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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
Recreation residences are privately owned structures permitted on National Forest System
lands. The Mount Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest (MBS) manages 223 recreation
residences located in eight tracts. From south to north, the tracts are Silver Springs, Silver
Creek, Goat Creek, Deep Creek, Dalles, Denny Creek, Snoqualmie Pass East, and Miller
River. In addition to these eight tracts, three individual recreation residences are located in
the town of Glacier; these cabins are not located within a tract.
On December 31, 2008, all recreation residence permits on the MBS will expire. The MBS
has undertaken to determine if reissuance of the permits is consistent with the Forest Plan
and if reissuance has potential effects to natural and cultural resources, under National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of
1966 as amended, other relevant laws and Forest Service policy directives.
This report presents the identification, evaluation, and recordation of the historic districts,
buildings, and structures within the recreation residence tracts and the Glacier lots that are
potentially effect by this undertaking.
Recreation residence tracts on Washington’s national forests may be eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C. The government land use
policies that allowed for and guided the look of recreation residences on national forests
make them eligible under Criterion A. These policies also deal with aesthetic and design
issues, with guidelines for the rustic, vernacular characteristics that make them eligible
under Criterion C.
This report identified 239 sites, including 6 Districts and 223 cabins, of these it was
determined that all six districts are eligible for the National Register, 184 cabins contribute
to the districts, 169 cabins are eligible for the National Register as individual structures and
54 cabin were determined to be not eligible for the National Register.
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION
Recreation residences, sometimes called summer homes, vacation homes, or second homes,
are privately owned structures permitted on National Forest System lands. They have
existed under Forest Service policies, since the turn of the 20th century – since the very
beginnings of the United States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, and the
National Forest System. Over the years, more than 19,000 recreation residences have been
constructed, on 116 National Forests, in 27 states, and in the territory of Puerto Rico. Most
are located in the Far West, with the largest number of them in California (Berg 1975:1).
Forest Service Region 6, Washington and Oregon, has 2815 recreation residences. The
Mount Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest (MBS) has 223 recreation residences.
Recreation residences are a public lands phenomenon essentially peculiar to the Forest
Service. Few other federal or state agencies have established recreation residence
programs. Those that have, including the National Park Service and state forests, manage
them on much smaller scales.

Location
The Mount Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest manages 223 recreation residences located
in eight tracts. From south to north, the tracts are Silver Springs, Silver Creek, Goat Creek,
Deep Creek, Dalles, Denny Creek, Snoqualmie Pass East, and Miller River. In addition to
these eight tracts, three individual recreation residences are located in the town of Glacier;
these cabins are not located within a tract.
Seven of the tracts are located in western Washington on the western slope of the Cascade
Mountains. One tract, Snoqualmie Pass East, is located on the crest of the Cascade
Mountains. The tracts are managed to allow seasonal part-time recreation homes while
maintaining a natural forest setting. Vegetation composition of all tracts, including
Snoqualmie Pass East and the Glacier properties, are consistent with vegetation patterns for
most of the western slope of the Cascades. Overstory trees consist primarily of Silver fir,
Douglas fir, Hemlock, Mountain ash, Alder, Hemlock, and Western Red Cedar Due to
human occupation stands are fairly open with scattered understory of the same mix with
limited Yew, Sitka Alder, Big-leaf and Vine Maple. In close proximity of the summer
homes and their outbuildings, ground cover is sparse due to heavy use. Outside heavy use
areas and travel corridors shrub and ground cover is dense with species including but not
limited to thimbleberry, salmonberry, red currant, bald hip rose, devil’s club, bunchberry,
dogwood, fireweed, electric cat tail, running clubmoss, elderberry, stink currant, frog pelt,
bleeding heart, oak fern, and huckleberry.
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Regulatory Setting
Recreation residence use is authorized under Forest Service regulations if:
a) it is consistent with the MBS Forest Management Plan (U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service, Mt. Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest 1990); and
b) residence is located where an alternative public use has not been established; and
c) the residence does not endanger the health and safety of the holder or the public.
Permits are issued for up to 20 years and the Forest Service must give 10 years notice of
termination. Permits are non-transferable but can be re-issued to heirs and purchasers of
lot improvements for the remainder of the term.
Residences must be occupied at least 15 days in any one year but owners cannot live there
fulltime. Only one building and two outbuildings are permitted and buildings are subjected
to restrictions on architectural design, size, height, decks, building materials, and paint
colors.
On December 31, 2008, all recreation residence permits on the MBS will expire. The MBS
has undertaken to determine if reissuance of the permits is consistent with the Forest Plan
and if reissuance has potential effects to natural and cultural resources, under National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) of 1969, National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA) of
1966 as amended, other relevant laws and Forest Service policy directives. In accordance
with the Antiquities Act of 1906, NHPA, NEPA, the National Forest Management Act
(NFMA) of 1976 mandate these requirements, and the Archeological Resources Protection
Act (ARPA) of 1979 the Forest Service is required to identify, and evaluate cultural
resources potentially effected the permit reissuance.
This report presents the identification, evaluation, and recordation of the historic districts,
buildings, and structures within the recreation residence tracts and the Glacier lots that are
potentially effect by this undertaking. Work conducted for the identification of prehistoric
and Native American associated historic property types are reported separately.
Public Notification
In 2004, the Forest Service held five public meetings on May 5, 12, 13, 18, and 20 in
Naches, Wenatchee, Mountlake Terrace, Vancouver, and Cle Elum, Washington,
respectively. These meetings focused on recreation residences in Washington State and a
proposed management strategy for those residences. All permit holders in Washington
were invited to attend the meetings. On May 26, 2004, Heritage Specialist Jan Hollenbeck
discussed recreation residence issues and the potential historic significance of the tracts in
the White River drainage at the White River Recreation Association’s (WRRA) Spring
Dinner Meeting in Tukwila. Additional information on these meeting is available at
http://www.fs.fed.us/r6/wenatchee/summerhomes/
On August 31, 2005, the Forest Service held a meeting with the WRRA, in Enumclaw,
Washington. At this meeting, the historic evaluation of the MBS tracts, and the proposed
2

Programmatic Agreement regarding recreation residence management were among the
topics discussed.
Scoping letters were sent to interested parties and the Puyallup, Muckleshoot, Snoqualmie,
Tulalip, and Yakama and Colville Indian Tribes. Public comments were reviewed as part
of the NEPA process. Tribal comments were received from the Muckleshoot Indian Tribe
identified traditional use by Muckleshoot ancestors in the vicinity of the recreation
residences (Larson and Forsman, 2001; letter from Dennis Anderson, Muckleshoot Tribe,
to John Phipps, MBS Forest Supervisor, March 7, 2005). Further information is filed in the
NEPA analysis file, and is presented in the archaeological survey report.

Field Methods
The author visited each lot in 2005, and documentation included descriptions of
architectural features, additions/alterations, setting, landscaping, lot improvements,
outbuildings, and overall condition. Digital color photographs were taken of each side of
the main cabin and one picture of the front façade of each outbuilding. Character-defining
features and prominent manmade landscape features were noted and photographed.
Permit files, both those housed with the Mt Baker – Snoqualmie National Forest and with
the National Archives and Records Administration, were reviewed for each lot in the tracts.
The files contained information concerning past and current building permits, ownership,
inspection reports, and requests for additions or changes to structures. The approximate
date of the construction was often derived from the first permit in the file.
Washington State Historic Property Inventory Forms were completed for each currently
occupied lot (Appendix 8). Each cabin was evaluated to determine its eligibility for listing
in the National Register of Historic Places. Each tract was evaluated to determine if a
historic district was present and each cabin was evaluated to determine if it contributes to
the qualities of an eligible historic district.
The interiors of recreation residences were not considered in these evaluations. While it is
recognized that there may be interiors with historic significance, recreation residences are
owned by the permittees and the Forest Service has exercised little aesthetic control over
them and the Forest Service is not normally given access to interiors; and the interiors are
not public spaces open to general view.
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CHAPTER 2: NATIONAL REGISTER CRITERIA AND
METHODS FOR DETERMING ELIGIBILITY OF
RECREATION RESIDENCES
Overview
The recreation residences on the MBS are evaluated as both individual structures and as
districts. A residence or tract is considered eligible for listing on the National Register of
Historic Places (National Register) if:
• Significant for one or more National Register Criteria (A-D), taking into account
applicable critical considerations (a, b, c, d, e, f, and g); and
• Individually, the building(s) or district meet integrity level described in integrity
section of this report
Criteria for Evaluation (36 CFR 60.4)
The criteria applied to evaluate properties (other than areas of the National Park System
and National Historic Landmarks) for the National Register are listed below. These criteria
are worded in a manner to provide for a wide diversity of resources. The following criteria
shall be used in evaluating properties for nomination to the National Register, by NPS in
reviewing nominations, and for evaluating National Register eligibility of properties.
Guidance in applying the criteria is further discussed in the “How To” publications,
Standards & Guidelines sheets and Keeper'
s opinions of the National Register. Such
materials are available upon request.
National Register criteria for evaluation. 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; or
B. That are associated with the lives of persons significant in our past; or
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
may lack individual distinction; or
D. That have yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or
history.
4

Criteria Considerations
Ordinarily cemeteries, birthplaces, graves of historical figures, properties owned by
religious institutions or used for religious purposes, structures that have been moved from
their original locations, reconstructed historic buildings, properties primarily
commemorative in nature, and properties that have achieved significance within the past 50
years shall not be considered eligible for the National Register. However, such properties
will qualify if they are integral parts of districts that do meet the criteria or if they fall
within the following categories:
a. A religious property deriving primary significance from architectural or artistic
distinction or historical importance; or
b. A building or structure removed from its original location but which is primarily
significant for architectural value, or which is the surviving structure most
importantly associated with a historic person or event; or
c. A birthplace or grave of a historical figure of outstanding importance if there is no
appropriate site or building directly associated with his or her productive life; or
d. A cemetery which derives its primary importance from graves of persons of
transcendent importance, from age, from distinctive design features, or from
association with historic events; or
e. A reconstructed building when accurately executed in a suitable environment and
presented in a dignified manner as part of a restoration master plan, and when no
other building or structure with the same association has survived; or
f. A property primarily commemorative in intent if design, age, tradition, or symbolic
value has invested it with its own exceptional significance; or
g. A property achieving significance within the past 50 years if it is of exceptional
importance.
As stated in Criteria Consideration and consideration g, unless a resource is of exceptional
important or value, sites younger than 50 years are not considered eligible for the National
Register. However, to allow for potential delays between evaluation and project
implementation this analysis used 45 years old or older for consideration during the
evaluation process. Permits are scheduled to expire on December 31, 2008, so for the
purposes of this analysis structures are considered historic if built in 1963 or before.
Structures built since 1963 will be described as “not historic” and not considered eligible
for the National Register. Since the Historic Context and Periods of Significance for
individual tracts extend post 1963, some structures contribute to a District but are not
considered eligible as individual structures.
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Integrity
Integrity is the ability of a property to convey its significance. To be listed in the National
Register of Historic Places, a property must not only be shown to be significant under the
National Register criteria, but it also must have integrity. Within the concept of integrity,
the National Register criteria recognize seven aspects or qualities that, in various
combinations, define integrity (Shrimpton 2002).
•
•
•

•

•
•
•

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.
o Topographic features (a gorge or the crest of a hill);
o Vegetation;
o Simple manmade features (paths or fences); and
o Relationships between buildings and other features or open space.
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.

Historic Context
Historic contexts are those patterns or trends in history by which a specific occurrence,
property, or site is understood and its meaning (and ultimately its significance) within
history or prehistory is made clear. The significance of a historic property can be judged
and explained only when it is evaluated within its historic context.
In order to decide whether a property is significant within its historic context, the following
five things must be determined:
• The facet of prehistory or history of the local area, State, or the Nation that the
property represents;
• Whether that facet of prehistory or history is significant;
• Whether it is a type of property that has relevance and importance in illustrating the
historic context;
• How the property illustrates that history; and finally
• Whether the property possesses the physical features necessary to convey the aspect
of prehistory or history with which it is associated.
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Districts
A district consists of a concentration of buildings that together, convey a visual sense of a
historic arrangement or plan. Eligible districts may contain buildings that do not contribute
to the significance of the district, but the district as a whole still conveys its sense of time
and place, and aesthetics as a planned community.
For a district to retain integrity, the majority of the components that make up the district'
s
historic character must possess integrity even if they are individually undistinguished. In
addition, the relationships among the district'
s components must be substantially
unchanged since the period of significance. A component of a district cannot contribute to
the significance if it has been substantially altered since the period of the district'
s
significance, or it does not share the historic associations of the district.

Recreation Residence Eligibility
Recreation residence tracts on Washington’s national forests may be eligible for the
National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and C. These two criteria are largely
interdependent. The government land use policies that allowed for and guided the look of
recreation residences on national forests make them eligible under Criterion A. These
policies also deal with aesthetic and design issues, with guidelines for the rustic, vernacular
characteristics that make them eligible under Criterion C. The homeowners were the other
major player in this effort, and thus, the partnership exists that Paul Starrs calls, “the
influential establishment forces and the vernacular ‘doers’” as producers of the cultural
landscape (Starrs 1996:125).
Frequently, vernacular architecture is determined eligible under Criterion A. Vernacular
architecture embraces a diverse range of folk and mass-produced building forms and
decorative features that do not, in and of themselves, constitute a formal style of
architecture (Wyatt 1987:4-5, 24-25). However, the contextual history demonstrates strong
ties of recreation residences and their rustic vernacular architecture, with trends and forms
popular in the west in the first few decades of the 20th century. Thus, Criterion C is also
important.
Criterion A
Properties can be eligible for the National Register if they are associated with events that
have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of our history.
The historic significance under Criterion A of recreation residence tracts, essentially rural
historic landscapes, resides in the fact that, in the early years of the 20th century, federal
law and Forest Service policy encouraged construction of private recreation residences on
public national forest lands as a means for developing recreation opportunities and for
resource protection.
7

Recreation residence tracts have played a complex and intriguing role in the evolution of
land use policy in the Forest Service, a role that can be best understood within its larger
context of recreation as a forest use (Chapter 2). The Forest Service supported and even
promoted the establishment of recreation residences, from the beginning of its authority to
permit such uses until at least the 1950s. New development in the program was finally
discontinued in the 1968. When all is said and done, the recreation residence phenomenon
had a substantial impact on the agency, the homeowners, the recreating public, and the
landscape.
The Occupancy Permit Act of 1915 generated the recreation residence program on National
Forest lands, and the Forest Service developed and implemented regulations and direction
on creating recreation residence tracts (Chapter 2). There were a few tracts established
under earlier laws; but they were rare, and most were incorporated into tracts later
developed under the 1915 Occupancy Permit Act. Tracts were usually established in areas
of recreation activity, such as around hot springs and lakes, or along rivers and roads.
Early Forest Service guidance was very general; however, through time, guidelines for
recreation residences became more specific. The intent of these guidelines was to ensure
that the tracts and residences evolved in certain ways and not in others. Local
interpretation of national policy and the policy of individual forests varied at times and
even played a role in deviating from the broader aesthetic goals, but they generally held to
the importance of a rustic architectural style, harmonizing with the environment.
Recreation residence tracts also are significant under Criterion A because they represent the
private recreational use of public lands. In the administrative history of the Forest Service,
this presented a perpetual conflict with the principle of broad public access to recreational
opportunities on the forests. This conflict was played out in numerous attempts to change
policies to accommodate more public access and use.
Privately built recreation buildings, structures, and facilities on National Forests are also
significant under Criterion A, for their association with important trends in the historic
development of the travel, and tourism, and in the growth of outdoor recreation in the State
of Washington.
Throop (1998) outlined the associative qualities that qualify a property, relevant to
Criterion A:
• Represent private development of long-term, permanent recreation facilities to
serve public needs,
• Represent private response to Forest Service measures to encourage public
recreation on the National Forests, and
• Recall agency response to establishment of public land and resource management
mission to regulate use of National Forests.
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Criterion C
As a property type, privately built recreation sites, buildings, and structures on the National
Forests are significant under Criterion C, as they embody the distinctive characteristics of
four period styles of architecture – early hand-built log or frame construction, intermediate
carpenter-built frame or log buildings, rough-sawn locally processed materials are closely
tied to local building traditions, and the rustic/naturalistic style of architecture either
particular to the Forest Service in the Pacific Northwest Region or as interpreted by private
builders.
Both the Forest Service administrators and the cabin builders drew on larger cultural trends
for their inspiration: turn-of-the-20th century, romantic notions of nature, and the populist
thinking of the conservation movement. These influences are summarized in the
contextual history (Chapter 3).
The participation of both the Forest Service and the homeowners in developing the rustic
vernacular character of these recreation residence tracts is the basis for determining their
historic significance under Criterion C. When recreation residence tracts were first
developed, it was understood the improvements were to be modest (U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service 1915, Reg. L-38: 136) and spaced so that they were neither so
close together nor so far apart that only a few permittees occupied all the choice spots
(Graves 1915:1-2). Soon, these minimal guidelines developed into an emphasis on
recreation residences being rustic, simple, and built with native materials. The recreation
residence vernacular style that evolved was characterized by asymmetrical lot
arrangements, strong relationships between natural and cultural features, and use of native,
rustic building materials. It must be noted, however, that there were occasions when Forest
Service policy at the local level strayed from the standard for rustic, vernacular style.
The homebuilders and owners, in meeting their own needs and desires, shaped the look and
feel of the residences. Their more improvised role usually reinforced the rustic vernacular
character, yet at times, they preempted policy and created elements incompatible with the
rural setting, even so far as creating urban-like buildings or settings. Outbuildings, such as
garages, sheds, and outhouses, and small features such as barbeques, fire pits, and retaining
walls, were to be approved by forest officers, but were frequently simply added by
permittees unofficially, and not originally part of the overall planned construction.
Yet, in the dialectical push and pull between the Forest Service and the homeowners, there
was common ground. Both held that rustic character and a tie to the natural environment
were important. The two players and their relationship led to the embodiment of
distinctive landscape and architectural characteristics. This relationship between the socalled “establishment” and the “vernacular, common folk” (Starrs 1996:127) played a
significant role in Pacific Northwest’s rural history. Thus, the general pattern of events that
makes recreation residences eligible under Criterion A is closely tied to Criterion C.
Period of Significance
Period of significance is determined for each individual tract, based primarily on the period
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during which an individual tract (or a major portion of it) was developed and its recreation
residences were built. In addition, when some other documented, important local, regional,
or national event in the history of a particular tract occurred, this date should be included in
the tract'
s period of significance.

Registration Requirements
The following steps were used to determine the eligibility of recreation residences either as
individual buildings or for tracts as districts:
•

In order to qualify under Criterion A, a recreation residence tract must have been
established during the period of study (1905 - 1968) and under the Occupancy
Permits Act of 1915 or earlier authorizing laws. Because Criterion A and C are so
thoroughly interdependent, a tract must qualify under both criteria to be determined
eligible as a Historic District. Individual recreation residences maybe be eligible
under Criterion C.
All recreation residence tracts are associated with the Occupancy Permits Act and
earlier authorizing laws, and related Forest Service policy and regulation; this does
not automatically make all tracts eligible. First, the tract’s period of significance
must be within the study period. A tract must also exhibit rustic, vernacular
architectural characteristics and retain integrity.

•

In order to qualify under Criterion C, a tract must embody the rustic vernacular
characteristics that Forest Service policy over the years attempted to foster and
reinforce, and that the recreation residence owners implemented on the ground.
Outbuildings buildings and associated features should also have been constructed
within the period of significance and/or be of similar rustic character to contribute
to the residence and/or tract’s historic significance. The scale of changes has to be
considered. For example, if a property has a large addition outside the period of
significance, it does not qualify as a contributor even if the addition is sympathetic.
Conversely, a small, incompatible addition might not be inimical to significance.
o The most important features of the rustic vernacular recreation residence
style and method of construction as a rural community landscape are:
Asymmetrical /irregular lot arrangements
Incorporation of natural features into cultural features of landscape
at tract and lot levels.
Use of native and rustic materials for building, such as:
Rough sawn wood for siding (e.g., board and batten, shiplap,
shake/shingle)
Peeled and unpeeled logs for siding, trim, railings etc.
Native stone for foundations, fireplaces, buildings, etc.
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o Each recreation residence tract has a distinguishable cultural landscape
composed of residences, outbuildings, access roads, trails, and other
landscape features. All of these will be considered in the evaluation of a
tract.
o The lifestyle of recreation residence permittees during the period of
significance resulted in the construction of vernacular features such as
barbeques, patios, fire rings, rock walls, stone stairs, and plantings of exotic
or native vegetation. These will be considered in the evaluation of a tract.
Ephemeral, movable objects (e.g., moveable chairs, barbeques, recreation
equipment, etc.) will not be considered.
o Recreation residence tracts were built to harmonize with a variety of
environments including forested areas, subalpine and alpine settings, along
rivers and creeks, next to lakes, and near scenic vistas, and combining
features such as vegetation, rocks, and bodies of water, etc., with cultural
features. Further, these settings are widely variable in appearance, for
example, a riverside recreation residence in the eastern escarpment of the
Cascades contrasted with a riverside setting on the westside. The degree to
which a tract harmonizes with its particular environment will be considered
in the evaluation.
o For several reasons, the interiors of recreation residences will not be
considered in these evaluations. While it is recognized that there may be
interiors with historic significance, recreation residences are owned by the
permittees and the Forest Service has exercised little aesthetic control over
interior changes. They are not required to blend with the environment, as
are the exteriors. The Forest Service is not normally given access to
interiors; and the interiors are not public spaces open to general view.
o Because of continued use over several decades by individuals and families,
recreation residences often exhibit a wide variety of modifications. Often, it
is difficult to distinguish original from subsequent fabric. It must be
recognized that in the case of this changing property type, there are clear
limitations on the ability to identify modifications and date them. The use
of approval documents, photographs, and interviews may help determine
what and when modifications occurred. However, when these are not
available or it is impractical to conduct highly-detailed, intensive research, it
will be more important to consider simply whether the modification is
sympathetic to the rest of the cabin and compatible with the tract as a whole
(Birnbaum 1994:10). As long as the modification does not detract from, but
compliments, the vernacular, rustic qualities of the building, the
modification will not be considered as negatively impacting a building’s
eligibility.
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o Survey has shown that most residences were laid out as they were planned,
and there is rarely any evidence of individual residences having been
moved. In general, lot lines were not changed. So while it is possible,
extensive research to identify moved residences is not necessary. Original
site plans and subsequent site maps should be compared with existing
properties; records should be consulted; and, where reasonable, owners
interviewed about moved buildings or structures. Properties will not be
considered contributing if they have been moved from their original site.
•

Tract research may show that, as well as being significant regionally under Criteria
A and C, a particular recreation residence tract has local significance-environmental, social, and/or political importance--which should documented and
be considered as part of the period of significance.

•

If a tract is more recent than 1963 (or its residences predominately built after 1963),
it will be considered ineligible for the National Register.

•

In order to be eligible for the National Register, a tract must retain integrity of
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association that
embody rustic character and blend with the environment. Integrity of the cultural
landscape is important in determining the tract'
s eligibility as well as architectural
integrity of the buildings that make up a tract.

Scale of Analysis
The analysis is done primarily at two scales, and occasionally additional information is
obtained at a higher scale. At the landscape level, the tract, its cultural and physical
features, vegetation, and views are analyzed as an integrated whole. At the lot level,
architectural attributes of individual buildings are analyzed, and then outbuildings and
cultural features on the lot are analyzed in relation to the primary building.
Occasionally, several tracts may be associated through history or geography, and this
broader grouping may also be studied to gain additional information. This strategy focuses
on recreation residence tracts, as the unit of analysis. But it does not exclude the possibility
of evaluating tracts as part of districts defined by other contexts in other efforts.
Lot scale
The focus of analysis for architectural attributes is on the permitted building or cabin,
because it usually dominates the site, and because, historically, permits were issued
primarily for one residence. Architectural attributes include: building siting and
orientation, massing, roofs, exterior walls, foundations, additions, windows and doors,
chimneys, porches, and decks. Outbuildings, including sheds, garages, outhouses, pump
houses, and detached sleeping quarters are also analyzed, but in a more general sense. Are
they compatible with the location, materials, and configuration of the main residence?
Cultural features or structures on the lot, such as driveways, walkways, barbeques, fire pits,
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and plantings, should also be compatible with the rustic character of the site and
subordinate to the main residence.
Tract scale
The recreation residence tract is tied together by its setting–its historic landscape, which
includes cultural features, physical landforms and hydrologic features, vegetation, and
views. Cultural features that tie the tract together are its subdivision, road system,
community water system, docks, and other constructed features not specifically linked to
individual lots. The physical setting includes the landscapes on which the residences are
sited, often characterized by rock outcrops, lakes, streams, and other natural features.
Vegetation includes the trees, and endemic and exotic plants on the site. Views, along with
the physical setting and vegetation, often determined the original placement of a tract on
the landscape. The tract is more than just the sum of its lots. An eligible tract is the result
of a generalized grouping of buildings and features within the tract boundary that all
compliment each other and take advantage of the available view shed in a way consonant
with provisions of the Occupancy Permits Act and the policies it generated.
Multiple tract scale
At this scale, several related tracts should be considered together because they share a
common development or geographic setting. For instance, several tracts may have been
built along a stretch of a river as part of one forest’s developmental phase. However, the
basic tract level evaluation still forms the basis for eligibility. Broader scale analysis may
provide important additional historic information that can be considered in the context.
This can be part of the local descriptive information.
Two basic property types characterize Forest Service administered recreation residences:
recreation residence tracts and recreation residence lots. The tracts reflect, under National
Register Criterion A, the Forest Service vision of recreation residence planning and
administration. The residence lots reflect, under National Register Criteria A and C, both
Forest Service and homeowner visions of the recreation residence phenomenon.
Because the last tract on the MBS was developed in 1950, home sites have become fixed in
number. There are occasions where a residence was rebuilt following a disaster; but,
because of Forest Service policy, no new tracts have been laid out. Therefore, the entire
population of recreation residence tracts can be studied and evaluated. All buildings and
features within tracts are included in the analysis.
Recreation residence tracts are the primary property type and unit of analysis. All original
design and approval for recreation residences was done at the tract level. A tract had to be
surveyed by a forest official and a plat map provided to the Forest Service regional office
for review. Tracts consisted of from a few to over 200 buildings, as well as road systems
and features such as pathways, and bridges.
Recreation residence tracts can be conveniently subdivided into three main property
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subtypes: settings, community patterns, and lot arrangements. Settings include
characteristics and associations of views and orientation, topography and landscape
features, vegetation, etc. Community patterns include common spaces and structures, such
as roads, water systems, community halls, and docks that are used by all the residents of
the tract and frequently managed by associations. Lots are the basic units of the tract
subdivision, the locations of the privately owned recreation residences, but are arranged in
a pattern designed by the Forest Service.
The recreation residence lot property type can also be subdivided. Lots, at a minimum,
contain the primary residence. Most also contain outbuildings and cultural landscape
features. Recreation residences, i.e., primary residences, are rustic, vernacular architecture,
of log, wood frame, and/or stone construction techniques. Outbuildings include such
structures as garages, sleeping quarters, sheds, outhouses, and well houses. Landscape
features include driveways, walkways, terracing, patios, plantings, and recreational features
like horseshoe pits, along with an array of additional features.

Property Type Description - Physical Characteristics
Region 5, California, of the Forest Service surveyed and analyzed 55 tracts and 1,768 lots,
from this analysis they developed the Property Type Description - Physical Characteristics
(Lux et. al. 2001; McNiel 2000a; 2000b). For the most part, the characteristics they
described hold true for recreation residences on MBS. The characteristics presented below
are based on the California study but have been modified represent the property types
present on the MBS.
Sometimes larger landscape features--major roads, streams, and so on--or
administrative planning efforts, where several tracts were laid out in
concert, provided a unifying context for multiple tracts. The tract--its
subdivision of lots and interconnecting roads and trails, communal areas,
and natural features--topography and vegetation--provided a context for
the lots. Then, the lot and its associated features provided a context for the
residence. A building provided a context for it’s many parts, the doors,
windows, and construction materials (Lux et al. 2001:56).
The landscape and lot/building characteristics relate directly to the two property types,
tracts and lots; and thus, they allow for the following generalized descriptions of the
property types, and their character-defining features, as to develop typical examples of the
resource. It also allows for the identification of unique characteristics that contribute or do
not contribute to national register eligibility.
Recreation Residence Tract Characteristics
While they embody some of the physical characteristics of urban communities--planned lot
arrangements, water systems, roads and developed circulation routes, and single-family
homes--recreation residence tracts are not simply urban or suburban communities placed in
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a rural setting. Urban or suburban subdivisions exhibit generally larger, more densely
designed, rectilinear layout designs. They are more homogenous and are less tied to
natural features on a site, and often their development involves removal of those natural
features that inhibit a more practical use of the area (Ames 1998). On the other hand,
recreation residence tracts are also unlike single cabins or small ranch groupings of
buildings in the woods. The informal community of homes, with its common areas and
features, creates an entirely different ambiance. Recreation residence tracts lie perhaps
somewhere in-between, and are unique in this respect.
Rural Historic Landscape
Recreation residence tracts on National Forests are best described as rural historic
communities on public land, focused on outdoor recreation. While they were usually laid
out according to a plan guided by the Forest Service, their spatial organization depended, in
large part, on predominant landforms and natural features, and orientation to views and
microclimates in an area. Tracts were comprised of standard elements: circulation
networks, including roads, trails, and footpaths, sometimes located in relation to major
routes or highways; water systems; natural and exotic vegetation; open spaces; the
residences themselves and their related outbuildings; and a variety of smaller-scale
elements, such as fire pits, rock retaining walls, and benches. The buildings are best
described as rustic, vernacular architecture. They are generally small in size, constructed
largely of native materials, with strong ties to their setting, and built by ordinary people
(Lux et. al. 2001).
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, occupancy 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 (McClelland, et
al. 1999:1-2).
One of the major land uses included in this property type is recreation; so, certainly
recreation residence tracts fall within this definition. More than simply the result of human
activity, recreation residence tracts, as rural landscapes, are a convergence of both cultural
and natural forces. They reflect the beliefs, attitudes, traditions, and values of the people
who built them, and adaptation to the natural features of an area. Recreation residence
tracts are not some static ideal, but a balance between the forces of stability and of change
brought about by both humans and the environment.
Setting Characteristics
•

Orientation to Lakes and Rivers – Two kinds of tracts exist, those with singlering road development, one or two rings of lots deep, and those tracts with
combined ring road and compact clustering, more akin to suburban subdivisions.
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Locations near water were desirable for development, and more opportunities
existed to place tracts next to rivers than to lakes.
•

Orientation to Landform, Topography, Elevation, and Rocks – Landforms have
a strong influence on the siting and orientation of architecture. Cabins are often
sited on hillsides, the most prevalent type of landform that occurs on lots. Other
frequently occurring landforms include cliffs, rocky riversides, outcroppings, and
knolls. Many cabins are sited on difficult topography, and the foundations and
general massing of these buildings respond to elevation changes.

The percent of cabins with a strong relationship to elevation change is fairly high. As
might be expected, those few residences built on sites with no elevation change tend to
have level foundations, while those with greater elevation change tend to have multiple
stories or stepped foundations, and elevated decks on the downhill side. Another less
adaptive solution to dealing with elevation change is seen in those cabins with flat
foundations supported on the downhill side by tall posts.
Large rocks occur in many tracts and are a dominant influence on siting and orientation.
Other sites have decorative rocks that become part of the surrounding landscaping,
incorporated into patios, walls, or planters. As elevation increases, so does rock as an
element of the natural setting, and so does the use of rock. This is an excellent example of
how recreation residences blend with their natural setting.
The percent of cabins with evidence of landscaping or gardening is high. The desire to
enhance the area immediately adjacent to cabins is clear, and ranges from planting a few
shrubs or annuals to full landscaping with planters, walks, water features, and a variety of
plants. The landscaping surrounding recreation residences is less apparent than in
suburban developments it does occur to one degree or another on most lots.
The use of exotic vegetation was not approved in policy. In reality, however, the
homeowners frequently modified their cultural landscapes with exotic vegetation. Thus,
exotic vegetation became one of the characteristics of recreation residence cultural
landscape features.
Community Patterns
•

Roads and Developed Circulation – In many cases, the orientation of individual
residences to roads is a function of landform and topography. In narrow valleys or
restricted terraces, a main road might be the only possibility for access. Some
times, there are linear frontage roads that parallel the main highway and provide
access for subsequent rows of lots.

Tracts are often designed with subsidiary frontage roads serving clusters or strings of
cabins. The percent of lots with some form of developed circulation is high. These
improvements range from simple dirt paths to elaborate walks, bridges, parking areas, or
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pedestrian paths. They are part of the network that provides access to the lots, community
features, and to landscape features.
Lot Arrangements
Tracts were usually laid out by a forest officer and were designed to fit each particular
location. In many cases the structure for the tract was supplied by a strong natural element
such as a creek, river or mountain pass while in other cases, it appears that the main
organizing feature was an existing or new road, frontage road or trail, as described above.
Each lot was placed to provide at least one buildable area and yet were arranged to yield
the most efficient use of the land. The ideal layout appears to have been one in which lots
shared common side boundaries with the front and back of the lot paralleling the access
road and a natural feature such as a river.
The overall density of lots in a tract was related to the topography and occurrence of
features such as rock outcrops or wetlands. These features were often located between
individual lots or clusters of lots and lowered the overall density of the tract. Lots were
ideally at least 100 feet along one axis and sometimes were nearly square. However,
irregular lots exist, as most were laid out in relation to some local site feature or condition
that required the ideal rectangular shape to be modified.
The shape of the tract arrangements vary as widely as the topography and site features they
respond to. However, most seem to reflect natural features they are sited next to, such as
linear arrangements along streams. On flat land, with few constraints, some resemble
traditional subdivision forms from the1920s and 30s, but without the alleys. It seems that
none of the tracts were designed as arbitrarily curvilinear layouts as was popular in the post
WWII suburban housing tracts.
•

Linear Arrangements - Many creek side tracts form an almost continuous line on
one side of the river or the other, being broken only when outcrops or side
tributaries entered the main river. In some cases, these unbroken strings of lots
exist on both sides of the creek with an automobile or pedestrian bridge linking the
two sides of the tract.

•

Grid Arrangements - Tracts organized around road systems on flatter sites often
resemble a traditional suburban neighborhood, with cabins double loaded on both
sides of the road and cross streets that form a typical grid pattern. Often, these grid
patterns vary in their rigidity with streets curving to respond to steep topography,
wet areas, or other natural features.

Recreation Residence Lot Characteristics
“The term “lot” means a parcel of land in the National Forest System—(A) on which a
cabin owner is authorized to build, use, occupy, and maintain a cabin and related
improvements” (Section 604 definitions, article 9 of the Cabin User Fee Fairness Act).
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Recreation residence lots consist, at a minimum, of a residence. Most of the time,
outbuildings, and cultural landscape features have been added.
Architectural Styles
The 1933 Forest Service Region 6 Lands Handbook stated, "Summer homes construction
and treatment is at the best subject to the vagaries of many individuals". The recreation
residences on the MBS typify this statement and were constructed using a wide variety of
exterior materials to create a visual experience complimentary to the owners taste. The use
of local materials, often those found on or near the construction site created different
textures, sizes, and shapes and helped create the overall appearance that was and still is
complimentary with the natural setting. Most cabins used wood, either whole logs or
varieties of milled and handmade forms including cedar bark, shakes or shingles, and
clapboard for exterior cladding. Exterior ornamentation including color and decorations
were restricted by the Forest Service. Permits from the 1930s included a stipulation that “a
subdued color that will harmonize with the forest will be used on all painted buildings”.
Common colors varied from dark brown, green, gray, and reddish-brown. The majority of
cabins on the MBS were unpainted or stains were used to allow the natural tones of the
wood to be visible.
The simple gable roof is by far the most common roof. The roof pitch was dictated by the
climate - higher elevations had steeply pitched roofs to shed snow and rain, while lower
elevations adopted more gradual shed-type roof shapes. Roofs were most commonly clad
with wood shingles or shakes, although beginning in the 1950s many owners began reroofing with galvanized or corrugated metal, and today standing seam metal roofs are
preferred by cabin owners.
The heavy rains and snows of the western Cascades make covered entries, covered
porches, or verandas common. Due to heavy snow load, many porches were designed in
the "Swiss" style as an extension of the gable. Generally, these covered entries reflected
the overall style of the structure, and provided additional living space for the home'
s
occupants. The heavy precipitation and desire for additional living space also led to most
porches being enclosed early on in the cabins’ history.
Shutters were often used to embellish windows as well as to function as closures during the
winter. Mountain cabin owners often relied on shutters to protect the building from
damage from snow and rain, as well as vandalism.
Chimneys and fireplaces were the principal means of heating structures. Permits required
“Flues must be constructed of brick or masonry, well plastered on the inside, or with a
lining of terra cotta or cement tile. Standard masonry flues by reliable mason will be
accepted” (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Rainier National Forest 1937).
Chimney design varied markedly from one building to another. Most chimneys were on
the exterior, built against the gable wall. Native stone was common for both the hearth and
chimney. Heating was also supplied by metal stove pipes attached to cast-iron wood stoves
and cook stoves.
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Multi-paned windows, both sash and casement, were commonly used. Window treatments
varied in size and placement. Interestingly, many cabin owners chose to limit the number
of windows in their structures even though the surrounding forest may have reduced the
natural lighting within the cabin.
Porches are ubiquitous architectural features that reflect the ideological purpose behind
mountain cabins, cottages, and summer homes. The variety of porch railings included
native pole lumber, and milled boards were used for enclosing but the majority of porches
were not railed. Due to heavy precipitation and high winter use, on the MBS, decks were
generally modern additions to the cabin.
Specific Architecture types
Recreation residences have been identified as rustic, vernacular architecture (Carr and
McNiel 1999; Palmer and Cole 1998; Dodd 1995; Conners 1993; Supernowicz and McNiel
1992). Rustic architecture has been defined:
Successfully handled, [rustic] is a style which, through the use of native
materials in proper scale, and through the avoidance of rigid, straight lines,
and over-sophistication, gives the feeling of having been executed by
pioneer craftsmen with limited hand tools. It thus achieves sympathy with
natural surroundings and with the past” (Tweed, et al. 1977:93).
Rustic style is distinguished by its use of native materials that were chosen to blend with
the local environment. Buildings were characterized by the use of logs and indigenous
stone, roofs with broad overhangs and porches, and simply proportioned window and door
openings. Asymmetrical composition, rough stone foundations, large stone chimneys,
moderate to steeply pitched gabled and hipped roofs often covered with wooden shingles or
shakes and pierced with dormer windows, exterior walls clad with unpeeled logs or halfround logs, or board and batten, or unpainted shingles, and numerous small windows with
many panes and simple undecorated frames are elements of this style.
The term vernacular suggests that something was designed by a craftsman or perhaps an
owner, but not by a professional architect, and again, was built with local material.
National Register Bulletin 31 defines vernacular architecture:
…this type can be idiosyncratic amalgams of building traditions and
styles, strongly reflecting the personality of the builder, or they may
represent the more potent cultural dynamic of time and place. A key
feature of vernacular buildings is their affinity for and adaptation to
landscape, climate, and cultural patterns. Architectural “style” is
insignificant in comparison to the form of the building, its construction
materials, and the layout of the rooms (Wyatt 1987:4).
The basis of rustic architecture was a design philosophy begun in the nineteenth century
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and founded on an ethic of nonintrusiveness. Architectural design related to the landscape,
and was expressed in forms and materials responsive to the environment in scale and
proportion to the physical features. Its concept was found in the romantic perceptions of
nature and the western frontier, its theory drawn from the picturesque ideas of Andrew
Jackson Downing and other landscape architects, and its philosophy derived from the
conservation ethic engendered by the recognition of the loss of wilderness and the closure
of the frontier. The National Park Service championed rustic architecture in its tourist
facilities. The first well-developed examples of National Park rustic architecture were
erected in the 1920s (Tweed, et al. 1977:31). Within the Forest Service, the rustic style of
architecture is closely associated with the Great Depression, for maturity and eloquence of
its expression was achieved at that time.
Log Tradition
The predominate house type for recreation residences on the MBS are log cabins. In North
America, besides Native American use of logs for home building, log construction has
been primarily attributed to the Swedes, Finns, and Germans. Although a variety of other
cultures used logs in home building, these three groups are believed to have introduced log
construction: the German influence appears to be the most widespread.
Timbers used in log construction were generally acquired locally. Pre-manufactured logs
were not introduced into the home market until the twentieth century. Logs were often left
round, but were also hewn and stripped of their bark. Various studies have shown that
ethnic groups had distinctive corner notching styles. Along with notching the corners of
log homes, early builders used a variety of chinking materials, including mud, clay, wood,
straw, and stones.
Log construction as a principal building material and design remained popular in rural
mountain communities into the twentieth century, and today has once again emerged as an
efficient and affordable means of home building. During the 1930, many summer homes
adapted the pre-manufactured half-log siding, common after 1920. Many of the homes
used logs as the principal siding, with other manufactured sidings for trim and the upper
gable walls. Logs were perhaps most commonly used for porches, railings, and decorative
frameworks for retaining walls and trellises.

Side Gabled House.
The side and front gable designs were easily incorporated
into varieties of log structures as well as those
constructed of other materials. This integration makes
side and front gable variants the most common
architectural form seen in MBS recreation residences.
The Side-Gabled House includes the folk houses such as
the “I” House, The Hall and Parlor, the Quebec Cottage,
and variants of the Bungalow and Craftsman Houses of
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I-House

the twentieth century.
The “I” House is a common variant found throughout North America. Popular throughout
the nineteenth century and into the twentieth century, the “I” House, with its side facing
gables, one-room depth, at least two-room width, and one or two stories, possessed a
variety of facades, and fit well into urban and rural landscapes. Introduced into America
by the English, the “I” House quickly gained popularity along the Eastern Seaboard and
later by settlers in the Far West. Designed with a central hallway and two rooms of equal
size, the “I” House could provide privacy, or an open floor plan depending upon the
occupant'
s needs.
In comparing the “I” House with rustic mountain cabins, cottages, and summer homes, it is
apparent that the single story and one-and-one-half story variety predominate. The
majority of recreation residences that can be classified as an I House; they are one-room
deep, side-gabled, and have a loft for storage and additional sleeping quarters. Lower
elevation residences tend to include full porches, while higher elevations adapted a wide
unenclosed deck. Fireplaces were built on either gable end, but rarely as a central hearth.
Cladding included shingles, shakes, boards and battens, and logs.
The Hall and Parlor House type consists of a variety of sub-types, including those found in
the "I" house. The large interior space and lofts of the Hall and Parlor subtype were
compatible with the needs of summer homeowners. The type was names for its two ground
floor rooms, the parlor, and the hall, the hall being somewhat larger than the parlor. The
parlor served as a bedroom, guest chamber, and formal
reception room, while the hall functioned as a kitchen,
dining room, work area, and informal space. A garret or
loft was common, accessed by a corner stairway and
sometimes an exterior door. The Hall and Parlor House
was adaptable to both urban and rural environments.
Chimneys
were generally placed on the gable ends and
Hall and Parlor
provided heat for both rooms and the loft. Overall, a
symmetrical design, many Hall and Parlor Houses had
offset entries, and unevenly spaced windows.
The Hall and Parlor House may be the most common form
found in summer home construction. Its simplicity,
combined with its utility as a formal and informal living area,
is credited with its widespread popularity. The distinction
between the Hall and Parlor House and the “I” House is the
depth of rooms.
Evoking the feeling of a cottage, the Quebec House type was
originally built in and around Quebec City, Canada.
Designed for cold climates, the Quebec cottage was
characterized by a steeply-pitched roof, extended bellcast
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Quebec House

eaves, and a full porch, sometimes raised above ground level. The interior plan generally
consisted of two rooms of unequal size, the larger called the winter room, and the smaller
called the summer room. The summer room generally had a large stone hearth used for
cooking. A narrow stairway led to the loft. Chimneys were placed inside the wall on each
gable end. Quebec cottages were built of both wood and stone. McAlester classifies these
house types as the French Colonial tradition.
While the bellcast eaves are unusual, many of the Quebec cottage'
s other attributes are
found in summer homes. The steeply-pitched roof, the eave overhang, the loft, the use of
the hearth for cooking, and the front porch can be found in many summer home designs.

Front-Gabled House
The front-gabled house referenced in folk architecture as the shotgun house was derived
from structures built in Africa and introduced into Haiti and later southern Louisiana
during the mid-nineteenth century. The shotgun house was distinguished by a narrow
front-facing gable entrance with rooms aligned from front to rear.

Gable Front

Folk tradition holds that if a shotgun were fired in the front
door (of a shotgun house) that the blast would exit the rear
door. Later examples have non-aligned doors and corner
porches, rather than the full front porch. The shotgun house
was easily added to, either at the rear or with extensions from
the gable ends. Shotgun houses were inexpensive to build and
could be erected in a short period of time. By the twentieth
century, the shotgun style became a common form of industrial
housing in large metropolitan areas.

A-Frame
The A-Frame is an example of a contemporary folk tradition of building, it was
popularized after World War II, and developed as a summer or second home. It later was
adapted to residential construction, particularly in
mountainous communities. The A-frame is characterized
by a steep, extended roof almost reaching the ground with
front and rear gables, which allowed for a more spacious
floor plan, but also a more awkward one with its inward
sloping walls. They were generally one and one-half
stories, with a loft and large windows on the front and rear
facades. A wood stove, rather than a rock chimney
A-Frame
usually heated the structure. Two variants have been
identified; the full extended A-frame and the modified,
half A-frame. A-frames were designed for areas of heavy precipitation, primarily in the
form of snow. Large decks were added to take advantage of the warm summer days and
views. They were becoming increasingly popular throughout the United States in this
period as vacation homes, due to their relative ease of construction and their compatibility
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with newly developed wood products such as plywood (Randl 2004). They were
considered a simple and sturdy structure that exhibited a harmony with nature. Many of
the tracts developed after 1940 are characterized by A-frame dwellings. The first A-frame
cabin on the MBS was constructed at Dalles Lot 21 in 1948.
Builders
The original building permit issued by the U.S. Forest Service stipulated that only noncommercial permanent structures with sanitary water and sewer systems were allowed on
the lots. The building plans were submitted for review to the Forest Service prior to
construction; construction of the cabins had to begin within six months and completed
within a year of the initial permit, although many got extensions to complete the cabin.
The owners, using local building material often from single person timber sales,
constructed the cabins. From the Forest Service records it appears the majority of owners
built their own cabin, some did hire local builders or other cabin owners to build their
cabin.
Residence Characteristics
The influences and characteristics of summer homes changed over time. The following
generalizations of defining characteristics, based on Throop 1998, are outlined below.
First Phase/Early Period (1905-1915):
Natural and Native Materials – Logs, local and on-site; field or rubble stone.
Single Exterior Treatment – Hewn or round logs, scribed or unscribed.
Gable, shed, Hip Roof Shapes – Pitch responds to climate conditions; roof trim
projects, open; Roof configuration simple, gable – primary shape, entry, porch
covered with gable extension or shed roof.
Windows – Single and double-hung sash, singly placed for light and ventilation.
Chimney – Interior chimney, stovepipe, occasional stone exterior end chimney.
Entry – Plain, covered.
Second Phase/Intermediate Period (1915-1932):
Natural and Native Materials – Milled/Manufactured – shiplap, clapboard, flush
drop-siding, shingles; limited processing – peeled logs, field and rubble stone.
Single Exterior Treatment – Materials applied in uniform finished surface. Single
Texture – manufactured wood or round logs.
Gable and Shed Roof Shapes - Gable shape predominates, pitch appropriate to
climatic conditions. Primary shape may be reiterated in complimentary roof
dormers. Porches may be extended gable shape, or shed roof along long axis of
building.
Windows - Single sash, fixed, or paired with horizontal slide opening; may be
single light or multi-light divisions; one-over-one double-hung sash, singly or in
pairs. Arrangements vary from regularity to asymmetry.
Chimneys - Brick or stone exterior side or end placement; interior chimneys.
Entry - Plain, covered.
23

Third Phase/Late Period (1933-1945):
Natural and Native Materials - Milled/Manufactured, locally processed or obtained
-- rough-sawn beveled siding, shiplap and flush drop-siding, wood shingles or
shakes: limited processing -- peeled logs, field and rubble stone.
Varied Exterior Treatment - Materials applied differing in size, shape, and finished
surface. Detail enhanced by juxtaposing two (or more) contrasting textures. Single
texture - manufactured wood - a common treatment; single texture - natural rustic
materials (log, stone); multiple textures of stone and wood, stone and log, and
differing wood surfaces characteristic also.
Gable, Hip, and Shed Roof Shapes - Primary design, pitch appropriate to climatic
conditions. Roof configurations range from single shape, varied in size, position,
and number - to occasional complex designs incorporating two or more shapes,
variously reiterated in porches, hoods, and dormers.
Multi-Paned Windows - Both double-hung sash and casements, and/or fixed-light.
Window treatments differ in size and aspect, and range from single divisions to
groups of two or three, generally with divided lights. Arrangements also vary from
regularity to asymmetry.
Chimneys - Massive brick or stone (dressed, random coursed; field stone) exterior
side or end, and/or brick or stone-faced interior.
Dormers - Complimentary or contrasting to roof shape.
Main Entry – Covered with small portico or porch.
Shutters - Often present as a decorative element as well as functional purpose.
Trim - limited and most often subtle, including items of architectural vocabulary
such as heavy timber posts, usually single but occasionally paired, often with
brackets or corbels. Oversize roof and other structural members.
Landscape – To enhance relationship of building/structure to site – includes
features such as dry-laid or mortared-stone retaining walls, paths/trails, roads/spurs
defined with stone.
Style – Representative of the Rustic style, but other regional adaptations are also
present.
Fourth Phase/Post War Period (1946-1968):
Exterior Treatment - Board-and-batten, or horizontal lap siding; plywood siding
with cedar veneer.
Gable or Hip Roof Shapes – Generally, low profile gable roofs covered with wood
shingle or shakes. Eave overhangs.
Fixed, Awning or Hopper Windows – Single-light windows. Sometimes skylights
added to entrance areas.
Chimneys – Brick chimney (native mortared-stone very rare, but commercially
available sandstone trim sometimes employed).
Main Entry – Covered with small portico or porch, or sheltered by part of carport.
Sometimes a recessed entrance.
Trim – Simple narrow trim boards.
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Landscape - To enhance relationship of building/structure to site – includes built
features such as stone patios and porches. Integrated into the landscape.
Style – Representative of the Ranch or Northwest style, but other regional
adaptations are also present.
Stories – On the MBS, a large majority of the cabins are more than one story; most are
one-and-one-half stories, showing a preference for incorporation of lofts or other similar
partial story construction.
Ground Plan – Many of the residences are rectangular or L-shaped in plan; but there is
quite a bit of variability, including square, T-shaped, cruciform, U-shaped and other
irregular ground plans. This variability probably generally results from additions and
modifications, changing the ground plan over time.
Modifications – Documentation shows that the construction of recreation residences often
took several years or longer, despite the two-year limit, and that modifications through time
were highly common. The sample bears this out.
Lot Outbuilding Characteristics
To survive in a mountain retreat, a wide variety of needs must be met. However, two are
basic: drinking water and sanitary treatment of human waste. Both of these needs have led
to adaptations and additions to the basic residence largely in the form of outbuildings, such
as well houses, pump houses, generator houses, and, historically, outhouses. Most tracts
have between 50% and 70% of their lots containing one or more outbuildings. It appears
that tracts are similar in their addition of outbuildings.
The number of outbuildings greatly affects the functional and visual aspects of a tract. The
more outbuildings on a lot, the more likely that it has taken on the character of a clustered
homestead. The placement of several outbuildings around an interior space tends to define
more private spaces without resorting to fences or hedges. This is ultimately, why
outbuildings are discouraged in Forest Service policy, where the public land aspects are
considered important. A single cabin in the woods is less private, but allows for more free
flowing access to the site.
Functional reasons for placing outbuildings also dictate the number of separate structures
as well. For instance, a shed might be placed to block wind on the site.
Lot Cultural Landscape Feature Characteristics
The percent of cabins directly oriented to driveways is few. While many have dirt or
gravel parking areas, none have traditional suburban, paved, driveways. The Forest
Service discouraged paved driveways in order to maintain the rustic character of the sites.
Circle drives and arced drives on corner lots occur on occasion. Though a small portion of
the residences are not accessed by automobile, most were designed with them in mind.
Transportation to and from the residence was an important factor in the layout design.
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A variety of cultural landscape features are represented, many common adaptations that
people have always made to living areas. Only relatively permanent, historic cultural
elements are considered here because of their relevance to historic evaluations. In the
rustic landscape, these include: sitting rocks and stumps, or built-in seats; stepping stones
and stairs for casual circulation and access; brick or stone barbecues; patios made of gravel,
stone, or concrete platforms; edging or low walls or terracing of stone or logs; and ramps
and bridges.
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CHAPTER 3: BACKGROUND RECREATION RESIDENCES
Study Period 1905-1968
The study period for recreation residences on the MBS is 1905 to 1968. Tract development
on the MBS occurred from 1919 to 1950, but the tracts incorporated previously permitted
recreation residences, the earliest of which goes back to 1908. Recreation residences on
MBS are a finite resource. The last tract was developed in 1950. The same set of policies
and guidelines that influenced tract historic character essentially applied that entire length
of time. The study period from 1905 to 1968 is not, however, the period of significance,
because each tract had different dates of development within that study period, (See
chapters 5-11).

The Larger Cultural Context – Recreation and the Forest
Service
Recreation residence tracts and buildings are the result of agency management and the
inclinations of the builders and permit holders. Both participants also drew on larger
cultural trends for their inspiration (Lux et. al. 2001:15). Early Forest Service policies
emphasized forest resource extraction and “wise use” but did not mandate recreation
opportunities. Recreation on National Forest Service land developed under growing public
demand influenced, in part, by response to national movements in both outdoor recreation
and conservation (Berg 1975:68; McIntyre and Svanqvist 2004:156).
The development of recreation and the ideals that created today’s Forest Service originated
in the Back to Nature Movement of the mid 1800s (Throop 2004). The Back to Nature
Movement was a period in which camping and outdoor activities were increasingly
popular. People were earning more and working fewer hours; they had more time and
could afford to take vacations.
It was an attempt to have the best of both worlds: living in the city but
feeding spiritual needs through occasional returns to outdoor life by
vacations and outings or, vicariously, through literature (Cox 1985:167).
The ideals of the Back to Nature Movement combined with the closing of the frontier in the
1890s led to the Conservation Movement. Overgrazing and uncontrolled fires were
causing significant watershed problems, and Americans began noticing degradation of
natural resources. The Conservation Movement called for protection of natural resources
and led, among other things, to the creation of public lands and the Forest Service. The
General Revision Act of 1891 [26 Stat 1103; 16 USC 471] created the first federal forest
reserves “to promote the public good”, and in 1893, 2.25 million acres were set aside for
the Pacific Forest Reserve in Washington.
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On February 22, 1897, President Grover Cleveland, through proclamation, incorporated
lands previously set aside as the Pacific Forest Reserve into the Mount Rainier Forest
Reserve. In June of that year the purpose of the Forest Reserves was solidified through
passage of the Organic Administration Act of 1897 (also called the Organic Act, the Forest
Management Act, and the Sundry Civil Expenses Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 1898;
30 Stat. 11, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 473, et seq.). The Act identified only three purposes for
which the Forest Reserves should be managed: 1) to improve and protect the national
forests; 2) to secure favorable conditions of water flow; and 3) to furnish a continuous
supply of timber for the use and necessities of citizens of the United States. While
recreation was not specifically excluded it was not officially recognized as an integral part
of Forest Reserves until The Mineral Springs Act of 1899 (sometimes called the
Terminable Permits Act; 30 Stat. 908; 16 U.S.C. 495). The Mineral Springs Act permitted
the building of sanitaria and hotels in connection with developing mineral, medicinal, and
other springs, "where the public is accustomed or desires to frequent," for health and
pleasure. Administratively it was not until the 1902 Forest Reserve Manual that the right
of the public to travel on the forest reserves for pleasure and recreation was first
acknowledged.
In the early years in the National Forests recreation remained "incidental". There was no
national policy and Gifford Pinchot, the Forest Service’s first chief, did not see recreation
as a primary use for forest lands.
Its philosophy of ‘for the good of the whole people’ and the simple,
outdoor lifestyles of foresters influenced the evolution of the agency’s
management style. These views and philosophy, combined with the fact
that recreation was a secondary, incidental use of forests, meant that the
Forest Service emphasized simple, low-keyed, rustic, recreation
experiences (Lux et. al. 2001:17-18).
Management concerns focused on fire risk and public sanitation. The policies were simple
- public use of the forest areas was free with the fewest possible restrictions. Visitors were
asked to "leave a clean camp and a dead fire”.
The first comprehensive review of recreational use occurred in early 1917, when the Forest
Service employed Frank A. Waugh, professor of Landscape Architecture at Massachusetts
Agricultural College, Amherst (now University of Massachusetts) to prepare a national
study of recreation uses on the National Forests. He visited forests through out the country,
paying special attention to areas where recreational activities had become most common -on "urban forests". This work culminated in Recreation Uses in the National Forests,
which reported on the status of recreation and summarized the types of facilities found in
the forests -- publicly owned developments consisted almost entirely of automobile camps
and picnic grounds, while the private sector provided fraternal camps, sanitaria,
commercial summer resorts, and "several hundred" small colonies of individually-owned
summer cabins. He suggested that in some cases recreation stood on par with other major
uses of forests: “On the principal areas of the National Forests recreation is an incidental
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use; on some it is a paramount use; on a few it becomes the exclusive use” (Waugh
1917:132). He also advocated the hiring of professional landscape architects to develop
recreation plans rather than giving this job to untrained foresters (Waugh 1917:156).
Following World War I, the enormous expansion of all forms of travel, based on increased
national wealth and leisure, autos and good roads, made forested areas more accessible for
recreation. This began an era that some have called the "Rush Outdoors". Responding to
the need for improved public service, the agency was generally supportive of the idea of
professional planning and design. In 1919 Arthur Carhart, a landscape architect, was hired
as a "recreation engineer" and in 1920 the first forest recreation plan, for the San Isabel
National Forest in Colorado, was completed. That same year was also the first time the
Forest Service requested funds specifically for recreational development -- "to bring about
the fullest use of the National Forests and contribute their proper quota to the Nation'
s
health”. Not until 1923 did Congress allow “a small sum [$10,000] to cover the cost of
installing toilets, fireplaces, and other simple facilities required by recreationists, but in
doing so it based its action on protective grounds, that is, fire prevention and the
preservation of good sanitary conditions, not upon recreational grounds" (Tweed, 1980:11).
Recreation use continued despite a lack of professional planning and budget. By 1925,
there were some 1,500 campgrounds in the National Forests with only one third of these
containing even the most basic facilities. This was also the first year the budget contained
money specifically for campground development.
Throughout the 1920s, the Forest Service pursued a cautious conservative recreation site
development policy. Generally, that policy held that the recreation role of the National
Forests was to provide space for recreation. Publicly financed recreation facilities
remained limited in number and usually simple in nature. The needs of the public for more
elaborate developments were met by privately financed resorts or by summer cabin areas
located on National Forest lands under the Term Occupancy Act. This policy of limited
Federal development of National Forest recreation sites fit both the philosophical outlook
of the Forest managers and the budgetary goals of the Coolidge and Hoover
administrations and of Congress.
With the 1930s and New Deal, the Forest Service brought a dramatic shift in the magnitude
and scope of the Forest Service recreation program which inevitably resulted in significant
and far reaching changes in its recreation policy. Changes begin 1933 when "A National
Plan for American Forestry” (the Copeland Report) described the need and a plan to
develop, rehabilitate, or restore natural resources, and develop and enhance the recreation
resource. The section on recreation written by Robert Marshall (collaborator) discussed
providing for the comfort and convenience of travelers: developing campsite areas would
"curtail the very serious damage to forests which results when the hordes of tourists who
throng many popular highways camp chaotically through the surrounding woods." The
proposed program outlined the need for a "recreational survey" to determine what types of
recreation the public desired and defined recreation land classifications -- superlative areas,
primeval areas, wilderness areas, roadside areas, campsite areas, residence areas, and
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outing areas. These land classifications would provide a range of settings that suited the
various types of recreation activities and experiences desired. Marshall stated "In nationalforest recreational development the stress is laid not on preserving the primeval but in
providing healthy outdoor recreation. Camping, the development of health resorts and
general frolicking are encouraged. As a result national forests ... provide wilderness areas,
camp grounds, residence areas, and outing areas for millions of people" (A National Plan
for American Forestry, 1933:Volume 1:483).
The recreation program lacked formal structure or direction within the organization until
the creation of the Division of Recreation and Lands in 1935. In May of 1937, the position
of Chief [Director] of the Division was filled by Robert Marshall. Marshall believed
fervently in the benefits of outdoor recreation and in the social values of the National
Forests and that facilities should provide for the comfort and convenience of forest visitors
and should be responsive to public demand.
Under Marshall'
s guidance, and using mainly Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) labor,
the Forest Service built substantial recreation structures from coast to coast. Tremendous
varieties of facilities were built, many of them elaborate. Facilities such as bathhouses,
shelters, amphitheaters, and playgrounds were part of large recreation complexes and, were
all types of recreation structures unprecedented in previous Forest Service plans. While
most of the CCC’s "forest improvement" projects on National Forest lands were based on
the recreation program detailed in the Copeland Report, they followed the Forest Services
Chief Silcox’s policy to give more attention to the "social" functions of the Forests. Work
was to meet high quality standards: structures would be substantial and aesthetically
pleasing. Public service would be paramount (Tweed, 1980:18)
By the 1940s, the Forest Service was heavily engaged in recreation development, but as
national defense took priority the support for work relief programs and for all National
Forest activities was declining.
Socio-economic influences of the post-war, including increased affluence, increased leisure
time, improved transportation systems, and population mobility fueled an unprecedented
growth in the demand for outdoor recreation. The natural target for this demand was, in
large part, the National Forests close to population centers and the supply of developed
recreation sites was soon overwhelmed by the demand.
As a response to the demand, Congress established the Outdoor Recreation Review
Commission. In 1958, the Commission produced a three-year study assessing the demand
for outdoor recreation to the year 2000, and recommended programs to satisfy that demand.
These results guided national and state policy for the next 20 years and resulted in the
establishment of a federal outdoor recreation bureau, the creation of the Land and Water
Conservation Fund, expansion of existing programs to meet demand, and federal grants-inaid to states.
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During the same period, Congress endorsed and gave increased emphasis to the concept of
multiple-use management of the National Forests, first in 1960 with the Multiple UseSustained Yield Act and then in 1976 with the National Forest Management Act. These
Acts gave recreation and other amenity values equal emphasis with commodity uses.

Recreation Residences on a National Level
Recreation residence tracts have played a complex and intriguing role in the evolution of
land use policy in the Forest Service, a role which can be best be understood within its
larger context of recreation as a forest use. While the Forest Service supported and even
promoted the establishment of recreation residences, from the beginning of its authority to
permit such uses until at least the 1950s their reasons for this support changed.
While the reasons for active promotion of the recreation residence program was not stated,
the development of recreation residences can be traced to the initial policies of Forest
Service protection of forest resources and as a source of income.
Protection of Forest Resources - The early forest service rangers were few in number and
covered a vast amount of land. In order to maintain public sanitation and suppress fires
they solicited forest users to help. Users who held long-term association and knowledge of
a portion of forest were able to assist in policing undesired land use and acted as fire
lookouts and fire fighters.
Recreation Residences as a Source of Income - There were economic reasons for
promoting recreation residences, which helped explain early Forest Service dependence on
permits and fees. In its 1913 annual report of the Forester, the Forest Service first
recognized that the demand for recreation was growing rapidly (Graves 1913:42; Tweed
1980:2-3), but Congress did not appropriate funds for recreation development until 1923
(Greeley 1923:37).
The balance of promoting recreation and revenues has not been easy for the agency and
lead to somewhat contradictory statements with regard to special use permit fees. Early
instructions regarding Term Occupancy Permits state that: “The primary object of term
permits is not to secure a revenue but to promote the use of National Forest lands for
recreation purposes…” (Graves 1915:3); and “It is the recreation use of the forest lands
that this act is designed to stimulate, and it is this purpose rather than the raising of revenue
that fixes the rental charges...” (DuBois 1916:47). However, even among these early
statements, revenues were a consideration:
...since permittees obtain special benefits, it is only fair that they should
reimburse the Government to some extent for the expenditures it incurs in
administering the land. As to summer homes, a fair annual charge should
be made, taking into consideration the accessibility of the tract, special
advantages which it may offer, and the amount of land covered by the
permit (Graves 1915b:3).
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Alternatively, consider this revenue conscious statement by Waugh:
At the present time the actual returns from the National Forests for special
uses--chiefly recreational--are over $100,000 a year. Yet recreation use,
like watershed protection, does not express itself in terms of forest
income. In other words, the cash return from special uses bears no
necessary relation to the value of the recreation, considered in terms of
human health, personal welfare or social efficiency (Waugh 1917:126).
Also, consider this pointed reference to the 1920 annual report by Forester William B.
Greeley (Greeley 1920:19), who spoke of the recreation residence program on the Angeles
National Forest (American Forestry 1921:413):
The summer home business promises to become an important source of
revenue...revenue from this one item amounted to approximately $22,000.
It is believed that within a few years the revenues obtained from the
various recreational settlements within the Angeles Forest will pay the
entire cost of protection and administration.

Historic Context
Development of recreation and recreation residences in the Forest Service can be divided
into four distinctive phases (See Table 1). These phases are outlined below and a summary
of major events is present in Table 2.
Phase
st

1
2nd
3rd
4th

Period

Date

Early
Intermediate
Late
Post war

1905-1915
1915-1932
1933-1945
1945-1968

Table 1: Forest Service Recreation Phases (based on Throop 1998)

First Phase/Early Period (1905-1915)
Following the transfer of the Forest Reserves from the Department of Interior to the
Department of Agriculture (Transfer Act of February 1, 1905, 33 Stat. 628; 16 U.S.C. 472,
et seq.), the Forest Service published regulations that included provisions for granting
permits for summer residences. “Hotels, stores, mills, summer residences, and similar
establishments will be allowed upon reserve lands wherever the demand is legitimate and
consistent with the best interests of the reserve” (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest
Service 1905:49).
During the early years of the Forest Service, the only authority for private recreation
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development was the annual special use permit. In the 1906 Forest Service Use Book
stipulated “Forest Supervisors issuing permits should always make them ‘terminable at the
discretion of the Forester’ and not for any definite period” (U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service 1906:64). This allowed permits to be reviewed annually and
terminated. The tenuous nature and insecurity of occupancy of these annual permits
discouraged significant investment in improvements.
Event

Date

Organic Act
The Mineral Springs Act
Transfer Act
First Summer Home on MBS – Denny Creek
Agricultural Appropriations Act – 10% of all forest receipts for road
and trail construction.
Term Occupancy Act
First Tracts on MBS surveyed – Silver Creek, Goat Creek, and Silver
Springs
Standard summer home fee $10.00 all lots
Rate increase to $15.00 all lots
Appraisal and fee adjustments
Appraisal and fee adjustments
General Accounting Office review of the fee schedule
Public Land Law Review Commission
Appraisal and fee adjustments
Forest Service Chief moratorium on tract development
Permittee’s allowed to choice between 1 yr or 20 yr permit renewal
No additional recreation residence sites
Cabin User Fee Fairness Act of 2000 (CUFFA)

1897
1899
1905
1908
1912
1915
1919
1919
1927
1956
1961
1963
1965
1967
1968
1969
1979
2000

Table 2: Major dates for MBS recreation residences

The tenuous nature of the permits, however, did not stop development. The 1912 annual
Report of the Forester described the land allocations and permitting process: “in some of
the most accessible and desirable localities the land has been divided into suitable lots of
from 1 to 5 acres to accommodate as many visitors as possible.” By 1913, the Report of
the Forester reported,
Recreation use of the Forests is growing very rapidly, especially on
Forests near cities of considerable size. Hundreds of canyons and
lakeshores are now dotted with camps and cottages built on land use of
which is obtained through permits of the Forest Service. This is a highly
important form of use of the Forests by the public, and it is recognized and
facilitated by adjusting commercial use of the Forests, when necessary, to
the situation created by the needs of the recreation seekers (Graves
1913:41-42).
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The 1912 and 1915 Agricultural Appropriations Acts, which extended good roads into the
national forests, also extended the availability of recreation permits. The expansion of
recreation permits allowed many middle-class people, who desired a home in the national
forest, the opportunity to acquire a permit. As a result, there was an increase in the number
of permits issued but it was not until the Second Phase that recreation residences really
expanded.
This early period is characterized by a lack of guidance at the national level that lead to
inconsistency of building styles and poorly coordinated development of facilities. In
addition, little was done to protect scenic views or blend buildings with their environment
(Tweed 1980:3; Lux et. al. 2001).
Second Phase/Intermediate Period (1915-1932)
The character and extent of recreation residences began to be shaped in 1915. First,
passage of the Term Occupancy Act of 1915 (also called Occupancy Permits Act, the Term
Permits Act; 38 Stat. 1101, as amended; 16 U.S.C. 497) allowed persons or organizations
wishing to erect recreation residences, summer camps, stores, hotels or other resorts within
National Forests to obtain special use permits. Specifically, permits for summer homes
were not to exceed five acres or 30 years. In addition to legal authorization from the Term
Occupancy Act, Henry S. Graves, Forester in the Washington Office, gave direction in
Instructions Regarding Term Occupancy Permits that defined the Term Occupancy limits:
“Ordinarily 1 acre, or even less” (Graves 1915:1) and a term limit of 15 years to be
authorized by district foresters (Graves 1915:3). The 1915 Use Book (U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service 1915:137-138) set national direction:
a) That the permittee observe all the regulations of the Department of Agriculture
relating to the National Forests;
b) That premises be kept in a neat and orderly condition and … observe such other
sanitary requirements as may at any time appear necessary to protect the public
health;
c) That improvements be constructed within a reasonable time and in accordance
with plans and specification filed with the forest officers…;
d) That all reasonable caution be taken to prevent forest fires…;
e) That timber shall be removed only under permit from forest officers;
f) That a fair annual rental be paid for the use of the land occupied;
g) That structures may be removed within a reasonable time after the permit is
terminated…;
h) That a right of way be reserved for the free ingress and egress of forest officers,
and other users of National Forest lands as well as for the removal of products
of the Forest;
i) That on the expiration of the permit the permittee shall be considered the first
applicant for a new permit.
During this period, technical direction for subdividing summer home tracts was issued by
the Washington Office through the publication of Landscape Engineering in the National
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Forest by “collaborator” Frank A. Waugh in 1918. This provided guidance to field
personnel for planning and design.
Local interpretation of directives was common during this period; in 1919 recreation
residences permits on the Rainier National Forest were for four years but by 1924 permits
changed back to annual permits. During this time the number of days per year, permittees
were allowed to stay in their cabins was highly variable. During the early years, permittees
were allowed to live in their cabins.
A 1920s document prioritized recreational uses on National Forests. In a list of nine
“recreation privileges”, summer homes were listed last, below public campgrounds, health
camps, hotels, public utilities, etc. The principle of “highest and best use” was applied and
those recreation uses that benefited the larger public were given priority:
Land of little or no value for general public use may be wholly satisfactory
and desirable for summer residential purposes and toward such tracts the
growth of summer home development should be directed (Author
unknown 1920s:2).
One thing that is clear is that during this period, the Forest Service actively promoted
summer home occupancy. The District Forester provided annual reports on progress and
availability of tracts and lots. The National Forests published brochures with tract and lot
information. Even private publications extolled the virtues of the Forest Service recreation
residence program (Berg 1975:93-95, 102). As an example, a University of California
instructor wrote in a series of volumes devoted to California:
The newest development in the national forests is that of summer homes.
Oftentimes developments include the surveying of lots and the building of
roads and trails. Within ten years the few permits originally granted near
Los Angeles and at Lake Tahoe increased to nearly four thousand. Big
Bear Lake in the San Bernardino National Forest in 1927 had some 1,800
summer permittees and fifty resorts. The restrictions are few. Many a
business man has gained healthful and keen enjoyment in clearing a small
area and erecting thereon a cabin in accordance with his purse and ability.
There are no building restrictions except that improvements must be
permanent, neat, attractive, and in keeping with the natural surroundings.
Lots are from one quarter to one acre in size, and the rental varies from
$10.00 to $25.00 per year. The lease is negotiable with the consent of the
Forest Service. Thousands of urbanites spend every week-end during the
summer at their mountain cabins, the sites of which are rented to them by
the Federal government (Bryant 1929:347-348).
In 1932, the Pacific Northwest published “Summer Homes in the National Forests of
Oregon and Washington” describing how to obtain a summer home site (Cleator 1932).
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This period is characterized by expansion of recreation residences from individual cabins to
tracts and the designed approach to tract development. Tracts were surveyed and planned
and permit stipulations become more specific. By requiring building plans and cabin
locations be approved by the Forest Supervisor prior to construction, the Forest Service
restricted the type and extent permittees could develop their lots. .
Third Phase/Late Period (1933-1945)
Nationally, recreation residence tract development and management emphasis declined
during the New Deal era, virtually stopped during World War II, and then returned at a
slow pace after the war (Berg 1975:91). The recreation residence emphasis began to
decline in the mid 1930s, not merely because of the Depression, as tract development and
permit issuances continued then, but because of the philosophical change in recreation
management (Lux et. al. 2001). The need for recreation residences to fill one of major
roles of for their development, forest resource protection and sanitation, declined during
this period. The need for homeowners to serve as fire lookouts and fighters decreased with
the presence of CCC crews (Dodd 1995:20).
The amount of time cabin owners could occupy their cabins varied greatly during this
period; but by 1938, Clause 8 of Special Use Permits (SUP) required occupation of more
than 15 days a year but not fulltime. However, between 1936 and 1947 residences could
continuously occupy a cabin for more than 9 months for an additional fee of $15 a year.
On the other hand, during 1944 and 1945 permittees could pay “one-half the usual fee
provided no recreational use can be made of your improvements by you or anyone else on
account of gasoline and rubber rationing” (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service,
Rainier National Forest 1940s).
Fourth Phase/Post War Period (1946-1968)
As development of recreation residences slowed following the New Deal Era and World
War II, controversy surrounding recreation residences grew. Nearly all of the issues
surrounding recreation residence in the Post War era can be traced to the origins and
controversies surrounding this permitted use but during this period, several factors worked
in favor of continuing this recreation residence permits, while other concerns worked
against its favor (Lux et. al. 2001)
During the 1950s and 60s, recreation residences maintained in a fairly constant state of
controversy. Recreation use on national forests continued to increase, and the highest use
and the appropriateness of permitted residences, public domain versus private rights, and
permit fees, all of which had been questioned from the start, combined with new
environmental concerns. Homeowners growing into a political force brought about major
changes and ultimately the cessation of new recreation residence tract development.
As stated previously, during the early years, fee revenues were a significant source of
income for forests, but by the 1950s, the revenues had become relatively out of step with
inflation, and administration of the permits was costing the Forest Service more than it was
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receiving in revenues. In 1950, the MBS was still charging $15 a year per lot. At the same
time, land values were increasing in areas where the recreation tourist industry was
growing, and the general public was perceived to be subsidizing the recreation residence
owner (Lux et. al. 2001). This brought a period of appraisals and fee adjustments first in
1956 and again in 1961.
As the issue of fees began to heat up the Forest Service began to rethink recreation
residences.
In 1955, the Forest Service Manual was amended to require Chief’s
approval for establishment of all new recreation residence tracts.
Recommendations for approval had to demonstrate that proposed areas
were not needed for present or future nonexclusive recreation use, either
because ample other areas existed for general public use or that proposed
summer home areas were not environmentally suited for public use.
Proposals also had to demonstrate that recreation residence use would not
interfere with other forest uses. They had to include financial statements
about costs, amortization charges, and expected rental incomes; and they
had to be accompanied by map data of all recreation areas, and roadside
and waterfront zones, within five miles, plus sketch maps of proposed
tracts (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service 1955:19, as cited in
Lux et. al. 2001).
Requiring all new developments to be approved at the Washington Office level effectively
put a damper on establishing new tracts.
In 1963, at the request of Congress, the General Accounting Office investigated Forest
Service recreation residence fee policies. It found that fees collected were less than
computed under Forest Service guidelines, and that the government was losing significant
revenues. Forest Service handbook instructions for determining fees for summer home use
were that rates be calculated based on five percent of the value of comparable private lands
used for similar purposes, with a minimum rental of $25 a year. However, the review
found that this guidance was not generally being followed (The Comptroller General of the
United States 1963:6-7, 15; Berg 1975:107).
The appraisals resulted in substantial fee increases, which were strongly contested by the
permittees. Due to the conflict the Forest Service decided to phase them in incrementally
over five years, to appease permittees. The end result of that policy meant that the fees
were again below market value by the time they were fully implemented (Daniel, Mann,
Johnson, and Mendenhall 1969a & b:II-94, II-105; Daniel, Mann, Johnson, and
Mendenhall 1969d:XVIII-18-19).
In 1965, Congress established the Public Land Law Review Commission to review public
land uses and occupancy, and to make recommendations for changes in existing laws,
regulations, policies, and practices related to public land management. One review focus
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was private uses of public lands, including recreation residences. The Commission
contracted with a private firm, Daniel, Mann, Johnson, and Mendenhall, to complete a
study, upon which the Commission substantially based its findings; that study was printed
in a series of four volumes plus a summary (Daniel, Mann, Johnson, and Mendenhall
1969a-e). For the recreation residence portion, the study concentrated on the Forest
Service, because it administered 99% of summer home uses, and on the California Region,
because it had the most summer homes. The consultants looked at agency and permittee
views, and also utilized legal and census data. The Commission then looked at all the data
gathered during the review and, in 1970, ultimately recommended that public lands should
not be made available for private vacation home purposes, and that such existing uses
should be eliminated (Public Land Law Review Commission 1970:223-224; Berg
1975:136-137).
In 1968, prior to the Public Land Law Review Commission findings the Chief issued a
moratorium on the recreation residence development program, fixing the number of tracts.
In 1976, he expanded the moratorium to include no development of new lots within
existing tracts (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Washington Office, Lands
1993:6). A 1979 recreation residence statement emphasized this policy: "...there are no
longer opportunities to establish new residential tracts....no additional National Forest
private recreation residence sites are planned" (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest
Service 1979).
Design by Forest Service Policy
In the early years, the low cost of permits and lack of professional planning often allowed
summer homes to be built on a shoestring budget. During the Early Period recreation
residences on the MBS were limited to one or two isolated cabins and there was little need
for tract planning. It was not until the Intermediate Period that tracts were planned.
Tract planning
Waugh’s 1918 Landscape Engineering in the National Forest marked a turning point in
how development of recreation residence tracts and summer homes were planned and
managed. The first recreation residence tract on the MBS, Silver Springs, was surveyed
the year following Waugh’s publication. Silver Springs and all subsequent tract
development on the MBS followed the philosophy articulated by Waugh.
Waugh (1918) wrote that summer home tracts should be designed to retain a feeling of
“wildness” and not look like a standard subdivision, or “checkerboard system”. However,
“Worse, though, than a plain, honest checkerboard was an irregular layout unskillfully
made.” A key element of the landscape architecture policy was the preservation of open
space between homes.
In the 1930s, the planner was instructed to pick out a few good locations to serve as centers
for home site colonies. "The first comers must have some advantages or they will never
come" (Cleator 1932). The colony was expected to grow outward to include less valuable
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areas after it was started, "simply because people are gregarious and will prefer to be
alongside friends or neighbors, rather than to be alone. The lonely nook in the beginning
appeals to their sentiments, but when it comes to actual selection, they will almost
invariably come to the group…the women and children are the principal users and they
should be able to communicate quickly with others" (Cleator 1932).
The Pacific Northwest, Region 6, outlined its policy on the platting of recreation residence
tracts in Summer Homes in the National Forests of Oregon and Washington (1932).
Essential to the character of recreational residence tracts was the feeling of “wildness”
referred to by Waugh (1918). In order to maintain that sense of the outdoors, tracts were
platted:
A summer-home lot runs from one-fifth to one-half acre, according
to roughness of land, timber and brush cover, and other features…
According to roughness of land, timber and brush cover, and other
features…It is intended to be so located as to give seclusion and a
taste of the wilderness…The lots are surveyed along landscaping
principles with the idea of obtaining vistas, building sites, and safety.
No attempt is made to square up the lots. They are made to fit
streams, the slopes, the roads, and other features (Cleator 1932:7-8).
For landscaping of summer home lots
… it is expected that a natural appearance will be kept…Groups or clumps
of trees and bushes should be encouraged between houses and especially
between the house and roads or streams. Occasional vistas or glimpses of
the roads or water are desirable and are preferred to a steady open view
(Cleator 1932).
Cabin standards
Waugh spoke to the architectural character of summer homes and that they must fit with
the surrounding environment: “…a cheap log hut, properly placed and neatly built, may be
more in keeping with its forest environment than would a $50,000 Italian villa” (1918:10).
A Region 6 Forest Service policy on the construction and general character of summer
homes emphasized these points:
It is mainly required with buildings that they be put up in a workmanlike
manner with substantial roofs, floors, doors, windows, brick or masonry
chimneys, fly-proof toilets and garbage containers; and that the setback of
residence and general ensemble be not out of harmony with neighborhood…
This does not mean that buildings must be uniform in character, but it will
usually mean that they shall be of a generally accepted rustic style, and
attractive in appearance. Glaring colors are not permitted (Cleator 1932:45).
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Homeowner
The other major players in the development of recreation residences were, of course, the
homebuilders and owners themselves. While they came from a variety of backgrounds,
there are some generalizations which can be made. One defining characteristic that these
people held in common was an appreciation of outdoor living and the rural setting. As
Helen Blasdale Guillou put it: “The stability of the first permittees is remarkable and is
indicative of the personal values each placed on the privililige [sic] of living in such an
environment” (Guillou 1976:4).
In many ways, the rural, temporary communities that are recreation residence tracts were
like neighborhoods in which people permanently lived. There were frequently strong
communal relationships and activities. There were often close family or professional ties;
with homeowners assisting people they knew in obtaining lots or cabins being sold (Berg
1975:79; McIntyre n.d.:4-5). One early Sunset Magazine article, promoting the idea of
summer homes states: “Families and friends are encouraged to rent series of sites forming
summer colonies” (Singer 1917:36). The author describes how several members of her
family each agreed to chip in to pay part of the annual rental fee, and they each planned
their vacations in relays. Some homes have been owned by generations of the same family
while others have passed through sale to numerous owners. Because of this, the residences
and lots have, on the whole, undergone constant change (Conners 1993:1).
Families and neighbors often recreated together or engaged in joint efforts to improve an
entire tract. Their summer home social circle took place in an environment that may have
differed considerably from their day-to-day routine lives. Another Sunset article says, “The
permittees on the group sometimes organize themselves into united community effort
engaged in the development of the recreation possibilities of their particular unit” (Cecil
1917:71).
Associations -- Early on, the Forest Service encouraged summer home permittees to
organize into associations, a practice that would have far-reaching consequences for
recreation residence management and policy. The associations helped relieve Forest
officers of recreation residence administrative burdens, particularly those related to tract
improvement needs, such as road construction or water development. The associations
worked closely, under agreements, with the Forest Service; and, the Forest Service often
supplied goods or services needed to help complete association tasks (U.S. Department of
Agriculture, Forest Service, San Bernardino National Forest 1928; Berg 1975:138, 163164). Provisions were made in early Forest Service guidelines and permits that required
permittee conformance with association rules.
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CHAPTER 4: RECREATION RESIDENCES ON MBS
Forest
The Forest Reserve Act of 1891 gave the President authority to establish forest reservations
from public domain lands. Department of the Interior field inspections in 1891 and 1892
led to recommendations for a reserve that would protect the forests around Mount Rainier.
In 1893, President Harrison created the Pacific Forest Reserve. By proclamations of
President Grover Cleveland, in 1897 the Mount Rainier Forest Reserve and the Washington
were created incorporating the lands previously set aside as the Pacific Forest Reserve this
included most of the area later included in the Snoqualmie and Mt. Baker National Forests.
The Organic Administration Act of 1897 placed the management of the Forest Reserves
under the Department of the Interior and defined their purpose as forest protection,
watershed protection, and providing a source of timber for the nation. Administration was
provided by the U.S. Marshals and General Land Office special agents. In 1905 the
Transfer Act of February 1, 1905 reassigned the Forest Reserve from the Department of the
Interior to the Department of Agriculture with Gifford Pinchot appointed the first Chief
Forester. In 1907 the Forest Reserves were renamed National Forests.
On March 2, 1907, land was added to the Mount Rainier Forest Reserve and the name was
changed to the Rainier National Forest. In 1908, the Washington Forest Reserve was
divided into the Snoqualmie National Forest in the south and Washington National Forest
in the north. The Washington National Forest was renamed the Mt. Baker National Forest
in 1924. In 1933, the portion of Rainier National Forest of north Rainier National Park was
transferred to the Snoqualmie National Forest.
The Snoqualmie National Forest and the Mt. Baker National Forest were administratively
combined in 1974 forming the Mt. Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest (MBS). At this
time, administration of lands east of the Cascade Crest was transfer to the Wenatchee and
Okanogan National Forests and lands in the south were transferred to the Gifford Pinchot
National Forest.

MBS Recreation Residences Overview
The first recreation residence built, on what is now the MBS, occurred at Denny Creek in
1908. A second cabin was built in 1912 at Silver Springs, but the majority of cabin
construction and recreation residence tract development did not occur until after 1918.
Beginning in 1919 the Snoqualmie, Washington, and Rainier National Forests with support
from the Regional Office surveyed over 40 summer home tracts. The majority of tracts in
Washington were developed on the east side of the Cascade Crest and are today
administered by the Okanogan and Wenatchee National Forests. Today the MBS
administers eight tracts and three individual recreation residences not associated with a
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tract (See Table 3). Two other tracts, Snoqualmie Pass West and Shuksan, were
administered by the MBS but were closed and all the structures removed in 1970s.
Original
Surveyors

# of cabins
constructed prior
to survey

Year
tract
Closed

Tract

Survey Date

Silver
Springs*
Silver Creek
Goat Creek
Deep Creek

1919
(Updated 1922,
1926 and 1928)

Cleator, Kellogg
and Hagen

3 (+ 2 during year
of survey)

NA

1923
1925
(Added to 1930)
1931

1 (+ 2 during year
of survey)
2

NA

Denny Creek

FW Cleator, Griffin
and Arneson
FW Cleator

Snoqualmie
Pass West
Dalles
Snoqualmie
Pass East
Miller River
Shuksan
Glacier

Cory and Corbin

1932
1933
(Added to 1936)
1933

RLF, RWN, FWC
Cleator and
Flanagan
Cleator, Flanagan
and Kidd
1950
H. Nyberg
Individual structures not surveyed as
a tract

?

NA

None
None

December
31, 1972
NA
NA

?

NA

None
NA

1976
NA

Table 3: Original Survey of MBS Recreation Residence tracts

Within the eight tracts on the MBS, there are 220 recreation residences, plus the three
individual residences near the town of Glacier, brings the total residences administered by
the MBS to 223 (See Table 4).

*

Silver Spring, Silver Creek and Goat Creek tracts are located adjacent to each other and were surveyed at
the same time. They are currently administered as one tract and thus, will be discussed as the White River
Recreation Residence Complex.
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Location
White River
Complex

Goat Creek tract
Silver Creek tract
Silver Springs tract
Deep Creek tract
Dalles tract
Denny Creek tract
Snoqualmie Pass
East tract
Miller River tract
Glacier
Total

Total
Lots

Lots with
Cabins in
2005

lots never
used

Lots
closed pre2005

26 *
39
32

41
23
66
18
31
21

16

13

1

2

14
3
104

7
3
223

1
NA
38

6
NA
34

163

26

14 (+6
Resort)

2
5
3

1
3
8

Table 4: Recreation Residence overview (* - includes 2 resort lots, and 3 ski club lots)
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CHAPTER 5: WHITE RIVER RECREATIONAL
RESIDENCE COMPLEX
Silver Springs, Silver Creek, and Goat Creek recreation residence tracts share common
development and geographic setting. These tracts are located adjacent to each other (See
Figure 2), were originally surveyed at the same time and currently are administered as one
tract. Thus, they will be discussed as one complex, the White River Complex.

Location
The White River Complex (site number 06-05-07-00125, WR0114) is located on the
eastern side of the White River, approximately 31 miles southeast of Enumclaw,
Washington, on State Route 410 on the Snoqualmie Ranger District (formerly the White
River Ranger District). The tracts are located in Pierce County, in T 18 N, R 10 E,
Sections 34 and 35 and T 17 N, R 10 E, Sections 3 and 4 within the Sun Top and White
River Park USGS quadrangles. The summer home lots encompasses approximately 84
acres on the bottom edge of a toe slope and on a relatively flat (<10%) benched area above
the eastern flood plain of the White River and adjacent to Silver Creek, Goat Creek, and
Silver Springs at an elevation of between 2650 to 3000 feet above sea level (See Figure 1).

Overview
The White River Complex of tracts is the largest and most diverse grouping of recreation
residences on the MBS. It consists of 163 lots (See Figure 3), 130 of which are currently
occupied by recreation residences (site numbers 06-05-07-00106 to 06-05-07-00110, 0605-07-00122 to 06-05-07-00124, 06-05-07-00126 to 06-05-07-00248). Of the remaining
33 lots, 26 lots were never used and a 14 lot are currently vacant. The tract is L-shaped
consisting of two linear arms the southern and longer arm consists of 1 to 2 rows of cabins
situated on a side road paralleling State Route 410 and the White River. The eastern arm
consists of four rows of cabins running parallel to Goat and Silver Creeks. There is a short
north/south road looping around a small knoll that links the two arms.

Historic Context
The first special use permit granted for a cabin in the White River areas was issued in 1912
to Dr J.L. Reese for Lot A (Silver Creek Lot 8), by the Rainier National Forest (Orton
1988:2; U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Rainier National Forest 1920).
Dr. Reese built the cabin as a gold prospecting headquarters. The only access to Dr
Reese’s cabin was a wagon road up the south bank of the White River constructed by the
Mount Rainier Mining Company prior to 1916. Access was improved when the wagon
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road was rebuilt as a state road, McClellan Pass Highway (also known as the Chinook Pass
Highway, National Park Highway, U.S. No. 410, and Naches Pass Highway), between
1916 and 1931.

White River
Complex

Figure 1: White River Complex, Deep Creek and Dalles tract locations
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Figure 2: Tracts within the White River Complex
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Figure 3: White River Complex Tract Map
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Two cabins built 1918, lot B (now lot 11) occupied by Mr. Hainsworth, and Lot C (now lot
9) occupied by Mr. Rademaker, were fully established prior to platting (See Figure 4) and
two, were construct during the survey in October of 1919† by Cleator, Kellogg & Hagen
(Cleator et. al. 1919).

Figure 4: 1919 map depicting original four lots in White River Complex

After World War I, the Silver Creek Ranger Station was built near the Silver Springs Tract.
“In the early days, the first Ranger Station was located facing where the hiway (410) now
lies…” (Orton 1988:4). With the establishment of the ranger station came further
expansion of recreation in the area. Three surveys took place between 1922 and 1928
expanded and stabilized the tracts layout to what it is today. These surveys took place in
June 1922 by Griffin & Arneson, 1926 by Moncrief and Cleator, and August 1928 by
Banks, Franklin and Cleator.
The Silver Springs and White River area was developed with a widest range of private
recreation opportunities available under the Term Occupancy Act. Around 1920, E. M.
Berg built the first Silver Springs Lodge on lots 53-57, 69, and 71-74. The lodge operated
until 1983 when the permit was terminated and the lodge was torn down. During its
operation, the Silver Springs Lodge grew and expanded along with the tract and recreation
in the area. The original lodge burned down in 1929 and was replaced by a single story log
structure. Following completion of the highway the lodge was expanded with a coffee
†

Acting Forest Supervisor Frank Kellogg and Mr Cleator first attempt to survey the tract in July 1919 but the
trip was canceled “owing to the serious fire situation”.
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shop, dining room, and hotel rooms on the second floor (Orton 1988:34). By 1938, the
Silver Springs Lodge was described as:
National Park Highway (U.S. No. 410), 14 miles south of Greenwater, 75
miles by road from Seattle; on Silver Creek. Elevation 2677’. Open all
year. Proprietor, John Espen, Parkway, Washington. Accommodations
and rates: Coffee shop, capacity 20: Breakfast 25¢-50¢; lunch 50¢-75¢;
dinner 50¢-$1.00. 13 cabins without bath, $1.25 to $5.00. Parking space
for trailers, no electric connections. Modern plumbing with showers.
Grocery. Recreation facilities: Hunting, fishing, mountaineering. Ski
equipment, 25¢ hour, $1.00 day (Division of Recreation and Lands,
1938:5).
At one time the Silver Springs Lodge also held the Parkway, WA post office (Orton
1988:42).
The recreation residence tracts continued to expand in the mid 1920s and by 1928, a map
showed 61 lots with structures. At the suggestion of Rainier Forest Supervisor Ed Fenby,
the White River Recreation Association (WRRA) was formed on August 29, 1929 as a
means for cabin owners to more effectively communicate with the Forest Service. During
the 1930s, permittees were required to be members of the WRRA.
The White River Complex’s development was also associated with Rainier National Park,
and the Silver Springs Forest Camp. The association felt by the cabin owners with Rainier
National Park was exemplified soon after formation of the WRRA. Following Stephen T.
Mather’s, the first director of the National Park Service, death in January 1930 the White
River Recreational Association affiliated with the Rainier National Advisory Board to
support a memorial for Mather. The memorial started with a Act on January 31, 1931
where “twelve miles of the proposed parkway now came within the boundaries of the
national park” and “on March 26, 1931, Secretary of Agriculture Arthur M. Hyde issued a
land classification order which set aside a strip of land fifty miles long and half a mile wide
on either side of the Naches Pass Highway, which was designated the Mather Memorial
Parkway” (Catton 1996). The Mather Memorial Parkway was formally dedicated on July
2, 1932.
The 1930s brought further expansion of recreation in the area. In 1930, the ranger station
burned down and was rebuilt in 1931 in its current location, approximately 0.75 miles
south of the original site. The Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) built five new buildings
for the ranger station and built the Silver Springs Forest Camp, now Silver Springs
Campground, in 1936-37. In 1938, the Forest Camp was described as “On Naches
Highway, 32 miles east of Enumclaw, paved state highway. Elevation 2700’. Space for 3
trailers, 26 camps, parking space for 40 cars, 35 tables and benches, 30 stoves, 4 toilets,
spring and stream water. Supplies at Parkway – ¼ mile distant. Fishing” (Division of
Recreation and Lands, 1938:3).
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The 1940s and early 1950s brought continued development in the tract but few significant
events. During the late 1950s Crystal Mountain Winter Sports Area was created in what
had been the Summit Mining District, six miles east of the White River Complex. In 1962
the access road to Crystal Mountain was constructed on the south and eastern edges of the
Silver Springs tract. Later that year the ski resort opened and probably brought a change in
seasonal use to the cabins. The cabin owners now had a winter recreation opportunity that
did not exist before. There has been no formal study of how seasonal use has changed but
informal observation from forest staff indicates that today the White River Complex has a
high number of winter users (personal communication, 2005).
The late 1960s brought electricity to some cabins and in 1974 Pacific Northwest Bell
Electric constructed an electrical substation just northwest of the tracts. The last initial
permit was issued in 1966.

9
8
Tract Surveyed

7
6

Permits Issued
Existing structures built

count

5
4
3
2
1

1968

1963

1958

1953

1948

1943

1938

1933

1928

1923

1918

1913

1908

0

year

Figure 5: Permit and built dates for White River Complex

Cabins
The White River Complex of recreation residences are located on both sides of the Silver
and Goat Creek with 53% percent of the cabins lying alongside the creek. The general, but
not inclusive, defining characteristics of cabins in the White River Complex are
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rectangular, one-and-a-half stories in height, horizontal log construction with front-facing
or side-facing gable roofs (See Table 5, Figure 6, and Appendix 1). They are classified as
rustic vernacular in design. Originally, all roofs were cedar shakes but today the common
roofing materials are standing seam metal roofing and cedar shingles or shakes. On
historic period cabins, foundations are generally log sill directly on ground (n=39; 37%), or
post and pier construction (n=28, 27%). Chimneys are highly variable and consist of
mainly single stack (n=91, 87%), brick (n=64; 61%) of both interior (n=54; 51%) and
exterior (n=25; 24%) construction and 26 (25%) cabins have more than one chimney. The
majority of windows appear to be original wood frame multi-light casement or doublehung. Porches are generally integral to the design extending the gable end of the roof,
peeled log supports, and/or log railings, which were commonly enclosed during the historic
period.
The physical characteristics of the White River Complex cabins combine the characteristics
of the 2nd, 3rd, and 4th Phase. Cabins are predominately peeled log cabins built from local
or on-site trees. Roof configurations of simple gable shapes and porches that extended the
gable shape. The use of brick chimneys of both interior and exterior construction also
exemplifies the characteristics of the periods.

Figure 6: Example of cabins in White River Complex (Lots 29 and 159)

Associated Outbuildings
All summer homes have associated outbuildings, with woodsheds and outhouses being the
most common type.
Woodsheds or wood-frame storage buildings, in the White River Complex, come in a
variety of shapes and sizes but are generally square or rectangular timber frame
construction with gable or shed roofs. Sidings vary greatly with open log construction
(n=24), and shake or shingle (n=24) siding being the most common. Other sidings include
cedar bark (n=11), cedar bark (n=11), horizontal log (n=7), vertical board (n=5), ¼ log
(n=4), board and batten (n=4), clapboard (n=3), and T1-11 siding (n=2). Eleven lots have
no outbuildings.
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Outhouses are small, square buildings, usually with gable or shed roofs. They are made
with a variety of materials with shingle or shake siding and roofs being the most common
(n=19). Cedar bark (n=15), board and batten (n=9), horizontal boards (n=4), and T1-11
(n=7) are also used. The majority of outhouses have been replaced as older structures
deteriorated or as privy pits filled. Fifty-five lots no longer have outhouses.
All Cabins
N=130

Contributing
elements
N=108

Type

n

%

n

%

Layout

Rectangle
L-shape
T-shape
Irregular
U-shape
J-shape

80
24
14
7
3
1

62%
18%
11%
5%
2%
1%

69
18
12
7
1
1

64%
17%
11%
6%
1%
1%

Siding

Horizontal log
Cedar bark
Clapboard
Shingle/shake
Manufactured logs
Mixed
Vertical log
¼ log
Board and batten
T1-11
Vertical plank
Horizontal board

85
11
7
4
3
4
2
4
3
4
1
1

65%
8%
5%
3%
2%
3%
2%
3%
2%
3%
1%
1%

75
9
7
3
3
3
2
1
2
0
0
1

69%
8%
6%
3%
3%
3%
2%
1%
2%
0%
0%
1%

Stories

1.5
1
2

80
55
10

62%
42%
8%

46
35
2

43%
32%
2%

Metal - standing
seam
Metal - corrugated
Wood - shingle
Wood - shake
With skylights

48
30
42
9
20

37%
23%
32%
7%
15%

34
26
38
8
16

31%
24%
35%
7%
15%

Roof

Table 5: White River Complex Main Cabin Characteristics
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Figure 7: bucket pulley water system

Associated Landscape Features
Associated landscape features include entry and exit roads, driveways, parking areas, foot
paths between structures and between lots, pedestrian and auto bridges across Goat and
Silver Creeks and trailheads for Forest Service trails that extend out beyond the complex
boundaries. Fire pits, outdoor stoves, grills and barbeques, horse shoe and bochi ball pits,
and rock walls are often made of native stone (either rubble or river rock). Used and
abandoned water systems, including bucket pulley systems (See Figure 7), well pumps,
check dams, pipelines, storage tanks and pumps, flower beds or gardens, benches, chairs,
and picnic tables also occur within the complex. Each lot also has a small wooden post
with the lot number engraved on it.

National Register Eligibility
Period of Significance 1912 - 1962
The White River Complex is not only the largest of the MBS recreation residence tracts
but it also exhibits the longest duration of development. As stated in the Historic Context
the first cabin in the complex was built in 1912. Between 1918 and 1968 the tract was
continually being expanded. During this period, permission was granted to develop at least
one new lot and one new cabin built in every year except five, 1934, 1943, 1963, 1967, and
1968, see Figure 5. The Snoqualmie National Forest did not discontinue expansion of the
tract until 1966 when it granted a special use permit on lot 24. The continual development
of the tract meant that the tract did not reach its fullest extent until 1966. Following 1966
the configuration of the White River Complex has remained relatively stable with only
minor changes when individual structures were being replaced or lots abandoned due to a
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natural disaster, such as windfall or fire destroying a building. As such the period of
significance begins with the initial establishment of a private recreation residence in 1912
and continues until 1962.
Criteria
As a district, the White River Recreation Residences Complex of Tracts is eligible for
listing in the National Register under Criteria A and C. One hundred nineteen of the 130
cabins have been determined to be contributing elements to the White River Complex
District (See Table 6). Ninety-six of its 130 cabins are eligible for the National Register as
individual structures, see Table 6. Two non-historic structures, lots 135 and 159, were
determined to be contributing elements to the district because they are in keeping with
criteria for eligibility as outlined below and are within the tracts period of significance.
They are not eligible for the National Register as individual structures because they are not
historic. When they do become historic the individual eligibility of each structure should
be re-evaluated.
# %
Cabins
Historic
Not historic
Eligible – Individual
Ineligible – Individual
Contributing Element – District
Not Contributing Element -District

130
119 92%
11
8%
96 75%
30 25%
108 83%
22 17%

Table 6: National Register Eligibility statistics for White River Complex

The White River Complex is eligible under Criterion A in the areas of recreation and
Government Policy. It is a rural historic landscape of privately owned cabins located on
National Forest land. It’s the development was encouraged by the Rainier National Forest,
expanded by the Snoqualmie National Forest and now administered by the MBS. The tract
was developed under the Occupancy Permit Act of 1915 and subsequent implementing
regulations and directions. Because the White River Complex was developed as part of the
expansion of public recreation opportunities on National Forest land it does represent the
development of outdoor recreation, and tourism in Washington.
The tract embodies the rural historic community on public land. The tract retains the
majority of spatial organization as platted in 1919. The complex retains its original setting
in a forested area straddling Goat Creek and Silver Creek. Cabins are oriented towards the
creeks or in a linear fashion parallel the highway and the White River. Cabins are located
on small natural flats with very small to no grading or re-contouring, creating a layout with
cabins located at highly variable distances from the access road. A cabin’s location within
a lots varies in specific oriented as related to local topography and natural landscape
features.
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The White River Complex of Recreation Residence Tracts and 96 cabins are eligible under
Criterion C, in the areas of architecture and community planning and development. The
cabins and the tract are characterized by asymmetrical lot arrangements, strong
relationships between natural and cultural features, and use of native, rustic building
materials. Cabins embody rustic vernacular characteristics from 2nd, 3rd, and 4th phases of
architecture style, as defined in Chapter 2.
Integrity
The majority of structures have integrity and as a District the majority of the White River
Complex cabins convey the historic qualities of the tract (81%;). The majority of cabins in
the tract retain and convey integrity of location, design, setting materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association.
Integrity of location and design – The tract maintains its original configuration as platted
and none of the current structures has been moved. The majority of cabins have retained
their shape and size with few additions, the one exception being enclosed porches. These
porches often were enclosed during the historic period as a local adaptation to wet weather
conditions, and are of a regional design compatible with the original structure. The
enclosures were constructed to match the original construction in materials, workmanship
and feeling and do not alter the scale, color, material, and/or character of the cabins. They
have developed into a distinguishing and contributing element to the historic district.
The majority of cabins have retained their shape and size with few additions, the one
exception being enclosed porches. These porches were often enclosed during the historic
period as a local adaptation, to wet weather conditions, and are of a regional design
compatible with the original structure. The enclosures were constructed to match the
original construction in materials, workmanship and feeling and do not alter the scale,
color, material, and/or character of the cabins. They have developed into a distinguishing
and contributing element to the historic district.
The community pattern retains its access roads, which are single lane roads on both sides of
Goat and Silver Creek, and single access road parallel to State Route 410. The lots are
arranged with shared common side boundaries with the front and back of the lot paralleling
the access road and creeks except where topography limited dictated change.
Small informal paths interconnect cabins and footbridges cross Goat and Silver creeks.
Associated landscape features are also highly variable in location and design which is
consistent with a rural historic landscape.
Materials and workmanship – The majority of cabins retain original fabric including log
construction, wooden sash windows, and brick chimneys. Most alterations have been
limited to fixing and/or replacing damaged or deteriorated small portions of structures.
Roofs are the most commonly altered fabric but size and shape are retained.
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Feeling and setting – The tract has retained its feeling of a rustic recreation area. The
majority of lots retain outhouses and woodsheds. Although the majority of outbuildings
have been replaced overtime, they have been reconstructed in materials and workmanship
which does not detract from the district. The tract retains is rustic forest landscape and
man-made landscaping is minimal. The landscaping often blends with the tract creating a
small buffer between cabins and forested areas.
Association – The tract and cabins are used as they were originally intended, as privately
owned structures, permitted on National Forest System lands. Their use is limited to short
term recreation and not permanent habitation. The use and construction is still limited,
directed, and administered by the Forest Service. The recreation residences and the tract
reflect this relationship in their architectural style, scale, materials, location, and setting.
Lot
#

1st SUP
issued

Built Date

1

1921

1950

2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10a
10b
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23

1921
1929
1925
1923
1919
1925
1912
1918
1941
1932
1918
1941
1933
1948
1920
1931
1922
1950
1922
1931
1932
pre 1945
1947

24

1966

Eligibility

Contributing

Eligible

Contributing

1975
1929
1925
1920
1921
1926
1912
1918
1944
1932
1918
1941
1935
1948
1921
1931
1927
1938
1922
1959
c.1932
pre 1945
1947

Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

1966

Not Eligible

Not Contributing

Table 7: Cabin National Register Eligibility White River Complex
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Notes
Outside historic
period

Loss of Integrity

Loss of Integrity
Loss of Integrity

Outside historic
period

Lot
#

1st SUP
issued

Built Date

25
26

1928
1924

27
28
29

Eligibility

Contributing

Notes

1928
1924

Not Eligible
Eligible

Not Contributing *
Contributing

Loss of Integrity

1924
1940
1923

1989
1926
1923

Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible

Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

30
31
32
33

1923
1945
1939
1939

1965
1945
1939
1939

Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

34
35
36
37
38
39
40
41
42

Pre1965
1936
NA
NA
1926
1931
pre 1945
Pre1940
1927

1992
1960
NA
NA
1926
1919
pre 1945
1940
1927

Not Eligible
Eligible
NA
NA
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

Not Contributing
Contributing
NA
NA
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

43
44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54
55
56
57
58

pre 1944
1937
1931
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
1920
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
1928

pre 1944
1937
1931
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
1920
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
1957

Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
Eligible
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
Eligible

Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
Contributing
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
Contributing

Table 7 (continued): Cabin National Register Eligibility White River Complex
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Outside historic
period
Loss of Integrity
Outside historic
period
Loss of Integrity

Outside historic
period
Never Used
Never Used

Loss of Integrity –
Major addition

Never Used
Never Used
Withdraw Or No Lot
Withdraw Or No Lot
Withdraw Or No Lot
Withdraw Or No Lot
Moderate
Silver Springs Resort
Silver Springs Resort
Silver Springs Resort
Silver Springs Resort
Silver Springs Resort

Lot
#

1st SUP
issued

Built Date

59
60
61
62
63
64
65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72
73
74
75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82

pre 1950
1929
pre 1960
1928
1952
unknown
pre 1958
1936
NA
NA
NA
1927
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
1926
unknown
1931
pre 1945
1929
1931

pre 1950
1930
pre 1960
1928
1929
1923
pre 1958
1932
NA
NA
NA
1935
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
1926
1920
1931
pre 1945
1962
1937

83
84

1927
1959
Pre
1960
NA
1947
pre 1944
1930
1932
1952
pre 1945
1941

NA
1959

85
86
87
88
89
90
91
92
93

1978
NA
1947
pre 1944
1939
1932
1958
1945
1935

Eligibility

Contributing

Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
NA
NA
NA
Eligible
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible

Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
NA
NA
NA
Contributing
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
NA
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing

NA
Eligible

NA
Contributing

Not Eligible
NA
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible

Not Contributing
NA
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing

Table 7 (continued): Cabin National Register Eligibility White River Complex
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Notes

Never Used
Never Used
Silver Springs Resort
Silver Springs Resort
Silver Springs Resort
Silver Springs Resort
Silver Springs Resort
No Lot
No Lot

Loss of Integrity
Cabin Burned Down
1975
Outside historic
period
Withdrawn

Loss of Integrity

Lot
#

1st SUP
issued

Built Date

94
95
96

1932
1951
1942

97
98
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
129

Eligibility

Contributing

1975
1951
1942

Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible

Not Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing

NA
1940
1926
1928
NA
NA

NA
1940
1928
1933
NA
NA

NA
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
NA
NA

NA
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing
NA
NA

pre1951
1930
1926
1947
NA
NA
NA
NA
1949
1953
pre 1955
1947
1948
1954
1954
1950
1953
1937
1939
1931
1931
1960
1939
1949
1966
1946
1947

1969
1930
1950
1947
NA
NA
NA
NA
1955
1953 -57
pre 1955
1948
1951
1954
1954
1950
1954
1938
1942
1931
1931
1961
1939
1954
1946
1946
1947

Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
NA
NA
NA
NA
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
NA
NA
NA
NA
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

Table 7 (continued): Cabin National Register Eligibility White River Complex
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Notes
Outside historic
period
Loss of Integrity
No Lot - Silver Creek
Road

Loss of Integrity
Never Used
Never Used
Outside historic
period
Loss of Integrity
Administrative Site
No Lot
No Lot
No Lot

Loss of Integrity

Loss of Integrity
Loss of Integrity

Lot
#

1st SUP
issued

Built Date

130
131
132
133
134

1945
1947
1952
NA
NA

135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142
143
144
145

Eligibility

Contributing

Notes

1945
1947
1952
NA
NA

Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
NA
NA

Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
NA
NA

Loss of Integrity

1966
1939
1938
1937
pre1949
1938
1950
1938
1950
1961
1950

1966
1939
1941
1939
1952
1939
1956
1938
1950
1954
1955

Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible

Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing

146

1950

1995

Not Eligible

Not Contributing

147
148
149
150
151
152
153
154
155
156
157
158

1946
1949
1953
1946
1938
1952
1936
1933
1949
1937
1941
1936

1951
1952
1955
1946
1939
1957
1936
1959
1950
1937
1941
1938

Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible*
Eligible
Eligible

Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing*
Contributing
Contributing

159
160
161
162

1964
1939
1935
1935

1964
1939
1938
1936

Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

Never Used
Never Used
Outside historic
period

Loss of Integrity
Loss of Integrity

Loss of Integrity
Outside historic
period
Loss of Integrity –
major addition
Loss of Integrity

Outside historic
period
Loss of Integrity

Table 7 (continued): Cabin National Register Eligibility White River Complex
* indicates change after consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (letter 8/4/2006).
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CHAPTER 6: DEEP CREEK RECREATIONAL RESIDENCE
TRACT
Location
The Deep Creek tract is located approximately 30 miles southeast of Enumclaw,
Washington on State Route 410 on the Snoqualmie Ranger District. The tract is located in
Pierce County, in T. 18 N, R. 10 E, Sections 27 and 34 within the Sun Top USGS
quadrangle. The summer home lots encompasses eight acres on the bottom edge of a toe
slope and on a relatively flat (<10%) benched area above the eastern flood plain of the
White River and adjacent to Deep Creek, at an elevation of between 2650 to 2720 feet
above sea level (See Figure 1).

Overview
The Deep Creek tract (site number 06-05-07-00249, WR0119) consists of 26 lots, 18 of
which are currently occupied by recreation residences (site numbers 06-05-07-00250 to 0605-07-00267). Two lots were never platted (lots 24 and 25) and a third lot is currently
vacant (lot 2) (See Figure 8). Three lots are occupied by clubs/groups (lots 10, 11 and 12)
and two lots are run by a private corporation, Alta Crystal Resort (two lots 20 and 26). The
club and resort lots are administered under a different special use permit (SUP) system and
were not examined as part of this project.

Historic Context
W.T. Butler built the first cabin in the Deep Creek area in 1921, two years before the tract
was formally established. F.W. Cleator, A.A. Griffin, and A. Arneson platted the tract in
October of 1923, placing Butler’s cabin in lot 1. Initial growth began on the north side of
Deep Creek. After Lot 1, a cabin was built on Lot 2, but it burned down a few years later
and was never leased again (Orton 1988:42). A cabin built on Lot 3 and it burned down in
the 1930s.
The south side of Deep Creek, near today’s Highway 410, was first developed with a
private resort; in 1923, the Bennett family started a small development of floored tent
frames and log cabins known as Bennett’s Cabins (Orton 1988:41). The resort operates
today as the Alta Crystal Resort, lots 20 and 26.
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Figure 8: Deep Creek Tract Map

The Deep Creek tract had three distinct periods of growth (See Figure 9 and Figure 10).
Following the initial construction by Butler, four more cabins were built before 1927.
While permits were still being issued, there was a lull in construction and it was not until
between 1935 and 1937 when four new cabins were constructed. These four cabins were
the only ones constructed during Third Period. The last three historic cabins were
constructed during the Forth Period with one cabin constructed in 1946 and two cabins
constructed between 1957 and 1960. Three cabins built between 1967 and 1982 completed
the tract to its current configuration.
While Deep Creek is geographically distinct from the White River Complex and the Dalles
tract, much of its history is intertwined with both areas. Deep Creek residences are
members of the WRRA. The tract and cabin owners have been affected by the same region
changes in recreation patterns as the White River Complex (See Chapter 5).
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Tract Surveyed

5

4

Permits Issued
Existing structures built

count

3

2

1

1968

1963

1958

1953
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1943

1938

1933

1928

1923

1918

1913

1908

0

year

Figure 9: Permit and build dates for Deep Creek

Cabins
The Deep Creek recreation residences are located on both sides of the Deep Creek with
sixty-one percent of the cabins lying alongside the creek. The general, but not inclusive,
defining characteristics of cabins in the Deep Creek tract are rectangular, one-and-a-half
stories in height, horizontal log construction with front-facing or side-facing gable roofs
(See Table 8). They are classified as rustic vernacular in design (See Figure 11 and
Appendix 2). Originally, all roofs were cedar shakes but today the common roofing
materials are standing seam metal roofing and cedar shingles or shakes. Foundations are
slightly elevated, and usually consist of post and pier construction (n=13, 72%). On
historic period cabins chimneys consist of mainly single stack (n=14), brick (n=8) of both
exterior (n=7) and interior (n=7) construction. The majority of windows appear to be
original wood frame multi-light casement or double-hung. Porches are common with the
majority enclosed during the historic period.
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Figure 10: Geographic Development of Deep Creek tract

The physical characteristics of the Deep Creek cabins combine the characteristics of the
2nd, 3rd, and 4th Phase. They are predominately of peeled log cabins built from local or onsite trees. Roof configurations are simple gable shapes with porches that extend the gable
shape. The use of brick chimneys of both interior and exterior construction also
exemplifies the characteristic of the periods.
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Figure 11: Example of cabins in Deep Creek tract (Lots 16 and 14)

All Cabins (N=18)

Contributing
elements (N=14)

Type

n

%

n

%

Layout

Rectangle
L-shape
T-shape
U-shape

12
4
1
1

67%
22%
6%
6%

10
2
1
1

71%
14%
7%
7%

Siding

Horizontal log
Shingle
cedar bark
Clapboard
Manufactured logs
Board and batten

12
2
1
1
1
1

67%
11%
6%
6%
6%
6%

11
2
1
0
0
0

79%
14%
7%
0%
0%
0%

Stories

1.5
1
2

11
6
1

61%
33%
6%

9
5

64%
36%
%

Metal - standing
seam
Metal – corrugated
Wood - shingle
Wood - shake
With skylights

8
2
5
3
7

44%
11%
28%
17%
39%

6
2
4
2
7

43%
14%
29%
14%
50%

Roof

Table 8: Deep Creek Main Cabin Characteristics
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Associated Outbuildings:
All summer homes have associated outbuildings, with woodsheds and outhouses being the
most common type.
Woodsheds or wood-frame storage buildings, in the Deep Creek tract, come in a variety of
shapes and sizes but are generally square or rectangular timber frame construction with
gable or shed roofs. Sidings vary greatly with vertical board (n=3) and shake or shingle
(n=3) siding being the most common. Other sidings include cedar bark (n=2), ¼ log (n=1),
board and batten (n=2), clapboard (n=1), tongue and groove (n=1), manufactured log
(n=1), open or semi open structures (n=2), and T1-11 siding (n=1). One woodshed (lot 3)
is a log cabin with shingle roofing.
Outhouses are small, square buildings, usually with gable or shed roofs. They are made
with a variety of materials with shingle or shake siding and roofs being the most common
(n=4). Shiplap (n=2) tongue and groove (n=2), horizontal boards (n=1), T1-11 (n=1) and
manufactured logs (n=1) are also used. The majority of outhouses have been replaced as
older structures deteriorated or as privy pits filled. Five lots no longer have outhouses.

Associated Landscape Features
Associated landscape features include entry and exit roads, driveways, parking areas,
footpaths between structures and between lots, and pedestrian bridges across Deep Creek.
Fire pits, steps, and rock walls are often made of native stone (either rubble or river rock).
Abandoned water systems, including pipelines, check dams, storage tanks, and pumps also
occur with in the tract. Each lot has a small wooden post with the lot number engraved on
it.

National Register Eligibility
Period of Significance 1921 - 1960
As stated in the Historic Context the first cabin in the Deep Creek Tract was built in 1921.
Between 1921 and 1953 the Forest Service issued SUP to develop new lots. Despite
permitting all lots by the mid 1950s the tract did not reach its full extent until the
construction of new cabins on lots 14 and 19 in 1960 and 1967. This was due to a number
of permittees abandoning their permits with out constructing a cabin in the required time.
The Snoqualmie National Forest discontinued expansion of the tract following construction
on lot 19. The configuration of the Deep Creek Tract has remained relatively stable with
only minor changes when individual structures were being replaced or lots abandoned due
to a natural disaster, such as windfall or fire destroying a building. As such the period of
significance begins with the initial establishment of a private recreation residence in 1921
and continues until 1960.
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Criteria
As a district, the Deep Creek Recreation Residence Tract is eligible for listing in the
National Register under Criteria A and C. Twelve of the eighteen cabins have been
determined to be contributing elements to the Deep Creek District (See Table 10). Eleven
of its eighteen cabins are eligible for the National Register as individual structures (See
Table 10).
The Deep Creek Tract is eligible under Criterion A in the areas of Recreation and
Government Policy. It is a rural historic landscape of privately owned cabins located on
National Forest land. Its development was encouraged by the Rainier National Forest and
later the Snoqualmie National Forest. The tract was developed under the Occupancy
Permit Act of 1915 and subsequent implementing regulations and directions. The Deep
Creek Tract was developed in association with Alta Crystal Resort, Dalles Recreation
Residence Tract, and the White River Complex of tracts and is representative of the
historic development of the outdoor recreation, and tourism in Washington.
The tract embodies the rural historic community on public land. The tract retains the
majority of spatial organization as platted in 1923. The tract retains its original setting in a
forested area straddling Deep Creek, with most cabins oriented towards Deep Creek.
Cabins further away from Deep Creek, are oriented related to local topography. The
community pattern is one of open lots accessed by one road. Cabins are located on limited
natural flats with very small to no grading or re-contouring, creating a layout with cabins
sited at highly variable distances from the access road.
The Deep Creek Recreation Residence Tract and eleven cabins are eligible under Criterion
C, in the areas of architecture and community planning and development. The cabins and
the tract are characterized by asymmetrical lot arrangements, strong relationships between
natural and cultural features, and use of native, rustic building materials. Cabins embody
rustic vernacular characteristics from the 2nd, 3rd, and 4th phases of architecture style, as
defined in Chapter 2.
Integrity
The majority of structures have integrity and as a District, the majority of Deep Creek
cabins convey the historic qualities of the recreation residence tract (67%; see Table 9).
The majority of cabins in the tract retain and convey integrity of location, design, setting
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.
Integrity of location and design – The tract maintains its original configuration as platted
and none of the current structures have been moved. The majority of cabins have retained
their shape and size with few additions, the one exception being enclosed porches. These
porches were often enclosed during the historic period as a local adaptation, to wet weather
conditions, and are of a regional design compatible with the original structure. The
enclosures were constructed to match the original construction in materials, workmanship
and feeling and do not alter the scale, color, material, and/or character of the cabins. They
have developed into a distinguishing and contributing element to the historic district.
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The community pattern was designed and remains to be based on a single lane access roads
on either side of Deep Creek. The lots are arranged with shared common side boundaries
with the front and back of the lot paralleling the access road and Deep Creek except where
topography limited dictated moving away from the creek bank.
Small informal paths interconnect cabins and footbridges cross Deep Creek. Associated
landscape features are also highly variable in location and design which is consistent with a
rural historic landscape.
Materials and workmanship – The majority of cabins retain original fabric including log
construction, wooden sash windows, and brick chimneys. Most alterations have been
limited to fixing and/or replacing damaged or deteriorated small portions of structures.
Roofs and foundations being the most commonly altered fabric but size and shape are
retained.
Feeling and setting – The tract has retained its feeling of a rustic recreation area the
majority of lots retain outhouses and woodsheds. Although the majority of outbuildings
have been replaced overtime, but they have been reconstructed in materials and
workmanship which does not detract from the district and retain the location and/or setting.
The tract retains is rustic forest landscape and man-made landscaping is minimal. The
landscaping often blends with the tract creating a small buffer between cabins and forested
areas.
Association – The tract and cabins are used as they were originally intended, as privately
owned structures, permitted on National Forest System lands. Their use is limited to short
term recreation and not permanent habitation. The use and construction is still limited,
directed, and administered by the Forest Service. The residences reflect this relationship in
their architectural style, scale, materials, location, and setting.
Cabins
Historic
Not historic

# %
18
15 83%
3 17%

Eligible – Individual

11

61%

Ineligible – Individual
Contributing Element – District
Not Contributing Element - District

7
14
4

39%
78%
22%

Table 9: National Register Eligibility statistics for Deep Creek tract
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Lot
#

1st SUP
issued

Built
Date

Individual
Eligibility

Contributing

1

1924

1921

Eligible

Contributing

2
3
4
5

NA
1920s
1935
1947

NA
Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible

NA
Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing

6
7

pre 1937
1929

Eligible
Eligible

Contributing
Contributing

8
9
10
11
12
13
14

1938
1941
NA
NA
NA
1934
1946

NA
1935
1982
c. 1947
Pre
1937
1923
Pre
1938
c. 1941
NA
NA
NA
1935
c. 1960

Eligible
Not Eligible
NA
NA
NA
Eligible
Eligible

Contributing
Contributing
NA
NA
NA
Contributing
Contributing

15
16
17
18
19

1924
1924
1927
1924
1949

1975
1923
1926
1926
1967

Not Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Not Eligible
Not Eligible

Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing

20
21

NA
1946

NA
Eligible

NA
Contributing

22
23
24
25

pre 1926
1936
NA
NA

NA
1946
post
1956
1937
NA
NA

Not Eligible
Eligible
NA
NA

Not Contributing
Contributing
NA
NA

26

NA

NA

NA

NA

Table 10: Cabin National Register Eligibility for Deep Creek tract
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Notes
built and burned down never
rebuilt or released
Outside historic period

Loss of Integrity
Organization
Organization
Organization
Outside historic period;
Stylistically incompatible with
district
Loss of Integrity
Loss of Integrity
Outside historic period
Mike McMahan Resorts/Alta
Crystal Resort
Loss of Integrity
Cabin never built
Cabin never built
Mike McMahan Resorts/Alta
Crystal Resort

CHAPTER 7: THE DALLES RECREATIONAL RESIDENCE
TRACT
Location
The Dalles Recreation Residence Tract is located approximately 26 miles southeast of
Enumclaw, Washington on State Route 410 on the Snoqualmie Ranger District. Individual
summer homes are accessed from Forest Service Road (FSR) 7150. The tract is located in
Pierce County, in T 18 N, R 10 E, Sections 5 and 8 within the Sun Top USGS quadrangle.
The summer home lots encompass 18 acres on secondary bench above the eastern flood
plain of the White River and south of Minnehaha Creek, at an elevation of 2200 feet above
sea level (See Figure 1).

Overview
The Dalles tract (site number 06-05-07-00268, WR0120) consists of 39 lots, 31 of which
are currently occupied by recreation residences (site numbers 06-05-07-00269 to 06-05-0700299). Five lots (1, 2, 3, 38, and 39) were never used and three lots (17, 18, and 19) are
currently vacant. The tract is L-shaped. The southern and longer arm consists of one row
of cabins, which run parallel to State Route 410 and are accessed by a dirt access road. The
northern arm was created by the local topography as lots were adjusted to avoid a steep
slope.

Historic Context
Recreation in the Dalles area began in the 1920s and by the late 1920s there were garbage
pits, tables and a toilet in what would become the Dalles Campground, located west of
State Route 410. By 1926, there were an estimated 2556 campers using the site annually
(Moncrief and Cleator, 1928).
A 1929 report described the Dalles Forest Camp as “55 acres, 19000 feet of stream
frontage, 5500 feet frontage on White River, a large river flat, fairly heavily timbered,
bordered by gravel bars. It is now used for camping to some extent by virtue of
accessibility by old road the entire length, some toilets and garbage pits, some nice spring
water at lower end, because it is the depot for fisherman who hike up Huckleberry Creek
south of the river. Water development by piping will be fairly easy when that refinement
becomes necessary (Cleator, 1929:2).
The Dalles Recreation Residence Tract, also known as the Docewallips Summer Homes,
was surveyed in 1932 (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service 1949) but it was not
until 1938 that the first two permits were issued. During the time between the survey and
the first permit, The Dalles Campground area was constructed.
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0

year
Figure 12: Permit and build dates for The Dalles tract

For a few months in 1933 a CCC work camp with over 200 men was located at what was to
be the campground. In October, the CCC camp moved but continued to work there, and
between 1933 and 1936 they constructed the campground. In 1935 the campground
consisted of 41 campsites with vehicular access, five other campsites, picnic spots, flush
toilets, pit toilets, garbage pits and cans, community kitchen, a grove, and an incinerator
The first cabin was built in 1939 and the second in 1940. It was not until the late 1940s
that the tract began to expand beyond the original two. In 1948, a road was surveyed and
in 1949, the tract plan was revised (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service 1949).
Between 1947 and 1955, an average of one cabin per year was built and by 1955, there
were ten cabins. A windstorm on November 21, 1958 damaged numerous cabins.
Following the windstorm there was there was a jump in cabin building and by 1963
seventeen cabins of the contributing cabins were built (See Figure 12).
While The Dalles is geographically distinct from the White River Complex and the Deep
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Figure 13: Geographic development of Dalles tract

Creek tract, much of its history is intertwined with both areas. Dalles residences are
members of the WRRA. The tract and cabin owners have been affected by the same
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regional changes in recreation patterns as the White River Complex (See Chapter 5) and
Deep Creek (See Chapter 6).

Cabins
The Dalles recreation residences are located on a high secondary terrace above the White
River. Only one cabin is near Minnehaha Creek. Twenty-six of 31 main cabins have been
determined contributing elements to the Dalles Recreation Residence Historic District. The
general, but not inclusive, defining characteristics of cabins in the Dalles tract are
rectangular, one-and-a-half stories in height, horizontal log construction, board and batten
or shake/shingle siding with front-facing or side-facing gable roofs. They are classified as
rustic vernacular in design (See Figure 14 and Appendix 3). While originally all cabins
were roofed with cedar shakes, today the most common roofing materials are cedar
shingles or shakes, standing seam metal roofing and corrugated metal. Foundations are on
the ground or slightly elevated, and usually consist of post and pier construction (n=8,
31%) or log sills (n=7, 27%). On historic period cabins chimneys consist of brick (n=12)
or cut stone (n=10) interior (n=25) construction with single stack (n=19) chimneys which
are centrally (n=14) located straddling the ridge (n=8) or on the rear slope (n=11). The
majority of windows appear to be original wood frame multi-light casement or doublehung. Porches are common with the majority enclosed during the historic period.
The physical characteristics of the Dalles cabins combine the characteristics of the 3rd and
4th Phases. They are predominately peeled log cabins built from local or on-site trees.
Roof configurations consist of simple gable shapes. The majority of cabins have no
porches and/or decks.

Figure 14: Example of cabins in Dalles tract (Lots 20 and 11)

Associated Outbuildings:
All summer homes in the Dalles tract have associated outbuildings, with woodsheds and
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All Main Cabins
(N=31)

Contributing elements
(N=26)

Type

n

%

n

%

Layout

Rectangle
L-shape
T-shape
A-frame
Other
Cross/Cruciform

23
2
2
3
2
2

72%
6%
3%
10%
6%
6%

20
2
1
2
2
1

77%
8%
4%
8%
8%
4%

Siding

Horizontal Log
Board and batten
Clapboard
Horizontal log with
vertical half rounds on top
half
Shake/shingle
vertical log
1/4 vertical log
Horizontal plank
Manufactured log
T1-11
1/2 vertical shiplap with
horizontal plank
Vertical plank

9
4
2

29%
13%
6%

9
3
1

35%
12%
4%

4
3
2
1
1
1
1

13%
10%
6%
3%
3%
3%
3%

4
3
2
0
0
0
1

15%
12%
8%
0%
0%
0%
4%

1
1

3%
3%

1
1

4%
4%

Stories

1.5
1
2

19
9
3

61%
29%
9.6%

17
8
1

65%
31%
4%

Roof

Metal - standing seam
Metal - corrugated
Wood - shingle
Wood - shake

14
3
7
7

45%
10%
23%
23%

11
3
6
6

42%
12%
23%
23%

Table 11: Dalles Main Cabin Characteristics

outhouses being the most common type. Woodsheds and/or wood-frame storage buildings
are generally small, and square or rectangular. Gazebos, covered picnic areas, hot tubs and
associated decks and roofs are unique to Dalles.
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Associated Landscape Features
Associated landscape features include entry and exit roads, driveways, parking areas, and
footpaths between structures and between lots. Footbridges, small water pump houses, a
fire hose shed, and an outdoor cooler, outdoor stoves, barbeques, grills, fire pits, horseshoe
pits, benches, chairs, picnic tables, steps, and rock walls of native rubble or river rock are
also present. Each lot also has a small wooden post with the lot number engraved on it.

National Register Eligibility
Period of Significance 1932 - 1962
As stated in the Historic Context, the Dalles Recreation Residences Tract was surveyed in
1932. Between 1938 and 1960 the Forest Service issued SUP to develop new lots (See
Figure 12). Despite permitting all lots in the 1960 the tract did not reach its full extent until
the construction was completed on two new cabins, lots 22 and 32, in 1962. The
Snoqualmie National Forest discontinued expansion of the tract following construction in
1962. The configuration of the Dalles Tract has remained relatively stable with only minor
changes when individual structures were being replaced or lots abandoned due to a natural
disaster, such as windfall or fire destroying a building. As such the period of significance
begins with the initial establishment of a private recreation residence in 1932 and continues
until the last lots were developed in 1962.
Criteria
As a district, The Dalles Recreation Residence Tract is eligible for listing in the National
Register under Criteria A and C. Twenty-five of the thirty-one cabins have been
determined as contributing elements to the Dalles District (See Table 12). Twenty-five of
the cabins main cabins are eligible for the National Register as individual structures (See
Table 12).
The Dalles tract is eligible under Criterion A in the areas of Recreation and Government
Policy. It is a rural historic landscape of privately owned cabins located on National Forest
land. It’s the development was encouraged by the Snoqualmie National Forest and now
administered by the MBS. The tract was developed under the Occupancy Permit Act of
1915 and subsequent implementing regulations and directions. The Dalles Tract was
developed in association with The Dalles Campground, Deep Creek Recreation Residence
Tract, and the White River Complex of tracts and representative of the historic
development of outdoor recreation, and tourism in Washington.
The tract embodies the rural historic community on public land. The tract retains the
majority of spatial organization as platted in 1932. The tract retains its original setting in a
forested area south of Minnehaha Creek. The lots are arranged with shared common side
boundaries with the front and back of the lot paralleling the access road and State Route
410 except where topography dictated creation of a short eastern arm. Associated
landscape features are also highly variable in location and design which is consistent with a
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rural historic landscape.
The Dalles Recreation Residence Tract and twenty-five cabins are eligible under Criterion
C, in the areas of architecture and community planning and development. The cabins and
the tract are characterized by asymmetrical lot arrangements, strong relationships between
natural and cultural features, and use of native, rustic building materials. Cabins embody
rustic vernacular characteristics from the 3rd and 4th phases of architecture style, as defined
in Chapter 2.
# %
Cabins
Historic
Not historic

31
27 87%
4 13%

Eligible – Individual

25

81%

Ineligible – Individual
Contributing Element – District
Not Contributing Element - District

6
25
6

19%
81%
19%

Table 12: National Register Eligibility statistics for the Dalles tract

Integrity
The majority of structures have integrity and as a District the majority of Dalles cabins
convey the historic qualities of the recreation residence tract (81%; see Table 12). The
majority of cabins in the tract retain and convey integrity of location, design, setting
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.
Integrity of location and design – The tract maintains its original configuration as platted
and none of the current structures have been moved. The majority of cabins have retained
their shape and size with few additions.
Materials and workmanship – The majority of cabins retain original fabric including
horizontal log construction, board and batten or shake/shingle siding with front-facing or
side-facing gable roofs, wooden sash windows, and brick and stone chimneys. Most
alterations have been limited to fixing and/or replacing damaged or deteriorated small
portions of structures. Roofs are the most commonly altered fabric but size and shape are
retained.
Feeling and setting – The tract has retained its feeling of a rustic recreation area. The
majority of lots retain outhouses and woodsheds. Although the majority of outbuildings
have been replaced overtime, they have been reconstructed in materials and workmanship
which does not detract from the district. The tract retains is rustic forest landscape and
man-made landscaping is minimal. The landscaping often blends with the tract creating a
small buffer between cabins and forested areas.
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Lot
#

1st SUP
issued

Built Date

Individual
Eligibility

Contributing

Notes

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

NA
NA
NA
1940
1954
1950
1954

NA
NA
NA
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible*
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

NA
NA
NA
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing*
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

Cabin never built
Cabin never built
Cabin never built

1940
1947

NA
NA
NA
Unknown
1954
1950-1951
1959
1955-1956
1940
1947

11

Pre 1955

1955-1959

Eligible

Contributing

12
13
14
15

1954
1953
1954
1953

1954-1959
1962
1954
1961-1962

Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

16
17
18
19
20
21
22

1960
1953
1947
1953
1952
1948
Pre 1955

1964
NA
NA
NA
1950
1948
1962

Not Eligible
NA
NA
NA
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

Not Contributing
NA
NA
NA
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

Outside historic period
No Cabin
No Cabin
No Cabin

23
24
25
26

1950
1949
1952
1953

1962
c. 1960
1960-62
1959

Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

Loss of Integrity

27
28
29

1950
1954
1953

1964
1959
1953

Not Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible*

Not Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing*

Outside historic period

30
31
32
33
34
35

1953
1946
1956
1938
1954
1948

Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Not Eligible*

Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing
Not Contributing*

Outside historic period

36
37
38
39

1938
1939
NA
NA

2000
1951
1956-1962
1939
c. 1954
c. 1950
1959Or
1938
1964
NA
NA

Eligible
Not Eligible
NA
NA

Contributing
Not Contributing
NA
NA

Loss of Integrity

Outside historic period
Cabin never built
Cabin never built

Table 13: Cabin National Register Eligibility for Dalles tract
* indicates change after consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (letter 8/4/2006).
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Association – The tract and cabins are used as they were originally intended, as privately
owned structures, permitted on National Forest System lands. Their use is limited to short
term recreation and not permanent habitation. The use and construction is still limited,
directed, and administered by the Forest Service. The residences reflect this relationship in
their architectural style, scale, materials, location, and setting.
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CHAPTER 8: DENNY CREEK RECREATIONAL
RESIDENCE TRACT

Location
Denny Creek tract is located approximately 17 miles east southeast on Interstate 90 from
North Bend, Washington on the Snoqualmie Ranger District. Individual summer homes
can be accessed via FSR 58 (Asahel Curtis/Denny Creek Road) and FSR 5830 (Franklin
Falls and Melakwa Lake Trailheads). The tract is located in King County, in T 22 N, R 11
E, Section 8 within the Snoqualmie Pass USGS quadrangle. The summer home lots
encompass approximately 20 acres on a relatively flat benched area above the flood plain
of the South Fork Snoqualmie River and south of Denny Creek at an elevation of
approximately 2200 feet above sea level (See Figure 15).

Overview
The Denny Creek tract (site number 06-05-05-00086, NB0211) consists of 32 lots (See
Figure 16), 21 of which are currently occupied by recreation residences (site numbers 0605-05-000115 to 06-05-05-000135). The current configuration of 21 occupied lots
occurred through various natural and administrative actions (See Figure 18). Lots 19, 26
and 29 do not occur on tract map. Lots 15, 24, and 30 were never used. In 1955, lots 25,
and 27 were damaged by a rockslide and withdrawn. Lot 11’s cabin was destroyed by
snow in 1964 and never rebuilt. Lot 21 was withdrawn post 1964 for reasons unknown.
Lot 13'
s cabin burned down in 1966 and was never rebuilt.
Denny Creek tract consists of three rows of lots that straddle and parallel the South Fork
Snoqualmie River, and an outlier (See Figure 16). The row on the west side of the South
Fork Snoqualmie River is the longest consisting of 12 lots. The east side of Denny Creek
consists of two rows of lots accessed by a road between the two rows. The outlier once
consisted of a small group of six lots but due to the 1955 rockslide, only one cabin remains.

Historic Context
The first permitted cabin that would later become part of a Recreation Residence Tract on
the MBS occurred at Denny Creek. No records could be found on this permit except that
records from modern permits indicate that a cabin was built on what today is lot 17 in
1908. There are indications that the tract was also the first Recreation Residence Tract
platted on the MBS, then the Snoqualmie National Forest. The original survey map could
not be located but records from 1918 state:
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Figure 15: Denny Creek and Snoqualmie Pass East tract locations

80

Figure 16: Denny Creek tract Map
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Eight lots fronting the South Fork of Snoqualmie River have been laid
out. To the rear and adjoining these lots, eight other lots were
surveyed…The lots were shaped so as to conform to the topography of
the land, and vary in size somewhat. The average dimensions are 100
x 125’. The lots were laid out in blocks of four and alleys 20 feet wide
were surveyed between the various blocks and at right angles with the
general direction of the river.
If need be, an equal number of lots can be laid out across the
river (U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Snoqualmie
National Forest 1918).
The initial cabin and subsequent survey may have been in response to two major
transportation projects in the area. In 1905, the first motorized traffic crossed Snoqualmie
Pass on the Yellowstone Road, (also known as the Sunset Highway, the Snoqualmie Pass
Highway, US 10) which passes through the Denny Creek Tract. That same year the
Milwaukee Railroad Company began construction of a railroad over Snoqualmie Pass
completing a '
highline'route in 1908. In 1915, the railroad had completed the Snoqualmie
Pass tunnel greatly improving rail travel. Recreation use was common to the area and
Denny Creek Campground was in operation by 1916. The Denny Creek trail (now known
as Trail #1014, Franklin Falls, or Melakwa Lake trails) was also popular recreation and by
1921 it was popular enough for the Mountaineers and the Forest Service extended it to
Hemlock Pass (Author Unknown, N.D.).
Most of the records indicate that the Denny Creek tract was not developed until the mid
1920s. The first extant map shows that lots 1-11 were surveyed June 19 to 22, 1925 by
F.W. Cleator and lots 12-31 were surveyed in May- October of 1930 by B.C. Saterbo. The
extant permit data indicates the second cabin at Denny Creek was built in 1928 and the
tract greatly expanded in the early 1930s, with six cabins being built between 1930 and
1935. During the late 1930s and early 1940s there was a lack of construction (See Figure
17).
While the late 1930s brought a cessation of building in recreation residences, recreation
facilities in area was expanded while the CCCs constructed the Denny Creek Campground
south of the Denny Creek tract. By 1938, Denny Creek Campground was described as:
On old Sunset Highway, 20 miles east of North Bend, 3 miles from
highway on good gravel road. Elevation 2200’. Space for 60 camps,
parking space for 50 cars, 37 stoves, 69 tables and benches, 4 toilets, 1
flush toilet (7 seats), piped water. Supplies at Summit Inn 3 ½ miles
distant. Hunting and fishing at nearby lakes (Division of Recreation and
Lands, 1938:1).
After World War II, Denny Creek tract doubled in size with eight cabins built between
1945 and 1955. The demand for tract expansion was enough to warrant a third survey on
May 11, 1948 by R.M. Bowe. Following this expansion there was a series of natural
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disasters that affected the tract. In 1955, two cabins were damaged by a rockslide and in
the early 1960s, a flood damaged the Denny Creek Bridge that was replaced in 1963.
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Figure 17: Permit and build dates for Denny Creek

Cabins
The physical characteristics of the Denny Creek cabins are characteristic of the 3rd, and 4th
Phases. The use of milled/manufactured siding, brick or stone chimneys with exterior side,
or end placement and interior chimneys along with simple gable roofs and porches that
extended the gable shape all exemplify these phases. Unlike the tracts found along the
White River, the Denny Creek tract has no log cabins. The lack of log cabins at Denny
Creek speaks to the influenced of later architectural styles on the tract. These cabins are
classified as rustic vernacular in design.
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Figure 18: Geographic development of Denny Creek tract

The general, but not inclusive, defining characteristics of cabins in the Denny Creek tract
are rectangular, one-and-a-half stories in height, clapboard, board and batten, ¼ log, or
shingle siding with front-facing or side-facing gable roofs (See Figure 19, Table 14 and
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Appendix 4). While originally all cabins were roofed with cedar shakes today the most
common roofing materials are cedar shingles or shakes, standing seam metal roofing and
corrugated metal. Foundations are on the ground or slightly elevated, and usually consist
of post and pier construction (n=12, 57%), or stone/rubble (n=4, 20%). On historic period
cabins chimneys consist of mainly single stack (n=18, 90%) of both interior (n=10, 47%)
and exterior (n=9, 45%) construction. Chimneys usually are centrally (n=13, 65%) located
straddling the ridge (n=6, 30%) or on the gable (n=4) or eave (n=4, 20%) end of the
building. They are constructed of brick (n=6, 30%) or metal (n=5, 25%). The majority of
windows appear to be original wood frame multi-light casement or double-hung. The
majority of cabins have a covered entry with porches being the most common (n=9, 45%)
and three cabins having a portico, umbrage or small covered entryway. Forty percent of
the cabins have decks.

Figure 19: Examples of cabins in Denny Creek tract (lots 1 and 23)

Associated Outbuildings:
All summer homes have associated outbuildings, with woodsheds and outhouses being the
most common type.
Woodsheds or wood-frame storage buildings, in the Denny Creek tract, come in a variety
of shapes and sizes but are generally square or rectangular timber frame construction with
gable or shed roofs. A wide variety of sidings have been used including ¼ log, board and
batten, clapboard, plywood, shingle and T1-11. Six lots have no woodshed.
The majority of lots, thirteen (62%), no longer have outhouses. The outhouses that do
remain have mostly been replacements of older structures that have deteriorated or as privy
pits filled. Outhouses are small, square buildings, usually with gable or shed roofs. They
are made with a variety of materials including shingle or shake siding and roofs, T1-11 and
plywood siding.
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All Cabins (N=21)

Contributing
elements (N=20)

Type

n

%

n

%

Layout

Rectangle
L-shape
A-frame
Irregular/other
T-shape

13
3
2
2
1

62%
14%
10%
10%
5%

13
3
2
2
0

65%
15%
10%
10%
0%

Siding

Clapboard
Board and batten
¼ log
Shingle
Shiplap
Horizontal plank

8
5
3
3
1
1

38%
24%
14%
14%
5%
5%

8
5
3
2
1
1

40%
25%
15%
10%
5%
5%

Stories

1.5
1
2

14
7
0

67%
33%
0%

13
7
0

65%
35%
0%

5
3
7
5

24%
14%
33%
24%

5
3
7
4

25%
15%
35%
20%

1
3

5%
14%

1
3

5%
15%

Roof

Metal - standing
seam
Metal - corrugated
Wood - shingle
Wood - shake
Asphalt/composition
- shingle
With skylights

Table 14: Denny Creek Main Cabin Characteristics

Associated Landscape Features
Associated landscape features include entry and exit roads, driveways, parking areas, foot
paths between structures and between lots, an auto bridge, barbeques, fire pits, benches,
chairs, and picnic tables. Each lot also has a small wooden post with the lot number
engraved on it.

National Register Eligibility
Period of Significance 1925 - 1960
As stated in the Historic Context the first cabin in Denny Creek Recreation Residences
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Tract was built in 1908. Between 1918 and 1960 the Forest Service issued SUP to develop
new lots and new cabin constructed stopped in 1960 (See Figure 17). The Snoqualmie
National Forest discontinue expansion of the tract following construction in 1960. The
configuration of the Denny Creek Tract has remained stable with only minor changes when
individual structures were being replaced or lots abandoned due to a natural disaster, such
as windfall or fire destroying a building. The very earliest period of Denny Creek is no
longer represented in the tract. The earliest cabin built in 1908 no longer retains its
distinguishing qualities but the majority of structures built after the platting of Denny
Creek Tract do retain integrity, see below. As such, the period of significance begins with
the 1925 survey and continues until the last lots were developed in 1960.
Criteria
As a district, Denny Creek Recreation Residence Tract is eligible for listing in the National
Register under Criteria A and C. Twenty of the twenty-one cabins have been determined
as contributing elements to the Denny Creek District (See Table 15). Seventeen of the
twenty-one cabins are eligible for the National Register as individual structures (See Table
16).
# %
Cabins
Historic
Not historic

21
18 86%
3 14%

Eligible – Individual

17

81%

Ineligible – Individual
Contributing Element - District
Not Contributing Element - District

4
20
1

19%
95%
5%

Table 15: National Register Eligibility statistics for Denny Creek tract

The Denny Creek tract is eligible under Criterion A in the areas of Recreation and
Government Policy. It is a rural historic landscape of privately owned cabins located on
National Forest land. It was developed by Snoqualmie National Forest and now
administered by the MBS. The tract was developed under the Occupancy Permit Act of
1915 and subsequent implementing regulations and directions. Denny Creek tract was
developed in association with Denny Creek Campground and is representative of the
historic development of the outdoor recreation, and tourism in Washington.
The tract embodies the rural historic community on public land. The tract retains the
majority of spatial organization as platted in 1925. While five lots that originally had cabin
are currently empty, the remaining 21 occupied lots constitute 81% of maximum lots ever
used within the Denny Creek tract. The tract retains its original setting in a forested area
straddling the South Fork Snoqualmie River and with most cabins oriented towards the
river. For cabins further away from the river are oriented related cabins along the river and
as well as adapting to local topography. Cabins are located on small natural flats with
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limited to no grading or re-contouring, creating a layout with cabins located at highly
variable distances from the access road.
Denny Creek Recreation Residence Tract and seventeen cabins are eligible under Criterion
C, in the areas of architecture and community planning and development. The cabins and
the tract are characterized by asymmetrical lot arrangements, strong relationships between
natural and cultural features, and use of native, rustic building materials. Cabins embody
rustic vernacular characteristics from the 3rd, and 4th phases of architecture style, as defined
in Chapter 2.
Integrity
The majority of cabins in the tract do retain and convey integrity of design, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association. As a District, the majority of Deep Creek cabins
convey the historic qualities of the tract (95%; see Table 15). Denny Creek is probably the
best example of builder determined variety in the 3rd and 4th phases of architectural style of
all the tracts on the MBS. The tract has greatest variation in siding, layout and architectural
styles (See Table 14 and Appendix 4). The tract also contains no log cabins.
Within the Denny Creek tract, the outbuildings have been modified enough that while
retaining location, setting, and association of use, they do not retain integrity of design,
materials, and/or workmanship. As such, individual outbuildings are not eligible for the
National Register and are not contributing elements to the Historic District.
Integrity of location and design – The tract maintains its original configuration as platted
and none of the current structures have been moved. Almost all of the cabins have retained
their shape and size with very few additions.
The Denny Creek Tract retains its planned community pattern that was based on the natural
landscape of the South Fork Snoqualmie River cabins are accessed by two roads one on
either side of the South Fork Snoqualmie River. The lots are arranged with shared
common side boundaries with the front and back of the lot paralleling the access road and
South Fork Snoqualmie River. Local topographic features of steep slope and floodplains
limited expansion of the tract north and south and a second row of cabins on the east side
was created as an adaptation to the local landscape.
Small informal paths interconnect cabins and the cabins to the Fork Snoqualmie River and
the Franklin Falls and Melakwa Lake Trailheads. Associated landscape features are also
highly variable in location and design which is consistent with a rural historic landscape.
Materials and workmanship – The majority of cabins retain original fabric and convey the
individual builder’s expertise, or lack thereof. Most alterations have been limited to fixing
and/or replacing damaged or deteriorated small portions of structures. Roofs are the most
commonly altered fabric, but size and shape are retained.
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Lot #

1st SUP
issued

Built Date

Individual
Eligibility

Contributing

1
1A
1B
2
3

1946
1926
1954
1949
1956

1935
1934
1954-1955
1949-1950
c.1956

Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible*

Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Not Contributing*

4
5
6
7
8
9

Unknown
Unknown
1935
1954
1935
1929

1935
Pre1966
1935
1954
1928
1931

Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible

Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing

10

Pre 1956

1961-1964

Not Eligible

Not Contributing*

11
12

NA
Unknown

NA
1932

NA
Eligible

NA
Contributing

13
14
15
16
17
18
19

1960
Pre 1960
NA
1940
Unknown
Unknown
1918

NA
1964-1965
NA
Pre 1940
1908
1940s
NA

NA
Not Eligible
NA
Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
NA

NA
Not Contributing*
NA
Contributing
Not Contributing
Contributing
NA

20

1948

1948

Eligible

Contributing

21
22
23
24

1940
1954
1933
NA

NA
1954
c.1933
NA

NA
Eligible
Eligible
NA

NA
Contributing
Contributing
NA

25
26

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

NA
NA

27
28
29
30

NA
1955
NA
NA

NA
c.1955
NA
NA

NA
Eligible
NA
NA

NA
Contributing
NA
NA

Table 16: Cabin National Register Eligibility Denny Creek tract

Notes

Outside historic period

Outside historic period
No Cabin - Last permit
ended 1969
No Cabin - Cabin
burned down 1966
Outside historic period
No Cabin - No record
Loss of Integrity
No Cabin – no record
No Cabin – removed
post 1964

No Cabin – No record
No Cabin – rock slide
1955
No Cabin – No record
No Cabin – rock slide
1955
No Cabin – road
No Cabin – no record

* indicates change after consultation with the State Historic Preservation Office (letter 8/4/2006).

Feeling and setting – The tract has retained its feeling of a rustic recreation area; the area is
still surrounded by forest and retains its backwoods rustic retreat feeling. While other
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tracts on the MBS convey a sense of quiet retreat, the Denny Creek tract conveys a sense of
outdoor park and barbeque recreation that was probably common to the area prior to the
tract’s construction. Denny Creek tract is located in the Snoqualmie Pass travel corridor
resulting in relatively quick and easy access for a large number of day visitors. Prior to the
I-90 construction the Yellowstone Road, which runs through the tract, was a major through
way. Also the nearby Milwaukee railroad was commonly used to transport visitors and
hikers to the area. The pools of the South Fork Snoqualmie River and Denny Creek are
local attractions in the summer for both the cabin owners and greater Puget Sound
population seeking relief from the summer heat.
Association – The tract and cabins are used as they were originally intended, as privately
owned structures, permitted on National Forest System lands. Their use is limited to short
term recreation and not permanent habitation. The use and construction is still limited,
directed, and administered by the Forest Service. The residences reflect this relationship in
their architectural style, scale, materials, location, and setting.
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CHAPTER 9: SNOQUALMIE PASS EAST RECREATIONAL
RESIDENCE TRACT
Location
Snoqualmie Pass East tract is located approximately 22 miles east southeast, on Interstate
90, of North Bend, Washington. The tract is on the Wenatchee National Forest but is
administered by the Snoqualmie Ranger District of the MBS. Individual summer homes
can be accessed via Yellowstone Road (formerly the Sunset Highway). The tract is located
in Kittitas County, in T 22 N, R 11 E, Section 4 within the Snoqualmie Pass USGS
quadrangle. The summer home lots encompass approximately 6 acres on the ridgetop
saddle of Snoqualmie Pass along the Cascade Crest that divides Western and Eastern
Washington at an elevation of approximately 2900 feet above sea level. The lots have a
flat to mildly south facing aspect. Slope varies from flat to +30% with small intermediate
benches that are generally the building sites (See Figure 15).

Overview
The Snoqualmie Pass East Tract (site number 06-05-05-00136, NB0248) consists of 16 lots
(See Figure 20), 13 of which are currently occupied by recreation residences (site numbers
06-05-05-00137 to 06-05-05-00149; see Table 19). One lot was never used (lot 114) and
two lots are currently vacant (lots 104 and 107). For the most part the tract consists on one
linear row cabins situated on a small ridge. The southern end of the tract has a small flat
topographic bowl that allows for a short double row of cabins.

Historic Context
The Snoqualmie Pass area has been a major transportation corridor since 1905 when the
first motorized traffic crossed Snoqualmie Pass on the Yellowstone Road, (also known as
the Sunset Highway, the Snoqualmie Pass Highway, US 10), which parallels the tract.
That same year the Milwaukee Railroad Company began construction of a railroad over
Snoqualmie Pass completing a '
highline'route in 1908. The Laconia Station was built at
the Pass but in 1915, the Railroad completed the Snoqualmie Pass tunnel, which greatly
improved rail travel, bypassing the Laconia Station and Snoqualmie Pass.
Recreation at Snoqualmie Pass has been connected skiing since the 1910s. In 1913, the
Seattle Mountaineers built a lodge near Snoqualmie Pass suitable for skiing, snowshoeing,
and snowballing (Hollenbeck 1987:311). The surveys of the Snoqualmie Pass East Tract
on August 11, 1933 by Cleator and Flanagan and in Oct of 1935 by R. Gee and subsequent
development were probably spurred by interests in developing ski resorts in the area. In
the early 1930s, the Seattle Park Department got a permit from the Forest Service to
operate a ski hill at Snoqualmie Pass. The CCCs cleared forty acres and the ski hill opened
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on January 21, 1934 (Hollenbeck 1987:313; Magnuson 1995).

Figure 20: Snoqualmie Pass East Tract Map

The first permits were given during the 1930s but it was not until 1940 that the first cabin
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was built. This may have been stimulated by the continued development of skiing in the
area. In 1937, the Milwaukee Railroad opened the Snoqualmie Ski Bowl at the Hyak
Station, east of the Pass. In October of 1937 Tacoma News Tribune wrote:
The Milwaukee railroad has built a new ski area just east of the tiny
station at Hyak, reached only by the railroad. A ski lodge and trails for
skiers of varying abilities have been prepared. The Milwaukee plans to
run a special train on weekends and holidays to the ski area, leaving in the
early morning and returning in the evening (Alpenglow Ski
Mountaineering History Project).
The first cabin, Lot 101, stood alone until 1949 when three cabins were constructed. The
post war period proved to be a boom for Snoqualmie Pass East as twelve of the thirteen
extant cabins were all built before 1962 (See Figure 21 and Table 19).

4

3

Permits Issued

count

Tract Surveyed

Existing structures built

2

1

year

Figure 21: Permit and built dates for Snoqualmie Pass East tract
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1968

1963

1958

1953

1948

1943

1938

1933

1928

1923

1918

1913

1908

0

Cabins
The defining characteristic of the Snoqualmie Pass tract consists of one basic structure
type, a 1.5 story high gable rectangular cabin with shingle/shake or clapboard siding with a
porch on one gable end (See Table 17, Figure 22 and Appendix 5).
All Cabins

Contributing
elements

Type

n

%

n

%

Layout

Rectangle

13

100%

11

100%

Siding

Shingle/Shake
Clapboard
Manufactured logs
Board and batten
¼ log

6
4
1
1
1

46%
31%
8%
8%
8%

6
3
0
1
1

55%
27%
0%
9%
9%

Stories

1.5

13

100%

11

100%

Metal - standing
seam
Metal - corrugated
Wood - shingle
Wood - shake

5
5
2
1

38%
38%
15%
8%

Roof

4
4
1
1

Table 17: Snoqualmie Pass East Main Cabin Characteristics

Figure 22: Examples of cabins in Snoqualmie Pass East Tract (lots 102 and 105)
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36%
36%
9%
9%

Associated Outbuildings
Snoqualmie Pass East is unique in its lack of outbuildings. None of the cabins has
detached woodsheds and only three have outhouses. This appears to be a local adaptation
to mostly winter use, in an area that receives over 400 inches of snow a year, on average
(Western Regional Climate Center 2006).

Associated Landscape Features
Snoqualmie Pass East tract is also unique in its lack of associated landscape features.
Cabins are mostly reached by small footpaths, except on the south end of the tract where
there is a loop road with driveways, and parking areas. Fire pits, benches, chairs, picnic
tables were not observed during the survey of this tract.

National Register Eligibility
Period of Significance 1940 - 1961
As stated in the Historic Context the despite being platted in 1933 the first cabin in
Snoqualmie Pass East Recreation Residences Tract was built in 1940. Between 1940 and
1961 the Forest Service issued SUP to develop new lots. The Snoqualmie National Forest
discontinued expansion of the tract following construction of a cabin on Lot 109 in 1961.
The configuration of the Snoqualmie Pass East tract has remained stable with only minor
changes when individual structures were being replaced such as windfall or fire destroying
a building. As such, the period of significance begins with the 1933 survey and continues
until the last lot was developed in 1961.
Criteria
As a district, Snoqualmie Pass East Recreation Residence Tract is eligible for listing in the
National Register under Criteria A and C. Eleven of the thirteen cabins have been
determined as contributing elements to the Snoqualmie Pass East District (See Table 18).
Eleven of its eighteen cabins are eligible for the National Register as individual structures,
see Table 18 and Table 19.
# %
Cabins
Historic
Not historic

13

13
0

Eligible – Individual

11

85%

Ineligible – Individual
Contributing Element – District
Not Contributing Element - District

2
11
2

15%
85%
15%

100%
0%

Table 18: National Register Eligibility statistics for Snoqualmie Pass East tract

95

The Snoqualmie Pass East tract is eligible under Criterion A in the areas of Recreation and
Government Policy. It is a rural historic landscape of privately owned cabins located on
National Forest land. It has been allowed for by the Forest Service and the development
was encouraged by the Snoqualmie National Forest and now the MBS. The tract was
developed under the Occupancy Permit Act of 1915 and subsequent implementing
regulations and directions. Snoqualmie Pass East Tract was developed in association with
skiing at Snoqualmie Pass and representative of the historic development of the outdoor
recreation, and tourism in Washington.
The tract embodies the rural historic community on public land. The tract retains the
majority of spatial organization as platted in 1933. The tract retains its original setting in a
forested area west of Yellowstone Road. The community pattern is based slopes adjacent
to Yellowstone Road and lots are arranged with shared common side boundaries with the
front and back of the lot paralleling the Yellowstone Road except where topography
limited construction. In south portion of the tract were topography constrains the ability to
place lots in a linear fashion a small flat bowl was used instead.
The Snoqualmie Pass East tract lack small informal paths interconnect cabins but this is
due to the lack of summer use and high winter use were trails are created in the snow and
melt way in the spring.
Snoqualmie Pass East Recreation Residence Tract and eleven cabins are eligible under
Criterion C, in the areas of architecture and community planning and development, because
the cabins and the tract are characterized by asymmetrical lot arrangements, strong
relationships between natural and cultural features, and use of native, rustic building
materials. Cabins embody rustic vernacular characteristics from 4th phases of architecture
style, as defined in Chapter 2.
Integrity
The majority of structures have integrity and as a District the majority of Snoqualmie Pass
East cabins convey the historic qualities of the tract (85%; see Table 18). The majority of
cabins in the tract retain and convey integrity of location, design, setting materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association.
Integrity of location and design – The tract maintains its original configuration as platted
and only one structure has been moved. The majority of cabins have retained their shape
and size with few additions, the one exception being attached sheds. These sheds were
often added during the historic period as a local adaptation and are of a regional design
compatible with the original structure. The sheds were constructed to match the original
construction in materials, workmanship and feeling and do not alter the scale, color,
material, and/or character of the cabins. They have developed into a distinguishing and
contributing element to the historic district.
Materials and workmanship – The majority of cabins retain original fabric,
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milled/manufactured siding and convey the individual builder’s expertise or lack thereof.
Most alterations have been limited to fixing and/or replacing damaged or deteriorated small
portions of structures. Most alterations have been limited to fixing and/or replacing
damaged or deteriorated small portions of structures. Roofs being the most commonly
altered fabric but size and shape are retained.
Feeling and setting – The tract has retained its feeling of a rustic recreation area the
majority of lots retain outhouses and woodsheds. Although the majority of outbuildings
have been replaced overtime, but they have been reconstructed in materials and
workmanship which does not detract from the district and retain the location and/or setting.
The tract retains is rustic forest landscape and man-made landscaping is minimal. The
landscaping often blends with the tract creating a small buffer between cabins and forested
areas.
Association – The tract and cabins are used as they were originally intended, as privately
owned structures, permitted on National Forest System lands. Their use is limited to short
term recreation and not permanent habitation. The use and construction is still limited,
directed, and administered by the Forest Service. The residences reflect this relationship in
their architectural style, scale, materials, location, and setting.

Lot #

1st SUP
issued

Built
Date

Individual
Eligibility

Contributing

100

1952

1952

Eligible

Contributing

101
102
103
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115

1937
1948
1933
1951
1945
NA
1956
1961
1937
1950
1939
1960
NA
1954

1940
1949
1955
1951
1955
NA
1956
1961
1949
1950
1949
1960
NA
1954

Not Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
NA
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Eligible
Not Eligible
Eligible
NA
Not Eligible

Not Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
NA
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
Contributing
NA
Contributing

Notes
Building moved within
lot in mid 1990s
Loss of Integrity

No Cabin on Lot

Loss of Integrity
Lot Never Used
Loss of Integrity

Table 19: Cabin National Register Eligibility for Snoqualmie Pass East tract
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CHAPTER 10: MILLER RIVER RECREATIONAL
RESIDENCE TRACT
Location
The Miller River tract is located approximately 2 miles south southwest of Skykomish,
Washington on the Skykomish Ranger District. Individual summer homes can be accessed
via FSR 64, FSR 6410 (Miller Creek Road) and FSR 6410-110 spur. The tract is located in
King County, in T 25 N, R 11 E, Section 4 within the Grotto USGS quadrangle. The
summer home lots encompass approximately 2 acres on a relatively flat benched area
above the channel of Miller River at an elevation of approximately 1100 feet above sea
level (See Figure 23).

Overview
The Miller River tract (site number 06-05-06-00269, SK0391) consists of 14 lots (See
Figure 24), seven of which are currently occupied by recreation residences (site numbers
06-05-06-00270 to 06-05-06-00276, see Table 22). One lot was never used (lot 6) and six
lots are currently vacant (lots 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14). The Miller River tract consists of
one row of cabins running parallel to the Miller River and accessed by a dirt road.

Historic Context
Very little is known about the Miller River Recreation Residence Tract. The tract was
surveyed by Cleator, Flanagan, and Kidd in August 1933. The first two cabins were not
built until 1937. The tract was probably developed in conjunction with CCC construction
of the Miller River Campground. In 1938, the Miller River Campground was described as
“On Miller River Road, 6 miles southwest of Skykomish, gravel road. Elevation 950’.
Space for 4 trailers, 9 stoves, 12 tables and benches 4 toilets; stream water. Supplies at
Skykomish. Hunting and fishing.” (Division of Recreation and Lands, 1938:2).
The tract was slow to grow with the next two cabins built in 1940 and 1941 (See Figure
25). There was little to no growth throughout most of the 1940s with only one cabin built
in 1948 (Lot 5 was later destroyed in windstorm). During the 1950s, the tract reached its
maximum extent when the last two cabins were built.
The lack of expansion of the Miller River tract lead to a May 22, 1959 letter from the
Forest Supervisor to the Skykomish Ranger stating that the forest was asking Regional
Office to withdraw Lot #6 and Lots 9-14, inclusive. Letter also states, “Some positive
action should be taken towards eventual elimination of the seven residence cabins in place”
(U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Snoqualmie National Forest 1959).
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Figure 23: Miller River tract location
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Figure 24: Miller River tract map

While no actions seem to have been taken to eliminate the tract, there are indications of
trying to expand the tract again. An August 1972 list of lots indicates lots 9-14 were
occupied by “City of Everett Residence (Trailer)”. No additional information on this could
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be located and it is unknown if these lots were actually used by the city of Everett or it was
just an idea that never came to fruition.
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Figure 25: Permit and built dates for Miller River tract

Cabins
Miller River recreation residences are located on the west side of the Miller River with four
cabins lying on the riverbank and three along an overflow channel. Six of the seven main
cabins have been determined contributing elements to the Denny Creek Recreation
Residence Historic District. The general, but not inclusive, defining characteristics of
cabins in the Miller River tract are rectangular, front gable, one-and-a-half stories in height,
shingle sided (See Table 20, Figure 26 and Appendix 6). They are classified as rustic
vernacular in design. While originally all cabins were roofed with cedar shakes today most
are cedar shingles or shakes, with two cabins having standing seam metal roofing. All
foundations are post and pier construction. Chimneys consist of single stack of interior
(n=5, 83%) construction. Chimneys tend to straddling the ridge (n=5). They are
constructed of rough cobbles (n=4, 67%) or brick (n=2, 33%). All windows appear to be
original wood frame multi-light casement or double-hung. Half the cabins have a covered
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entry consisting of a portico, umbrage, or small covered entryway. Half the cabins have
decks and one cabin has a rock patio.
The physical characteristics of the Miller River cabins are characteristics of the 3rd and 4th
Phases. The use of milled/manufactured siding, brick or stone interior chimneys along
with roof configurations of simple gable shapes exemplify these phases.
All Cabins

Contributing
elements

Type

n

%

N

%

Layout

Rectangle
L-shape
T-shape

5
1
1

71 %
14 %
14 %

5
1
0

83 %
17 %
0%

Siding

Shingle
Horizontal planks
¼ log and shingles

5
1
1

71 %
14 %
14 %

5
0
1

83 %
0%
17 %

Stories

1.5
1

6
1

85 %
14 %

5
1

83 %
17 %

Roof

Wood - shingle
Wood - shake
Metal - standing
seam
Metal - corrugated

4
1

57 %
14 %

4
1

67 %
17 %

2
0

28 %
0%

1
0

17 %
0%

Table 20: Miller River Main Cabin Characteristics

Associated Outbuildings
All summer homes have woodsheds and outhouses. Woodsheds and/or wood-frame
storage buildings are generally square or rectangular. In the Miller River tract the most
common type of woodshed is constructed with log posts and beams creating and open sided
building with a shake or shingle roof. Outhouses are generally shingle/shake, or plank
sided with a shingle roof.
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Figure 26: Examples of cabins in Miller River tract (lots 1 and 5)

Associated Landscape Features
Associated landscape features include entry and exit roads, driveways, parking areas, and
footpaths between structures and between lots, fire pits, benches, chairs, and picnic tables.
Water diversion features include rock wall and rip-wrap. Each lot also has a small wooden
post with the lot number engraved on it.

National Register Eligibility
Period of Significance 1933 - 1955
As stated in the Historic Context the despite being platted in 1933 the first cabin in Miller
River Recreation Residences Tract was built in 1937. Between 1937 and 1955, the Forest
Service issued SUP to develop new lots. The Snoqualmie National Forest discontinued
expansion of the tract following construction of a cabin on lot 5 in 1955. The configuration
of the Miller River Tract has remained stable with only minor changes when individual
structures were being replaced due to natural disasters, such as windfall. As such, the
period of significance begins with the 1933 survey and continues until the last lot was
developed in 1955.
Criteria
As a district, Miller River Recreation Residence Tract is eligible for listing in the National
Register under Criteria A and C. Six of the seven cabins have been determined as
contributing elements to the Miller River District (See Table 21). Six of its seven cabins
are eligible for the National Register as individual structures, see Table 22.
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# %
Cabins
Historic
Not historic

7

6
1

Eligible – Individual

6

86 %

Ineligible – Individual
Contributing Element – District
Not Contributing Element - District

1
6
1

14 %
86%
0%

86 %
14 %

Table 21: National Register Eligibility statistics for Miller River tract

The Miller River tract is eligible under Criterion A in the areas of Recreation and
Government Policy. It is a rural historic landscape of privately owned cabins located on
National Forest land. It was and is allowed for by the Forest Service and the development
was encouraged by the Mt Baker National Forest and now the MBS. The tract was
developed under the Occupancy Permit Act of 1915 and subsequent implementing
regulations and directions. Miller River tract was developed in association with Miller
River Campground and representative of the historic development of the outdoor
recreation, and tourism in Washington, especially with travel to Skykomish.
The tract embodies the rural historic community on public land. The tract retains the
majority of spatial organization as platted in 1933. The tract retains its original setting in a
forested area adjacent to Miller River and with most cabins oriented towards Miller River.
The community patterns of open lots accessed by one road. Cabins are located on small
natural flats with very small to no grading or re-contouring, creating a layout with cabins
located at highly variable distances from the access road.
Miller River Recreation Residence Tract and six cabins are eligible under Criterion C, in
the areas of architecture and community planning and development, because the cabins and
the tract are characterized by asymmetrical lot arrangements, strong relationships between
natural and cultural features, and use of native, rustic building materials. Cabins embody
rustic vernacular characteristics from the 3rd and 4th phases of architecture style, as defined
in Chapter 2.
Integrity
The majority of structures have integrity and as a District the majority of Miller River
cabins convey the historic qualities of the tract (86%; See Table 21). The majority of
cabins in the tract retains and conveys integrity of design, materials, workmanship, feeling,
and association.
Integrity of location and design – The tract maintains its original configuration as platted
and none of the current structures have been moved. The majority of cabins have retained
their shape and size with few additions.
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The community pattern is based on the access roads that are single lane road. The lots are
arranged with shared common side boundaries with the front and back of the lot paralleling
the access road and Miller River except where topography limited dictated moving away
from the riverbank.
Small informal paths interconnect cabins and access Miller River. Associated landscape
features are also highly variable in location and design which is consistent with a rural
historic landscape.
Materials and workmanship – The majority of cabins retain original fabric including
shingle siding, wooden sash windows, and cobble chimneys. Most alterations have been
limited to fixing and/or replacing damaged or deteriorated small portions of structures.
Roofs being the most commonly altered fabric but size and shape are retained.
Feeling and setting – The tract has retained its feeling of a rustic recreation area the
majority of lots retain outhouses and woodsheds. Although the many of outbuildings have
been replaced overtime, but they have been reconstructed in materials and workmanship
which does not detract from the district and retain the location and/or setting. The tract
retains is rustic forest landscape and man-made landscaping is minimal. The landscaping
often blends with the tract creating a small buffer between cabins and forested areas.
Association – The tract and cabins are used as they were originally intended, as privately
owned structures, permitted on National Forest System lands. Their use is limited to short
term recreation and not permanent habitation. The use and construction is still limited,
directed, and administered by the Forest Service. The residences reflect this relationship in
their architectural style, scale, materials, location, and setting.
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Lot
#

1st SUP
issued

Built Date

Individual
Eligibility

Contributing

1

1936

1937

Eligible

Contributing

2

1940

1940

Eligible

Contributing

3

1937

1937

Eligible

Contributing

4

1941

1941

Eligible

Contributing

5

1948

1965

Not Eligible

Not Contributing

Outside historic period

6

NA

NA

NA

NA

Lot never used

7

1955

1955

Eligible

Contributing

8

1950

1950

Eligible

Contributing

9

NA

NA

NA

NA

No Cabin on Lot

10

NA

NA

NA

NA

No Cabin on Lot

11

NA

NA

NA

NA

No Cabin on Lot

12

NA

NA

NA

NA

No Cabin on Lot

Table 22: Cabin National Register Eligibility for Miller River tract
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Notes

CHAPTER 11: GLACIER RECREATIONAL RESIDENCES
Location
The three summer homes located in Glacier, Washington on the Mt. Baker Ranger District,
formerly the Glacier Ranger District. The homes are located in Whatcom County, in T 39
N, R 7 E, Sections 6 and 8 within the Glacier USGS quadrangle. The summer home lots
encompass approximately 1 acre in the valley at the junction of Glacier Creek and the
North Fork Nooksack River at an elevation of approximately 900 to 1000 feet above sea
level (See Figure 27).

Overview
Glacier consists of three lots with cabins (sites 06-05-01-00109 to 06-05-01-00111). These
lots are on discrete portions of land that do not border each other thus are not treated as a
tract.

Historic Context
No records could found that describe the development of the three individual recreation
residences in Glacier. Records indicate that the Glacier District of the Mt Baker National
Forest at one time had two additional individual recreation residences. The two residences
permits were closed in October 1970 following the establishment of the North Cascades
National Park, and a recreation development study of North Fork Nooksack Valley
determined that the lots were too near an entry point of the park. The cabins were built in
the 1910s and 1920s.
Due to the lack of extant records it appears that these cabin were all established based on
individual requests for a special use permit and the recreation potential was not great
enough for the Forest to explore expansion into recreation residence tracts.

Cabins
Forest Service records do not identify the Glacier Recreation Residences by lot numbers;
rather the cabins are identified by owner’s name. For easy identification the author gave
each lot an arbitrary number which will be used in this document.
Glacier Recreation Residence 1
Glacier Recreation Residence 1, Hannu-Eskelin Cabin, (site 06-05-01-00109) is an Lshaped, 1.5 story cabin with course horizontal plank bevelled siding and a concrete block
foundation, built in 1916. The roof is a low gable with coursed wood shingles and
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Figure 27: Glacier Summer Home locations
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projecting eaves with rafters exposed. The chimney is a single metal stack centrally
located straddling the ridge. All windows have wooden single sash flat structural openings
with plain moulding and slipsills. The main door is single leaf, 1 panel, centered on gable
façade and has plain flat wood lintel and side surrounds. The front entrance has a straight
main floor staircase with an open porch. The porch has post supports and a catslide roof.
There is small addition to the building on the back of the structure (See Figure 28 and
Appendix 7).

Figure 28: Glacier cabin 1 and cabin 2

Glacier Recreation Residence 2
Glacier Recreation Residence 2, Buzzard Cabin, (site 06-05-01-00110) is an L-shaped, 1.5
story cabin with vertical 1/2 log siding and a wood post and rubble foundation, built in
1923. The roof is a medium gable with metal standing seam roof over coursed wood
shingles, eaves have a cornice fascia and closed verges. There are two chimneys, both of
which are single stack metal. All windows have wooden single sash flat structural
openings with plain moulding and slipsills. There are two doors both centrally located on
their respective façade, one on the gable end and one on the main façade. Both door
openings have plain flat wood head and side surrounds. The gable side entrance has a
straight side, main floor staircase and a covered entry with a dropped roof. The main
façade entry is on an open porch with a broken angle roof (See Figure 28 and Appendix 7).
There is a woodshed with metal standing seam roof attached to the back corner of the main
structure. A modern, 10'6" x 10'3'
, metal shed, built in 1998, is the only other building on
the lot.
Glacier Recreation Residence 3
Glacier Recreation Residence 3, Baxter Cabin, (site 06-05-01-00111) was built in either
1910 or 1923; the records are unclear. It is a square 1.5 story cabin with vertical log siding
and a wood post and rubble foundation (See Figure 29 and Appendix 7). The roof is a
medium gable with coursed shingles; eaves are projecting with rafters exposed and closed
verges. The chimney is single stack brick located interior, centered and straddling the
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ridge. All windows have wooden single sash flat structural openings with plain moulding
and log sills. The main door is centrally located on the main façade. The opening has a
plain flat wood head with a lintel and side surrounds. The front and back of the cabin have
open porches with broken angle roofs. There is a woodshed attached to the back of the
cabin.

Figure 29: Glacier cabin 3

Associated Outbuildings
All summer homes have woodsheds but none have outhouses. The woodsheds are modern
and are not eligible for the national register.

Associated Landscape Features
The Glacier recreation residences generally lack any distinctive landscape features. All
three cabins take advantage of comparatively flat locations on the top of small knolls. The
areas have been kept relatively clear of vegetation. Cabins 2 and 3 have road and parking
areas associated with them, but Cabin 1 only has trail access.

National Register Eligibility
Criteria
The Glacier Recreation Residences are eligible for listing in the National Register under
Criteria A and C. The lots meets the Criterion A, as discussed in previous sections,
because of it is associated with important trends in the historic development of outdoor
recreation in the State of Washington. Historically, it represents an important period of
development within the MBS, and was a response to the public demand for recreational
opportunities on National Forests.
The Glacier lots are eligible under Criterion A in the areas of Recreation and Government
because they are privately owned rural historic cabins located on National Forest land.
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They have been allowed for by the Forest Service and their development was encouraged
by the Mt Baker National Forest and now the MBS. The lots were developed under the
Occupancy Permit Act of 1915 and subsequent implementing regulations and directions.
Glacier lots represent a portion of the historic development of the outdoor recreation, and
tourism in Washington, especially with travel to Mount Baker.
The Glacier Recreation Residences are eligible under Criterion C, in the areas of
architecture and community planning and development, because the cabins and the tract
embody rustic vernacular characteristics. Cabins embody the distinctive characteristic of
architecture styles, as defined in Chapter 2.
Integrity
The structures have integrity of design, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.
Integrity of location and design – The cabins have retained their shape and size with only
small or no additions.
Materials and workmanship – The cabins retain original fabric. Most alterations have been
limited to fixing and/or replacing damaged or deteriorated small portions of structures.
Feeling and setting – While all three cabins are relatively close to the town of Glacier,
cabin 1 is in Glacier, when standing on the lots they maintain their rustic recreation get
away. Other buildings are not visible from the cabins. Viewscapes are of the local forest.
Association – The cabins are used as they were originally intended, as privately owned
structures, permitted on National Forest System lands. Their use is limited to short term
recreation and not permanent habitation. The use and construction is still limited, directed,
and administered by the Forest Service.

1st SUP
issued

Built Date

1 (Hannu-Eskelin)

1916

1916

Eligible

2 (Buzzard)

1923

1923

Eligible

3 (Baxter)

1926

1910 or 1923

Eligible

Lot #

Eligibility

Notes

Table 23: Cabin National Register Eligibility for Glacier Recreation Residences
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CHAPTER 12: PROJECT SUMMARY
Recreation Residences on the MBS are representative of a public lands phenomenon
peculiar to the Forest Service. The residences on the MBS extend back to the first
development of private recreation on Forest Service land with cabin development at Denny
Creek and Silver Creek under the previsions of the Transfer Act of 1905. The first tracts at
Silver Creek, Goat Creek, and Silver Springs were developed under previsions of the Term
Occupancy Act of 1915. The expansion of recreation residences and individual tracts
paralleled the expansion of recreation on Forest Service lands and the Western Cascade
region.
Characterized by asymmetrical lot arrangements, strong relationships between natural and
cultural features, and use of native, rustic building materials, the cabins and the tracts are
significant under Criteria A and C as rural historic landscapes of privately owned cabins
located on National Forest land. The cabins represent intact architectural features that are
unique to the early development of recreation in the Forest. This trend added a level of
complexity in the management of the Forest that resulted in and continues to influence
recreation tract planning. All six tracts on the MBS retain integrity and have been
determined eligible as Historic Districts for the National Register of Historic Places, of the
220 cabins in those districts 184 are contributing elements to the their respective district
and 166 are eligible for the National Register as structures, see Table 24. Three individual
residences in Glacier have also been determined eligible.
Tract
White River Complex
Deep Creek
Dalles
Denny Creek
Snoqualmie Pass East
Miller River
Glacier
Total

Period of
Significance

Contributing
Cabins

Eligible
Cabins

Total
Cabins

1912-1966
1921-1967
1932-1962
1925-1960
1933-1961
1933-1955
1910-1926

108
14
25
20
11
6
NA
184

96
11
25
17
11
6
3
169

130
18
31
21
13
7
3
223

Table 24: Period of Significance and number of contributing and eligible cabin

The recreation tracts on the MBS exhibit the breadth of variety of recreation residence
layout and history. This has resulted in each tract having distinct characteristics in cabin
construction. Resulting in different defining characteristics for each tract and will results in
different management criteria for each tract. The differences in the periods of tract
development are outlined in Table 25.
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Tract
White River
Complex
Deep Creek
Dalles
Denny Creek
Snoqualmie
Pass East
Miller River
Glacier

Build
Dates –
all cabins

Average
build date
of all
cabins

Build Dates –
Contributing
elements

Average build
date of
contributing
cabins

Characteristic
Phase
2nd 3rd and 4th

1912-1995
1921-1982
1938-2000

1943
1944
1956

1912-1966
1921-1960
1939-1964

1940
1935
1954

1908-1964

1942

1928-1964

1944

2nd 3rd and 4th
4th
2nd, 3rd, and
4th

1940-1961
1937-1965
1910-1923

1952
1946
1916

1949-1961
1937-1955
NA

1953
1952
NA

4th
3rd and 4th
NA

Table 25: Average Build date for all tracts and lots
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APPENDIX 1: WHITE RIVER RECREATION TRACTS
PHOTOS
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Silver Creek Lot 1

Built 1950, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 2

Built 1975, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 3

Built 1929, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 4

Built 1925, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 5

Built 1920, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 6

Built 1921, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Creek Lot 7

Built 1926, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 8

Built 1912, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 9

Built 1918, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 10a

Built 1944, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 10b

Built 1932, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 11

Built 1918, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 12

Built 1941, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 13

Built 1935, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 14

Built 1948, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 15

Built 1921, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 16

Built 1931, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 17

Built 1927, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 18

Built 1938, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 19

Built 1922, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 20

Built 1959, Not Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 21

Built c1932, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 22

Built pre 1945, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 23

Built 1947, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Creek Lot 24

Built 1966, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 25

Built 1928, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 26

Built 1924, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Creek Lot 27

Built 1989, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 28

Built 1926, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 29

Built 1923, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Creek Lot 30

Built 1965, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 31

Built 1945, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 32

Built 1939, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 33

Built 1939, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 34

Built 1992, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 35

Built 1960, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Creek Lot 38

Built 1926, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 39

Built 1919, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 40

Built pre 1945, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 41

Built 1940, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 42

Built 1927, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 43

Built pre 1944, Not Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 44

Built 1937, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 45

Built 1931, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 52

Built 1920, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 58 Built 1957, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 59 Built pre 1950, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 60 Built 1930, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 61 Built pre 1960, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 62 Built 1928, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 63 Built 1929, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 64 Built 1923, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 65 Built pre 1958, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 66 Built 1932, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Creek Lot 70

Built 1935, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 77 Built 1926, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 78 Built 1920, Eligible, Contributing Element
141

Silver Springs Lot 79 Built 1931, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 80 Built pre 1945, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 81 Built 1962, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 82 Built 1937, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 84

Built 1959, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 85

Built 1978, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 87

Built 1947, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 88

Built pre 1944, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 89

Built 1939, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 90

Built 1932, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 91

Built 1958, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 92

Built 1945, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 93

Built 1935, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 94

Built 1975, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 95

Built 1951, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 96

Built 1942, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 98

Built 1940, Eligible, Contributing Element

Goat Creek Lot 99

Built 1928, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Goat Creek Lot 100

Built 1933, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 103 Built 1969, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Creek Lot 104 Built 1930, Not Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Creek Lot 105 Built 1950, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 106

Built 1947, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 111

Built 1955, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 112

Built 1953 -57, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 113

Built pre 1955, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 114

Built 1948, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 115

Built 1951, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 116

Built 1954, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 117

Built 1954, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 118

Built 1950, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 119

Built 1954, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 120

Built 1938, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 121

Built 1942, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 122

Built 1931, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 123

Built 1931, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 124

Built 1961, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 125

Built 1939, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 126

Built 1954, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 127

Built 1946, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 128

Built 1946, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 129

Built 1947, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 130

Built 1945, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 131

Built 1947, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 132

Built 1952, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 135

Built 1966, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 136

Built 1939, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 137

Built 1941, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 138

Built 1939, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 139

Built 1952, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 140

Built 1939, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 141

Built 1956, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 142

Built 1938, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 143

Built 1950, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 144

Built 1954, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 145

Built 1955, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 146

Built 1995, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 147

Built 1951, Not Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 148

Built 1952, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 149

Built 1955, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 150

Built 1946, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 151

Built 1939, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 152

Built 1957, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 153

Built 1936, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 154

Built 1959, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 155

Built 1950, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 156

Built 1937, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 157

Built 1941, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 158

Built 1938, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 159

Built 1964, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Silver Springs Lot 160

Built 1939, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 161

Built 1938, Eligible, Contributing Element

Silver Springs Lot 162

Built 1936, Eligible, Contributing Element
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APPENDIX 2: DEEP CREEK RECREATION TRACT
PHOTOS
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Deep Creek Lot 1

Built 1921, Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 3

Built 1935, Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 4

Built 1982, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Deep Creek Lot 5

Built c. 1947, Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 6

Built pre1937, Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 7

Built 1923, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Deep Creek Lot 8

Built Pre 1938, Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 9

Built c. 1941, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 13

Built 1935, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Deep Creek Lot 14

Built c. 1960, Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 15

Built 1975, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 16

Built 1923, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Deep Creek Lot 17

Built 1926, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 18

Built 1926, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 19

Built 1967, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Deep Creek Lot 21

Built 1946, Eligible, Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 22

Built post 1956, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Deep Creek Lot 23

Built 1937, Eligible, Contributing Element
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APPENDIX 3: DALLES RECREATION TRACT PHOTOS
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Dalles Lot 4

Built Unknown, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 5

Built 1954, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 6

Built 1950-51, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 7

Built 1959, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 8

Built 1955-56, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 9

Built 1940, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 10 Built 1947, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 11 Built 1955-1959, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 12 Built 1954-1959, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 13 Built 1962, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 14 Built 1954, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 15 Built 1961-2, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 16 Built 1964, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 20 Built 1950, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 21 Built 1948, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 22 Built 1962, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 23 Built 1962, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 24 Built c. 1960, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 25 Built 1960-62, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 26 Built 1959, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 27 Built 1964, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 28 Built 1959, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 29 Built 1953, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 30 Built 2000, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 31 Built 1951, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 32 Built 1962, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 33 Built 1939, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 34 Built 1954ish, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 35 Built c1950, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Dalles Lot 36 Built 1959? Or 1938, Eligible, Contributing Element

Dalles Lot 37 Built 1964, Not Eligible, Contributing Element
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APPENDIX 4: DENNY CREEK RECREATION TRACT
PHOTOS
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Denny Creek Lot 1

Built 1935, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 1A Built 1934, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 1B Built 1954-1955, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Denny Creek Lot 2

Built 1949-1950, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 3

Built c.1956, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Denny Creek Lot 4

Built 1935, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 5

Built Pre1966, Not Eligible, Contributing Element
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Denny Creek Lot 6

Built 1935, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 7

Built 1954, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 8

Built 1928, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Denny Creek Lot 9

Built 1931, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 10 Built 1961-1964, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

190

Denny Creek Lot 12 Built 1932, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 14 Built 1964-1965, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Denny Creek Lot 16 Built Pre 1940, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 17 Built 1908, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 18 Built 1940s, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Denny Creek Lot 20 Built 1948, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 22 Built 1954, Eligible, Contributing Element

Denny Creek Lot 23 Built c.1933, Eligible, Contributing Element
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APPENDIX 5: SNOQUALMIE PASS EAST RECREATION
TRACT PHOTOS
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Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 100

Built 1952, Eligible, Contributing Element

Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 101

Built 1940, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 102

Built 1949, Eligible, Contributing Element

Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 103

Built 1955, Not Eligible, Contributing Element
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Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 105

Built 1951, Eligible, Contributing Element

Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 106

Built 1955, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 108

Built 1956, Eligible, Contributing Element

Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 109

Built 1961, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 110

Built 1949, Eligible, Contributing Element

Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 111

Built 1950, Eligible, Contributing Element

199

Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 112

Built 1949, Not Eligible, Contributing Element

Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 113

Built 1960, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Snoqualmie Pass East Lot 115

Built 1954, Not Eligible, Contributing Element
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APPENDIX 6: MILLER RIVER RECREATION TRACT
PHOTOS
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Miller River Lot 1

Built 1937, Eligible, Contributing Element

Miller River Lot 2

Built 1940, Eligible, Contributing Element

Miller River Lot 3

Built 1937, Eligible, Contributing Element
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Miller River Lot 4

Built 1941, Eligible, Contributing Element

Miller River Lot 5

Built 1965, Not Eligible, Non-Contributing Element
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Miller River Lot 7

Built 1955, Eligible, Contributing Element

Miller River Lot 8

Built 1950, Eligible, Contributing Element
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APPENDIX 7: GLACIER RECREATION RESIDENCE
PHOTOS
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Glacier 1

Built 1916, Eligible

Glacier 2

Built 1923, Eligible

Glacier 3

Built 1910 or 1923, Eligible
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APPENDIX 9: SITE NUMBERS
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White River Complex of Recreational
Residence Tracts
06-05-07-00125 (WR0114)
Lot
#
Site #
OSL #
121 06-05-07-00106
WR0222
66 06-05-07-00107
WR0223
39 06-05-07-00108
WR0224
WR0225
124 06-05-07-00109
93 06-05-07-00110
WR0226
5 06-05-07-00122
WR0227
94 06-05-07-00123
WR0228
WR0229
153 06-05-07-00124
1 06-05-07-00126
WR0230
2 06-05-07-00127
WR0231
WR0232
3 06-05-07-00128
4 06-05-07-00129
WR0233
6 06-05-07-00130
WR0234
WR0235
7 06-05-07-00131
8 06-05-07-00132
WR0236
9 06-05-07-00133
WR0237
10a 06-05-07-00134
WR0238
WR0239
10b 06-05-07-00135
11 06-05-07-00136
WR0240
12 06-05-07-00137
WR0241
13 06-05-07-00138
WR0242
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34

06-05-07-00139
06-05-07-00140
06-05-07-00141
06-05-07-00142
06-05-07-00143
06-05-07-00144
06-05-07-00145
06-05-07-00146
06-05-07-00147
06-05-07-00148
06-05-07-00149
06-05-07-00150
06-05-07-00151
06-05-07-00152
06-05-07-00153
06-05-07-00154
06-05-07-00155
06-05-07-00156
06-05-07-00157
06-05-07-00158
06-05-07-00159

WR0243
WR0244
WR0245
WR0246
WR0247
WR0248
WR0249
WR0250
WR0251
WR0252
WR0253
WR0254
WR0255
WR0256
WR0257
WR0258
WR0259
WR0260
WR0261
WR0262
WR0263

Deep Creek Recreational Residence Tract
06-05-07-00249 (WR0119)
Lot
#
Site #
OSL #
1 06-05-07-00250
WR353
3 06-05-07-00251
WR354
4 06-05-07-00252
WR355
5 06-05-07-00253
WR356
6 06-05-07-00254
WR357
7 06-05-07-00255
WR358
8 06-05-07-00256
WR359
9 06-05-07-00257
WR360
13 06-05-07-00258
WR361
14 06-05-07-00259
WR362
15 06-05-07-00260
WR363
16 06-05-07-00261
WR364
17 06-05-07-00262
WR365
18 06-05-07-00263
WR366
19 06-05-07-00264
WR367
21 06-05-07-00265
WR368
22 06-05-07-00266
WR369
23 06-05-07-00267
WR370
Dalles Recreational Residence Tract
06-05-07-00268 (WR0120)
Lot
#
Site #
OSL #
4 06-05-07-00269
WR371
5 06-05-07-00270
WR372
6 06-05-07-00271
WR373
7 06-05-07-00272
WR374
8 06-05-07-00273
WR375
9 06-05-07-00274
WR376
10 06-05-07-00275
WR377
11 06-05-07-00276
WR378
12 06-05-07-00277
WR379
13 06-05-07-00278
WR380
14 06-05-07-00279
WR381
15 06-05-07-00280
WR382
16 06-05-07-00281
WR383
20 06-05-07-00282
WR384
21 06-05-07-00283
WR385
22 06-05-07-00284
WR386
23 06-05-07-00285
WR387
24 06-05-07-00286
WR388
25 06-05-07-00287
WR389
26 06-05-07-00288
WR390
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35
38
40
41
42
43
44
45
52
58
59
60
61
62

06-05-07-00160
06-05-07-00161
06-05-07-00162
06-05-07-00163
06-05-07-00164
06-05-07-00165
06-05-07-00166
06-05-07-00167
06-05-07-00168
06-05-07-00169
06-05-07-00170
06-05-07-00171
06-05-07-00172
06-05-07-00173

WR0264
WR0265
WR0266
WR0267
WR0268
WR0269
WR0270
WR0271
WR0272
WR0273
WR0274
WR0275
WR0276
WR0277

63
64
65
70
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
87
88
89
90
91
92
95
96
98
99

06-05-07-00174
06-05-07-00175
06-05-07-00176
06-05-07-00177
06-05-07-00178
06-05-07-00179
06-05-07-00180
06-05-07-00181
06-05-07-00182
06-05-07-00183
06-05-07-00184
06-05-07-00185
06-05-07-00186
06-05-07-00187
06-05-07-00188
06-05-07-00189
06-05-07-00190
06-05-07-00191
06-05-07-00192
06-05-07-00193
06-05-07-00194
06-05-07-00195
06-05-07-00196

WR0278
WR0279
WR0280
WR0281
WR0282
WR0283
WR0284
WR0285
WR0286
WR0287
WR0288
WR0289
WR0290
WR0291
WR0292
WR0293
WR0294
WR0295
WR0296
WR0297
WR0298
WR0299
WR0300

100
103
104
105
106
111
112
113
114
115

06-05-07-00197
06-05-07-00198
06-05-07-00199
06-05-07-00200
06-05-07-00201
06-05-07-00202
06-05-07-00203
06-05-07-00204
06-05-07-00205
06-05-07-00206

WR0301
WR0302
WR0303
WR0304
WR0305
WR0306
WR0307
WR0308
WR0309
WR0310

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34
35
36
37

06-05-07-00289
06-05-07-00290
06-05-07-00291
06-05-07-00292
06-05-07-00293
06-05-07-00294
06-05-07-00295
06-05-07-00296
06-05-07-00297
06-05-07-00298
06-05-07-00299

WR391
WR392
WR393
WR394
WR395
WR396
WR397
WR398
WR399
WR400
WR401

Denny Creek Recreational Residence Tract
06-05-05-00086 (NB0211)
Lot
# Site #
OSL #
1 06-05-05-00115
NB0227
01A 06-05-05-00116
NB0228
01B 06-05-05-00117
NB0229
2 06-05-05-00118
NB0230
3 06-05-05-00119
NB0231
4 06-05-05-00120
NB0232
5 06-05-05-00121
NB0233
6 06-05-05-00122
NB0234
7 06-05-05-00123
NB0235
8 06-05-05-00124
NB0236
9 06-05-05-00125
NB0237
10 06-05-05-00126
NB0238
12 06-05-05-00127
NB0239
14 06-05-05-00128
NB0240
16 06-05-05-00129
NB0241
17 06-05-05-00130
NB0242
18 06-05-05-00131
NB0243
20 06-05-05-00132
NB0244
22 06-05-05-00133
NB0245
23 06-05-05-00134
NB0246
28 06-05-05-00135
NB0247
Snoqualmie Pass East Recreational Residence
Tract
06-05-05-00136 (NB0248)
Lot # Site #
OSL #
100 06-05-05-00137
NB0249
101 06-05-05-00138
NB0250
102 06-05-05-00139
NB0251
103 06-05-05-00140
NB0252
105 06-05-05-00141
NB0253
106 06-05-05-00142
NB0254
108 06-05-05-00143
NB0255
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116
117
118
119
120
122
123
125
126
127
128
129
130
131
132
135
136
137
138
139

06-05-07-00207
06-05-07-00208
06-05-07-00209
06-05-07-00210
06-05-07-00211
06-05-07-00212
06-05-07-00213
06-05-07-00214
06-05-07-00215
06-05-07-00216
06-05-07-00217
06-05-07-00218
06-05-07-00219
06-05-07-00220
06-05-07-00221
06-05-07-00222
06-05-07-00223
06-05-07-00224
06-05-07-00225
06-05-07-00226

WR0311
WR0312
WR0313
WR0314
WR0315
WR0316
WR0317
WR0318
WR0319
WR0320
WR0321
WR0322
WR0323
WR0324
WR0325
WR0326
WR0327
WR0328
WR0329
WR0330

140
141
142
143
144
145
146
147
148
149
150
151
152
154
155
156
157
158
159
160
161
162

06-05-07-00227
06-05-07-00228
06-05-07-00229
06-05-07-00230
06-05-07-00231
06-05-07-00232
06-05-07-00233
06-05-07-00234
06-05-07-00235
06-05-07-00236
06-05-07-00237
06-05-07-00238
06-05-07-00239
06-05-07-00240
06-05-07-00241
06-05-07-00242
06-05-07-00243
06-05-07-00244
06-05-07-00245
06-05-07-00246
06-05-07-00247
06-05-07-00248

WR0331
WR0332
WR0333
WR0334
WR0335
WR0336
WR0337
WR0338
WR0339
WR0340
WR0341
WR0342
WR0343
WR0344
WR0345
WR0346
WR0347
WR0348
WR0349
WR0350
WR0351
WR0352

109
110
111
112
113
115

06-05-05-00144
06-05-05-00145
06-05-05-00146
06-05-05-00147
06-05-05-00148
06-05-05-00149

NB0256
NB0257
NB0258
NB0259
NB0260
NB0261

Miller River Recreational Residence Tract
06-05-06-00269 (SK0391)
Lot # Site #
OSL #
1 06-05-06-00270
SK00392
2 06-05-06-00271
SK00393
3 06-05-06-00272
SK00394
4 06-05-06-00273
SK00395
5 06-05-06-00274
SK00396
7 06-05-06-00275
SK00397
8 06-05-06-00276
SK00398
Glacier Recreational Residence Tract
Lot # Site #
OSL #
Name
Hannu1 06-05-01-00109
MB0292
Eskelin
2 06-05-01-00110
MB0293
Buzzard
3 06-05-01-00111
MB0294
Baxter
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VOLUME II: SITE RECORDS
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