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Historic Landmark Nomination Proposal General Information 

		
		
	

	
OVERVIEW: 
  
Historic zoning is a zoning overlay which is added to the base zoning of a specific tract of land (for 
example (HR-1). This zoning overlay can apply to local historic preservation zones (HPZs) and historic 
landmarks (HLs). 
  
Designating an HL is a two part process. First, the proposed HL is subject to a historical designation 
review process. The Steps to Establish or Amend a Historic Preservation Zone or Historic 
Landmark (Article 5.8.4 UDC) are as follows: 
  

1.)    Nomination Proposal Package prepared by applicant and submitted to City of  
Tucson Historic Preservation Office. (Requirements regarding Nomination Proposal can 
be found in SUBMITTAL CHECKLIST p.3) 

  
2.)    Applicant attends a Historical Commission Nomination Review and presents  

the Nomination Proposal and any other evidence of historical significance and integrity in 
a public meeting. 

  
3.)    The Mayor and Council review the project and the recommendations and  

decide whether to initiate the designation process. 
  

4.)    Rezoning Process 
  
 
WHERE TO APPLY: 
                        
City of Tucson Historic Preservation Office: 
Jodie Brown | Historic Preservation Officer  
Jodie.Brown@tucsonaz.gov | Phone: (520) 837-6965 
 
310 N. Commerce Park Loop, Santa Rita Bldg • PO Box 27210 • Tucson, AZ 85726-7210 
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SUBMITTAL REQUIREMENTS: 
  
Refer Submittal Checklist. Complete Application Forms, and supplemental materials. 
  
THE FOLLOWING CRITERIA ARE CONSIDERED WHEN REVIEWING A CITY HISTORIC 
NOMINATION APPLICATION: 
  
Historic Landmark 
A City of Tucson HL shall include historic sites, buildings, and structures, as defined in Section 11.4.9, 
and which are individually listed or individually eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places 
at the local, state, or national level of significance. Properties that meet the aforementioned criteria may 
be proposed for designation as an HPZ Contributing Property or Historic Landmark. 
 
A Historic Landmark is defined as a  historic site or structure of the highest historic, cultural, architectural, 
or archaeological importance to Tucson that if demolished or significantly altered would constitute an 
irreplaceable loss to the quality and character of Tucson.  A Historic Landmark is an outstanding or 
unique example of architectural style; is associated with a major historic event, activity, or person; or has 
unique visual quality and identification.  A Historic Landmark may be located within the boundaries of or 
outside a historic district. 
 
Historic Site or Historic Structure 
A Historic Site or a Historic structure is defined as a building, structure, object, or site, including 
vegetation or signs located on the premises, that: 

● Dates from a particular significant period in Tucson's history, i.e., prehistoric, native indigenous, 
Pre-Colonial (before 1775), Spanish Frontier (Colonial) (1775-1821), Mexican Frontier (1821-
1853), Territorial (1854-1912), Post-Territorial (1912-1920), or Post-World War I Development 
(1920-1945), or relates to events, personages, or architectural styles that are at least 50 years 
old; however, outstanding examples less than 50 years old should be evaluated on their own 
merits; and 

● Is associated with the lives of outstanding historic personages; or 
● Is associated with significant historic events or occurrences; or 
● Exemplifies the architectural period in which it was built and has distinguishing characteristics of 

an architectural style or method of construction or is the notable work of a master builder, 
designer, or architect whose individual genius influenced his/her age; or 

● Contributes information of archaeological, historic, cultural, or social importance relating to the 
heritage of the community; or 

● Relates positively to buildings in its immediate vicinity in terms of scale, size, massing, etc., such 
that its removal would be an irreparable loss to the setting. 
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Historic Landmark Nomination Proposal Application 

  
Date Submitted:  November 30, 2020 

 
 

PROPERTY LOCATION INFORMATION 
 
Project Name:           University of Arizona Campus Farm / 

University of Arizona Campus Agricultural Center 
 
Other Name(s):   Jesús Garcia and Rosa S. Franco Homesteads and  

Farms, Campbell Avenue Farm / University of Arizona 
Experimental Farm / Agriculture Experiment Station  
    

Property Address:             4101, 4210, 4040 & 4160  N. Campbell Ave 
1650 E. Limberlost, 1951 & 2201 E. Roger Rd.  

 
Architect/Designer:          Henry O. Jaastad, Annie Graham Rockfellow,  

J.B. Lyman Jr.  
Builder:                                   
 
Plat Name:                             Unsubdivided  
 
Pima County Parcel Number/s:  108-21-033D, 108-25-016B and 108-25-017C    
 
Parcel Use:    Agricultural / Educational   

 
APPLICANT INFORMATION 
  
APPLICANT NAME:   Tucson Pima County Historical Commission  
     Historic Landscape Subcommittee 
  
ADDRESS:    255 West Alameda; Tucson, Arizona, 85701  
  
PHONE:    520-791-4017 
  
EMAIL:     n/a 
  
PROPERTY OWNER NAME:  Publicly Owned - State of Arizona (Board of Regents)  
  
PHONE:             FAX:  (          ) ________ - ____________ 
    
SIGNATURE OF APPLICANT (if not owner)___________________________ Date: 
 
 
 
Vote to recommend HL proposal by the T-PCHC Landscape Subcommittee   Date:  12/4/20 
 
Vote to recommend HL proposal by the full T-PCHC      Date:  12/9/20 
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Vote to propose HL by the T-PCHC Plans Review Subcommittee   Date:  1/14/21  
 
Vote to refer HL to zoning examiner by the T-PCHC Plans Review Subcommittee Date:  
 

AREA TO BE REZONED  ACRES: 140.12                         
  

Existing Zoning: RX-1 and SR      Proposed Zoning: HLRX-1 and HLSR 
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CHECKLIST FOR HISTORIC LANDMARK NOMINATION PROPOSAL 
 

◻ Fee $330.00 (Base Fee) + Variable Fees - Historic Landmark Initiated by Mayor and Council  
  

⊠        A completed Historic Nomination Proposal Application (a blank form is attached to this document).   

Completely fill in all fields on the nomination application form.  The Assessor’s No. and the complete Legal Description 
can be found by contacting the Pima County Recorder’s Office (http://www.asr.pima.gov/) 

  

⊠         A completed National Register of Historic Places form or nomination or a State of Arizona Historic  

Property Inventory Form 
  
◻         Pima County Assessor’s Maps showing properties within 500’ of the designation request 
  
◻          Pima County Assessor’s Record 
  

⊠        Color labeled photographs showing full exterior views, including all elevations, setting, outbuildings,  

and details of structural and landscape features 
  

⊠           Reproductions (high quality photocopies acceptable) of historical photographs 

  

⊠         A dimensioned, scaled site plan or survey of the site and the location/placement of all  

buildings/structures on the site. 
  

⊠           A scaled map of the site outlining the geographic boundaries of the proposed area 

  
*All plans, maps and other figures should be clearly identified.  All figures, including drawings, plans and maps, (excluding 
photographs, see above requirements) should be of a standard size (8.5”by 11”, or 11” by 17”). 

  
◻ A list of proposed Neighborhood Advisory Board Members (If nominating a Historic Preservation Zone) 
  
 
DEFINITION of a HISTORIC LANDMARK 
 
As outlined in the City of Tucson Unified Development Code (UDC) a Historic Landmark shall 
include historic sites, historic buildings, or historic structures that are of the highest historic, 
cultural, architectural, or archaeological importance to Tucson that if demolished or significantly 
altered would constitute an irreplaceable loss to the quality and character of Tucson. A Historic 
Landmark is an outstanding or unique example of architectural style; is associated with a major 
historic event, activity, or person; or has unique visual quality and identification. A Historic 
Landmark may be located within the boundaries of or outside a historic district. 
 
LEGAL PROPERTY DESCRIPTION: S2 SE4 EXC RDS 76 AC SEC 19-13-14 / W2 SW4 SW4 
EXC RDS 18.44 AC SEC 20-13-14 / E2 SW4 SW4 EXC PTN N314' E387.95' & S2 SE4 SW4 & 
S2 N2 SE4 SW4 EXC PTN ABAN SIERRA VISTA RD 47.83 AC SEC 20-13-14 
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The approximately 140 acre Campus Farm / Campus Agricultural Center is located at the 
northern edge of the City of Tucson, bisected by North Campbell Avenue. The eastern half is 
set immediately south of the Rillito River, which forms the functional northern boundary, 
although the actual property line takes in the riverbed and an additional sliver of land north of 
the river. To the east, this section is bounded by the continuation line of North Tucson 
Boulevard; to the south it is bounded by Roger Road. Christmas Wash runs from south to north 
approximately 670 feet from the eastern boundary.The western half of the property is bounded 
by East Limberlost Road on the north, by East Roger Road on the south, and by the partially 
canalized Mountain Avenue Wash on the west.  
 
The property is composed of three rectilinear parcels, divisions of the standard township and 
range ordering system dating back to 1785. The property is located in Section 19 and 20 of  
Township 13S, Range 14E. The grid is not aligned with true North. 
 

Parcel Number Acreage Longitude Latitude  

10825016B 17.9393 -110.942659 32.281328  

10821033D 73.8322 -110.948082 32.281276  

10825017C 48.3506 -110.938665 32.280971  
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HISTORY OF PROPERTY OWNERSHIP 
 
Western Half 
1891     Jesús Garcia  
1909 - present  Arizona Board of Regents (University of Arizona)  
 
Eastern Half  
1895   Rosa S. Franco 
1929 - 1953  Ewing Farm  
1953 - current   Arizona Board of Regents (University of Arizona)  
 
SIGNIFICANCE 
Per the UDC 5.8.5 Standards for Establishing a Historic Landmark, the University of Arizona 
Campus Farm is individually eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. This 
was initially determined in 1992 and reaffirmed on July 20, 2020, by the Arizona State Historic 
Preservation Office. 
 
The University of Arizona Campus Farm University of Arizona Campus Farm dates from 
significant periods in Tucson’s history including: Territorial (1854-1912), Post-Territorial (1912-
1920), Post-World War I Development (1920-1945) and Post WWII Development (1945-1975).  
The property is a cultural landscape associated with significant historic events or occurrences in 
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the development of Tucson; exemplifies the architectural period in which it was built having 
buildings with distinguishing characteristics of the Mission Revival architectural style, is the 
notable work of master builders, designers, or architects whose individual genius influenced 
his/her age in particular architects Henry O. Jaastad, Annie Graham Rockefeller and J.B. 
Lyman; contributes information of historic, cultural, or social importance relating to the heritage 
of the community; and relates positively to buildings in its immediate vicinity in terms of scale, 
size, massing, and cluster arrangement, such that its removal would be an irreparable loss. 
 
PERIOD OF SIGNIFICANCE 
The period of significance for this property begins in 1891 with the purchase of the western 
section by Jesus Garcia and extends through 1975 with the expanded academic facilities of the 
eastern section. 
 
INTEGRITY 
As defined in the National Register Bulletin, How to apply the National Register Criteria for 
Evaluation, integrity is defined as: “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. The evaluation of 
integrity is sometimes a subjective judgment, but it must always be grounded in an 
understanding of a property's physical features and how they relate to its significance (National 
Register of Historic Places 1997, 44).” 
 
There are seven aspects of integrity to be considered. These are Location, Design, Setting, 
Materials, Workmanship, Feeling and Association. They are defined as follows (National 
Register of Historic Places 1997, 44-45): 
 

● Location is the place where the historic property was constructed or the place where the 
historic event occurred. The Campus Farm remains in its original location in the 
floodplain of the Rillito River. 
 

● Design if the combination of elements that create the form, plan, space, structure, and 
style of a property. The design of the Campus Farm retains its original agricultural 
landscape to a remarkable degree. The overwhelming majority of buildings date from the 
period of significance and embody the work of notable Tucson architects. 
 

● Setting is the physical environ-ment of a historic property. The setting of the property 
adjacent to the Rillito River within the viewshed of the Catalina and Tucson Mountains 
remains unchallenged. 
  

● Materials are the physical elements that were combined or depos-ited during a particular 
period of time and in a particular pattern or configuration to form a historic property. Field 
delineation and architectural features remain as originally constructed. 
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● Workmanship is the physical evidence of the crafts of a particular culture or people 
during any given period in history or prehistory. The flood irrigated fields are a heritage 
gleaned from early agricultural practices in the Tucson basin by Spanish, Mexican and 
Anglo settlers. Well-maintained buildings display the designs of noted twentieth-century 
architects. 
 

● Feeling is a property's expression of the aesthetic or historic sense of a particular period 
of time. Immersion in the physical aspects of the Campus Farm, either wholly or partially 
(with views into the property), reimagines the agricultural heritage of Tucson to a high 
degree. 

 
● Association is the direct link between an important historic event or person and a historic 

property. This property is linked both to its agricultural origins and to the academic 
heritage of a land grant university. 

  
The historic buildings and landscape of the Campus Farm retain all seven aspects of integrity 
including location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling and association. 
 

 
University of Arizona Campus Farm, Silos and Mission Revival Farm Buildings, looking north 

 
OVERVIEW 
The University of Arizona Campus Farm is a part of the 4,000-year agriculture history of the 
Tucson Basin.   The silted land in the flood-prone areas along the river courses became the site 
for farming ventures for the Hohokam and other native people through all the arrivals over the 
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last 300 years.  The historic landscape reflects the decisions and actions of those involved at 
the farm in the late 19th through the 20th and into the 21st century.  The purchase of this active 
farmland by the University in 1909 began actions that were a result of national legislation, the 
needs of the state of Arizona both before and after statehood, and specific decisions of 
individuals at the University of Arizona.   

The Farm today is the embodiment of the founding of the University of Arizona as a land grant 
institution in 1885 under the Morrill Act and later extensions of Congressional legislation.   The 
Morrill Act was signed into law by President Abraham Lincoln on July 2, 1862.  The Hatch Act in 
1887 provided funds for agricultural experiment stations under the direction of the “land grant 
institutions.”  The Smith-Lever Act of 1914 provided federal funds for cooperative extension for 
land grant institutions.  These national legislative acts brought mandates for the establishment 
of colleges of agriculture with an emphasis on teaching, research, and extension.  The 
University responded with the purchase of active farmland and built infrastructure to pump water 
from wells.  Over the first decades of the 20th century, buildings were constructed to meet the 
diverse needs of the ongoing farm practices and the actual growing of plants and breeding of 
domestic animals. Buildings included a residence/workman’s cottage constructed in 1910 with 
later buildings designed in mission revival style beginning in 1914.  Later building continued in 
this style to unify the campus.  Many of the decisions and actions were of a practical nature with 
the construction of ramadas, planting of shade trees, and sheltering farm animals.  The ongoing 
mandates from national legislation brought financial benefits to land grant institutions to pursue 
new approaches for teaching, research, and extension.  These incentives, along with changes 
to society and technology often brought by unexpected events, would cause more change to the 
landscape.  All of this and the geographic limitations of arid Arizona are reflected in some 
manner in the farm landscape. 

At the midpoint of the 20th century, a multitude of changes on the national, state, and the local 
level at the University would continue changes and expansion to the landscape of the farm.  Life 
after World War II brought a huge migration of people to the western United States with the G.I. 
bill in hand and the desire to start a new life in the arid west.  Land grant institutions would grow 
as a result of population growth and market demand.  Science and federally funded research 
would expand drastically, given the politics of space and rapid technological change. 

The appointment of Richard Harvill as president of the University of Arizona in 1951 brought 
vast changes to the University in response to these market demands.  New graduate programs 
would be the focus for the institution along with his desire for the university to be a nationally 
recognized research institution.  Some of these new graduate programs would have a direct 
relationship to the farm practices such as the Arid Lands Program, but all the new science 
programs would affect the agriculture program in some manner.  Changes in curriculum, 
research, and management would strain the acceptance of change by faculty and administration 
for the next decades.  The farm landscape would change both in geography and buildings.    

The importance of the Campus Farm to instruction and the close proximity to the main campus 
became further recognized with additional land purchases.  The purchase of the 105-acre Ewing 
Dairy Farm east of the Farm on Campbell Avenue in 1955 allowed dairy science instruction to 
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move across the street from the Campbell Farm location.  The 1957 purchase of 35 acres 
brought more space for more scientific research, including one for bee research.  

One major aspect of that built environment would reflect the push for scientific research and the 
future.  Greenhouses would soon appear on the farm landscape.  Greenhouses had been on 
the landscape of the main campus before the purchase of the Farm in 1909 (page 30) and have 
been the structure of choice for many types of agricultural research.  A large greenhouse at 
George Washington’s Mount Vernon farm was completed in 1787 and some manner of 
greenhouse was seen in Roman times. 

In 1956 the Arizona Daily Star reported that field studies in botany, agricultural chemistry, plant 
breeding, and biochemistry were being conducted at the Campbell Farm.  Greenhouses would 
now make an appearance on the Farm east of Campbell. In May of 1963, greenhouses for 
research in cotton nutrition and plant diseases were announced with other funding 
appropriations.  Additional greenhouses were constructed during the rest of the 20th century.   

The Campus Farm, east of Campbell, reveals greenhouse research extending into the 21st 
century.  In 1999, the Controlled Environment Agriculture Center of the College of Agriculture 
and Life Sciences would begin just east of buildings from the Ewing Farm purchased in the 20th 
century.  This specific Center at the Campus Farm uses advanced technology greenhouses, 
providing specific environments for plant productivity.  The greenhouse that was a feature of 
past centuries continues to be a focal point of the historic mission of the College of Agriculture 
for research, teaching, and extension. The 4,000-year agriculture history of the Tucson Basin, 
the embodiment of the University of Arizona as a land grant institution and the mission of 
research, instruction, and extension continues in the 21st century on the historic landscape of 
the Campus Farm.  

SETTING 
The Campus Farm, today called the University of Arizona Campus Farm, is located on the 
southern floodplain of the Rillito River in north-central Tucson. Campbell Avenue bifurcates the 
farm before heading north across the Rillito into the Santa Catalina Foothills and Catalina 
Foothills Estates. The three parcels: 108-21-033D (73.8 acres), 108-25-016B (17.94 acres), and 
108-25-017C (48.35 acres) combine to create a 140.12-acre working agricultural landscape 
containing numerous historic buildings, structures and objects.  
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, looking north, Rillito River in foreground 

 
The Rillito is a tributary stream of the central Tucson river, the Santa Cruz. Fed by Tanque 
Verde Creek and the Pantano Wash, it flows from southeast to northwest along the base of the 
Santa Catalina Mountains. By the time the farm was established, the water table had sunk, and 
the surface streamflow was intermittent although water continued to flow below the surface. 
During the first third of the twentieth century, this underflow was channeled into gravity 
controlled ditches which provided irrigation for agriculture at numerous sites to the east of this 
property. At a later period, as the water table dropped, wells were constructed. There is no 
indication that irrigation ditches were constructed on this property, but it is clear that flood 
irrigation was practiced. Constructed earthworks for this purpose define the boundaries of 
today’s fields. 
 

The Rillito River drainage system lies in the center of the Tucson Basin, an intermontane 
trough that has been depressed between mountain ranges and partially filled with 
alluvial deposits. The Rillito River, together with its two major tributaries, the Pantano 
and Tanque Verde washes, drains much of the central portion of the Tucson Basin, 
receiving run-off and snow melt from the large mountain ranges on the northern and 
eastern borders. It deposits its water into the Santa Cruz River. In the nineteenth century 
the Rillito River supported a dense riparian community along its banks and water was 
abundant and easily recoverable for irrigation projects. Today these drainages are 
largely dry throughout most of the year although subject to torrential floods in times of 
seasonal storms (Harry et. al. 1992: 5). Aerial photographs reveal that major ponding 
from flooding occurred along the banks of the Rillito River. To control the periodic 
flooding, in the early 1990s overbank protection and channelization of the river floodway 
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was undertaken as recommended by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (Binghampton 
Rural Historic Landscape Nomination 2003, Section 7, 8). 

 
Beyond the river, to the north, the Santa Catalina mountains rise to an elevation of 9,157 feet. 
Vegetation changes with elevation from desert shrub through oak woodland to pine forest, 
punctuated with granite outcroppings. In winter, the upper elevations may be dusted with snow; 
in all seasons clouds trail kaleidoscopic shadows across the mountain face. To the west 
dramatic sunsets can be seen above the black Tucson Mountains. 
 
Expansive views into the western segment of the site are available to motorists, bicyclists and 
pedestrians on Campbell Avenue, Roger Road and Limberlost Drive. A long view into the 
eastern segment can be found from the multipurpose path (the Loop)  that runs along the 
northern bank of the Rillito. These views offer a window into Tucson’s agricultural past. 
Vegetation in the Mountain Avenue Wash obscures the view into the property from Mountain 
Avenue. 
 

 
Views into the Campus Farm (Pima County Orthophotography 2018) 

 
 

The Farm, originally located in a rural desert setting along the Rillito River northeast of 
downtown Tucson and the University of Arizona, is now surrounded by low rise suburban 
development. Despite this change in immediate setting, the property retains a distinct bucolic 
character, revealing an untarnished example of early and mid-twentieth century farming in the 
Tucson basin. The high integrity of the extensive property, along with expansive views both into 
and from the location, offer a unique significant historic landscape within the City of Tucson.  
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, from the Rillito River looking Southwest 

 

 
University of Arizona Campus Farm, looking northeast  

 
SURROUNDING HISTORIC RESOURCES 
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The property is located along the Rillito River and near a variety of other significant cultural 
resources. Little River: An Overview of Cultural Resources for the Rio Antiguo Feasibility Study, 
Pima County Arizona by Scott O’Mack, et. al. (2004) provides a detailed summary of the natural 
resources that led to settlements along the river. 
 

Prior to Euro American settlement of the Rillito Valley, which began around 1860, the 
Rillito supported a lush riparian environment along its banks, just as the Santa Cruz 
River did during the same period. Smith described how he imagined the Rillito Valley 
looked four or five decades before his study description, which is based on unknown 
sources and probably somewhat idealized, is the only substantial one we have found of 
the valley as it was before 1860 (O’Mack et al 2004, 3):  
  
“The entire valley was at that time an unbroken forest, principally of mesquite, with a 
good growth of grama and other grasses between the trees. The river course was 
indefinite—a continuous grove of tall cottonwood, ash, willow, and walnut trees with 
underbrush and sacaton and galleta grass, and it was further obstructed by beaver 
dams. The vegetative covering on mountain slopes, on foothills and plains held the 
rainfall, causing a large proportion of it to be absorbed into the soil. Such portion as 
found its way to the river channel was retarded and controlled in its flow, and perhaps 
not oftener than a century did a master flood erode and sweep the river channel (Smith 
1910, 98; quoted in O’Mack et al. 2004, 3). 
  
In Smith’s account, this primordial paradise disappeared shortly after the U.S. Army 
established Fort Lowell in 1873 just south of the confluence of Tanque Verde Creek and 
Pantano Wash. The settlers that followed the Army to the valley cut down the trees, 
plowed the floodplain, and let livestock graze the grasses to oblivion. Soon, the erosion 
of fields and trails led to accelerated runoff and new and unusual floods cut out a wide 
channel, washed the cottonwoods away, and exposed the white sand. By the 1890s, 
“the present deep broad wash” of the Rillito was established. . . . By 1930 or so the 
underflow had sunk out of reach and fields were watered almost exclusively by wells. 
Today, the agricultural landscape that replaced the original riparian environment of the 
Rillito Valley has itself largely disappeared, and the valley has become, in its entirety, a 
part of greater Tucson (Smith 1910, 98; quoted in O’Mack et al. 2004, 5).  

 
In close proximity to the property are other notable cultural resources. To the north is the 
Catalina Foothills Estates. The Estates were developed in the first half of the 20th century by 
John and Helen Murphey and architect Josias Thomas Joesler. The rural Sonoran desert 
environment and Joesler’s unique architecture attracted titans of American industry, famous 
writers and celebrities to Tucson. The Mayos of The Mayo Clinic, the Drexels/Goulds of Drexel 
University, Louise N. Grace of Grace Shipping Lines, and authors Walt Coburn and Erskine 
Caldwell were just a few of the prominent families and individuals who lived in the Catalina 
Foothills Estates. To help recognize this cultural contribution Pima County led the effort to 
develop a Multiple Property Documentation Form to assist with the National Register of Historic 
Places designation of buildings developed by the Murpheys designed by Josias Joesler. The 
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effort to create this federally-recognized context took over a decade. This investment in survey 
and context development has been part of a sustained effort by Pima County to recognize and 
preserve the historic resources within this area. In 1982, after public outcry, Pima County paid 
for the relocation of a Joesler-designed building impacted by the realignment of River Road. St. 
Philip's in the Hills, on the northeast corner of River Road and Campbell Avenue designed by 
Joesler in 1936 was listed in the National Register of Historic Places in 2004 and is recognized 
locally as a significant cultural site.  
 
To the southeast of the Campus Farm are properties associated with 20th century Tucson 
Artists, including the Maynard Dixon House (National Register Eligible), and the Pete Martinez 
Ranch and the National Register-listed Valley of the Moon Historic District. To the northwest are 
Pima County owned equestrian resources including the Rillito Downs Race Track and Rukin 
Jelks House.  
 
To the south is Richland Heights Addition. This subdivision is geographically defined by Prince 
Road to the North, Fort Lowell Road to the South, Tucson Boulevard to the east and Mountain 
Avenue to the west. The neighborhood boasts a collection of important twentieth-century 
architect-designed residences. Although likely eligible for listing on the National Register of 
Historic Places no formal evaluation has been completed. Also of note is the 20,000 sf. Tucson 
Bee Research Laboratory at 2000 East Allen Road (1967), designed by the architectural firm of 
Cain, Nelson and Ware which was historically operated by the U.S. Department of Agriculture in 
cooperation with the University of Arizona. 
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, looking north 
 
 
HISTORIC LANDSCAPE 
To provide an enhanced structure for this nomination and to better frame the significance of the 
property the Tucson-Pima County Historical Commission Historic Landscapes Subcommittee 
took into account National Park Service guidance on historic landscapes. Three publications 
were especially useful: 
 

Birnbaum, C. A.  
1994. Protecting Cultural Landscapes: Planning, Treatment and Management of Historic 
Landscapes. Washington, DC: U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service, 
Cultural Resources, Preservation Assistance. 
 
McClelland, L. F.  
1991. National Register Bulletin 16: Guidelines for Completing National Register of 
Historic Places Forms. Washington DC: United States Department of the Interior, 
National Park Service, Interagency Resources Division, National Register Branch. 

 
McClelland, L. F., J. T. Keller, G. P. Keller and R. Z. Melnick  
1989, revised 1999. National Register Bulletin 30: Guidelines for Evaluating and 
Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes. Washington DC: United States Department of 
the Interior, National Park Service, Cultural Resources, National Register, History and 
Education. 

 
The Campus Farm contains a range of cultural resources that are connected through use and 
location. With reference to the preceding publications, it can therefore be classified as either a 
Historic Vernacular Landscape or a Rural Historic Landscape. These two terms have been used 
both independently and interchangeable by researchers to describe this type of landscape. 
 
A Historic Vernacular Landscape is defined as: 
 

A landscape that evolved through use by the people whose activities or occupancy 
shaped that landscape. Through social or cultural attitudes of an individual, family or a 
community, the landscape reflects the physical, biological, and cultural character of 
those everyday lives. Function plays a significant role in vernacular landscapes. They 
can be a single property such as a farm or a collection of properties such as a district of 
historic farms along a river valley. Examples include rural villages, industrial complexes, 
and agricultural landscapes (Birnbaum 1994, 2). 
 
All [rural historic landscapes] contain substantial areas of vegetation, open space, or 
natural features that embody, through past use or physical character, significant 
historical values. Buildings, industrial structures, objects, designed landscapes, and 



University of Arizona Campus Farms    DRAFT 3/3/21     21 

archeological sites may also be present. Many will be integrally related to historic 
activities and contribute to the significance of a large historic district. 
 
A classification system of eleven characteristics has been developed for reading a rural 
landscape and for understanding the natural and cultural forces that have shaped it. 
Landscape characteristics are the tangible evidence of the activities and habits of the 
people who occupied, developed, used, and shaped the land to serve human needs; 
they may reflect the beliefs, attitudes, traditions, and values of these people. The first 
four characteristics are processes that have been instrumental in shaping the land, such 
as the response of farmers to fertile soils. The remaining seven are physical components 
that are evident on the land, such as barns or orchards. Many, but not all, rural 
properties contain all eleven characteristics. When historic processes are linked to 
existing components, the rural landscape can be viewed as a unified whole (McClelland 
et al. 1999, 3). 

 
The integrity of these eleven landscape characteristics is essential. Integrity is defined by the 
National Register as the “authenticity of a property’s historic identity, evidenced by the survival 
of physical characteristics that existed during the property’s historic or prehistoric period” 
(McClelland 1991, IV-2). 
 

Historic Integrity, a measure of a property's evolution and current condition, is also 
necessary. A comparison of the changes experienced by a group of properties related 
by common historic contexts helps define the historic characteristics and qualities of 
integrity that qualify a rural property for listing. Recent changes that have erased historic 
characteristics, and do not have exceptional importance, make a property ineligible, 
even if scenic qualities are still present (McClelland 1999, 2). 

 
The following discussion is based on a list of defining landscape characteristics (Birnbaum 
1994, 4-6). 
 

1. Land Uses and Activities: Land uses are the major human forces that shape and 
organize rural communities. Human activities, such as farming, mining, ranching, 
recreation, social events, commerce, or industry, have left an imprint on the landscape. 
An examination of changing and continuing land uses may lead to a general 
understanding of how people have interacted with their environment and provide clues 
about the kinds of physical features and historic properties that should be present. 
Topographic variations, availability of transportation, the abundance or scarcity of natural 
resources (especially water), cultural traditions, and economic factors influenced the 
ways people use the land. Changing land uses may have resulted from improved 
technology, exhausted soils or mineral deposits, climatic changes, and new economic 
conditions, as well as previous successes or failures. Activities visible today may reflect 
traditional practices or be innovative, yet compatible, adaptations of historic ones. 
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The Campus Farm combines agricultural, education and residential land use, all of which are 
tied to the historical development and location of the property. The farm includes fenced and/or 
bermed agricultural fields and pastures, agricultural and educational buildings, irrigation 
infrastructure, stables, barns, paddocks, corrals and greenhouses.         
  
Hohokam archaeological sites line the banks of the Rillito, suggesting that early agricultural 
practices of the Tucson Basin also occurred here (O’Mack et al. 2004, 72). In the historic period, 
this was prime agricultural land. The combination of water supply and the fertile floodplain soil 
attracted farmers to the area, and clusters of Mexican, Anglo, Mormon and some Chinese 
settled along the river (O’Mack et al. 2004, 72). During the early twentieth century over two 
dozen underflow ditches were constructed along the Rillito, drawing water from below the 
natural groundwater level into an excavated ditch whose flow is controlled by gravity (O’Mack et 
al. 2004, 82-83).  There is no evidence of this type of construction at the Campus Farm, and it 
appears that water for irrigation was pumped from the river or from wells to the fields set along 
the riverbank.  Today wells are an important feature of the property, along with the apparatus 
required to distribute water where needed.  
 

2. Patterns of Spatial Organization: The organization of land on a large scale depends 
on the relationship among major physical components, predominant landforms, and 
natural features. Politics, economics, and technology, as well as the natural 
environment, have influenced the organization of communities by determining settlement 
patterns, proximity to markets, and the availability of transportation. Organization is 
reflected in road systems, field patterns, distance between farmsteads, proximity to 
water sources, and orientation of structures to sun and wind. For example, spatial 
patterns can be seen in the grid of square mile townships and 160-acre farmsteads in 
the Midwest established by the land ordinances of 1785 and 1787, the distribution of 
towns every seven miles along a railroad corridor, and the division of land in Louisiana, 
by the French long-lot system, to ensure that every parcel has river frontage. Large-
scale patterns characterizing the settlement and early history of a rural area may remain 
constant, while individual features, such as buildings and vegetation, change over time. 
Changes in technology, for example, may have altered plowing practices, although the 
location of plowed fields, and, therefore, the overall historic pattern may remain the 
same.  
 

Clusters of buildings are set between fenced fields/pastures which are frequently defined by 
earthworks to contain flood irrigation. Interior roads connect these clusters. 
 
A 1904 survey  USGS Tucson Quadrant, 1905) reveals the location and basic layout of the 
Campus Farm as it remains today. The Campbell Avenue Bridge was not constructed until 
1931, and before that time there were wet river crossings at four points, one of which (the 
easternmost) led directly northeast from the Center. Traditionally such road crossings were 
improved during the dry seasons, washed out during floods, and rebuilt once again afterward. 
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A stretch of what later became Campbell Avenue ran south from the center of the property, 
leading to a road that angled south/southwest towards the University. An unnamed road ran 
from northwest to southeast through the eastern half of the Campus Farm. The presence of this 
road explains the off-grid position of buildings in that area; the road exists today as a service 
road within the property (see the following map of the Eastern Section of the property).  
 

 
USGS Tucson Quadrant 1905 
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Western Section of Campus Farm (City of Tucson GIS: 1941 Top, 2018 Bottom) 
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Eastern Section of Campus Farm (City of Tucson GIS: 1941 Top, 2018 Bottom) 
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, gazing field, looking north 

 

 
University of Arizona Campus Farm, grazing fields, looking southeast 
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The spatial organization of the Campus Farm is characterized by a field grid that remains 
remarkably unchanged from the period of significance. Rectangular subunits, most often 
designed for flood irrigation and surrounded by earthen berms, were and are oriented towards 
the north, which, is to say, towards the Rillito. 
 
The larger pattern of the circulation networks is delineated by dirt roads that run along the edge 
of the fields and link the Center’s buildings. Although the property line extends north of the 
Rillito, the northern edge of the east side of the property is functionally defined by the river’s 
edge. The river was canalized after the end of the period of significance, but the position of the 
earlier bank is reflected in the location of features today. Clusters of buildings - excepting those 
set along the unnamed diagonal road on the east side of the property - are arranged parallel to 
Campbell Avenue, which in turn follows the geographic grid. 
 
Bartlett Wash may have originally run diagonally through the western section of the property. By 
1941 it appears to have been at least partially canalized underground, emerging towards the 
northwest corner. That corner contains significant archaeological resources, which may have 
been protected from deep cultivation by the presence of the wash. Today the wash runs 
underground from a grate on East Roger Road and daylights at the corner of East Limberlost 
Drive and North Mountain Avenue where it feeds into the Mountain Avenue Wash. 
 
Christmas Wash runs through the eastern section of the property. It is possibly visible on the 
1941 aerial photo (City of Tucson GIS) as a dark line. If so, it was perhaps deliberately 
canalyzed to run south to north between two fields oriented towards the Rillito.  
 

3. Response to the Natural Environment: Major natural features, such as mountains, 
prairies, rivers, lakes, forests, and grasslands, influenced both the location and 
organization of rural communities. Climate, similarly, influenced the siting of buildings, 
construction materials, and the location of clusters of buildings and structures. Traditions 
in land use, construction methods, and social customs commonly evolved as people 
responded to the physiography and ecological systems of the area where they settled. 
Early settlements frequently depended upon available natural resources, such as water 
for transportation, irrigation, or water power. Mineral or soil deposits, likewise, 
determined the suitability of a region for particular activities. Available materials, such as 
stone or wood, commonly influenced the construction of houses, barns, fences, bridges, 
roads, and community buildings.  

 
The location and layout of the Campus Farm is directly linked to the availability of water within 
the arid Tucson basin. The fertile soil and reliable water supply of the floodplain initially attracted 
farmers to the area in precontact times, and as historic Tucson spread from a central presidio to 
outlying areas, the combination of good soil and available water drew Mexicans, Anglos and 
some Chinese to the banks of the Rillito. Originally one of these naturally-situated farms, the 
Campus Farm - as part of a land grant institution - became an important contributor to studies of 
the desert agricultural context and potential adaptation to looming climate change. The 
buildings, from the period of significance, include vernacular farmhouses and campus 
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agricultural buildings built in a mission revival style. Adobe construction is found throughout the 
district, further linking the buildings to the land. 
 

4. Cultural Traditions: Cultural traditions affect the ways that land is used, occupied, and 
shaped. Religious beliefs, social customs, ethnic identity, and trades and skills may be 
evident today in both physical features and uses of the land. Ethnic customs, predating 
the origins of a community, were often transmitted by early settlers and perpetuated by 
successive generations. Others originated during a community's early development and 
evolution. Cultural groups have interacted with the natural environment, manipulating 
and perhaps altering it, and sometimes modifying their traditions in response to it. 
Cultural traditions determined the structure of communities by influencing the diversity of 
buildings, location of roads and village centers, and ways the land was worked. Social 
customs dictated the crops planted or livestock raised. Traditional building forms, 
methods of construction, stylistic finishes, and functional solutions evolved in the work of 
local artisans. For example, rustic saunas appeared among the outbuildings of Finnish 
farmsteads in northwestern Michigan, while community churches occupied isolated 
crossroads in the High Plains. Taro, grown as a staple in the Hawaiian daily diet, also 
assumed an important role in the traditional luau. At the Amana Colonies in Iowa, large 
expanses of farmland and forest, based upon communal ownership, a village settlement 
pattern, and religious beliefs, varied from the rectangular grid typical of midwestern 
family farms.  

 
The underlying land use pattern is typical of late nineteenth century and early twentieth century 
farms set along the Rillito. Based on irrigation technology of the time, relatively small fields were 
encompassed by berms to permit flood irrigation. A longstanding culture of irrigated agriculture 
was present in the Tucson Basin by the time farms were established along the Rillito. The farm 
purchased by the University embodied these typical characteristics. 
 

Historical-period agriculture had a later start in the Rillito Valley, but it shared a number 
of characteristics with its counterpart in the Santa Cruz Valley. As along the Santa Cruz, 
Mexican farmers preceded Anglo-American farmers along the Rillito, even though 
settlement along the Rillito did not begin until after the Gadsden Purchase. As along the 
Santa Cruz, the earliest methods of farming undoubtedly included a combination of 
Native American and Spanish crops and techniques. And as along the Santa Cruz, the 
sine qua non of farming in the valley was irrigation, diverting water from the river onto 
nearby fields. The development of irrigation along the Rillito during the second half of the 
nineteenth century and the early twentieth century also shared certain characteristics 
with hits development in the Santa Cruz Valley, although minor distinctions in the 
physiography of the two valleys made irrigation along the Rillito a special adaptation in 
many ways . . . (O’Mack et al. 2004, 72). 

 
Crops were no doubt similar to those planted along the Santa Cruz as well. 
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Agricultural practice was an important focus of the University of Arizona, linked to its status as a 
land grant institution. Agricultural innovation under the direction of Professor Franklin J. Crider 
during the 1930s focused on drought-tolerant and erosion-resistant grasses, linking a number of 
Arizona botanical and agricultural institutions through Franklin Roosevelt’s New Deal programs.  

 
In Tucson, Dr. Franklin J. Crider established the first Arizona state plant materials 
research facility (TPMC) and served as its first Regional Director. Dr. Crider functioned 
as director between 1934 and 1936 where after he was transferred to Washington D.C. 
(Sharp 2013:27). During his time in Arizona, Dr. Crider was head of the Department of 
Horticulture at the University of Arizona from 1918 until 1924 and is credited with 
discovering the rooting of high date palm offshoots (Sharp 2013:27-28). Dr. Crider also 
served as the director of the Boyce Thompson Arboretum in Superior, Arizona, and as a 
Regent at the University of Arizona (Sharp 2013:27-29). (Quoted from Historic American 
Landscapes Survey AZ-11, 2014) 

 
Academic practice during the first half of the twentieth century also impacted the development of 
the property through the style of the buildings and structures that supported educational and 
agricultural uses. The Spanish revival style buildings reflect architectural design of the period. 
 
The appointment of Richard Harvill as president of the University of Arizona in 1951 brought 
vast changes to the University.  New graduate programs would be the focus for the institution 
along with his desire for the university to be a nationally recognized research institution.  Some 
of these new graduate programs would have a direct relationship to the farm practices such as 
the Arid Lands Program, but all the new science programs would affect the agriculture program 
in some manner.  Changes in curriculum, research, and management would strain the 
acceptance of change by faculty and administration for the next decades.  The farm landscape 
would change both in geography and buildings.  One major aspect of that built environment 
would reflect the push for scientific research and the future.  Greenhouses would soon appear 
on the farm landscape. 

Greenhouses had been on the landscape of the main campus before the purchase of the Farm 
in 1909 and have been the structure of choice for many types of agricultural research. 
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Campus greenhouse “complex” about 1905. New greenhouses in front. Water tank, pump house and Old 

Main in background (The Arizona Board of Regents 1985: 312). Looking southeast. 

In 1954 the Arizona Daily Star reported the purchase of the 77-acre Ewing Dairy Farm, noting 
that eventually all dairy operations at the Campbell Farm would move to this location.  This 
purchase would enlarge the geography of the Farm and provide space for future research 
facilities.  Less than two years later, the Star reported that field studies in botany, agricultural 
chemistry, plant breeding, and biochemistry were being conducted at the Campbell Farm.  
Greenhouses would now make an appearance on the Farm east of Campbell.  In May of 1963, 
greenhouses for research in cotton nutrition and plant diseases were announced with other 
funding appropriations (The Arizona Board of Regents 1985: 309). Additional greenhouses were 
constructed during the rest of the 20th century.  

The Campus Farm, set to the east of North Campbell Avenue, continues to emphasize 
greenhouse research into the twenty-first century.  In 1999, the Controlled Environment 
Agriculture Center of the College of Agriculture and Life Sciences was established to the east of 
buildings from the Ewing Farm purchased in 1955.  This specific Center at the Campus Farm 
uses advanced technology greenhouses providing specific environments for plant productivity.  
The greenhouse that was a feature of past centuries continues to be a focal point of the historic 
mission of the college of agriculture for research, teaching, and extension on the historic 
landscape of the Campus Farm to present day.  
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5. Circulation Networks: Circulation networks are systems for transporting people, 
goods, and raw materials from one point to another. They range in scale from livestock 
trails and footpaths, to roads, canals, major highways, and even airstrips. Some, such as 
farm or lumbering roads, internally served a rural community, while others, such as 
railroads and waterways, connected it to the surrounding region.  

 
Internal dirt roads follow the historic field grid configuration that was established by 1941 (see 
comparative maps on pages 25-26). 
 
 

 
Aerial Map of University of Arizona Campus Farm, City of Tucson GIS 

 
Patterns of spatial organization and circulation are closely related in this property. 
Circulation patterns fall into three categories: 1) Exterior roads that lead to the property or which 
define property boundaries; 2) Paved entrance roads that lead to areas frequently accessed by 
the public at large; and 3) Internal roads that serve the needs of residents and agricultural 
workers. 
 
Campbell Avenue divides the property into two sub-campuses. A four-lane road with bicycle 
paths and sidewalks, it creates a significant circulation barrier between the two units. A stoplight 
at the intersection of Campbell Avenue and Roger Road facilitates entrance into the property on 
both sides, and public entrances to the property are situated off Roger Road. Mountain Avenue 
provides a direct bicycle route between the Campus Farm and the main University campus. 
 
Almost without exception, all internal roads are aligned with the geographic grid. One major 
exception is the early road documented on the USGS Tucson Quadrant of 1905, which runs at 
an angle towards the northwest from Roger Road in the eastern section of the district. The 
alignment of this road led to the diagonal line of the facilities in this area. 
 
Two paved entrance roads lead northward from Roger Road into the campus. These provide 
access to the Wildcat Market and to the greenhouses. Other roads run along the edges of fields 
or to buildings. These are largely unpaved, although some have been improved with gravel. 
Internal roads serve also as pathways through the property. 
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Parking lots are located near the buildings that form the hubs of the two sections of the district. 
 
A bus stop at the entrance to the Campus Farm is located on Roger Road. 
 
Within greater Tucson, the Center sits just south of a major intersection of historic River Road 
(north of the Rillito) and Campbell Avenue. The latter, which originated as a section road (see 
USGS Tucson Quadrant 1905), now marks the easternmost extent of the main University of 
Arizona Campus to the south. It is therefore closely linked to both north/south and east/west 
transportation corridors. 
 

6. Boundary Demarcations: Boundary demarcations delineate areas of ownership and 
land use, such as an entire farmstead or open range. They also separate smaller areas 
having special functions, such as a fenced field or enclosed corral. Fences, walls, tree 
lines, hedge rows, drainage or irrigation ditches, roadways, creeks, and rivers commonly 
marked historic boundaries. 
 

The boundary of the western section of the property is set by paved streets on the north, east 
and south sides. On the west it is separated from North Mountain Avenue by the largely (but not 
completely) canalized Mountain Avenue Wash, which features a screen of volunteer native 
vegetation. The eastern section is bounded by roads to the west and south, and by a fence line 
to the east. The functional northern boundary is the Rillito, although a sliver of property north of 
the river is included in the legal parcel. The property on both sides is for the most part fenced.  

 
7. Vegetation Related to Land Use: Various types of vegetation bear a direct relationship 
to long-established patterns of land use. Vegetation includes not only crops, trees, or 
shrubs planted for agricultural and ornamental purposes, but also trees that have grown 
up incidentally along fence lines, beside roads, or in abandoned fields. Vegetation may 
include indigenous, naturalized, and introduced species. While many features change 
over time, vegetation is, perhaps, the most dynamic. It grows and changes with time, 
whether or not people care for it. Certain functional or ornamental plantings, such as 
wheat or peonies, may be evident only during selected seasons. Each species has a 
unique pattern of growth and life span, making the presence of historic specimens 
questionable or unlikely in many cases. Current vegetation may differ from historic 
vegetation, suggesting past uses of the land. For example, Eastern red cedars or 
aspens indicate the natural succession of abandoned farmland in the Midwest.  

 
The original agricultural purpose of the Campus Farm set the context for future vegetation. Early 
crops were no doubt similar to those planted along the Santa Cruz Valley: 
 

corn, wheat, barley, garbanzos, lentils, a variety of vegetables, as well as fruit trees and 
grapevines. The most important crop was wheat, not entirely because of a Spanish 
preference for wheat over corn but because wheat, which was frost tolerant and matured 
in winter, could take advantage of the most dependable irrigation season (O’Mack et al. 
2004, 71). 
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Agriculture included fodder for cattle as well, and during the 1930s considerable efforts were 
expended on the development of drought tolerant graze. Experimental crops were tested in the 
small fields of the Center. 
 
Along the bermed edges of the fields occasional native trees took root. Those volunteers are 
visible both in the 1941 aerial photos and in the City of Tucson 2018 orthophotos. Native 
vegetation along the Bartlett Wash (and, today, the Mountain Avenue Wash) and the Christmas 
Wash indicate the historic presence of wash channels. 
 
A line of salt cedars (Tamarix ramosissima) set along an interior road running south from 
Limberlost Drive is visible in the 1941 aerial photo.  These remain in place today. This tree, a 
native of Eurasia and Africa, was a popular tree both in the City of Tucson and on ranch 
properties throughout southern Arizona because of its extreme drought tolerance. Today it is 
listed as an invasive species, impacting washes and roadside ditches. However, in this location 
it is well-controlled and should be seen as a valuable example of historic vegetation. 
 
Shade trees surround the residential structures. 
 

 
Historic line of tamarisks (Left - COT GIS Aerial 1935; Right COT GIS Orthophoto 2018) 
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, Tamarisk alley, looking south 

 
8. Buildings, Structures, and Objects: Various types of buildings, structures, and objects 
serve human needs related to the occupation and use of the land. Their function, 
materials, date, condition, construction methods, and location reflect the historic 
activities, customs, tastes, and skills of the people who built and used them. Buildings-
designed to shelter human activity-include residences, schools, churches, outbuildings, 
barns, stores, community halls, and train depots. Structures-designed for functions other 
than shelter-include dams, canals, systems of fencing, systems of irrigation, tunnels, 
mining shafts, grain elevators, silos, bridges, earthworks, ships, and highways. Objects-
relatively small but important stationary or movable constructions-include markers and 
monuments, small boats, machinery, and equipment. Rural buildings and structures 
often exhibit patterns of vernacular design that may be common in their region or unique 
to their community. Residences may suggest family size and relationships, population 
densities, and economic fluctuations. The repeated use of methods, forms, and 
materials of construction may indicate successful solutions to building needs or 
demonstrate the unique skills, workmanship, or talent of a local artisan.  

 
Historic buildings, structures and objects are an important defining feature of this landscape. 
They will be fully documented below. 

 
9. Clusters: Groupings of buildings, fences, and other features, as seen in a farmstead, 
ranch, or mining complex, result from function, social tradition, climate, or other 
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influences, cultural or natural. The arrangement of clusters may reveal information about 
historical and continuing activities, as well as the impact of varying technologies and the 
preferences of particular generations. The repetition of similar clusters throughout a 
landscape may indicate vernacular patterns of siting, spatial organization, and land use. 
Also, the location of clusters, such as the market towns that emerged at the crossroads 
of early highways, may reflect broad patterns of a region's cultural geography.  
 
 

 
 
Buildings in this district are clustered by function.  Residential clusters are aligned along 
Campbell Avenue, while agricultural clusters tend to be located in the interior of the property.  
 
In the western section, what may have been a wash intake area disappeared between 1941 and 
2018. An agricultural storage area was placed in an area previously undeveloped or given over 
to fields. Some additional buildings have been added in the agricultural complex in the upper 
northeastern area, and a series of solar panels have been installed in the northeast corner of 
this section. 
 
In the eastern section, a number of clusters have been added in the period between 1941 and 
2018. Most of these are linked to agricultural activities, but one segment - located on the former 
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riverbed - is residential. It is significant that these interior clusters are aligned to the earlier 
unnamed road and the former river channel. 
 

10. Archeological Sites: The sites of prehistoric or historic activities or occupation, may 
be marked by foundations, ruins, changes in vegetation, and surface remains. They may 
provide valuable information about the ways the land has been used, patterns of social 
history, or the methods and extent of activities such as shipping, milling, lumbering, or 
quarrying. The ruins of mills, charcoal kilns, canals, outbuildings, piers, quarries, and 
mines commonly indicate previous uses of the land. Changes in vegetation may indicate 
abandoned roadways, homesites, and fields. The spatial distribution of features, surface 
disturbances, subsurface remains, patterns of soil erosion and deposition, and soil 
composition may also yield information about the evolution and past uses of the land.  

 
AZSITE project number 8330, 1982-179 (ASM). No evidence of prehistoric or historic  
archaeology remains in the plowed fields or around the structures. However, based on 
correspondence with archaeologist John H. Madsen, who conducted the 1982 survey, “It is 
highly likely that important historic deposits are buried near older historic structures (trash pits 
and perhaps latrines). The entire farm today is worthy of an archaeological site number because 
of its historic significance.” At the northwest corner of the western half of the farm is AZ 
BB:9:9(ASM), a prehistoric site that extends beyond the proposed HL boundary.  
 

11. Small-scale elements: Small-scale elements, such as a foot bridge or road sign, add 
to the historic setting of a rural landscape. These features may be characteristic of a 
region and occur repeatedly throughout an area, such as limestone fence posts in 
Kansas or cattle gates in the Buffalo River Valley of Arkansas. While most small-scale 
elements are long-lasting, some, such as bales of hay, are temporal or seasonal. 
Collectively, they often form larger components, such as circulation networks or 
boundary demarcations. Small-scale elements also include minor remnants, including 
canal stones, road traces, mill stones, individual fruit trees, abandoned machinery, or 
fence posts, that mark the location of historic activities, but lack significance or integrity 
as archeological sites.  

 
Small scale elements include signage, fencing, gates and lighting. 
 
Integrity of the Landscape - Discussion 
 
The seven aspects of integrity with evaluation of this landscape occurs on page 11, but some 
individual features should be considered here. 
 
Setting. One major change to the natural landscape was the canalization of the Rillito River 
after major flooding during the second half of the twentieth century. While this impacted the 
relationship between the river floodplain and the eastern section of the landscape, the overall 
impact is minor. 
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Viewsheds to and from the property have been significantly maintained by the low rise 
residential areas that surround it. 
 
Design. Circulation and cluster patterns have remained constant, despite the addition of a 
structure to protect hay bales in the western third of the western section and the introductions of 
a “solar farm” in the northeast corner of the western section. The alignment of the angled road 
leading into the eastern section from Roger Road respects the road alignment visible on the 
1905 USGS Tucson Quadrant Map. The pattern of the flood irrigated fields and the clusters of 
buildings have remained constant since 1941, as seen on the COT GIS map. 
 
Feeling. Perhaps most remarkable is the integrity of Feeling. Driving along Campbell Avenue 
between the eastern and western sections one is immersed in a realization of Tucson’s 
agricultural beginnings, a feeling strongly reinforced from points along Roger Road or Limberlost 
Drive, or within the Center itself. 
 
HISTORIC MAPS 
 

 
Roskruge, George J., Official map of Pima County, Arizona. 1893,  

Showing ownership along the Rilirro River  
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Department of the Interior, US Geological Survey, Tucson Quadrangle, 1904, Pre-University Purchase  
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Department of the Interior, US Geological Survey, Tucson Quadrangle, 1922, notation of University Farm  

 
Built Features 
The buildings are generally sited along the eastern edge of the western half and the western 
and southern edge of the eastern half of the property.  
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, mission revival farm buildings, looking northwest.  

 
On August 4, 1992 Robert C. Giebner, Professor of Architecture and preservation consultant 
prepared and submitted to Capital Facilities Planning of The University of Arizona a report titled 
“University of Arizona Campus Farm.” This cultural resource study specifically evaluated the 
built assets on the western half of the farm property and provides a detailed evaluation of these 
buildings. This nomination uses key portions of Giebner’s report. If changes to the building have 
occured since the survey it is noted in the inventory. For clarity paragraphs that are taken 
directly from the report are concluded with an (R.C.G.)  
 
The following tables list buildings and structures on the site, with an evaluation of individual 
integrity. They are keyed to the maps supplied separately in this nomination package to ensure 
quality. 
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TABLE OF BUILDINGS & STRUCTURES 
 

WEST SIDE OF CAMPBELL AVENUE 

West HL 
Survey No.  

UA Building 
No. 

Building Name  Description  Integrity  

01  2031 Residence (1910)  
 
Unknown Architect 

The poured concrete residence cannot be specifically 
dated. Giebner reports that Phyllis Ball writes that it 
was constructed in 1910. An alternate date is 1913, 
when the Board authorized construction of two 
workmen's cottages. The 1917 Farm complex map 
indicates the presence of a Foreman's Cottage in 
approximately the concrete building occupies today. 
The building massing and the type of windows (wood 
casement) would not be inconsistent with an early 
date. (R.C.G.)  
 
The residence is a rectangular concrete building with 
hip roof. The asphalt shingle roof has a hipped ridge 
vent. The walls are of poured concrete; the formwork 
markings are visible. (R.C.G.)  

  
The main house is L-shape with its northwest corner 
framed in with wood. There is also a frame shed roof 
addition on the south. The open east front porch has 
a shed roof, square wood posts and concrete slab 
floor. (R.C.G.)  
 
Most of the windows are 1/1 wood double-hung units 
covered with iron grilles. There is also a double wood 
casement window. The entrance door has five 
horizontal glass panes. (R.C.G.) 
 

The Residence has high integrity. The principal 
character-defining elements of this building are its 
material of construction and its form. The poured-
in-place concrete walls are still present. Original 
openings are intact although they have been 
covered with iron security grilles. The original roof 
shape is intact. (R.C.G.)  
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02 2001 Machinery Storage 
(1913)  
 
Unknown Architect 

The Machinery Shed was built in late 1913. While 
this building resembles those built in 1936, its details 
are different and suggest an earlier date. The 1914 
photograph is the most solid evidence. (R.C.G.) 
 
The Machinery Shed is a brick-and-stucco Mission 
Revival style building measuring 30 feet by 75 feet. 
An early plan titled "Plans for Repairs and 
Improvements for the Machine Shed and Pump 
House" is held in Special Collections. The building's 
long axis is east/west; it originally contained a large 
room to the west and a pair of rooms to the east (SE 
corner Engine Room; NE corner Work Room). 
Elements of the basic plan remain although there is 
shed roofed addition along the north side. (R.C.G.)  
  
The building has three sculptured gable end 
parapets. One is situated on the western facade; the 
other two are at the eastern end of the north and 
south faces. Each parapet has an exposed brick cap 
and a centered, recessed quatrefoil panel. There is a 
corrugated metal cross gable roof. Openings include 
paired garage doors on the north and south, 
numerous wood sash double hung windows (15/15; 
1/1) with lug sills, and wood doors. (R.C.G.)  
 
The interior has a concrete slab floor; the walls are of 
exposed brick as are interior partitions. The roof 
structure is steel trusses with steel angle purlins; the 
corrugated roof is exposed within. (R.C.G.) 

This building closely resembles its state in 1914 as 
recorded in Forbes’ photograph. An addition to the 
north is the only break in the building form. The 
character defining elements (CDE) remain: 
sculptured gable end parapets, quatrefoils and 
windows. (R.C.G.) 

 

03  2026 Water Tower (1917/18)  
 
Vet Supplies Storage 
 
J.B. Lyman Jr., 
Architect 

The Octagonal Water Tower was built in 1917/18, 
based upon the drawing dated October 3, 1917 and 
architectural details. (R.C.G.)  
 
The Water Tower has a square one-story base 
measuring approximately 14' square and about 10' 
high. Atop the base is an octagonal unit which rises 

The Water Tower has great integrity. It differs from 
the original drawings only in the roof material, but 
the building may not have been built according to 
the plans. Instead of a tile roof as projected, the 
building has a concrete roof. It is uncertain 
whether the original building was stuccoed or 
whether the stucco was added later, perhaps to 
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to a height of approximately 30'. The building is 
constructed of poured concrete and faced with 
stucco; its lower walls are 11 inches thick while the 
tower walls are 8 inches thick. Drawings in Special 
Collections indicate that the building was intended to 
have a tile roof. Today the slightly tented roof is of 
concrete. (R.C.G.)  
 
The north side of the building contains a wood panel 
door; the other sides each contain a double, eight 
pane, wood casement window with slip sills of 
exposed brick. An iron ladder on the west side gives 
access to the roof. (R.C.G.)  
 
To mark the transition from square base to octagonal 
tower, corners have hipped shoulders. A soldier 
course of brick articulates the top of the base. The 
top of the tower has a corbelled overhang. There is a 
rectangular vent on each face of the octagon below 
the overhang, and a corbelled brick rowlock course. 
(R.C.G.)  
 
The interior is of painted concrete. (R.C.G.)  

help this building relate to those built in 1936. 
(R.C.G.) 
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04  2021 
2022 

Paired Silos (c. 
1920/25) 
 
Unknown Architect  

The only reference to construction date for the silos 
is the 1984 "Proposal to establish the University Of 
Arizona Historical Agricultural District." It indicates a 
date of 1919. The fact that this building, like the 
Water Tower (1917), was constructed of poured 
concrete makes the date a possibility. The silos 
appear in the 1925 Arizona Agriculturalist magazine. 
(R.C.G.)  
 
The pair of silos is situated immediately to the south 
of the Meat Processing Laboratory, on an east/west 
line. They are constructed on poured-in-place 
concrete and are unarticulated except for the 
enclosed ladder chutes facing each other between 
the silos. They are 13 feet in diameter and stand 41 
feet tall. The domed metal caps are a recent addition. 
(R.C.G.)  
 
As seen in these descriptions, the Office, Meats 
Laboratory, Animal Nutrition Laboratory, Equine 
Center and Machine Shop have several details in 
common. In addition to their stylistic similarities, they 
all have similarly shaped sculptured gable end 
parapets with exposed rafter ends and quatrefoils 
vents or windows of the same configuration. These 
five buildings have steel window units. (R.C.G.)  

The parapets and quatrefoils of the Machinery 
Storage building are different from the others. In 
addition it has wood double hung windows. The 
Water Tank and the Residence also have wood 
windows units (the Water Tower has casements; the 
Residence has double-hung windows). The wood 
windows reinforce the suggestion that the Machinery 
Shed, Water Tower, and Residence pre-date the 
others. (R.C.G.)  
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05 2023 Fram Office (1936) 
 
Henry O. Jaastad, 
Architect; Annie G. 
Rockfellow, Probable 
Designer. 

The original 1936 Office Building is a small 
rectangular brick-and-stucco Mission Revival style 
building. Its axis is north/south with sculptured gable 
end parapets on the north and south faces. The 
parapets have exposed brick caps and each contains 
a centered quatrefoil attic vent. The roof is of flat 
tiles; rafter ends are exposed under the overhangs. 
There is a chimney flush with the east side wall which 
projects through the roof. (R.C.G.)  
 
Some windows have been replaced. Originally they 
were steel casement with concrete slip sills; today 
they are 1/1 aluminum double-hung. Small 4-pane 
steel casement windows with concrete slip sills 
remain. The doors are of glass and wood panels. 
(R.C.G.)  
 
There is a large addition to the west. Originally the 
office building was separated from a storage building 
(frame with hip roof, generous braced overhangs, 
exposed rafters). This storage building has been 
modified. The connection between the two buildings 
is frame and stucco. (R.C.G.)  
 
Interiors of the Office Building have modern wood 
paneling. (R.C.G.)  

There have been slight alterations to the original 
portion of this building although the character 
defining elements are intact: sculptured gable end 
parapets, quatrefoils, brick caps. It appears that 
only window replacement has been undertaken. 
The greatest impact is the addition to the west 
which connected the Office to a storage building. 
This addition is somewhat overpowering. 
Fortunately three facades of the original building 
are intact and the break in surface plane on the 
south side helps to set off the original unit. The 
north side is less fortunate for the addition extends 
the office plane and changes its proportions. 
(R.C.G.) 
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06 2005 Dairy Barn and Mile 
House (1935/36) 
 
Meat Processing 
Laboratory 
 
Henry O. Jaastad, 
Architect; Annie G. 
Rockfellow, Probable 
Designer. 

The Meat Processing Lab, a portion of which was the 
former Dairy Barn (constructed before 1925), was 
renovated in 1936. It is a brick-and-stucco Mission 
Revival style building. It is composed of a set of 
parallel gable roof units (N/S axes) with an infill 
connector. The west unit was the earlier Dairy Barn. 
The south facade contains two sculptured gable end 
parapets with exposed brick cap. There is a quatrefoil 
vent in the east gable end and a quatrefoil window in 
the west. The roof is of rolled asphalt; rafter ends are 
exposed. The west unit has an elevated vented gable 
roof along its ridge. (R.C.G.)  
 
Openings include double 8-pane steel casement 
windows with concrete lug sills. The wide doors are 
of wood with solid and glass panels. Former 
openings in the west gable of the south facade have 
been filled in. The roof extends with an overhang at 
the north gable end. There is a triangular wall vent at 
the apex of the wall under the overhang.(R.C.G.)   
 
This building has additions to the west and north 
sides. It is also linked to the Animal Nutrition 
Laboratory building to the west by an open arcade or 
three round arches separated by pilaster strips with 
finial tops. The arcade has an exposed brick cap. 
(R.C.G.)  

This building underwent major alterations in 1936 
when Jaastad brought it into conformance with the 
predominant architectural style of the Farm. 
Despite later additions and opening changes, the 
basic lines of the Mission Revival style have been 
maintained. The character defining elements 
(CDE) of this building are the sculptured gable end 
parapets, quatrefoils vents and brick caps, and 
roof monitor vent. These are intact. The window 
openings are unchanged since the 1930s although 
some openings on the south facade have been 
filled in. The north rear and west side are 
somewhat cluttered with additions; fortunately 
these are not principal facades. The arcade which 
extends west to the Animal Nutrition Laboratory 
works effectively to unite the buildings into a single 
composition. (R.C.G.)  

 

07 2006 Animal Nutrition 
Laboratory (1935/36) 
 
Henry O. Jaastad, 
Architect; Annie G. 
Rockfellow, Probable 
Designer. 

This building parallels the Meat Processing Lab and 
is connected to it via an open arcade of three arches 
in line with the south facade. It is brick with stucco 
and is executed in the Mission Revival style. It has an 
asphalt shingle gable roof with a north/south ridge. 
The eaves have overhangs with exposed rafters and 
fascia board. The south gable end has a sculptured 

Again, the character defining elements are still 
present: sculptured gable end parapet, brick cap 
and quatrefoil vent. The central doorway of the 
south side has been filled in, but all other openings 
are original. The steel stairway on the back is not 
visible in the principal views. The building has high 
integrity. The arcade which extends east to the  
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gable end parapets with exposed brick cap and 
quatrefoil vent. (R.C.G.)  
 
The former doorway on the south facade has been 
filled in. In addition there are two double 6-pane steel 
casement windows with concrete slip sills. The 
concrete foundation is exposed. The east flank has 
two wood Dutch doors and four 4-pane steel hopper 
windows. The west flank has four 4-pane steel 
hopper windows and one wood Dutch door. The 
north rear has steel hopper and fixed pane windows, 
one vertical board door and two wall vents. The attic 
is accessed via a steel stairway. There is a louvered 
door; the gable end is a wood frame with vents. 
There is a slight roof overhang. (R.C.G.) 

Meats Processing Laboratory works effectively to 
unite the two buildings into a single composition. 
(R.C.G.)  

 

08  2007 Horse Barn (1935/36) 
 
Horse Center / Equine 
Complex 
 
Henry O. Jaastad, 
Architect; Annie G. 
Rockfellow, Probable 
Designer. 

This U-shaped symmetrical compound is executed in 
the Mission Revival style. It is constructed of brick 
with a stucco surface; concrete foundations are 
exposed. The roof has flat asbestos or asphalt tiles. 
The east and west wings have gable roofs, 
connected by a cross gable. Gable ends have 
sculptured gable end parapets with exposed brick 
caps and quatrefoil vents. (R.C.G.)  
 
The roof has three copper domed octagonal wood 
cupolas as ventilators. They are situated on axis over 
the south connector wing and midway along the east 
and west wings. The towers have louvered arched 
openings on each face. (R.C.G.)  
 
The building has a large iron-gated opening in the 
center of its south facade. It gives access to a 
passage, the north side of which has wood gates. 
Flanking the central opening are matching double 6-
pane steel casement windows with slip sills and glass 
and wood panel doors. The gabled ends have 
matching Dutch doors, two 6-pane steel casement 

This building maintains the highest integrity of all 
buildings at the Farm. All character defining 
elements are present. These include the traditional 
sculptured gable end parapet, quatrefoil vents, 
brick caps, roof vent towers, animal stalls with their 
openings and adjacent fenced enclosures, and all 
doors and windows. The interior is virtually 
unchanged. (R.C.G.)
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windows and one 6-pane steel awning window. The 
east flank has steel mesh Dutch doors for each of the 
seven stalls; each stall also has a 4-pane steel 
awning window or a metal louvered opening. The 
west flank is similar except for there being only five 
stalls. The north end has meshed openings. The 
courtyard has miscellaneous openings including 
large steel mesh panels and steel mesh doors. There 
are Dutch doors and double 6-pane steel casements. 
(R.C.G.)  
 
The plan is composed of a central passageway on 
axis. Perpendicular to this is a hall which connects to 
the east and west wings. The wings are composed of 
a central passage flanked by animal stalls. At the 
north end of the west wing is a farm animal surgery 
room. Walls in the connector are of brick; other 
partitions are of frame with match bead board 
surfaces. The stalls are of wood. The exposed roof 
system is composed of braced rafters. The roof 
sheathing is exposed. (R.C.G.)  

 

09  2008 Machinery Shop 
(1935/36) 
 
Agriculture Education 
 
Henry O. Jaastad, 
Architect; Annie G. 
Rockfellow, Probable 
Designer. 

This brick-and-stucco building is executed in the 
Mission Revival style. It has a gable roof with an 
east/west axis. The original building is the eastern 
portion, there being an addition of similar detail and 
size to the west. The east end has a sculptured 
parapet with exposed brick cap and quatrefoil vent. 
These details have been repeated on the west 
facade of the addition. There is a chimney flush with 
the south wall which extends through the roof. The 
roof of the original building has flat asphalt or 
asbestos tiles while the addition has asphalt shingles 
of a slightly different shade of red; the eaves have 
exposed rafters. (R.C.G.)  
 
The large windows are composed of 16 pane steel 
units with fixed and awning sections; they have 

The character defining elements of this building 
are also present. They include the traditional 
sculptured gable end parapet with exposed brick 
cap and quatrefoil vent. The large windows which 
originally served this building well are intact. There 
have been some closing of openings on the south 
facade. The greatest change from the original 
building is the large 1984 addition to the west. 
However, this addition is more an "extension" of 
form and detail than it is an "addition." A change in 
roof material and a slight change in roof color 
provide a demarcation between the two parts. 
(R.C.G.)  



University of Arizona Campus Farm DRAFT 3/3/21 49 

concrete slip sills. Windows in the addition are 
similar. The south facade also has two large 
recessed panels which appear to have been garage 
doors that were filled in. Doors to the building have 
nine glass panes over wood panels. (R.C.G.)  
 
The west addition has a north wing which has the 
typical sculptured parapet and a shed roof with 
overhang. There is a window over panel door and a 
garage door. Along the north side of the building are 
a shed overhang and a shed addition. (R.C.G.)  
 
 

 

10 2012  Vet Science Lab  
(c. 1970)  

The red-brick, one-story building has a rectangular 
plan and pitched, monitor roof. The roof has a raised 
structure with its own roof running parallel to, and 
along the ridge of a shallow double-pitched roof with 
a slight boxed eave overhang and ventilation 
openings. The facade is punctuated by window 
fenestration and doors. 
 

Overall the building retains a high degree of 
integrity. The addition of ventilation and HVAC 
system duct work has been added to the west side 
of the building.   
 

   

11 2009  Tractor Shelter 
(c. 1990)  

The northern portion of the structure functions as the 
tractor shelter.  The white walls with red roof basic 
steel building (likely pre-fabricated) has a rectangular 
plan and pitched, shallow slope, side gable roof.  It is 
fabricated with internal support clad in exterior metal.  
The roof extends over certain portions that are open 
to the elements and functions more as a ramada.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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12 2013 Machine Storage  
(c. 1970)  

The grey basic steel (likely pre-fabricated) one-story 
building has a rectangular plan and pitched, shallow 
slope, side gable roof with slight eaves. It is 
fabricated with internal steel support clad in exterior 
ridged metal.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

13 2015  Machine Shop  
(c. 1980)  

The beige basic steel (likely pre-fabricated) one story 
building has a rectangular plan and pitched, shallow 
slope side gable roof.  It is fabricated with internal 
steel clad in exterior metal.  The building has a large 
rectangular roll up door on the north facade.  
Additional access doors are located in various points 
on the exterior of the building. 

 

14 2017  Food Products and 
Safety Lab  
(c. 1990)  

The Food Products Laboratory was constructed as a 
state-of-the-art, USDA inspected processing center 
with full harvesting facilities, processing and 
fabrication rooms. The building includes an 
interactive auditorium classroom connected to the 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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fabrication room that allows instructors to use actual 
carcasses and demonstrate processing techniques in 
the classroom for instruction in meat animal 
composition and food safety. 
  
In addition, the Food Product and Safety Laboratory 
provides food product safety and testing services for 
the food industry and consumers. A full range of 
testing and services are available including microbial 
evaluation, nutritional label analyses and chemical 
composition and microbial analyses of food items.  
The UA Food Product and Safety facility is the only 
one of its kind at a University in the Southwest. 

 

15 2018 Arena  
(c. 1980)  

The Covered Arena structure is used for teaching, 
livestock judging and 4-H events and has grandstand 
seating for up to 450. Steel column structure with 
corrugated roofing and upper siding.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

16 2027  Classroom  
(c. 1990)  

The modular classroom building is a semi-permanent 
rectilinear building that features two doors and a 
series of windows. The building is frame connection 
clad in metal siding with aluminum frame windows.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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17 2032 Garage  
(c. 1980)  

The small garage building is a rectilinear plan with a 
shallow pitched gabled roof. The roof eaves extend 
to create an integrated carport. The building features 
a garage door.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

18 2042 Animal Lab  
(c. 1990)  

A simple rectilinear plan with a shallow pitched 
gabled roof and a doorway in the narrow end.   

 

19 2048 Nutrition Support  
(unknown date)  

Another structure with a rectilinear plan with shallow 
pitched gabled roof.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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20 2049   Hay Shed 
(unknown date)  

This shed structure functions like a ramada with a 
degree of shade and other elements but easy access 
for the hay.  The roof has a slight slope for drainage 
and appears to be constructed of metal for durability. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

21 2004 Judging 
Pavilion/Storage  
 

The Pavilion is a cast in place concrete stadium or 
bleacher seating that faces an open grass field. The 
benches are covered with a steel structural system 
and corrugated roof that protects the seats. Ca. 
1950s. 

The character defining elements of this structure 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

22 2010  Irrigation Lab  
(unknown date)  

The southern portion of the structure functions as the 
irrigation lab.  The white with red roof basic steel 
building (likely pre-fabricated) has a rectangular plan 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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and pitched, shallow slope, side gable roof.  It is 
fabricated with internal support clad in external metal.  
The roof extends over certain portions that are open 
to the elements and functions more as a ramada.  

 

23 2000 Irrigation Well  
(unknown date)  

A small diminutive frame building that encloses the 
irrigation well. The building has a shallow pitched roof 
with minimal eaves.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

24 2029 Machine Storage  
(c. 1990)  

Small frame building with a large garage door, 
shallow pitched roof with minimal eaves. Painted 
brick or faux brick foundation.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

25 2032  Garage / Storage  
(c. 1990)  

Small frame building with a large garage door, 
shallow pitched roof with minimal eaves. A carport 
extends from the room integrated into the building.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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26 2040  Lambing Shelter  
(unknown date)  

The lamb shelter is to the right of the animal lab 
which is the larger image in the foreground.  Likely a 
metal type structure to provide a level of shelter from 
the elements. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

27 2041 Nutrition Lab Pens  
(unknown date)  

The pens can be seen in the distance with the lamb 
shelter to the west.  Typical fence construction out of 
metal tubing. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

28 2019  William J. Parker 
Agricultural Research 
Complex  

The 40,962 sq ft gross area building, built in 2006, is 
a one-of-a-kind environmental control facility with 
capabilities for varying temperature levels or cycles, 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered.  
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(2006)  solar radiation intensity and cycles, and individual 
rooms for these controlled studies. Variations in 
these factors can be studied through the expression 
of over 20,000 individual genes in cattle and sheep. 
 
The Building presents in simplified post modern 
architectural form with a primary pitched-roof 
structure with no eaves and white stucco walls. The 
entrance is a glass atrium.   
 
The facility was named in honor of William J. Parker, 
who moved to the United States from Ireland in 1921. 
His family has operated dairies in Arizona and 
California under Shamrock Dairy, and also owned 
and operated Parker Dairy in Congress, Arizona.  

 

EAST SIDE OF CAMPBELL AVENUE 

East No.   Building Name  Description  Integrity  

 
29  

2071 
2070 

Ewing Dairy Buildings  
Residence   
(1920)  
 
 
 
 

Located on the eastern half of the property the Ewing 
Dairy Buildings are clustered at the southwestern 
corner near Campbell Avenue and Roger Road. The 
buildings include a stucco bungalow with a pitched 
roof, exposed rafter tails, casement windows and 
arched doorway. To the north is a frame house with 
wood siding and a screen porch stretching along the 
western facade.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. The 
north facing facade may have been originally an 
open porch that has been enclosed with arched 
windows. 
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30 2070 Ewing Dairy Buildings  
Supt House   
(1942)  
 
4040-38 N. Campbell  

The rectilinear floor plan house has a shallow pitched 
roof with eaves. The windows are double hung. The 
exterior of the house is clad in horizontal wood 
siding. The house sits in a vegetated garden with 
heirloom plants.    

 

31 2075 Garage  
(c. 1940)  

The small structure has a shallow pitched roof with a 
slight eaves overhang with exposed rafter tails.The 
structure is sheathed in a single system and has two 
double “barn” doors and includes a wood casement 
window. An open carport is integrated into the roof.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered.  

    

32 2077 Greenhouse 
(c. 1970)  

This row of greenhouses is of conventional style and 
attached to at least one side for stability and climate 
control.  This connection allows for some shading for 
interior greenhouses which then supports more 
consistent temperatures inside in all climates.  Given 
the warm climate, the north/south orientation is the 
best for growing.  This image shows the entrance 
and the structural elements that are likely aluminum 
with the necessary glazing of a polyethylene material. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

33 2078  Greenhouse  
(c. 1970)  

These greenhouses are of conventional style and 
attached with at least one side connected to another 
for added stability. There is also the benefit of shade 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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from approach which allows for more consistent 
temperatures inside in all climates.  The north/south 
site orientation works best for warm weather growing.  
The construction is a combination of likely aluminum 
with the necessary glazing of a polyethylene material. 

 

34 2079 Headhouse  
(c. 1970)  

The eastern most building in this image is the 
headhouse.  It is of modern construction with a gable 
roof and dormer window.  To the right is a 
passageway with a curved covering for shade.     

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

35 2081 Greenhouse 
(c. 1970)   

This group of greenhouses is of conventional style 
and attached on at least one side for stability.There is 
the benefit of shade with this connection and allows 
for more consistent temperature inside given the 
climate.The north/side orientation works best for 
warm weather growing.The image shows the 
entrance and the structural elements that are an 
aluminum material with the necessary glazing of a 
polyethylene material.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

36 2082 Greenhouse  
(c. 1970)  

These greenhouses are of conventional style and 
attached to at least one side for stability and climate 
control.  This connection allows for some shading  for 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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interior greenhouses which then supports more 
consistent temperatures inside in warm climates.  
Given the warm climate, the north/south orientation is 
the best for growing.  This image shows not only the 
entrances but the fans that can contribute to 
temperature modification during temperature 
extremes.  The construction is of an aluminum 
material with the necessary glazing of a polyethylene 
material.   

 

37 2085A Greenhouse Storage  A prefabricated steel building with an integrated 
porch with two steel doors. Low slung pitched 
corrugated metal roof. Corrugated metal walls on 
concrete foundation and slab. Ca. 1970s. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

38 2085B Greenhouse  
 (c. 1970)  

This greenhouse is in disrepair but still features an 
east/west orientation and is large in scale.  This is the 
only greenhouse on the farm that features an 
east/west orientation.  The structural elements that 
are likely aluminum are still intact but the glazing is in 
a state of deterioration.  The greenhouse was likely 
of conventional style but the roof covering is gone 
and possibly some structural elements that would 
provide the answer. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact but  appear to be in a state of disrepair 
with the glazing in tatters and some roof elements 
missing. 

 

39 2087 Greenhouse  This greenhouse is of sawtooth design for the roof The character defining elements of this building 
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(c. 1970)  elevation.  This design has a clerestory effect that 
faces to the north.  This is a free standing unit with 
additional projections on the east side of the 
greenhouse.The north/south orientation continues 
and responds to the warm climate.  This image also 
shows the entrance and structural elements that are 
of  aluminum.  The covering is of a polyethylene 
material. 

are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

40    Greenhouse  
(c. 1970)  

This greenhouse is a hoop house design for the roof 
elevation.  This is a free-standing unit that continues 
with the north/south orientation to make best use of 
the warm climate.  The structural elements  of 
aluminum are visible and the covering is of a 
polyethylene material. 

 The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

41  Greenhouse 
(c. 1970)  

This greenhouse is a high tunnel house design for 
the roof elevation.  This is a free-standing unit with a 
north/south orientation that makes best use of the 
growing season in warm climates.  This unit has 
large fans that move the air when necessary.   
The structural elements are visible and the covering 
is of a polyethylene material. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

42 2091A,C Greenhouses  
(c. 1970)  

This greenhouse is an attached unit with another 
greenhouse and features the sawtooth design for the 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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roof elevation.  The north/south orientation allows for 
the best adaptation for warm climates.  The structural 
elements are visible as well as the fans to move the 
air when necessary.  The structural elements likely 
out of aluminum are visible and the covering is of a 
polyethylene material. 

 

43  Greenhouses 
(c. 1970)  

These greenhouses are just east of the sawtooth 
units and are detached.  The roof elevation is of the 
hoop style and there are large fans to move the air 
when necessary.  The covering is of a polyethylene 
material. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

44 2081 Wildlife Research Unit  
(c. 1990)  

Contemporary construction similar to the design of 
the Controlled Environment Agricultural Building. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

45 2065 Renewable Nat 
Resources Storage 
(c. 1990)  

Contemporary construction similar to the design of 
the Controlled Environment Agricultural Building. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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46 2072 Garage  
(unknown date)  

A simple rectangular floor plan, pitched roof with an 
attached carport.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

47 2088 Controlled Env. 
Agriculture Bldg.  
(c. 1990)  

The Controlled Environment Agriculture Center 
(CEAC) is a science- and engineering-based 
interdisciplinary program for education, research, 
outreach and project/business development with 
focus on controlled environment systems for food 
production.  Improved resource utilization 
(water/nutrients, energy, labor and information) is 
achieved through studies in plant physiology and 
production, as well as, computer monitoring and 
control systems.  Facilities include laboratories and 
greenhouses for research, teaching and 
demonstration/production, as well as, growth 
chambers and closed environment systems. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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48  2092 Pesticide Storage 
(unknown date)   

The grey structure in the foreground is for pesticide 
storage.  It has a pitched roof and likely constructed 
of frame stucco construction. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

49  2093 Machine Shop  
(unknown date)  

The Machine Shop is a large flat roof structure with  
large garage type doors on the south end of the 
building.  It appears to be of metal construction with 
the necessary support elements.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

50  2094  Wood Shop  
(unknown date)  

The Wood Shop is the small building to the north and 
west (left) of the Machine Shop. The roof is pitched 
and a combination of metal and wood construction. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered.  
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51 2095 Lab Bldg  
(unknown date)  

Rectilinear floor plan with low pitched roof, shallow 
eaves. The west side includes a covered carport.  
Both structures appear to be of frame stucco 
construction.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

52 2064 Culinary Education 
Center 
(c. 1990) 
 

This building is of contemporary design but the 
peaked elements along the parapet at the entrance 
and other locations are a reflection of the curved 
design of mission revival style but expressed with 
triangle peaks.  The roof is of metal but sloped for 
drainage.  The plaster exterior recalls a Sonoran 
Revival style.  

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

53 2096 High-Pressure Lab 
(unknown date)  

The structure to the east of the pesticide storage 
building that is a white rectangular building.  It has a 
pitched roof and likely a combination of metal and 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered.  



University of Arizona Campus Farm DRAFT 3/3/21 65 

frame construction. 

 

54 2099 PC Co-Op Extension 
(1990)   

This contemporary building reflects details of earlier 
architectural styles on the farm.  The entry mimics 
the mission revival style with the curving peak at the 
entry and on the north and south ends.   The long 
and low massing of the structure and the metal roof 
suggest the earlier shed construction with the use of 
steel construction.  There are also clerestory 
windows just under the first metal eave.  This facility 
provides extension services for the community 
including the master gardener program.   

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 

 

55  PC Co-Op Extension 
Addition  
(c. 1990)  

This is the additional building of the extension that is 
just east of the main building with space for lectures, 
classes, and other outreach activities.  The 
architectural details of the main building continue. 

The character defining elements of this building 
are intact and appear generally unaltered. 
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, Water Tower and Farm Office, looking northwest. 

 

 
University of Arizona Campus Farm,Machinery Storage Building, looking northeast.  
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INTEGRITY OF THE BUILT FEATURES - DISCUSSION 
All the historic buildings at the University of Arizona Campus Farm exhibit and retain the 
characteristics of the Mission revival style. The Residence is the only exception, not being built 
in the same expression (R.C.G.). 

Aerial images (see pages 36-37) show the landscape in 1941 and in its current form. The layout 
of agricultural fields remains generally the same with support buildings clustered along 
Campbell Avenue. In the late 20th century additional buildings were added in the northeast 
quadrant of the farm west of Campbell and greenhouses and other agricultural support buildings 
on the east side of Campbell. These additions do not significantly diminish the integrity of the 
farm.   
 
With the exception of the Equine Center and the Water Tower, all buildings have undergone 
minor alterations, mostly in the form of additions. The most substantial change was to the old 
Dairy Barn which was renovated in 1936 in the Mission revival style. (R.C.G.)  
 
The minor alterations to both historic and non-historic buildings have not impacted integrity of 
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship or feeling. 
 
HISTORIC NARRATIVE 
The silted land in the flood-prone areas along the river courses became the site for farming 
ventures for the Hohokam and other native people through all the arrivals over the last 300 
years.  The selection of the original 80 acres that became the Campus Farm was along the 
Rillito floodplain which was already being farmed at the time of purchase in 1909.  Further to the 
east in the 1890s and the first part of the 20th century, the Mormon community of Binghampton 
and the Mexican community of El Fuerte developed farms along the Rillito.  Where the Tanque 
Verde Creek and the Pantano Wash joined to form the Rillito, underground rock formations 
pushed groundwater to the surface.  This was the key location to construct ditches and flumes 
to transport the water to the actual farms along the floodplain. This diversion of water had begun 
in ancient times and continued through later Native American, Mexican, and European periods 
until the water table began to drop during the first few decades of the 20th century.  Water would 
then only be available through the digging of wells and installing pumps.   
 
The Campus Farm continued this tradition of farming along the floodplain of the Rillito with the 
installation of wells and pumps. The farm is a manifestation and embodiment of the founding of 
the University of Arizona as a land grant institution under the Morrill Act and later extensions of 
Congressional legislation.   
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, Silo detail with U and A weather vanes, looking north 

 
The Morrill Act, sponsored by Vermont Congressman Justin Morrill, was signed into law by 
President Abraham Lincoln on July 2, 1862.  Officially titled “An Act Donating Public Lands to 
the Several States and Territories which may provide Colleges for the Benefit of Agriculture and 
the Mechanic Arts,” the Morrill Act provided each state with 30,000 acres of Federal land for 
each member in their Congressional delegation.  The land was then sold by the states and the 
proceeds used to fund public colleges that focused on agriculture and the mechanical arts. 
Library of Congress.  
 
On August 8, 1885, the University of Arizona was established under the Act, the first in Arizona. 
On this date, The Arizona Weekly Citizen referenced seventy-two sections of public land 
granted to Arizona for university purposes.  The Act and the available lands that could be sold 
for funding caused the university to be established as a land grant institution. The sale of these 
lands provided funds for future expansion but with the requirement of a department/college of 
agriculture as well as the mechanical arts.  
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, looking southwest 

 
On April 14, 1887, The Arizona Daily Star referenced building proposals for the new university 
including a department of agriculture, a requirement under the Morrill Act.   Meeting this 
requirement brought access to more funds through Congressional legislation the same year. 
This next extension would be the Hatch Act in 1887 which provided funds for agricultural 
experiment stations under the direction of the “land grant institutions.”  Yearly funds of up to 
$15,000 supported experiment stations and it was expected that the research faculty would also 
instruct students.  The vision for the Act was that research would be of a practical nature to 
benefit the needs of the growers in the region.  These needs would be met through the 
cooperation of other experiment stations in Pima County and other locations in the state.  The 
catalyst for all of this would be the Smith-Lever Act of 1914 which provided federal funds for a 
cooperative extension for land grant institutions.  Now, the needs of the growers for education 
could be funded and reinforce the purpose of satellite agricultural experiment stations. 
 
The Board of Regents began to establish guidelines for selecting experiment stations with the 
first located on the original 40-acre site for the University.  These guidelines were established 
since requests for funding were coming from other locations in the state.  Research Experiment 
Stations would become an integral aspect of land grant colleges of agriculture uniting both 
research and education.  All of this would be coordinated by extension services to encourage 
farmers to pursue certain crops and techniques along with specific research goals.  
 
Pre-University of Arizona Development (1891 - 1909)  
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The west 73.8 acres portion of the farm is bounded by N. Campbell Avenue to the east, E. 
Limberlost Drive to the north, E. Roger Road to the south, and N. Mountain Avenue to the west. 
The property was patented by Jesus Garcia (1847 -1914) on October 16, 1891. (BLM Serial 
Number AZAZAA 011007, Doc 590. AZ Gila-Salt River 013S-14E S1/2 SE1/4 19 Pima; Pima 
County Recorders Book 44, Page 220).   In a July 28, 1903, Arizona Daily Star article reporting 
on increased rain and surface water flow it was noted that Garcia was growing corn and utilizing 
flood water to enhance crop growth.  As reported in his obituary published in the Arizona Daily 
Star on March 20, 1914, “He was well known in Tucson and the vicinity and had a farm near the 
city. He was also interested in mining. He leaves two sons one of whom is Ramon Garcia, an 
employee of the Pace Hay and Grain company.” The article also reported his family home as 
222 South Main Street. 
 
The location of this working farm was convenient to the existing main campus of the University 
of Arizona, and easily accessible on the south side flood plain of the Rillito. Campbell Avenue 
provided a direct route to the farm. 
 
The east portion of the farm bound by N. Campbell Avenue to the west, Rillito River to the north, 
Rio Vista Natural Resource Park to the west, and E. Roger Road to the south was originally 
patented by Rosa S. Franco (1865 - 1910) on January 18, 1895. (BLM Serial Number AZAZAA 
011020, 1/18/1895, Doc 666. AZ Gila-Salt River 013S-14E SW1/4 Pima; Pima County 
Recorders Book 44, Page 511.)  
 

           
   Arizona Daily Star, January 31, 1888                       Arizona Daily Star, April 13, 1894  
  
As noted in the Arizona Daily Star, November 15, 1910, at the time of her death, “Rosa S. 
Franco, a member of one of the oldest families of the community [...] was 45 years of age and 
was the mother of several children among them being Albert Salvador, and Antonio Franco. The 
family owns considerable property in Tucson, much of it being located in the vicinity of the 
Southern Pacific shops reservation.” Her obituary on November 16, 1910, published in the 
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Arizona Daily Star, stated she was, “practically raised here [in Tucson] all her life - coming with 
parents from Mexico when only three years of age [1868], an old time-honored citizen who held 
a warm place in the hearts of her fellow people. [...] She was widely known for her quiet 
charities, her violation to her many friends and her gentleness of character by all with whom she 
came in contact.”    
 

 
University of Arizona Campus Farm, looking north, meet processing lab & silos, June 30, 2020  

 
Development of the University of Arizona Campus Farm (1909 - 1965)  
The western portion was purchased by the University of Arizona in 1909 (Allen: 86).  
 
As outlined in the University of Arizona College of Agriculture: A Century of Discovery,  “On May 
10, 1909, the Regents brought 80 acres in the Rillito Valley for use by the Department of 
Agriculture at the University in its instruction and demonstration programs. Forbes noted in his 
annual report from that period that, “The [research] Station has contributed in material ways to 
the development of the recently acquired University Farm, on Rillito, which to some extent, is 
consequent upon interest in agricultural subjects stimulated through institutes and Station 
publications. The 12 horsepower Standard F. M. & Co. gasoline engine and 5-inch centrifugal 
pump, formerly installed at the Tempe Date Orchard has been loaned to raise irrigating water 
for the farm.”  
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There was no land on the campus that offered an opportunity for actual instruction in agriculture 
and the University had leased 20 acres along the Santa Cruz River for instruction for the 
semester of 1907-1908.   This was to be used by the Department of Agriculture for instruction 
and demonstrations.  This was originally called the Campus Farm and then the Campbell 
Avenue Farm.  Wells would be dug and pumps installed; two years later, it became home for 
three horses, 17 cows, one heifer, and one Holstein bull.  Buildings would include a 
residence/workman’s cottage constructed in 1910 with later buildings designed in mission 
revival style beginning in 1914 with later buildings continuing in this style to unify the campus.  
In 1914 Director Robert H. Forbes was quoted as saying, “the College of Agriculture had a 
teaching base at last.”  This was a momentous year with the Agriculture building construction 
begun adjacent to Old Main in a scale and design that mirrored the importance of the agriculture 
program to the future of the University.  This was the first academic unit at the university and by 
the centennial celebration in 2015, it was recognized for a century of agriculture instruction.  It is 
named today for Robert H. Forbes who was the first dean of the college; he had convinced the 
Arizona Legislature in 1913 to fund $165,000 for the construction of the building.  In 1916 the 
importance of growing cotton in Arizona was recognized and Egyptian long-staple cotton would 
become a dominant crop in the central valleys of Arizona.  By the 1930s there was a great 
concern by farmers in the state that the purities of cotton would be compromised and 
intervention was accomplished through extension programs.  Pima Cotton would be promoted 
during this decade with continuing research on enhancing this variety.  
 
At the midpoint of the 20th century, a multitude of changes on the national, state, and the local 
level at the University would continue changes and expansion to the landscape of the farm.  Life 
after World War II brought a huge migration of people to the western United States with the G.I. 
bill in hand and the desire to start a new life in the arid west.  Land grant institutions would grow 
as a result of population growth and market demand.  Science and federally funded research 
would expand drastically, given the politics of space and rapid technological change. 

The appointment of Richard Harvill as president of the University of Arizona in 1951 brought 
vast changes to the University in response to these market demands.  New graduate programs 
would be the focus for the institution along with his desire for the university to be a nationally 
recognized research institution.  Some of these new graduate programs would have a direct 
relationship to the farm practices such as the Arid Lands Program, but all the new science 
programs would affect the agriculture program in some manner.  Changes in curriculum, 
research, and management would strain the acceptance of change by faculty and administration 
for the next decades.  The farm landscape would change both in geography and buildings.  
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, looking northeast, Ewing Farm Buildings, June 30, 2020  

 
Little River (O’Mack et al. 2004) notes, “Dairy farms [...] got a vote of confidence (and perhaps 
some useful advice) in 1909 when the University of Arizona established its Campbell Avenue 
Farm on an 80-acre plot just south of the Rillito, on the west side of Campbell Avenue.  The 
farm was designed and built as a model dairy for instruction and research (Haney 1985:50; 
Martin 1960:96). By 1912, the University Farm Dairy was producing enough milk to supply its 
own retail milk route, and in 1914, it became the first milk distributor in Tucson to use a self-
propelled vehicle (a Model T Ford) for deliveries (Davis 1959:93-94). In 1953, the Ewing Farm, a 
small private dairy located on the opposite side of Campbell, was purchased; the 40-acre farm 
had operated independently since 1929 (Haney 1985:181, 192). Once the Ewing Farm was 
purchased, the University’s dairy operation moved to the east side of Campbell, and the west 
side facilities were converted to use for nutrition and meats research.”  
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Aerial photograph of the Campbell Avenue Farm Area, Arizona Historical Society, Tucson Magee Photograph 

Collection, Accession No 448. (c. 1950). 
 
The University of Arizona Campus Farm, was purchased with State funds in 1909. Until 1955, it 
served as both a teaching and research facility for all departments in the College of Agriculture. 
The first work in production and breeding in animal and dairy science was conducted here, as 
were the early breeding experiments in the development of Pima long-staple cotton. Small 
acreages were allotted to the Departments of Agronomy, Horticulture, Plant Breeding and Plant 
Pathology. (R.C.G.) 
 
Because of its proximity to the main campus, daily classes such as those involving livestock, 
soils, mechanics and crops have been taught here since 1909. Research activities requiring 
daily attention and observations, as in monitoring specific diseases in animals, plant breeding 
and growth investigations, and irrigation studies have been ongoing since 1909.  
 

The historical development of the University Agricultural Center has been well 
documented from academic and experimental perspectives. However, specific 
information (written and pictorial) regarding the physical plant is almost non-existent. The 
authoritative study of the University of Arizona's architectural development by Phyllis Ball 
includes scant reference to the Farm because of this lack of information. Minutes of the 
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Board of Regents meetings yield pertinent, but spotty and non specific, information. With 
the exception of one photograph, no photo-documentation from the historic period has 
been found. The A.E. (Gene) Magee Photo Collection at the Tucson Public Library 
contains aerial photographs of the farm from 1941 and 1947 - after the period in 
question. Drawings exist for only two of the buildings  (R.C.G.).  

 

 
University of Arizona Campus Farm, looking northeast 

 
At its April 10, 1909 meeting, members of the Board of Regents passed a motion that the 
"President and Secretary of the Board of Regents enter into contract for the purchase of a tract 
of land for the Department of Agriculture, when they have satisfactory reports on the same from 
Professor (R.W.) Clothier and Director (R.H.) Forbes relative to the soil and general availability, 
and from a competent lawyer as to the title." On May 10th, the Board received "satisfactory 
reports from Forbes and Clothier relative to availability of 80 acres for the department of 
Agriculture of the University, located in the Rillito Valley, Pima County, together with notification 
from a competent lawyer that the title to the piece of land was good and valid."  
 
On June 10, 1909, the Board urged the President to "accept satisfactory proposals for the 
construction (of) a well and concrete curbing on the University Farm in accordance with the 
specifications and terms prepared by Professor G.E.P. Smith." (R.C.G.) 
 
Board minutes for June 10, 1911, include a correction to an oversight in the May 10, 1909 
meeting regarding the Farm. Description of the land is recorded at this time: "The South half of 
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the SouthEast Quarter of Section Nineteen (19), township thirteen (13), South of Range 
Fourteen (14) East of the Gila and Salt River Meridian in said Arizona territory, containing eighty 
(8)) acres of land, as is shown by the deed for the same duly recorded in the office of the 
County Recorder of Pima County and on file in the University vaults." "Further that the purchase 
price of said land was twenty-one hundred and fifty ($2150.00) Dollars payable from the 
contingency fund and so paid as is shown by warrant No. 5 on said fund." (R.C.G.) 
 
Construction at the Campus Farm 
Nine extant resources at the Campus Farm date from before 1940: Farm Office, Machine 
Storage, Meat Processing Lab, Animal Nutrition Lab, Equine Barn, Machine Shop, Water 
Tower, paired Concrete Silos, and a Residence. (R.C.G.) 
 
The Residence is perhaps the earliest extant structure on the Farm. No firm date has been 
established for its construction. Phyllis Ball (1987: 102) writes that a concrete cottage was built 
in 1910. 
 
On January 10, 1913, the Board of Regents passed a motion authorizing "funds for a machine 
shed, leveling of ten acres and the purchase of a team of mules." At that same meeting the 
Board discussed a new building for the College of Agriculture and Experimental Station on 
campus and the need for approximately $6000 for "barns, dwellings for employees, farm 
machinery and reclamation of additional ground and incidentals at the University Farm." 
(R.C.G.) 
 
On April 10, 1913, plans were approved for "improvement of the Farm, requiring a milk cooler, 
and bottler, and pumping plant." The Board also appropriated $8,000 for making necessary 
improvements and repairs to a machinery shed and pumping plant at the University Farm.  
The Machine Storage building is the second oldest extant building on the Farm. After 
authorizing funds for a machine shed at its January 10, 1913 meeting, the Board of Regents 
authorized Dr. Forbes to proceed with the new machinery shed at its May 10, 1913 meeting. On 
June 2, 1913, the Board authorized Forbes to fireproof the machinery shed by means of tile 
roofing, not to exceed $900. (R.C.G.) 
 
This building appears in a photograph dated March 8, 1914, taken by R. H. Forbes. The 
photograph also reveals two adjacent barns, one to the north and one to the west, neither of 
which remains. Special Collections of the University of Arizona Library includes a drawing 
labeled "Plans for repairs and Improvements for the Machinery Shed and Pump House at the 
University Farm". Unfortunately it has neither a date nor a credit. The plans and elevations 
reveal the building represented in the 1914 photograph with minor exceptions in its openings. 
While the Board of Regents authorized Forbes to fireproof the machinery shed with tile roofing 
in 1913, the 1914 photograph reveals a corrugated metal. (R.C.G.) 
 
On June 2, 1913, The Board of Regents authorized Dr. Forbes to proceed for the erection of 
two buildings for workman's living cottages at the Experimental Station Farm, not to exceed 
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$900 each. If the present concrete residence was not constructed in 1910, it may be one of the 
cottages authorized in 1913. (R.C.G.) 
 
While there is no reference in the Board's minutes, there is information indicating that the 
present water tower dates from 1917. Special Collections at the University Library contains a 
drawing for a "Water Tank for Experimental Farm, University of Arizona, Tucson," dated 
October 3, 1917, by the firm of J. B. Lyman, Jr., Architect. The drawing was delineated by 
"A.J.G." Lyman was a California architect whose firm of Bristow and Lyman, was responsible for 
the design the Agriculture Building on the UA campus (1915) and who designed the mines and 
Engineering Building (1918); both buildings were National Register listed in 1986 as a part of 
the University of Arizona Campus Historic District). The water tank plans match the existing 
concrete octagonal-over-square tower. (R.C.G.) 
 
A final related drawing in Special Collections is a "Proposed Plan for University Farm Buildings 
and Live Stock Enclosures" dated November 30, 1917. It was drawn by an unidentified 
individual in the Irrigation Department. Labeled buildings include the Machinery Shed and a 
Horse Barn (north of the Machinery Shed); Stretched out in a line to the west are a Horse Barn 
(seen in the 1914 photograph but not extant), a Hay Barn and Milking Barn (located about 
where the Meat Processing Lab is situated today), and, further west a Sheep House and Hog 
House (about where the Equine Barn and Machinery Building are situated today). South of the 
Machinery Shed is a Creamery and an unlabeled form which appears where the office stands 
today. Another Creamery is positioned south of the Milking Barn. Further south of the first 
Creamery and unidentified form is a Foreman's Cottage (it appears to be at the location of the 
present Residence). (R.C.G.) 
 
The 1984 "Proposal to Establish the University of Arizona Historical Agricultural District" 
identifies the two concrete silos as having been built in 1919. However, no record of their 
construction has been located. These silos are illustrated in a January, 1925 Arizona 
Agriculturalist photograph. (R.C.G.) 
  
A photograph in Arizona Agriculturalist reveals what is identified as a dairy barn in addition to 
the two silos. Judging from the physical relationship of the silos and barn, the latter would 
appear to be the building today identified as the Animal Nutrition Laboratory. Indeed the present 
building has an elevated gable ridge vent similar to that illustrated. Construction on the Farm in 
1936 included "Improvements to the present Dairy Barn and Milk House," and accounts for the 
altered facade treatment. (R.C.G.) 
 
Special Collections contains a drawing labeled "Machinery Shed, University of Arizona," dated 
4/20/26 by H.C. Schwalen. Its location is undesignated so it is not known whether the shed was 
to be built on this or another UA Farm, or on the campus itself. This shed measures 19x48 and 
calls for galvanized iron wall panels and galvanized iron roof. No existing building on the site 
resembles the building drawn. (R.C.G.) 
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There appears to have been little additional building activity on the Farm until the 1930s 
according to the Board of Regents' minutes. A barn was completed in 1932. 
 

Meanwhile, at the University Farm, later known as the Campbell Avenue and the 
Campus Farm, the barn on the west side was completed in 1932 for use as a horse 
barn, particularly for draft horses. Draft horse enthusiasts were instrumental in securing 
funds to build the unit. However, other than housing a few horses, the facility was never 
used as intended and was occupied by beef cattle until 1978 when it again was used for 
horses (Haney: 139). 

 
It is not clear which, if any, of the existing buildings is being referred to. There is no reference in 
the Board of Regents minutes to construction of a barn in 1931 or 1932, although at its 
December 28, 1932 meeting the Board heard a Buildings and Grounds Committee report on the 
need for work at the Old Farm. (Lights were needed in office, barn, and machinery shed; 
lavatories were needed for the office' the water tank leaked and needed repairs or replacement 
and the two tenant houses needed toilets.) There is no record that this work was done. However 
the report makes reference to an existing barn; perhaps it is referring to the Dairy Barn known to 
exist in 1925 (R.C.G.). 
 
The following year (September 23, 1933) the Board discussed funds available under the 
Federal Emergency Administration for Public Works. The board directed that the University 
request $800,000 for construction of university buildings. Included were the following Farm 
buildings: Stock barn for cattle, sheep & horses ($9,000); Hay and machinery shed ($1,500); 
Judging pavilion ($6,500); Office, toilet & wash rooms ($1,500); Dairy barn addition ($1,500); 
Dairy Barn new wing ($2,600); Duplex house ($6,300); and water tower ($3,600). Not all these 
buildings were destined to be constructed. At that meeting Roy Place was appointed general 
architect for the campus buildings to be constructed while Henry 0. Jaastad was appointed 
architect for the Farm Buildings. Jaastad's contract is recorded in the April 4, 1935 meeting. At 
the April meeting the board also passed resolution #8, calling for the issuance of bonds for 
construction of seven farm buildings (R.C.G.). 
 
Other references, in Board of Regents minutes, to the 1930s work at the Farm include: 
 
July 9, 1935     The Buildings and Grounds Committee went over changes in  

plans for the Meat Laboratory Building.  
 

September 16, 1935  Buildings and Grounds Committee approved Jaastad’s drawings  
 
September 17, 1935  Board of Regents passed Resolution #13 approving Buildings  

and Grounds decision on Jaastad's drawings. 
        

November 4, 1935  The Building and Grounds Committee opened bids for the Farm  
buildings.  
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Bids were received from Herbert S. Brown, Sundt Construction Co., and 
M. L. Tophoy. The Buildings and Grounds Committee recommended the 
awarding of the contract to M. L. Tophoy in the amount of $40,176 for the 
construction of  
1. Stock Barn full size  
2. Water Tower and Water Mains  
3. Machinery Building 
4. Office Building  
5. Dairy Barn  
6. Improvements to present Dairy Barn and Milk House 
 

November 6, 1935  Noted error in Tophoy's bid; however he was stuck with it.  
 
January 2, 1936   Jaastad submitted a bill for 28 sheets of plans @ $15.00 per sheet as  

extra work. The "extra work" is not specified.  
  

February 7, 1935  The building and Grounds Committee visited the Farm to inspect the  
Machinery Building, Stock Barn, the foundation of the Dairy Barn addition, 
and the excavation of the tank tower foundation, located at the office 
building. They reported work was in progress. 
 

April 25, 1936   The Building and Grounds Committee approved change orders on the  
Farm buildings. 
 

May 14, 1936   The Buildings and Grounds Committee reported that the buildings were  
practically completed. 
 

May 26, 1936   Board of Regents resolution #28 - the acceptance of the Farm  
Buildings. 

 
Some of the six buildings built by Tophoy have undergone name changes since their 
construction. It is believed that the Stock Barn is now the Equine Barn; The Machinery Building 
remains as such although it received a rather substantial addition in 1984; the Office Building 
also exists although it too has a large addition. The Dairy Barn has become the Animal Nutrition 
Lab. The "present Dairy Barn and Milk House," illustrated in the 1925 magazine article, now 
serves as the Meat Processing Lab. The only water tower existing at the farm is the octagonal 
one (designed 1917, by Lyman) although a steel tank on stilts appears in photographs from the 
1950s and on a 1960 plan (R.C.G.). 
 
There are still some questions regarding the Water Tower constructed in 1936. Was it the tower 
designed by Lyman and thought to have been constructed in 1917? Was it included in the 
contract to construct the buildings designed by Jaastad? Did Jaastad design a steel tank? A 
December 15, 1961 plan for the University Farm locates an elevated water tank to the north of 
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the Meats Processing Laboratory Photographs of the 1950s show a standard water tank in that 
position as does a 1960 plan; the tank no longer exists (R.C.G.). 
 
The importance of the Campbell Farm to instruction and the close proximity to the main campus 
became further recognized with additional land purchases in 1953/1955 and 1957.  The 
purchase of the 105-acre Ewing Dairy Farm east of the Farm on Campbell Avenue in 1953/1955 
allowed dairy science instruction to move across the street from the original Campbell Farm 
location.  The 1957 purchase of 35 acres brought more space for more scientific research, 
including one for bee research.  The entire Farm campus was renamed the University of 
Arizona Agriculture Center in 1984.   
 
 One major aspect of that built environment would reflect the push for scientific research and the 
future.  Greenhouses would soon appear on the farm landscape.  Greenhouses had been on 
the landscape of the main campus before the purchase of the Farm in 1909 (photo on page 30) 
and have been the structure of choice for many types of agricultural research.  A large 
greenhouse at George Washington’s Mount Vernon farm was completed in 1787 and some 
manner of greenhouse was seen in Roman times. 

In 1956 the Arizona Daily Star reported that field studies in botany, agricultural chemistry, plant 
breeding, and biochemistry were being conducted at the Campbell Farm.  Greenhouses would 
now make an appearance on the Farm east of Campbell. In May of 1963, greenhouses for 
research in cotton nutrition and plant diseases were announced with other funding 
appropriations.  During the rest of the 20th century, additional greenhouses were constructed. 

To this day the Farm continues to be the historic center for research, teaching, and extension 
with over 70 different multidisciplinary research studies continuing in the fields, laboratories, and 
greenhouses. In the 2012 celebration of the 150th anniversary of the Morrill Act in Washington 
D.C., the University of Arizona and other land grant institutions received the Norman Borlaug 
Medallion from the World Food Prize Foundation.  This recognized the efforts of the agriculture 
colleges of these institutions to increase the world’s food supply. 
 
By the 1970’s, “the Agricultural Experiment Station had eleven branch stations: The 185- acre 
Campbell Avenue Farm, the 44-acre River Road Farm, and the 105-acre Casa Grande Highway 
Farm, all in Tucson; 190-acre Marana Farm; the 64-acre Safford Farm; the 164-acre Page 
Ranch near Oracle; the 160-acre Mesa Farm; the 265-acre Cotton Research Center in Phoenix; 
the 40-acre Salt River Valley Citrus Station in Tempe; the 274-acre Yuma Branch Station; and 
the 240-acre Yuma Mesa Citrus Farm.”  (College of Agriculture:  A Century of Discovery)  The 
impact of the Agricultural Station would affect farming in Arizona with The Campbell Avenue 
Farm being the center for research. 
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, (northwest), looking north, cattle barn (Doors and windows removed, June 30, 

2020)  
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University of Arizona Campus Farm, (west), looking west, 1914 

 

 
University of Arizona Campus Farm, (west), looking west, Farm Office and Machine Storage, June 30, 2020  
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The Farm is a unique historic place in Tucson.  The “rich alluvial land” that became a farm and 
teaching base in 1909 celebrates the Morrill Act, the Hatch Act, and the Smith-Lever Acts’ 
emphasis on agriculture throughout the nation.  The land is also part of the 4,000-year history of 
agriculture in the Tucson Basin, the cultivation of the floodplain along the Rillito and the history 
of agriculture instruction at the University of Arizona.  The Campbell Avenue Farm set the 
standard for agriculture research, instruction, and extension for the State of Arizona.  
 
ARCHITECTURAL STYLES AND ARCHITECTS AT THE FARM 
 
Mission Revival  
Within the Historic Landscape there are significant buildings that embody the design qualities of 
the Mission Revival style predominant in the Southwest in the first third of the twentieth century.  
 
The Mission Revival style began in California before the end of the nineteenth century. It gained 
prominence with Chicago's 1893 Columbian Exposition, when it was the expression for the 
California State building. Later expositions, including those of San Francisco (1915) and San 
Diego (1916), helped popularize the style. In the 1930s the Mission Style began to evolve into 
the more richly embellished Spanish Colonial Revival style popularized by the California Pacific 
International Exposition of 1935 in San Diego. (R.C.G.)  
 
The Mission Revival style first appeared in Tucson shortly after the turn of the century as an 
expression for downtown residential architecture, especially in work by David Holmes. The style 
was characterized by its sculptured parapets, symmetrical facades, clay tile roofs and round 
arches. Several prominent homes in the El Presidio, Armory Park and West University 
neighborhoods were built in the style. (R.C.G.)   
 
It is believed that the Residence existing near the southeast corner of the Farm was built in 
1910 as a workman's cottage. A comparison between the residence (1910) and the Machinery 
Storage Building (1913) poses an interesting phenomenon. The cottage is in a vernacular style 
emphasizing utility (even its poured concrete construction reveals this) while the utilitarian 
building is executed in an academic style. (R.C.G.)  
 
By the turn of the century, the University of Arizona had adopted the classical expression for 
campus architecture, an appropriate expression for academia. It is curious that the University 
adopted the Mission Revival style for the University Farm. There appears to have been no 
precedent for the decision. No documentation has been found relative to this decision to 
construct the 1913 Machinery Storage building in this style. The architect for the building is not 
known; no drawings exist in University collections. More than twenty years later, when the 
University capitalized upon funds available under the federal Emergency Administration for 
Public Works, architects for new construction at the Farm took inspiration from the earlier 
building and created five buildings in that style. The date of the new construction corresponds to 
the rise in popularity of the Spanish Colonial Revival style, yet the architects remained faithful to 
Mission Revival. Perhaps Spanish colonial revival was considered too rich for utilitarian farm 
buildings. Interest in a unified expression for the Farm is seen by the renovations done to the 
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Dairy Barn and Milk House, which, according to a photograph published in 1925, resembled a 
typical barn. This building was sheathed in the Mission revival style to relate more strongly to 
the other constructions. (R.C.G.) 
 
The architect of record for the five buildings from the 1930s is Henry O. Jaastad, a prominent 
local architect who served as the Mayor of Tucson for 14 years. Most likely, the design for the 
buildings was Annie Graham Rockfellow, who worked for Jaastad from 1916-1936. It was Ms. 
Rockfellow who is credited for introducing the academic architectural expressions to Jaastad's 
work. Annie Rockfellow was Tucson's first female architect. Very little research into this 
individual's work has been undertaken to date. (R.C.G.) 
 
The plan for the University Farm appears to have been established in 1917, for a plan of that 
date reveals an organization much like that existing today. An access road provided site entry 
from North Campbell Avenue. Principal buildings were laid out along the north side of the road. 
It is not certain that proposed construction was ever completed according to that plan.  
While other construction has taken place since the major building campaign of 1935/36, the 
strength of the Mission Revival style has served to unify the historic farm core. The Farm gains 
its strength from the unity of style. (R.C.G.) 
 
In summary, the Campus Farm is significant as an example of a unified architectural 
composition associated with the work of a prominent Tucson architect. It has a context 
composed of two themes (Mission Revival style architecture and association with the architects 
Henry O. Jaastad and Annie G. Rockfellow), place (the Southwestern United States and rural 
Tucson) and time (1910-1940). (R.C.G.) 
 
Henry O. Jaastad, Architect (1886 - 1965)  
 
Henry O. Jaastad was born in Norway and emigrated to the United States in 1886. A skilled 
journeyman carpenter, when he arrived in Tucson in 1902, he worked on the Willard Hotel, 
Owl’s Club, and the Desert Botanical laboratories. Within the year, he started his own contractor 
business in which he designed small, largely unremarkable, residential buildings for private 
individuals within the Armory Park, West University, and North Speedway neighborhoods. Two 
years later he became a naturalized citizen and in 1908, completed correspondence courses in 
architecture and enrolled in an electrical engineering program at the University of Arizona. In 
1922, Jaastad was officially registered as an architect, holding his architecture license until 
1959. 
 
By 1912, Jaastad began branching out into commercial architecture, many of his projects 
included store and office buildings in downtown Tucson, but also in Yuma, White River, Globe, 
and Safford. His commercial ventures also included institutional properties such as schools, 
hospitals, and sanatoria, including the Southern Methodist Hospital and Tucson’s County 
Hospital (demolished). During this time, his interests extended beyond traditional architectural 
design, including the design and construction of paved streets. In fact, he advocated 
redesigning Tucson’s streets to better accommodate automobile traffic through changes in 
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paving methods and the introduction of gutters. This civic interest led to his election as the 
president of the Arizona Good Roads Association. 
 
During his career as an architect, Jaastad’s clientele list was a veritable “who’s-who” of 
influential Tucsonans. His clients included downtown businessman J. Ivancovich, Mose 
Drachman, former mayor Preston Jacobus, George Kitt, and many others. His local popularity 
enabled him to design some of Tucson’s most significant public architecture and in 1915, his 
popularity increased when he shifted his design aesthetic from minimalist and utilitarian to the 
newly popular Spanish Colonial Revival and Mission Revival styles. His extensive research on 
mission architecture in Northern Mexico and throughout the Southwest, helped solidify his local 
architectural signature. As a result of this new interest, Jaastad embarked on creating the most 
ornate architectural designs of his career, including the 1933 façade of St. Augustine’s 
Cathedral, Nogales Town Hall, Ganado Mission School, El Con Resort Hotel, and the Safford 
School. 
 
Jaastad’s new aesthetic shift earned him many accolades, including the declaration published in 
the History of American Architecture, that his façade design for St. Augustine’s Cathedral was, 
“…the finest example of pure Southwest pyramid style of architectural design in existence.” 
These accolades would not however have been possible without his chief designer, Annie 
Rockfellow. While her contributions have been largely overshadowed, Rockfellow was in fact 
responsible for the design of many of Jaastad’s public buildings, including the Safford School 
and the Desert Sanatorium. 
 
Jaastad was also actively involved in local politics, acting first as a city councilman in 1924, 
followed by his tenure as Tucson mayor from 1933 to 1947. He was considered a progressive 
leader who helped the city secure natural gas, a subway, 90-miles of paved streets, public pools 
at city parks, and the expansion of military airfields. By the time Jaastad retired in 1957, his 
architectural office was responsible for over 500 projects. Over the course of his 50-year 
architectural career, Jaastad and his associates designed plans for residential buildings, 
commercial buildings, schools, churches, health facilities, water towers, and even utility projects. 
Much of his architectural legacy remains to the present day and “…his work as an architect and 
tenure as mayor have left an indelible imprint upon the City of Tucson.” 
 
Annie Graham Rockfellow, Architect (1866 - 1954) 
 
Anne Graham Rockfellow was born in Mt. Morris, New York 12 March 1866, the daughter of 
Julia Lucinda (Conkey) and Samuel L. Rockfellow. Samuel, a prosperous mercantile 
businessman, cultivated a broad social circle. The family traveled frequently during Anne’s early 
years, visiting many of the major cities along the East Coast. They lived briefly in Edenton, 
North Carolina. Between the ages of 12 and 15, Rockfellow and her family resided at various 
hotels in Mt. Morris and Saratoga Springs, New York. This lifestyle afforded Anne many 
experiences atypical for young ladies of this era. 
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During high school, Rockfellow discovered a Massachusetts Institute of Technology catalogue 
and decided she wanted to study architecture there. A local architect, William C. Walker, offered 
her employment at his firm upon her graduation, while she was still living at home in Rochester, 
New York. 
 
When M.I.T. opened its doors to female architecture students in 1884, Anne Rockfellow became 
the first women student to enroll in that department, in 1885. She began a two-year course for 
“special students,” which meant that she studied an abbreviated curriculum and did not prepare 
a thesis. Known as “Rocky” to her classmates, she graduated in architecture in 1887, the first 
such degree granted to a woman at M.I.T. In an autobiographical account, Rockfellow describes 
herself as surprising to her peers and professors. Other than sensing some mild resentment, 
she found the experience positive and the majority of her fellow students encouraging. 
William Walker in Rochester kept his promise by employing her as a drafter and designer after 
her graduation. She worked in the firm for the next six years, until the Depression of 1893 
brought business to a standstill. 
 
By 1895, Rockfellow decided to try her luck in Tucson, where her brother John had settled in 
1879 and joined the faculty of the University of Arizona. Through this family connection, Anne 
secured a position teaching English, history, and geography in the University’s preparatory 
department. She found these subjects difficult, but enjoyed tutoring several students in 
architecture and drawing. After her two-year University contract ended, Rockfellow embarked on 
a four-month bicycle trip through continental Europe and Great Britain. 
 
Returning to the United States in 1898, Rockfellow established a private practice in her 
birthplace, Mt Morris. She worked on her own, and also for firms in Detroit and Buffalo until 
1909. “The Nutshell,” A residential design by Rockfellow, was featured in the January 1905 
issue of Good Housekeeping Magazine, and this publicity resulted in residential commissions. 
Rockfellow spent the next two years with her dying father in Arizona. After his death in 1911, 
she returned to Rochester, New York and resumed private practice. During this time, she 
designed a house for her brother in Tucson. 
 
During one of Rockfellow’s visits to Tucson, architect Henry O. Jaastad asked her to collaborate 
on a competition entry for the Y.M.C.A. in Miami, Arizona. The design won the competition and 
Jaastad offered Rockfellow a permanent job. Before committing herself, Rockfellow completed 
several unfinished projects, and visited the Panama-California-Pacific Exposition in San Diego, 
an experience that influenced her future architectural designs. 
Her later buildings were inspired by the Spanish Colonial Revival and Mission Revival styles. In 
1916, at the age of 50, Rockfellow became a member of Jaasad’s office. She spent 22 years at 
the firm, “taking part in all the work and supervision, but principally the designing.” She was also 
the first woman architect registered in Arizona. 
 
Although she received many residential commissions, Rockfellow preferred commercial work. 
Her contributions to the architecture of Tucson include El Conquistador, Desert Sanatorium, La 
Fonda Buena Provecho, and Safford School. According to one of her nieces, Rockfellow 
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considered the El Conquistador Hotel her greatest achievement. The Tucson Citizen described 
the hotel’s 1928 opening as a “blaze of social splendor,” and praised the décor, layout and 
elegance of its Arizona version of the Mission Style. The opulent El Conquistador Hotel became 
a casualty of the Great Depression, went bankrupt in 1935, and was demolished in 1964. 
Rockfellow retired from Jaastad’s firm in 1938 and moved to Santa Barbara California. When 
Rockfellow died 17 January 1954, the Santa Barbara News-Press ran an obituary declaring that 
“Rocky lived with the same independent spirit that marked her career and was frequently seen 
hiking along the waterfront wearing a skipper’s cap.” 
 
John Beattie (Jack) Lyman, Architect (1883-1959)  
 
John Beattie (Jack) Lyman was born in Buffalo, New York in May 1883. He moved west to 
California working as a registered architect in the Golden State by 1911. In San Diego he 
partnered with Canadian born architect Leonard Temple Bristow (1876-1966) to launch the firm 
of Lyman and Bristow in 1912.   
 
The firm’s projects included the city's first skyscraper Chicago style office building, HRB Site 
#127-062, the 1913, 11 story Watts-Robinson building which housed the banking office of San 
Diego Trust & Savings, and the 1914, HRB-18-047, Harry Turner House in Mission Hills at 1808 
Altamira Place and the HRB Site #781, 1915 Charles and Matie Sumner House at 2820 
Chatsworth Blvd. The partnership yielded over architectural projects in the San Diego area 
including several downtown commercial buildings, apartments, institutional buildings and 
upscale residences.  
 
After the firm won the design competition for the University’s Agriculture Building in 1914 the 
partnership dissolved in 1916. Lyman relocated to Tucson in 1917. San Diego architect Roy 
Place who worked for the firm and participated in the Agriculture Building design also moved 
with him to work on University of Arizona projects.   During his practice in Tucson, he 
established a classical architectural language for the University of Arizona Campus. His early 
design projects are principally Neo-classical including the Engineering, and the Agriculture 
Building.  
 
In 1919 partnered with Place to establish the firm of Lyman and Place. After partnering with 
Place, the firm's work shifted towards the revival styles popularized in the first half of the 20th 
century with significant examples of Spanish and Italian Romanesque, exemplified in the 
Arizona State Museum North and Bear Down Gymnasium.  
 
Lyman was the founder and first president of the Tucson Rotary Club in 1921 and served as a 
member of the first Arizona Board of Registration for architects and professional engineers from 
1921 to 1924. 
 
He designed the College of Agriculture Building, the College of Agriculture Building, the College 
of Mines and Engineering Building, Steward Observatory, Cochise Hall and the historic Library 
at the University of Arizona.  Other major buildings designed by Lyman and Place included: 
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Tucson High School, Casa Grande High School, Tucson’s Roosevelt and Miles Elementary 
Schools.  
 
Lyman designed University of Arizona buildings on campus until 1924 when returned to 
California to take the job as president of the S.M. Bingham Co. in San Diego.  During WWII he 
served with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers as a first lieutenant.  
 
He retired to Tucson in 1954 and died on September 29, 1959.  
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