UNI TED STATES DEPARTMVENT OF AGRI CULTURE
BUREAU OF PLANT | NDUSTRY

Santa Barbara, California
April 5, 1935
Dr. Haven Metcal f
Pri nci pal Pathol ogi st i n Charge
Di vi si on of Forest Pathol ogy
Bureau of Plant Industry
Washi ngton, D.C

Dear Metcal f:

I enclose a carbon copy of a short paper entitled “The

Trail er Menace” for your infornmation and files. | am

sending one original directly to the Director of the Park Service, in view of
the real urgency of the matter, and | amasking M. S.B. Show to send anot her
one to the Forester.

I amal so sending a copy to the California State Park

Commi ssi on.

Bet ween oursel ves, all the governmental agencies who deal extensively in
recreational matters should have seen this devel opnment coning | ong ago and
shoul d have established a definite policy in good tinme to ward off the com ng
danger.

In fact, | have been waiting for nore than a year for sone-

thing of the kind. Now | think I shuld again start the bal

rolling in the interest of forest protection and canp regul ation

Si ncerely,
\ s\

E. P. MEI NECKE
Princi pal Pathol ogi st.

Encl osure

CorPY CorPY CorPY



April 1, 1935

The Trail er Menace

The public agencies such as the National Park Service,
the Forest Service and State Park Conmm ssion which deal with tourism and
recreation on a |large scale have, within recent years, cone to realize the
necessity of planning canpgrounds
and regulating their use in the interest of protection of recreational assets
and of preservation of public safety and
good order. |In consequence, camping has been restricted to specially
desi gnated areas, and these areas are in process
of being laid out according to definite plans, nmaking for the best utilization
of space, for adequate protection of the vegetation, for conveni ence and
safety of the canpers and
for the mai ntenance of the canp spirit as contrasted with
city and town life. The decisive element was the fixation
of individual canmp sites and, within these, of the autonobile.
A definite piece of land was cut out of the canp site area
and reserved for the parking of the autonobile.

The automobile is the only feature in canp which is
clearly still a part of city life. In itself it is an incon-gruous invasion
of the wild. But, having becone an indi spensabl e necessity, it is to be
consi dered as an unavoi dabl e evil which, in the regulated canp, is nade as
i nconspi cuous as possi bl e through screening. Frequently, the car is
acconpani ed by a
smal | trailer, containing accessories to canping, which finds
its place in the spur provided for parking. Being of noderate dinensions and
lowin build it does not add materially to the unsightliness of the canp. But
it does constitute, after the autonobile, a second concession to conveni ence
and confort of
t he canpers.

Wthin the I ast one or two years a new type of trailer
has suddenly sprung up, of enornous proportions and outfitted |uxuriously for
actual living. No longer is the trailer nerely
a help to canping but it obviates canmping altogether. It is truly a nodern
dwel | i ng on wheels, a noving bungal ow provi ded with beds, cooking stoves,
sani tary equi pnment, running water
i ce boxes and electric lights. Units costing as much as $5, 000. 00
are in circulation. |In size they conpletely dwarf the autonobile they are
attached to. In the sumrer of 1934 a church on wheels nade its appearance in
Yel | owst one National Park, thirty-three feet in length with correspondi ng
hei ght. One single unit of
this size in a canp doninates with its bulk the entire canpground.
It can no | onger be overlooked as a fanmiliar and not too |arge
an object like the average autonobile. When there are two or nore, the effect
is heightened until the canpground truly gives the appearance of ill kept city
slums in which cabins and huts, of all colors and all designs, are scattered
wi t hout order or plan and conpletely destroy the |ast vestiges of canp
i ntimacy
inthe wild. Froman esthetic viewdoint nothing worse could be inagi ned.



The npst serious objections nust be nade on the grounds
of forest protection. The larger the unit the nore difficult
it is to handle and steer and the greater a nenace it becones
to trees, shrubs and | ow vegetation. The obstacles which will effectively
deter an autonobile are of little hindrance to
the large units. The crowding necessary to get a wheel ed house into the
restricted space of a canmp site increases manifold
the risks to the vegetation. Every increase in size of any of the main canp
features, whether it be tables, tents, cooking places or car spurs, denmands
correspondi ngly deeper cutting into the forest. The |arge space needed for
novi ng and par ki ng of
the house trailers nakes necessary an inordinately heavy sacri-fice of the
wild vegetation.

In the planned canp sites the Service provides certain con-veni ences
such as a place for cooking, table and tent space. Good econony i ndicates
this best utilization of space. The wheel ed house carries all these
conveni ences with it, thereby naking useless the features offered without
maki ng them avail -able to other canpers since the parking spur is occupied.
An el enent of serious waste of Governnent investment is introduced.

The attached phot ographs give but a feeble idea of the threatening
situation. The units depicted show but the begi nning of what a highly
specialized industry will bring forth in the future. The trailer types of
1934 were nerely feelers sent out. They were still in the experinental stage.
But the narked difference in quality between the first clunsy trailers of 1933
and the already much inproved types of 1934 makes it certain
that 1935 will show enornous advances. In nunbers the use of trailer houses
has gained alarmngly in 1934 over 1933 and show what one nust expect of 1935
and | ater.

More and nore these trailers are developing into Pullman cars. There is
no thi nkabl e reason why the very near future should not bring comercial
enterprises, school and University parties housed in the nost confortable
style into the Parks
and Forests. The begi nnings have al ready been nade and have caused serious
enbarrassnent to the Services involved, at
| east locally. There is further no reason why the truck type
of Fig. 6 [sic] should not be nounted with Pull man equi pnent. Al ready
there are 7-axle oil truck units on the highways. Two or three units of this
traveling toget her nust inevitably destroy al
canp character and turn the woods into an industrial trucky yard.

There are inportant sociol ogi cal and economic angles to the matter. Not
only are the legitimte canpers robbed of what they have a good right to
consider their privilege in the enjoynent
of unspoil ed natural surroundings but the Park operators, Forest permittees
and resort owners are seriously affected. The house trailer is naturally used
over |onger periods of tine, during
which its inhabitants live rent and tax free on Governnent.land. [sic].

Not the | east disadvantage introduced is the very serious road
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hazard. Even on the highway the obstructions of view ahead
and often the holding up of traffic by conmmercial trucks are
felt as a nuisance. On nountain and wi ndi ng roads the danger
is a real one.

The whol e devel opment has cone so quickly and is grow ng
so rapidly that neither Park nor Forest admi nistrations have
had time to cope with it adequately. Al attenpts so far have been tenporary
adjustments. There is no accepted policy of dealing with the nenace. |n sone
pl aces the attenpt was nade
to enlarge the parking spurs, thereby upsetting the economc utilization of
space. Since the tourist desires to use his
car for excursions whilst leaving the trailer house in canp
it is necessary to back the cunmbersone structure into the spur, with great
difficulty and al nost unavoi dabl e danage to trees, shrubs and the trailer
itself. To obviate this, sone canpgrounds are providing a canp site with what
really amounts to a short side road | eading through the canp site, entailing a
di spropor-tionately great waste of space. A few adm nstrators, sensing
the incongruity of having these huge units placed in the grounds reserved for
honel y canpi ng, have provi ded separate areas for them an expedi ence which
cuts further area out of the forest
and which is applicable only where such space is avail abl e.

There can be no doubt that, unless sone definite action, based on a
sound policy, is taken in tine, the very next years will bring about an
intolerable situation which it will then be too late to nmend. The policy of
restricting canping to desig-nated canpgrounds was tinely. It has paid for
itself amply in fire protection alone. The regulation of canpgrounds such as
now practi sed came one or two decades too |late. For the absence of a
canpground policy the Governnent has had to pay heavily and it is not yet
t hrough paying. The trailer house nenace is
still inits infancy. It is at least thinkable that it m ght
be stopped if quick action is taken.

There are two possibilities:- either the trailer houses are tolerated
and accommodat ed or they are prohibited.

In the first case the results are a definite abandonnent
of the truly Anerican ideal of the free enjoynment of forest
and wilderness in sinplicity and an invitation to bring the city into the
woods. O preservation in the state of nature there
can be little left where a new type of city sluns or suburban village with a
floating popul ation is establushed. The entire road policy nmust be adjusted to
nmeet the new traffic hazard. Since it is obviously out of the question to |et
the house trailers stop where they like it will be necessary to provide
places for them If this is done within established canps the
wast e of space entailed is hard to justify, |eaving aside altogether
the esthetic depreciation of the canps, the antagonismset up in the
legitimate canpers and the vast increase in supervisorial liability. Few
Parks or Forests will have space available for separate units out of sight and
| arge enough to take care of



vill ages on wheels and feww |l like to contenplate the duplica-tion of
i mprovenents such as water and sanitation. Large clear-ings will have to be
made, a further cut into the forest.

There remai ns the question whether this is not the tine to stop the evil
before it becones firmy established and grows
to intol erable proportions. There is no doubt that with every year of
toleration it will become increasingly difficult to restrict the evil. The
justification for keeping a highly objec-
tionabl e and dangerous feature cut [sic] of Forests and Parks is not far to seek

In both the National Parks and Forests as well as in State Parks the
preservation of the Governnent’s assets conmes first. Wthout it there is
neither Park nor Forest. Both are open to the public for its enjoynment, not
as abstract things but as
part of the Nation's heritage, rich in spiritual and enotional values. As far
as the adm ssion of the public does not inpair
or destroy these values it is welcone, and anple provisions
are nade for its convenience and confort as well as for its safety. Any
el ement whi ch does not conformto the postulate
of preservation of the Nation's assets is inimcal and nust
be kept out. That part of the public which conforns to the principle of
preservation of the Nation's assets has a right to enjoy them uninpaired and
has a right to protection of this enjoynent.

The difficulty in drawing the dividing |line between one group of the
public and another is only an apparent one. People
who visit Forests and Parks must have shelter and food. Cbviously, those who can
live so sinply that the assets are not, or little, inpaired, conformnost closely to
the ideal for which both
Parks and Forests are created, that of sound conservation. And
they are the ones who go to the wilds as canpers, satisfied
with the sinplest life and goad for the opportunity to live it.

On this basis a sharp |ine may be drawn between genui ne canpers and
those who prefer city conforts. For the latter there is anple provision mde
in hotels, resorts and privately owned auto canps. Under this grouping an
autonobile with a trailer which contains nerely accessories for canmping would
be adnitted. The trailer in this case will never be unduly large. Trailers
and units actually used for living and not for canping would be excl uded.

Anot her |ine of division nmght be nade on the basis of
size of the trailer. One could think of restricting entrance to trailers
smal ler in all dinmensions but width than the automobile itself. This would
still leave untouched the possible devel op-nent of one piece units into |arge
living and cooking quarters.



What ever policy nay be adopted, there is no doubt that speedy decision
i s necessary. The sumrer of 1935 is going to show an i mrense increase in
nunbers and in size of house trailers, and it may be an act of justice to
their users to settle their status before it is too late

\ s\

E. P. MElI NECKE
Pri nci pal Pat hol ogi st



A MONEST HOUSETRAILER



A HOUSETRATIFR OF MODEST SIZE



CHURCH M WHMEELS ( 33 FEET LonG)



et

L
Phot o appeared in the May 1972 Journal of Forestry article, "The Trailer

Menace - A Voice fromthe Past," by E. P. Minecke (excerpted fromthe original
article), p. 281.



i el

Phot o appeared in t May 1972 Journal of Forestry article, "The Trailer
Menace - A Voice fromthe Past," by E. P. Minecke (excerpted fromthe original
article), p. 281.



	The Trailer Menace

