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ABSTRACT

This report describes the results of an intensive survey and inventory of eight

historic resources located on Hart Mountain National Antelope Refuge and Shel-

don National l,lildlife Refuge. Its primary purpose is to document and evaluate

sìtes of h'istorical and architectural interest in order to provide an'informa-

tion base to gu'ide p'lanning, development, 'interpretation, and maintenance

act'iv'ities, and to make pref iminary recommendations for management of the

resources. Each site was evaluated to determine its el igibility folinclusion

in the Nat'ional Register of Historic Places.

Field procedures and techniques'included an examination of primary and second-

ary source materials, extensive'interviews w'ith peop'le knowledgeab'le about the

area, and on-site inspection of each site. The report has three major parts.

A general overv'iew provides a framework for the examination and evaluation of

the sites. The following section is organized on a site-by-site bas'is and

includes the fo'llowing information for each resource: brief narnative of

historical deveìopment; evaluation of historical/architectural sign'ificance;

recommendations; and photographs with physicaì description of each build'ing/

structure. This section is designed so that different parts can be extracted

to form separate management documents. The th'ird section consists of a genera'l

overv'iew of find'ings and general recommendations for management of the re-

sources. A bibliography of the sources used 'is appended.



The historic sites documented in this report are extremely significant cultural

resources, f ive of which are determined to be potentia'l 'ly e'l igib'le for
'inclusion'in the National Register of Historic Places. These'inc'lude the Last

Chance Ranch, Gooch Camp horsetrap, McKenney (Kinney) Camp, Shirk Ranch, and

Hart Mountain Headquarters. The attrition rate for sites of th'is type is high.

Several of the resources have been severely damaged over the years. Action to

protect and stab'ilize the sites from further deterioration should be taken

immediate'ly. Finally, several of the resources have interpretive potentiaì and

should be given considerat'ion in development of an interpretive program.

Il



TABLE OF CONTENTS

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS . . . c . . . . . . . . . . .'''''' I

ABSTRACT .- . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' ' ' ' ' ii

TNTRODUCTTON . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . I

HrsToRrcAL ovERvrEw . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8

THE SITES

IXL Ranch . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16

Last Chance Ranch . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 26

GoochCamP . . . . . . . . . . . . . o . o . 36

Kinney CamPr 1000 Creek Ranch,
and Dufurrena Ranch . . . . . . . o . . . . . . 39

Shirk Ranch .... . ... .. .......... 57

Hart Mountain Headquarters . . . . . . o . . . . . . 7L

SUMMARY . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .' 82

GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 84

BIBLIOGRAPHY . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' 86

APPENDIXA . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . o .''' 90



I NTRODUCTION

This report presents the findings of a survey and ìnventory of eight historic

sites located on Hant Mountain National Antelope Refuge in south-centna'l 0regon

and Sheldon National ['liìdlife Refuge in northwestern Nevada. It was prepared

by the staff historian in the Portland Regiona'l 0ffice of the U.S. Fish and

t^liIdl'ife Service during fisca'l year 1984.

The U.S. F'ish and l'lildlife Servjce is requined by federal law to'identìfy and

evaluate cultural nesources on pub'lic land unden ìts jurisdictjon, and to

ensure that agency-authorized and agency-'initjated actions do not inadvertentìy

harm or destroy cultural resources. Although these requirements can lead to

compl ì cated and t j me-consum'i ng comp'lì ance processes, they serve to protect and

conserve the nat'ion's rapidly vanishing and non-rener¡,able cultural resources.

Federal laws mandating these requirements jnclude the Ant.iquit'ies Act of 1906,

the National Historic Preservat'ion Act of 1966, as amended, the National Envi-

ronmental Policy Act of 1969, and Executive 0nder 11593 (1971). This report

represents a sign'ificant step by the Sheldon Hart Mountain Refuge Complex in

the 'imp'lementati on of these di recti ves.

The punpose of the investigation is to document the physical characten'ist'ics

and conditi on, and hi storì c and architectural si gn'i fi cance of each nesource

based on critenia fon listing in the Natìona'l Register of H'istoric Places

(NRHP), and to provide pre'l'iminany recommendations regarding thein management.

NRHP critenia ane as folIows:

districts, sites, bu'ildings, structunes, and objects of state and local

ìmportance that possess ìntegrity of locat'ion, des'ign, sett'ing, materials,

workmanshi p, feel i ng and associ ati on, and:



1) That are assocjated with events that have made a signifjcant

contribut'ion to the broad patterns of oun h'istory; or

2) That are associated with the ìives of persons significant in our

' past; or

3) That embody the d'istinctive characteristìcs of a type, peniod, or

method of constructìon, or that represent the work of a master, or

that possess hi gh arti sti c va'l ues, or that represent a si gni fi cant

and distinguishable ent'ity whose components lack individual

di sti nct'ion ; or

4) That have yi el ded, on may be I i ke'ly to yi eì d, 'i nf ormati on ì mportant

'in preh'istony or hi story. (36 CFR 800.10 (a))

The District supenvisor and Refuge staff determined which resources were

included in the study. Criteria fon selection was based on:

1) degree of detenioration and need.for stabilization/restorat'ion;

2) association with events and/or peopìe important jn the history of

the area; and

3 ) I ocal communi ty 'i nterest .

The follow'ing resources wene investigated:

SHELDON HART MOUNTAIN

IXL Ranch Headquarters
Last Chance Ranch Shi rk Ranch
Gooch Camp
Dufurrena Ranch
Ki nney Camp
Thousand Creek Ranch
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The nepont consists of three major parts. A general overview of the area's

history pnov'ides a framework for the examination and evaluat'ion of the ne-

sources. It js based on major themes, identified during research, as being of

parti cul alimportance i n the hi stori cal devel opment of the area. The second

sect'ion is organized on a site-by-site bas'is and includes the following

information for each: brief narrative of historical development; evaluation of

historic/architectural si gnificance; necommendat'ions, and photographs and

physi cal descni pti ons of each bui I di ng/structure. Thi s secti on j s desi gned so

that d'ifferent parts can be extracted to form sepanate management documents.

The thi rd secti on consi sts of a synthesi s of the fì ndi ngs and general

recommendations. A compnehensive bibliography of sources consulted ìs appended

whi ch shoul d prove useful to future i nvest'i gatì ons of hi stori c cultural

nesources on the refuges.
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THE STUDY AREA

Hart Mountain National Antelope Refuge and Sheldon National tlildl'ife Refuge are

adm'inistered jointìy out of the complex office in Lakeview, 0r'egon. Hant

Mountain Refuge is located in south-central 0regon about 35 m'iles northwest of

Sheldon Refuge, the northern boundary of which'is the Oregon/Nevada state line.

The boundaries of Hart Mountain Refuge encompass an area of approximate'ly

275,000 acres located in Lake County. Sheldon Refuge, located 'in northwestern

Nevada, includes large port'ions of Washoe and Humboldt counties and encompasses

about 575,000 acres. Scattered 'inholdìngs within the refuges' boundarjes are

prìmarily mining patents and ranches. The anea'in and around the refuges is a

I and of wide spaces, its smal I popu'lat'ion concentrated 'in the commun'it'ies of

Adel, Plush, and Lakeview,0regon; Denì0, Nevada; and Cedarvil'le, Cal'iforn'ia.

The major. econom'ic activìty is the range livestock ìndustry. Tourism'i s

I i mited, but growi ng nap'idly.

DESCRIPTION OF INVESTIGATION

The first phase of the investigation was the literature search wh'ich cons'isted

of an examination of existing documentary and anchival records and a trip to

the refuges to conduct a pre'liminary'inspectìon of the resources. The l'itera-

ture search began the last week'in October 1983 and continued unt'i1 January 20,

1984, consisting of 19 wonkdays. During this perìod v'is'its were made to the

University of 0regon Library 'in Eugene; the State Histonic Preservation Office

(SHPO) and State Archives in Salem; and the 0regon Histonical Soc'iety in Port-

land. During the last week of January a trip to Reno/Carson City was made to

4
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consult the Nevada SHPO files; the Nevada Historical Society; and Washoe County

tax records. Both primary and secondany sounces were consulted. Also during

th'is per.iod 'inf ormant contacts were made as wel I as a review of pertinent

records at the Reg'iona'l 0ffice.

The project histonian visited the nefuges in early November to become familiar

w'ith the types of nesounces, thei r general condit'ion, location, and geographic

settìng. At this t'ime ìt was decided to proceed with the fieldwonk in late

November in the hope of beat'ing the f i rst snowfal l. The weather d'id not

conform and actual on-site examination of the nesources was deìayed unt'il

Apri ì .

The second phase of the project commenced April 13 and continued until Juìy 11.

Durìng th'is period three trips were made to the refuge to conduct the field

sunvey and informant interviews. Some additional research was also conducted

at thi s ti me: ref uge f i I es v,rere consul ted as wel I as Humbol dt County necords

i n l.{'innemucca. Tì me requ'i red to travel I ong di stances and i ncl ement weather

conditìons which prohibited access to some sites'incneased time spent in the

fi el d.

F'ieìdwork cons'isted of a systematic exam'inat'ion of each structune and

bui I di ng, and preparati on of a physi ca'l descri ptì on whj ch i ncl udes the

fol lowing i nformation:

1) building type
2) general dìmensions
3 ) condi t'i on of resou rce
4 ) di sti ngui sh'i ng featu res

All resources were measured and photognaphed.
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Due to lack of documentary data fon this area most 'information regarding

speci f ic s'ites was col lected through oral ìnterv'iews with descendants of the

people who lived or worked on the ranches, as well as past and present refuge

staff, and othen res'idents jn the community knowledgeable about the area. It

nequ'ired 18 wonkdays to complete the fieldwork.

The final phase of the project overlapped wjth the second phase. Beginning

in June, data collected during the l'iterature search and in the field was

nev'iewed and organized. Preparation of the final document began July 16.

PREVIOUS HISTORICAL RESEARCH IN THE AREA

Pnof ess'ional h'istorians have conducted I i ttl e h'istorì cal research of Hart

Mounta'in or south-central Or'egon in general. To date the most sìgnificant work

from the perspective of cultural resource management has taken tvùo fonms. The

first is The Cultural Resource Overview of the BLM Lakev'iew District, South-

Central 0regon prepared by Rick Minor, Kathryn Anne Toepel and Stephen Dow

Beckham for the Bureau of Land Management in L979. The historical narnative

component of thìs document is based primarily on documentary sounces. It'is
organìzed thematically and provides a relativeìy detailed framework for plac'ing

nesou rces 'i n some hi stori c perspecti ve.

The second invest'igation, almost exclusively site-oriented, is The Statew'ide

Inventory of Historic Sites and Bu'ildings for Lake County, compiled by

Stephen Dow Beckham in L976. The inventory provides good, though bnief, data

on specifìc s'ites and is a useful tool for determining the relative abundance
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of h'istorical resources and developing a typology for vennacular build'ing

types. Collectively these studies funct'ion adequately as a tool for aidìng

cultural nesource identification and evaluation on Hart Mounta'in Refuge.

Historical investigations on Sheldon Natìonal Ì^lildlife Refuge are virtually

non-ex'istent with the except'ion of a brief historical narrative included in A

Cultural Resource Overview for the Sheldon Nat'ional l.lildlife Refuge prepared by

Robert Elston and Phi'l'l'ip Earì in 1979. Here some attempt is made to provide

the thematì c background necessary f or i denti fy'i ng potenti a'l h'i stoni c resou rces

on the refuge. All research was documentary in nature. There was no field

investigatìon. The principal shortcom'ing of thìs study is that it primarily

assembles data with little attempt to evaluate or ìnterpret them in order to

understand'the potent'ial significance of a gìven resource. To date there have

been no s'ite-spec'ific surveys to'identify on record historic sites on the

nefuge. A comprehensive framer,Jork for identifying and evaluatìng h'istoric

cultural resources on Sheldon has not been developed.

f
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HISTORICAL OVERVIE}I

Sheldon and Hant Mounta'in refuges lie in the western port'ion of the Great

Basin, a negion charactenized by internal drainage systems, block faulted

mountain ranges, and volcanic tablelands. The area receives l'ittle rainfall

due to the barrier. against Pacific stormi formed by the Cascade Range and

Sierra Nevada. In'addition, the clima.te 'is characterized by ìow relatìve

humidity, rapid evaponat'ion, abundant sunshine, and extreme ranges ìn tempera-

tu ne.

The natural vegetation found on the refuges vanies according to soil type'

cl'imate, eìevation, and geography. The dominant vegetation community is shrub

- grass'land with sagebrush at lower levels and jun'iper and mountajn mahogany

occu rr j ng at h'i gher el evati ons. Stands of wi I I ow are f requently present a'l ong

waterways

Limitat'ions ìmposed by this harsh environment have had a major impact on the

type of activ'ities that have characterized the area's h'istony since the m'id-

nineteenth century. The arid land covered most'ly by sagebrush did not permit

production of marketable foodstuffs but was sufficient for grazing. The nange

lìvestock'industry which grew up in the area did not requ'ire much'in the way of

technology and was charactenized by use of local resources. Ranches were

almost always established at spnings, or areas where streams flowed down from

higher elevations. Natural meadows often ex'isted near these water sources.
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When they d'idn't, ranchers developed irrigation systems to grow native hay and

later alfalfa. Until well into the twentieth century ranch buildings and

accessory structures wet'e constnucted of local materials such as stone,

junìper, willow, and sod. The histony of land use and occupation on the

refuges i s best descri bed as adaptati on to the env'i ronment rather than man'i pu -

lation or modification of it. Although the'impact of this inhosp'itable en-

vinonment has been softened by transportation and technoìogical developments,

ìt'is still desert countny, and its h'istory'is best understood,wìthin the

context of that envinonment. This theme ìs an 'integral part of the narnative

wh'ich follows.

THE SITES

The ranches i nventori ed i n th'is project were establ i shed 'in the I ate n'ineteenth

century and earìy years of the twent'ieth century. Developed for stock raising

they had in common their location along transportation routes, as well as

proximity to water and grazing necessary for ranching operations. For the most

part, the buildings and associated structunes ane products of the local envi-

nonment.

A variety of nationalities particìpated in the settlement and agricultunal

development of the area. Inish wene nepresented by ranchers such as the Barry

fami'ly - a descendent of whom st'il I leases the Shi rk Ranch. Geonge Hapgood,

who owned a large ranch near Calcutta Lake as well as the Last Chance Ranch on

Sheldon, was of English descent. l.lilliam Ebe'ling, the onig'inal owner of

several of the nanches documented in this report, came fnom Germany. Tom

Dufurnena, one of the'largest property owners on Sheldon when the government

bought it, was a Basque; one of the most frequently mentioned. national groups,

I



which contributed significantìy to the expansion of the area's sheep industry

in the early twentieth century.

The ranches, regard'less of locat'ion, ôgê, ethnic origins of ìts owner, or type

of livestockr generally consìsted of one or more houses and an assortment of

barns, sheds, corrals.and miscellaneous outbuildings. If the operatìon was

.nelatively 1arge, tl.re might be a bunkhouse. This shelter is called by

di f fenent names dependi ng on I ocat'i on and use i ncl udi ng I'i ne camp, and bunk -

house. A bunkhouse is a small house on the home ranch that serves as penmanent

home fon ranchhands. t^l'ith one or more rooms, there is rpui. for cooking,

eatìng, sleeping, and storing horse gear and equipment. Temporary shelters,

cal I ed l'i ne camps were pl aced strategi ca'l 1y at I ong dì stances f rom the home

ranch. Ranch hands bunked there for short periods while tending cattle. Line

camp refers to both the buildjng and the place and may consist of a canvas tent

set on the ground or sturdì'ly constructed stone bu'il di ngs such as the one at

Gooch Camp.

Thene are three predominant types of bunkhouses and/on 'lìne camps in northern

Nevada and southeastern Oregon - two house types we1 ì known ì n other parts of

North America, and one type introduced to the reg'ion by Alpìne ltalian Masons

(Marshall 1981:41). All three types are found on Sheldon and Hant Mountain and

documented in this report. The finst type ìs a continuatìon of the house form

known for hundreds of years in Europe, the single pen house. Built either

square or rectangular, it is found all over the Un'ited States, constructed of

various naterials. Th'is type was first built of sod by one of the earliest

homesteaders'in the study area, George Hapgood, and in stone and wood by later

ranchers. Its primary features are ìts one-room square or nectanguìan shape

w'ith door in the long s'ide and a gable roof.
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The second type 'is a vers i on of the s ì ng'le pen house but the house p'lan has

been turned and the door placed'in the gable end rather than in the long side.

Bunkhouses of this type are usua'l 'ly frame. Both of the single pen forms are

often d'ivided into two small rooms inside, but the genera'l rule calls for one

open room. The Shìrk Ranch has an excellent example of each type. Both are

wood frame box construct'ion called "s'ingle-wall construction" by people in the

area. This framing technique uses no vertical bracing but depends instead on a

strong wall of vert'ical boards made rigid by the roof system. Second and th'ird

layers of battens and horizontal boards were usually added. The first type is

an end-openìng structure w'ith one room; the second is side-open'ing with two

small rooms. Line camp cab'ins may be either of these two forms. The struc-

ture at Gooch Camp wh'ich serves as a fine camp for the M-C Cattle Company, is a

sing'le pen house of the second type, but with a hip roof rather than gable, and

two adjacent doors, each opening into a separate room.

The th'ird type of bunkhouse is a one and one-half to two-story building con-

structed of stone, sometimes in combination with wood. It is a derivation of a

bui'ld'ing type common to northern Itaìy and brought to Nevada by Ital ian stone

masons: several of these structures remain on ranches south of the study area

near Winnemucca (Marshal'l 1981:41). The on'ly fu'l1y intact examp'le found in the

study area is at Kinney Camp. The first floor is part'ly underground and was

used as a cellar or meat room. The buckaroos and ranch hands lived'in the

second story, reached by an outdoor sta'ircase. The bui'lding is rough'ly square

with thick rock walls to the second floor line with wood above, and hip roof.

Bunkhouses of this type are knov,rn to have ex'isted at Duf urrena as wel I as

Thousand Creek Ranch (Stephens 1984).

11



All of the ranches had a barn although ìarge barns were uncommon. A notable

except'ion i s the 'long barn at Shi rk Ranch. 0then ranch structures i ncl uded

ch'icken houses, sheds for machinery, r{agons, and other equipment, and on'large

operat'ions, a bl acksmi th shop.

I'lost of the ranches had less than eight functional bui'ldings, although it'is
not uncommon to find ranches in the area w'ith more. Generally speaking, a

ìarge number of build'ings, many in stages of disrepaìr and d'isuse, reflects a

'long history of occupat'ion whene new structures were erected as needed and the

othen bui'ld'ings gradua'l'ly abandoned. Both the Shi rk and IXL ranches are note-

worthy in this respect. Initially established in the 1880's and'in continual

operation as working ranches since that time they reflect a continuum of

ranch'ing history from early settìement of the area to the present.

Maten'ial s used i n constructi on of ranch bui I d'i ngs and structu res had 'i n common

their ready accessibility and low cost. In a region of long distances and

fainly primitive transpontation, the cost of manufactured bu'i'lding materials,

such as milled lumben or brick, tended to be prohib'itive. Barbed-wire was also

expensive at first; and when used was often to enclose lange areas of ground

such as pasture, while junìpen stakes and willow branches were commonly used

for the nanches ' corral s and pens.

Ranch houses and auxiliary bu'i ldings tended to have a long, ìow rectangu'lar

shape with a shaì'low-pitched gabìe or shed roof. Most of the residences and

ani mal sheds have entrances i n the 'long side, wh'i le the barn entnance was

almost always in the gab'le end. t,lall materials were generaì1y rough, aìthough

window and door openings were often framed with milled lumber. Roofs were
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usually shingled although sod roofs were common on root cellars and animal

sheds. The stone buildings at Hart Mountain headquarters built by the Civilian

Conservation Corps in the late 1930's carry on this vernaculan building type

employing loca'l stone in construction of the walls and echoing many of the

forms and shapes of these early ranch buildings.

Stone const ructi on was used al most excl usi ve'ly at each of the s'ites,

principaìly due to the availabilìty of the material. Thene'is however, some

amount of variety in construction methods. In most instances, undressed stone

was stacked up dry (tfre Poindexter Cabin on Hart Mountain'is a good example of

thi s method) or w'ith a rough concrete or mud mortan. If rocks were extreme'ly

'irregular, the resultìng wide joìnts were sometimes filled with small stones

and bits of wood, and then mortar applied to the face of the wall. The

interior wall sunfaces 'in houses and barns were frequently plastered.

The dugout, or root cellar, found on the Shirk and Last Chance Ranches, as well

as Kinney Camp was almost aìways lined with stone. Usually with'in 10 to 15

feet of the main dwelling, it was a relative'ly simple structure, excavated into

the slope of a hill, with a dirt roof. The only fu'lly'intact example of a root

cellan ìs found at Kinney Camp. It provides an excellent'illustration of sod

noof construction: a trimmed tree trunk acts as a rìdgepole into which the

rafters, composed of smaller peeled limbs, are connected. t,Jjllow branches are

then spread over the rafters and a ìayer of dirt p'laced over the whole.

Several of the stone structures which date from the early 1900's show slìght'ly

more attention to detail and "styìe" than is the case with olden buì1dings,

such as the simple, almost austene, Last Chance Ranch house built'in 1885, as

lc-
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well as various crude stone outbuild'ings on the Sh'i rk and IXL ranches. The

barns and ch'icken sheds at Thousand Creek and Kinney Camp (circa 1912) have

clearly quo'ined corners wh'ich add strength structura'l1y and are deconat'ive as

well. The shop at Dufurrena, bu'i lt in 1936,'is constructed of well-dressed

stone and was built by a professional stone mason. A simple but decorative

touch are the rad'iati ng voussoi rs over v{'indow and door openi ngs. A smal l,
nectangular an'imal shed at Dufurrena (cinca 1900) d'isplays an unusual variation

and de1 i ghtful decorati ve touch i n stone constructi on. The mai n wal I s ane

composed of nanrow, dry stacked slabs of rubble which are sheathed on the

exterior w'ith brightTy colored "panels" of red and p'ink sandstone giving an

overal'l patchwork-qui'lt ef fect. The stone at the top of the wal'ls projects

sìight'ly pnobabìy to prevent the dìrt roof from washìng off and also giving the

appeanance of a cornice.

The sandstone used on the exteri or of th'is structure 'is f ound on numerous

bu'ildings throughout the study area. In some'instances, such as the'shop at

Dufurrena, it is the major structural element. In other instances'its use'is

decorative as well as functional as seen in the window and door jambs on the

ch'icken houses at Thousand Creek Ranch and Kinney Camp.

The sandstone comes fnom a ìarge quanry just south and east of Sheldon nefuge

sub-headquarters at Dufurnena. The quarrg was in commercial operation for many

years before shutting down in 1965. The stone, shìpped to points throughout

the Northwest and California, was a popu'lan buìlding veneer. The "mud saw"

rema'ining on the site was used to cut the stone after it had been bnoken out of

the bed w'ith cables. It was bui lt by the t'lagman brothers short'ly after they

began wonking the quarry in the fjfties (t^lagman 1985).
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Wood construction was less common in the study area; howeven,'it did occur on

the Shink, IXL, and Last Chance Ranches. In each instance ventical plank

construct'ion t.'tas used both with and without battens. Horizontal shiplap sid'ing

appears on the main dwelìing at the Shirk ranch as well as the water tower and

outhouse.

Despite the present lack of detailed, site-spec'ific'informatjon for many

histonic cultural resources on the refuges, it'is clear that the ranches

'inventoried in this report have much to reveal about the hìstorical and

envi ronmental ci rcumstances of the regi on's agri cultural settl ement and

subsequent development. The phys'ical characteristics of ranches - numben,

form, type, and arrangement of buildings and structures, the materials and

methods of constnuction - can tell a great deal about how people and their
'livestock l'i ved, both in relationshìp to each other and to their natural

surroundings. The collective.h'istory of the ranches whether abandoned or still
acti ve operati ons, gi ves sharp focus to the i nterconnectedness of human

act'iv'ities in the region. Ranchers and their famìlies were significant

partìcipants in the settlement of this area. Raising of sheep, horses, and

cattle contrìbuted to the importance of the l'ivestock industry and,'in a larger

context, ranchers'efforts to use, and yet conserve, the land and its fnag'iìe

plant and water resounces contributed to the development of new pub'lic poìicy

negarding the westenn range.
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IXL RANCH

H I STORY

The IXL Ranch was consolidated out of several small homesteads beginning in the

mid 1880's. The eanl'iest recorded occupation of southern Guano Vaì'ley was 1881

when Joseph Wheeler filed for 120 acres in a meadow north of the present nanch

comp'lex. t'lheeler did not stay on the pnoperty ìong. It was deeded to R.F.

McConnaughty shortìy aftenwards and by him to John Webster Cratty in 1889

(Wasco County Deeds: 1880-1889). At this time Cratty was the ìargest private

property ownerin the southern end of the valley with 835 acres which included

water rights to severa'l major springs and improvements valued at over $1,000

(t.lasco County Assessor: 1881-1890). Scattened amongst Cratty's property were

holdings beìong'ing to two other men, l,lill'iam T. Cressler and Adam E. Rinehart,

both of Cedarville, Ca'l'ifonnia, who collectively held t'itle to over 1,000

acres. According to Rinehart's grandson, Ed R'inehart of Paiute; Idaho, these

three men were part of the original partnership which established the ranch.

Cratty died some time prior to 1889 and Cressìer bought his interest. By 1905

Cressler !{as sole owner of the ranch which included close to 2,000 acres having

bought Rinehart out shortly after Cnatty's death (Wasco County Deeds: 1905).

Bil I Rinehart, Adam's son, became nanch foreman 'in the earìy 1890's and re-

mained there until L926. He oversaw development of the ranch, including con-

struct'ion of a 'large 
compl ex of bui 1di ngs, corraì s, resenvo'i rs, and f enci ng of

springs (Rinehart 1984). The openation grew steadily under his supervision.

Tax rolls for 1900 indicate Rinehart was running 350 head of cattle, by 1915

the number uras close to 2,000, and he controlled approximately 4,000 acnes of

grazing land and water rjghts to almost all the major springs in the anea.
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Buzz Miller, who buckarooed for a nearby rancher shortly after the turn of

century, recalls the IXL was "one of the finest cattle ranches around, with

best lookin' cattle anywhere."

Although l,lilliam Cnessler never l'ived at the ranch he pìayed an important role

in its development as well as the development of numerous other ranches in

northwest Nevada, south-central 0regon, and northeast California. 0nigina'lly

from Pennsylvania, ill health forced him to g'ive up a career pract'icing ìaw and

jn 1860 he joined an emigrant train bound fon Californ'ia. He lived in Red

Bluff, Caljfornia for seven years where he taught school and worked as a clenk

in the hardware stone. l,lhile in Red Bluff Cressler formed a partnership with

John H. Bonner and in 1867 they established a small store on the site where

Cedarville now stands (Modoc County Historical Museum: Genealogy Files).

In addition to their mercant'ile interests Bonner and Cressler also went into

banking and their finm became well-known throughout northern Caì'ifornia,

southern 0negon and northwest Nevada. They assisted ìn the agricultural

development of the anea by loaning money to stockmen during lean times. After

a particularìy bad year Dave Shirk, whose Guano Valley ranch is documented'in

this report, was ready to give up ranch'ing altogethen, and changed his mind

only after Cresslen made a long, rough trip by horse and buggy from Cedarville

to loan him money and encourage him to give it one more tny (Rinehart 1984)

(Lake County Deeds: 1890-1900). After Bonner's death Cressler becarne active in

politics and ranching. He was elected to the state'legislature from Sjskiyou

County in 1874 on the pìatform that Modoc county be created out of the eastern

portion of Siskiyou County. Cressler pushed this through the legislature

during his first session in office earning him the nickname "Fathen of Modoc

the

the
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County" (Modoc County Historical Museum: Genea'logy Files). Cressler was also

know.n as a successfu'l cattleman. Besides the IXL, he owned 4,000 acres in

l,larner Val l ey devoted to stock-raìs'ing which is st'il I in the Cressler famiìy

today, and 2,000 acres of farmland in Surprise Va11ey. Newspaper sources

indicate Cressler was "proud of the fact he could drive his cattle from his

Nevada and Oregon ranches to a shipping poìnt on the N-C-O railroad and stop on

his own property every n'ight" (Ibid). Cressler died in t9?6 and left the IXL

to his son Sam, a banker in Lakev'iew,Oregon. Sam resided intermittently at

the IXL unt'il his death in 1928 when administration of the ranch was turned

over to trustees in Cedarviì1e (Robinson 1984). The federal government bought

the property 'in 1936 for incorporation into the Sheldon Antelope Refuge. Since

that t'ime it has been leased to a permittee who continues to run cattle and

produce hay on the property.

The ranch is located in the southern end of Guano Valley along the banks of

Catn'ip Creek. The major water sources for the ranch are Swan Lake and Catnìp

Reservoir. Between 1907 and 1910 ranch foreman Bil I Rinehart oversa!,/

construction of the water control structures at these pìaces (Rinehart 1984).

l^lith a more stable water supp'ly for both cattle and'irrigatìon Rinehart

signifìcant'ly increased ranch production. Prior to 1907 he harvested

approximately 40 tons of hay per year, by 1911 it'increased.to 1500-1600 tons

per year (Ibid).

With the exception of the ma'in ranch house which burned in 1950, all of the

major buildings and structures from the earliest perìod of occupation are still
standing. The mach'ine shed north of the barn and the metal-sided bunkhouse

south of the house were built c'irca 1928 under Sam Cressler's direction and the
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metal-sided storage shed/ganage was constructed sometime after 1938 (R'inehart

1984). However, the barn, chicken house, blacksmith shop, long shed, bunk-

house/cooler (whìch now serves as a living quarters) and the nock walls and

corrals were probably constructed prior to 1907 and possibly as early as 1880

(Ibid).

EVALUATION

The IXL Ranch is determ'ined not to be potentially eligibìe for inclusion in the

Nati onal Regi ster of Hi stori c Pl aces. Al though the si te i s associ ated w'i th

t{illiam Cressler who pìayed an important role in Modoc County hìstory the fact

that he never actually lìved at the ranch and the existence of another buildìng

of landmark status more directl¡i linked to Cressler (the store in Cedarville)

di mi ni sh thi s assoc'i ati ve val ue. The ranch i s repnesentati ve of processes i n

the historical development and settlement of the area, however, other ranches

including the Shirk Ranch, retain better ensemble feeling and contain buildings

of gneater architectural interest.

RECOMMENDATIONS

1. No action should be taken to process a nomination to the National Register

of Histonic Places.

2. The refuge should cons'ider using materials from this site at the Shink

Ranch wh'ich js potential'ly eligible for inclusion in the NHRP. Thìs

i ncl udes ol d tool s, machi nery, and other i mpì ements associ ated wi th

ranching act'iv'ities which could be used in ìnterpretive displays as well

as bu'ilding materials which could be used in repair and repìacement of
a

materials on structures at Shirk Ranch.
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0riginal ranch house, west view: destroyed by fire. Photo taken ca. 1900.
Pictured from left to right: Effie Rinehart, Grace Rinehart, Marion
Rionehart, Harry Rinehart and wife Eva, Adam Rinehart (one of orig'ina'ì
partners ín ranCh), and Bill Rinehar:t (ranch foreman fon many years under
lJill iam Cressler). l,lood portion of house (to right) was bunkhouse for hired
men. Note wash stand and bas'in far right on porch. Small structure on far
left was well house. T,later p'iped in wooden pipe approx. one mile from
spring and run into hole (approx.4'x4'x6'). 0verflow piped to corral for
stock water.

Residence (for^mer bunkhouse and cooì er), northeast view: ca. 1907;
43'3"xl9'14"; rectangu'lar, one and one-hal f story, wood frame and masonry
structure, uncoursed rubble to second story floor line, wood frame above
sheathed w'ith w'ide shiplap, corner and rake boards. l.lood shing'le medìum
gable roof with broad slopes. Narrow one-over-one double-hung sash window,
two small rectangular windows on east elevation. Three door open'ings on
west elevation: paneled wooden door offset center to south; one story,
central projecting entry, diagonal p'lank door; stairway to roof of first
floor entry provides access to second floor, vertical plank door. No

apparent mâterial or structural alterations. Masonry cracked; mortar
deteriorating. Fair condition.
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Blacksmith Shop, northwest view: ca. 1907; 20'x20'; rectanguìar, one-storI,
wood frame, vertical pl ank wal I s with exterior batts. Med'ium gabl e_ _roof ,
wood sh'ing'le, lean-to on west elevation. Dry stone foundat'ion. Smal'l , 4-
lìght window in east elevatìon. Two vertical plank doors offset center in
soutfr (gable end) elevat'ion, Z-bracing, fall ing off hinges. E¡tgrior s'id'ing
warped-ãnd deter.iorating. Roof material s missìng. Fair cond'ition.

Shed, southwest view: n.d.; 80'x15'; rectangular, one story, shed roof,
wood, sh'ingìe. Enclosed on three elevations by vert'ica-l boards with wide
extei'ior ba1ts, north elevation open, roof supported by large juniper posts.
Roof material s missing. Fa'ir condition.
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Barn, south view: ca. L907;46'x42'; rectanguìar, wood frame, mortise and
tenon jo'inery w'ith wooden pegs. Medium gable roof covered with sheet metal.
Board and batten siding, most batts missing. Large door openings 'in north
and south (gable end) elevat'ions, vertical p'lank, strap h'inges. No major
structural or material alterat'ions. l.Jal I boards deteriorat'ing, some
m'issing. Faìr cond'ition.

Chicken House, southeast view: ca.1907;18'x16'; rectanguìar, one story
stone structure, uncoursed rubble walls 3' thick. Medium gabìe roof covered
with wood shing'les. Central , vert'ical p'lank door in west gabìe end. Small,
six-l'ight wÍndow in south elevat'ion. Roof shingles deteriorating, some
missing. Fa'ir condit'ion.
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Machine Shop, southeast view: n.d.; rectangular, one-story, wood frame,
vertical plank walIs wìth exterior batts, shed-roofed wing on northeast
corner. Ì,lood shing'le medium gable roof (cats'l ide). Three bays on north
elevation with juniper post supports. Large vertical p'lank doors with strap
hinges. No apparent material or structural alterations. Fair cond'ition.

Bunkhouse, west view: ca. 1927; rectangu'lar, one-story, stone foundation,
wood frame, sheet metal s'iding. Vertical wood plank add'ition on northwest
corner, pôDeled wooden door. Six-over-six doub'le-hung sash window south
elevation. Low pitch gable roof covered with sheet metal. Recessed porch
on east (gabìe end) elevation, enclosed with screen, vert'ica1 pane'l door
offset center with ornate knob, narrow double-hung sash w'indow w'ith leaded
g'lass. Bird and rodent infestat'ion. Stairway to entrance on west el evation
deteriorating. Fair condit'ion.

23



Garage, southeast view:
wood frame, sheet metal
metal. Door open'ings ìn
cond'ition.

ca. 1930; rectangu'lar, one-story, stone foundat'ion,
siding. Low pitch gable roof covered with sheet
north gab'le end, strap hinges. No w'indows. Good

Corrals and Fences: Extensive system, variety of types and materials.
Round corral constructed of vertical juniper posts set close together.
Holding corral s, vertical juniper posts set several feet apart, v^rl!h
horizonla'l planks between. Rock wall (built ca. 1900), dry stacked rubble
stone, several hundred yards 1ong.
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0uthouse #1, east view: n.d.;
rectangular, one-story, wood frame with
vertical p'lank s'idìng. l,lood shing'le
medium gabìe roof. Double seater. Door
opening on west elevat'ion, no door.
Plank sid'ing missìng on facade. Poor
condition.

Ì,laterpump, east v iew: ca. 1900 v'intage .
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LAST CHANCE RANCH

HISTORY

The Last Chance Ranch was established by Geonge Burt Hapgood in the early

1880's. Hapgood was born in Jeffersonville, Vermont in 1856 and came west

sometime prior to 1880. Census necords indicate he was'l'iving'in northern Roop

County (now Washoe County)'in that year (1880 Federal Census, Roop County).

Between 1880 and 1889 Hapgood began acquiring the property now known as the

Last Chance Ranch, so named because he believed it to be his last oppoñtunity

to establish a livestock operation with access to water and grazing in that

area (Refuge Headquarters Archives: History file). In addition to this ranch

Hapgood also established and maintained a ranch near Calcutta Lake, west of the

Last Chance property. The Hapgood fam'i1y Iìved at the Calcutta ranch during

the harsh winter months and moved back to the Last Chance for the summer. Both

ranches were geared to diversjfied livestock production although for many years

the primary focus on Last Chance was horses (Hapgood 1984). George Hapgood

died'in L927 and was buried in Cedarville, California. His sons, Jesse and

True, took oven operat'ion of the ranches.

During the Hapgood occupat'ion of the ranch numerous improvements were made

including construction of a small sod house, barn, root cellar, main ranch

house, and assorted smaller auxiliary structures and buildings. The only

existing structures associated with this period are the ranch house and a

small root cellar.

2A



In the early twenties, E.R. Sans, Nevada superintendent of predatory animal

control for the U.S. Bureau of Bioìogical Survey (now U.S. Fish and Wildl'ife

Service) vjsited the IXL Ranch just north and east of the Last Chance Ranch.

While there he was given a tour by ranch foreman Bill Rinehart. Sans was

impressed with the idea that the area would be ideal for the establishment of

an antelope refuge due main'ly to the fact that it was a favorite summer range

of the animal and much of the land was still govennment owned (Refuge Head-

quarters Archi ves: Hi story f i I e). Fon many yeans hJ'il I i am L. F'inley and others

had urged the creat'ion of sevenal 'large antelope and sage grouse refuges in the

t'lest, espec'ia'lìy in northenn Nevada and southeastern 0regon. At this time

antelope were not protected by state or federal laws and competÍtion fnom

I i vestock had seri ous'ly depl eted thei n numbers.

I n Juìy 1927 Sans d'i scussed the possi bi I'ity of establ'i sh'i ng an antel ope ref u ge

with Dr. T. Gilbert Pearson, president of the National Association of Audubon

Societies, who was in Nevada engaged'in fieldwork. Ennest Greenwalt, a friend

of Sans and first Sheldon refuge employee, relates the circumstances of Sans

meeting with Pearson'in a letter to former refuge managen Ben Hazeltine:

"The Sheldon was E.R. Sans big dream,.and he was the guy who spark plugged

the'idea and carried it thnough from the start. He and Dr. Pearson got

marooned overnight on Anaho Island'in Pyramid Lake when winds came up and

they couìdn't neach the mainland. Sans spent the night se'l'lìng Pearson on

the idea of an ante'lope refuge and Pearson in turn sold it to the Boone

and Crocket Club as a cooperative endeavor [with the Audubon Society].
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Two months after their meeting Sans began negotiations with the Hapgood

brothers for purchasing the Last Chance Ranch which was for sale at the t'ime

for $20,000. The ranch controlled the water for the largest lambing grounds

for antelope in the state. There were three good springs on the pnoperty, one

of which, Hobble Springs, seldom nan dry even in the driest years.

At the same time, Pearson secuned the support of the Boone and Crocket Club of

New York which had expressed an interest in creating an antelope refuge as

early as 1910. The club pledged to raise half of the ask'ing pnice if the

Audubon Socìety would match it. In this manner they jointly purchased 2'900

acres, wh'ich jncluded the Last Chance Ranch. The property bras turned over to

the Bureau of Bio'logicaì Survey as an ante'lope refuge with the condit'ion that

the federal government set aside 30,000 acres of adjacent land for the same

purpose (Refuge Headquarters Anchj ves: Hi story fi le). In L929 Presìdent

Hoover temporari'ly withdrew from entry the st'ipulated public land on recommen-

dation of the Department of Agriculture and the Department of the Interior.

The total area at the time was close to forty square miles.

President Hoover signed the executive order officiaìly establishing the Charles

Sheldon National Antelope Range on January 26,1931. Dr. Pearson was given

the pnivi'lege of naming the refuge because of his part'icipation in establishìng

it. Charles Sheldon was a friend of Pearson's who died in 1928. A member of

the Boone and Cnocket Cl ub and an avi d sportsman, êXp'l orer, and

conservationist, Sheìdon had been concerned about the plight of the antelope

for many years.

Jt'
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In 1928 shortly after acquisition of the Hapgood property Ernest Greenwalt was

hired as a cuStod'ian for the ranch and new'ly-created refuge. The Last Chance

ranch house served as refuge "headquarters" from 1928 until 1934. The house

was occupied by Greenwalt and his w'ife Judy during this t'ime. The'ir son, Lynn,

spent the fìrst several years of his l'ife here and later became director of the

U.S. Fish and l,lildlife Service.

For further discussion of early history and development of refuge headquarters

on Bald Mounta'in see Elston and Earl, A Cultural Resources Overview for the

Sheldon Nat'iona1 l,lildl ife Refuge.

EVALUATIO

The Last Chance Ranch house is determined to be potentia'l1y ef iqible for

inclusion in the Nat'ional Reg'ister of H'istoric Places based on its associatjon

w'ith the establishment of the Charles Sheldon National Antelope Range.

Establ i shment of the range r,',as a cooperatì ve ef f ort between the Audubon

Soc'iety, Boone and Crocket Club, and the Bureau of Biological Survey and was

the first organized effort to provìde a sanctuary for the pronghorn antelope.

It came at a time when national concern for conservation of the country's

natural resources !{as grot,'Jìng due to the dep'leted state of those resources.

The resu'lt'ing conservation movement had tremendous impact on the economìc,

poìitical, and social makeup of the nat'ion. Because the Last Chance Ranch is

direct'ly linked to the creation of the range which represents the historical

values embodied in the conservat'ion movement, the Last Chance Ranch may be sa'id

to be "assocìated with events that have made a s'ignìficant contribution to the

broad patterns of our history."
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Beyond this, the ranch house must also be assessed as to ìntegrity of'location,

desìgn, workmanship, materìa1s, setting, and feeling that it retains. Because

the ranch house is important for its associat'ion with a signif icant h'istoric

phenomena it should'ideally retain some features pertaining to all of these

areas although, in this case, integrity of des'ign and workmanship are not as

rel evant.

The ranch house has had some alterations over the years, however, most of the

original material is intact as well as ìntegrity of setting and locatìon, thus

it retains an overall feeling and association with the historìc period it
represents.

RECOMMENt)ATIONS

1. A NHRP or Determinat'ion of El ig'ibiì ity form should be prepared for the

site.

2. Prepare maintenance pìan. Should be consistent with the Secretary of the

Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation (See Appendix A).

3. Because the Last Chance Ranch ìs s'ign'ificant in understanding the deve'lop-

ment of the refuge'it would be an important component of interpretive

program which seeks to il I ustrate refuge history. It should be given

careful consideration in the I & R program rev'iew.
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House under construction, northeast view:
sod house to left of mai'n house.

photo taken ca. 1910. Note small

House, northeast view: 34'7" x 16'5"; built in two phases, uJood portìon.to
north, constructed ca.1885, vertical p'lank walls, most batts mìssing
Southern half, built ca. 1910, coursed, square rubble. Two halves share
wood shingle, medium gable roof. Each half has door on west e'levation,
sing'le'leaÎ, four pane1. l,lindow open'ings boarded up, originaì11y-six-.over-
six- double-hung sash on south eìevation, openings on other elevations
shorter and squãttier. Shed roof porch on facade removed, n.d. Severe bird
and rodent infestat'ion. Mortar deteriorated, stone wall, south elevation,
crack'ing. Some repair and replacement of materials, not incompatìb1e. Roof
reshing'led 1981. Fair condition.
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