., flood control features, retaining walls, sidewalks). Many 
others are quietly in everyday use while others help to establish the central identity of a given military 
base. The U.S. military had a large role in the CCC and WPA programs, providing critical logistical 
support and training to these large-scale social and economic programs. The CCC and WPA programs, 
likewise, made enormous contributions by constructing needed facilities and infrastructure that were the 
material basis for our nation’s mobilization for World War II. The resources of this period represent an 
important facet of history on the home front. The lists of projects summarized in Appendices B and C that 
the CCC and WPA demonstrate the many buildings, structures, and landscape features constructed or 
rehabilitated on military reservations in anticipation of the United States’ entry into the war. The training 
of CCC inductees, in many cases, contributed to the next generation of military leaders.  

Many WPA and CCC resources on DoD installations nationwide are listed in the NRHP and have been 
determined eligible for listing in the NRHP both on individual basis and as historic districts. Others 
remain undiscovered and unidentified. Some CCC and WPA resources are in our nation’s communities 
were once on DoD installations that have since been closed. It is important to recognize the historical 
contributions of these resources, and their connections to their military past. Appropriate management of 
CCC and WPA resources on DoD installations requires a thorough appreciation of the contributions 
nationally, in a given state, a military base, or a locality. Likewise, a better understanding of CCC and 
WPA resources on DoD installations by the general public and throughout the military will foster 
appreciation of the contributions of these programs to our nation’s well-being and national defense, and 
promote their preservation for future generations. Through partnerships between the military and local 
historical institutions and groups, the public and military can gain a greater appreciation of DoD’s CCC 
and WPA resources is the necessary requisite for the wise management of this rich national legacy. 
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