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PIPE SPRING

Culturesat a Crossroads: An Administrative History

FOREWORD

As part of the National Park Service mission to protect and interpret its resources, it isimportant to make
valuable, historical information readily available. Therefore, | am pleased to present this volume in our
occasional series of publications on the Intermountain Region's past.

This study, prepared by National Park Service Historian Kathleen L. McKoy, provides a comprehensive
history of Pipe Spring National Monument's administration, from its creation in 1923 to 1990. It is
concerned with the people and events that played arole in the establishment of the monument as well as
its subsequent administration. The study will aid both current and future monument managersin
protecting the monument and interpreting it to the public.

Karen P. Wade
Regional Director
Intermountain Region

Mission: Asthe nation's principal conservation agency, the Department of the Interior has responsibility
for most of our nationally owned public lands and natural and cultural resources. Thisincludes fostering
wise use of our land and water resources, protecting our fish and wildlife, preserving the environmental
and cultural values of our national parks and historical places, and providing for the enjoyment of life
through outdoor recreation. The Department assesses our energy and mineral resources and worksto
assure that their development isin the best interests of all our people. The Department also promotes the
goals of the Take Pride in America campaign by encouraging stewardship and citizen responsibility for
the public lands and promoting citizen participation in their care. The Department also has a major
responsibility for American Indian reservation communities and for people who livein Island Territories
under the U.S. Administration.

CONTENTS Preface >>>
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PIPE SPRING

Culturesat a Crossroads: An Administrative History

PREFACE

Purpose

Thisadministrative history is primarily intended to provide monument managers with a better
understanding of the complex issues underlying both the creation and subsequent administration of Pipe
Spring National Monument. The study will also provide support staff working in the areas of resource
management, interpretation, and maintenance with useful and accurate information to assist them in
understanding how past events and decisions have impacted their areas of responsibility. The

assumption underlying all administrative histories of National Park Service unitsis that through
examining the problems their predecessors faced and the courses they followed, officials at all levels can
be better informed about current issues and thus bring greater awareness to future management decisions.

The need for this study was identified in mid-November 1994 during an on-site meeting between
members of the Rocky Mountain Region's cultural resources management team, led by Historical
Architect Rodd Wheaton, and staff of Pipe Spring National Monument and Zion National Park.
Superintendent John W. Hiscock had supervised the monument for only six months when the team
responded to his request for technical assistance. Hiscock asked those assembled at this meeting to
consider the question, what were the monument's most pressing cultural resource management needs and
what would it take to address those needs? An ethnographic study of Zion National Park and Pipe Spring
National Monument was already in progress. It was agreed at the time that, after a resource management
plan, the next two most critical studies needed were a cultural landscape assessment and an
administrative history. It was acknowledged that oral histories were also an important "mother lode" of
information that had only partly been mined by past monument historians and few of those interviews
had ever been transcribed.

Format and Organization

In researching and writing this study, | endeavored to gather and present information that would not only
fulfill the requirements of an administrative history but that would also be useful to the monument in
future studies, particularly those identified at the 1994 meeting. For example, this history documents the

file:///C|/Web/PI SPladhi/adhip.htm (1 of 6) [9/7/2007 9:54:54 AM]


file:///C:/Web/PISP/adhi/adhi11x.htm

Pipe Spring NM: An Administrative History (Preface)

monument's efforts over the years to create a historic house museum, which may be useful to afuture
historic furnishings report; a chronology of past restoration and rehabilitation work on the monument's
historic buildings will be equally essential to a historic structures report. (The drawback to such an
approach, of course, isthat in trying to create such an "all-purpose" document, far more detail is
included than the average reader cares to wade through!) In the same vein, a coordinated approach was
taken by monument management both in the timing and requests for funding and in the undertaking of a
number of needed studies, contemporaneous with the administrative history project. All of the
monument's documents were searched and assessed for pertinence; those determined of historical value
were organized and archived. Thirteen oral history interviews (conducted by monument staff between
1973 and 1989) were transcribed in 1996; another 14 interviews were conducted in 1996 and 1997, eight
of which were with members of the Kaibab Paiute Tribe. All of these interviews provided much useful
information. Moreover, data collected in 1997 to inventory and evaluate the monument's cultural
landscape was also used and expanded on in the administrative history. This"layering" of projects was
highly effective, both from a standpoint of funding and in increasing the amount of historical data which
could be gathered.

While there was initial discussion about writing the monument's history using a thematic framework
(having separate issue chapters on interpretation, tribal relations, and water matters, for example), it
soon became apparent that a chronological format was a more appropriate and useful way to tell the Pipe
Spring story. Thisis primarily due to the continually overlapping nature and complexity of monument
issues. Beginning with Part 1V, each chapter has an introductory section; most provide a historical
context for the time period along with descriptions of changes in officials from the Washington, D.C., to
the local levels. Most introductions offer a quick "snap shot" of the years covered in the chapter,
highlighting the most significant events.

No existing historical or ethnographic studies adequately provided a background for the types of
research questions being asked in this study. While a small number of articles and booklets have been
published about Pipe Spring's early history, my research revealed that a significant amount of error and
contradiction existed in these secondary sources. Realizing that some of what | presented in Part | would
not be in keeping with some other historiesin use at the monument, | took great care to endnote source
material. Not all questions about the site's early history have been definitively settled. Additional
research into 19th century documents may yield more answers, but was far outside the scope of this
administrative history.

One thing became apparent as soon as | delved deeply into the history of the monument, and that is that
one could not comprehend its history or appreciate the complexity of controversial matters particularly
about water - without at least a general understanding of the history of the two neighboring
communities: the Kaibab Indian Reservation and the Mormon settlement of Moccasin. While it was
beyond the scope of this study to chronicle a complete history of either of those communities, references
to them continually surfaced in monument documents, some of which isincluded in this history. Part |
contains background information about the Kaibab Indian Reservation and Moccasin to facilitate the
reader's understanding of later events. This study provides only scattered references, however, to
economic and socia conditions among these communities after the Great Depression. As those
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communities research and compile their own histories, the Pipe Spring story can only grow richer.

The history of the monument's establishment is prefaced with a description of its setting and with
historical and ethnographical background on the Arizona Strip. From that point onward, the history is
written predominantly in chronological fashion through World War 11. Beginning with the chapter on the
Cold War (Part VI11) the chronological styleis continued, but section headings tend to assume a more
predictable format, allowing the reader to target specific information from one chapter to the next with
relative ease. This style of organization, along with the index and an electronic version of this document,
will enable monument staff to quickly computer-search subject areas and generate comprehensive
reports on various sub-topics of the monument's history.

Sources

Research for this administrative history relied heavily on primary federal government documents from
the National Archives and Records Administration (NARA), especially Records of the National Park
Service, Record Group 79. Documents were also located in the NARA's Records of the Office of the
Secretary of the Interior, Record Group 48, and from Records of the Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA),
Record Group 75. Documentation on the Division of Grazing's Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC)
Camp DG-44 was primarily obtained from NARA's Records of the CCC, Record Group 35, and from
monument archives. Other Park Service records and official correspondence were obtained primarily
from the archives and administrative files of Pipe Spring National Monument and Zion National Park.

In addition to these sources, documents critical to the understanding of the history of the Kaibab Indian
Reservation and its relations to the monument came from one regional office and two field stations of
the BIA, listed below. Most documents related to the history of the Union Pacific's tours of and
development in southern Utah and northern Arizona parks came from the Union Pacific Museum's
archivesin Omaha, Nebraska. Oral histories were also an important source of information. Oral history
interviews were conducted with former superintendents (both of Pipe Spring and Zion), former
interpreters and other monument staff, local cattlemen, Kaibab Paiute, and others. Maps, plans, and
construction drawings were particularly helpful in reconstructing the history of monument developments
and changes to the landscape (see Appendix X1 for alist of these documents). Historical photographs
were aso useful in that regard.

The following is a comprehensive list by state of archives and libraries visited by either Historian Mary
S Culpin and/or myself in the course of research:

Arizona: Bureau of Indian Affairs, Western Regional Office, Branch of Real Estate Services and Branch
of Land and Water Resources (Water Rights Protection Section), Phoenix; Hayden Library, Archives
and Manuscripts, Arizona State University, Tempe; Northern Arizona University, Cline Library, Special
Collections and Archives Department, Flagstaff; Museum of Northern Arizona, Flagstaff; Pipe Spring
National Monument archives and administrative files, Fredonia
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California: Bancroft Library, Manuscript Collections, University of California, Berkeley;
National Archivesand Records Administration, San Bruno and Laguna Nigel

Colorado: National Archives and Records Administration, Lakewood; National Park
Service, Water Resources Division files, Ft. Collins; National Park Service, Intermountain
Region, Denver Support Office, administrative files, National Park Service, Denver
Service Center, Technical Information Center and Library; Denver Public Library,
Western History Collection

Maryland: National Archives and Records Administration, College Park
Nebraska: Union Pacific Museum, Omaha

New Mexico: National Park Service, Intermountain Region, Santa Fe Support Office,
library, Santa Fe

Utah: Harold B. Lee Library, Specia Collections, Brigham Y oung University, Provo;
Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, Church Library and Archives, Salt Lake City;
Zion National Park archives and administrative files, Springdale; Bureau of Indian
Affairs, Southern Paiute Field Station, St. George and Uintah and Ouray Field Station, Ft.
Duschene

Washington, D.C.: National Archives and Records Administration

Thefollowing is a list of the most important series of official reports utilized during the course of
resear ch:

Annual Reports (Pipe Spring National Monument and Zion National Park)

Annual Statements for Interpretation and Visitor Services (Pipe Spring National
Monument)

Custodian's/Park Manager's/Superintendent's Monthly Reports (Pipe Spring National
Monument)

Camp Inspection Reports for Pipe Spring National Monument (Emergency Conservation
Work/Civilian Conservation Corps)

Field Reports for Pipe Spring National Monument (Branch of Plans and Design)
Historian's Monthly Reports (Pipe Spring National Monument)

Inspection Reports (Pipe Spring National Monument)

"Notes of C. Leonard Heaton on Pipe Springs National Monument™ (Heaton Journal)
Log of Significant Events (Pipe Spring National Monument)

Log of Significant Events and Important Contacts (Zion National Park)

Monthly Reportsto Chief Architect (Branch of Plans and Design)

Monthly Reports to Chief of Planning (Regional Landscape Architect)
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Project Completion Reports (Pipe Spring National Monument)
Reports of the Secretary of the Interior

Reports of the Director of the National Park Service

Reports of Park Engineer on Civil Works Projects
Southwestern Monuments Monthly Reports

Staff Meeting Minutes (Zion National Park)

Superintendent's Monthly Reports (Zion National Park)

The Heaton Journal, referenced above, is a particularly valuable document. Leonard Heaton, the
monument's custodian from 1926-1963, kept a daily journal at the monument, faithfully recording much
of what took place during those years (this was in addition to his monthly reports to superiors). While
the Heaton family retains the original hand-written journal, the monument has a typed transcription,
made some years later. The latter contains numerous typographic and factual errors, however, and
required considerable analysis and comparison with other documents to correct. It would be very useful
to the monument to have a photocopy of the original.

Citations and Research Collection

Asapoint of clarification, early monthly reports were dated in endnotes according to when they were
written (for example, areport for August might be dated September 5, when it was prepared). In later
years, the date of preparation is unknown and reports are cited for the month they were written about
("monthly report, April 1964"). Over the yearstitles and positions of officials often changed. In the
narrative, | referred to each officia by the title that was current for the period | was writing about. Itis
customary in official government correspondence for memorandums to usetitles only, rather than
names. Whenever | could determine the name of an official, | used it in the endnotein lieu of title. Ina
few instances, it was not possible to |ocate the name of the official, in which case only the title was used.
Finally, whenever | provided information that came from a secondary source, | referenced the primary
document in the endnote, but did not list it in the bibliography, where only the secondary source it came
from was listed. With few exceptions then, the bibliography contains only those documents that | had
direct accessto.

With the exception of books and works cited by other authors, copies of all documents reviewed and
analyzed during the course of this study now form an administrative history research collection, which
will become part of the monument's permanent archives. The exact location where each document was
found isreferenced in pencil on the individual copy of the document. Thisinformation is not included in
endnotes for several reasons. First, most of the documents obtained from the monument's archives were
in process of being re-archived when copies were made for this study. In many cases, the file and
location codes later changed and it was not possible for researchersto re-identify the thousands of pages
of data copied and hand-labeled. Second, adding locational information to endnotes would have
increased the length of these notes significantly. Third, most people who have additional questions about
adocument will most likely seek out the document copy in the monument's administrative history
research collection, not go directly to the original archives or library. Finaly, the locational information
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does exist on the copied document, should the reader still requireit.

Within the administrative history research collection, documents from Park Service records have been
filed chronologically; documents from other agencies or repositories (such as the BIA or Union Pacific)
are aso filed chronologically but separately, with other ix.documents from that location. Particularly
lengthy or significant reports - deemed critical to the monument's administrative history - werefiled in
individually-labeled files and kept together to facilitate future reference. This overall organization
should facilitate future use of the documents.

<<< Foreword CONTENTS Acknowledgments >>>
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PIPE SPRING

Culturesat a Crossroads: An Administrative History
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Instances raised provocative questions worthy of future research. | also thank Tribal Administrator
Angelita Bulletts, Civilian xi.Conservation Corps veteran Jack Harden, and former Park Historian Jim
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contributed to this report through their willingness to be interviewed. For their interviews, | am grateful
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PIPE SPRING

Culturesat a Crossroads: An Administrative History

INTRODUCTION

On May 31, 1998, Pipe Spring National Monument celebrated its 75th anniversary. Festivities included
guided tours of "Winsor Castle," living history demonstrations, pioneer and Native American craft
demonstrations, old-time tunes performed on banjo and fiddle, Indian dancing and drumming, and
informal talks about the management and preservation of the monument. Former, long-time Custodian
L eonard Heaton would have approved of the free dinner of pit-roasted beef and Dutch oven-baked
potatoes served to 400 at the celebration, what he used to call a"big feed!" In a number of ways, the
day's activities were reminiscent of the old Establishment Day celebrations Heaton had hosted at the
monument during the 1950s. Prior to the event, the Canyon Country Quilt Guild demonstrated quilting
over athree-month period in the visitor center. Monument staff attempted to track down descendants of
the "W" families - the Winsors, Whitmores, and Woolleys - to extend a special invitation. About 1,000
people attended the one-day event, most from towns within a 100-mile radius. A special exhibit on the
history of National Park Service management of the site was produced and on display at the visitor
center throughout the year.

After completing this report, | pondered the question, "If one could miraculously be transported back to
Pipe Spring in the year 1923, what would be different?' The most dramatic differences are visual ones.
The once-crumbling buildings have been fully restored and are well maintained. As for the landscape,
most remnants of the site's late 19th and early 20th century ranching activities - the old corral fencing
and cattle troughs, mud-lined reservoirs, earth compacted by cattle watering at the site - are al gone,
replaced by verdant growth of shade trees, fruit orchards, and demonstration gardens. In place of a
caretaker and cowhands inhabiting the Pipe Spring fort, employee housing is discretely tucked behind
trees some distance south of the historic area. Rooms of the historic buildings are furnished now with
artifacts that speak to the visitor of away of life that none has ever experienced and few can imagine,
life 120 years ago on the remote Arizona Strip.

Aside from the visual differences between the Pipe Spring of 1923 and now, there are other, more subtle
differences. Not only awindow to the past, this national monument is a window on the present, one
through which we can see a nation wrestling on adaily basis with the human costs of Westward
expansion. In years past, descendents of Euroamerican settlers sought to commemorate the sacrifices of
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their forebears, often through the preservation of such historic sites as Pipe Spring. Today, the country's
collective consciousness has broadened to consider the impact that such settlement had on native
peoples, to consider what they too sacrificed, almost always without choice. Since the 1970s, beginning
with the rise of Indian activism in the United States, Pipe Spring National Monument has made a
sustained effort to incorporate the story of the Kaibab Paiute people, struggling at times with how this
could best be done. More and more, with the support of the National Park Service, the Kaibab Paiute are
telling their own stories, leaving the listener to ponder history's lessons as well as its paradoxes.

The task directive for this administrative history specified that there were to be six areas of
concentration: the monument's creation, its administration from 1923 to 1990, the evolution of the
buildings and landscape, the history of water rights and water use, the development of interpretive
themes and services, and - since the monument is located within the Kaibab Indian Reservation -
relations between the Park Service and the Kaibab Paiute.

The introductory chapter describes the monument's setting and provides background on the ethnography
and pre-monument history of the region. Use of and competition for resourcesis clear at thistimeand is
arecurring theme throughout the region's history, one that would continually color the monument's
relations with its neighbors. The remaining chapters chronicle events leading up to the creation of the
monument and its subsequent administration. The roles played by private enterprise (especially Union
Pacific), the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (the Church), private citizens, and state and
federal governments in developing tourism in southern Utah and northern Arizona are critical to
understanding how and why the monument was established. Indian-white competition in Moccasin for
water and land are also described, as this too played arole in the Heaton family's willingness to convey
the Pipe Spring title to the federal government. Soon after the monument's establishment in 1923, the
competing interests of two sister agencies of the federal government (the National Park Service and the
Office of Indian Affairs) emerged as yet another thorny administrative issue.

In some ways, former Custodian Leonard Heaton was typical of early Park Service caretakers, often men
with roots in the local community. Working for anomina $1 per month in exchange for the "privilege"
of living at and managing a site, Heaton had his counterparts all over the West. In other ways, however,
Pipe Spring's history is unique. Built as afortification against Indian raids just as treaties ended the
threat to white settlers, it was never attacked. After establishment, the monument's location within the
Kaibab Indian Reservation presented a number of challenges to the Park Service, the Office of Indian
Affairs, and tribal government. Heaton oversaw the monument for aremarkable 37 years, from its early
years through the Great Depression, World War |1, the Cold War, the Korean War, and the onset of the
war in Viet Nam. He did it with the unflagging help of his entire family, which included his wife Edna
and, eventually, 10 children.

Thanks to the detailed monument journal kept by Heaton, we have an unusually personal picture of what
life was like for a monument caretaker and his family during the Park Service's formative years. Even
his letters and officia reports to headquarters contain an open and frank style that reveal s his thoughts
and feelings on various matters. (This personal perspective of eventsis often lacking in most officia
records that administrative histories are based on.) Recent interviews with some of the Kaibab Paiute, as

file:///CY/Web/PI SP/adhi/adhiO.htm (2 of 5) [9/7/2007 9:54:56 AM]


file:///C:/Web/PISP/adhi/adhi11x.htm

Pipe Spring NM: An Administrative History (Introduction)

well as Heaton's own records, reveal a man who respected his neighbors and who wasin turn held in
esteem by Mormons and Indians alike. No other administrator after Heaton was so much a part of the
two distinct yet overlapping worlds that lay just outside the monument's boundaries. Later Pipe Spring
administrators came up through the ranks as career Park Service personnel. Since nearly all were
regarded as "outsiders," they faced one problem that Heaton did not, that of earning the trust and respect
of local communities.

Of all the subject areas covered by my research, | found the quality of the monument's public relations
with its neighbors, particularly the Kaibab Paiute, the most difficult to quantify through historical
documentation. Still, certain things are apparent. What monument managers didn't do was just as
important as what they did do in establishing and maintaining good communication with the Tribe. My
overall impression is that the individual manager's personal circumstances, interests, and style had much
to do with whether or not successful relations were built with members of the Tribe, or for that matter,
with the non-Indian community. For example, the fact that Superintendent Bernard Tracy's wife was a
member of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, that he considered himself a native of the
West, and that he loved to farm certainly facilitated the coupl€e's acceptance by local Mormon families.
Of course, individual personalities and interests of tribal representatives were also part of the mix,
coloring whether relationships with monument staff were close, as during Tracy's tenure, or distant at
other times,

At times, amonument manager's particular past experiences infused Pipe Spring with much needed
"new blood," reinventing or reinvigorating interpretive programs and relationships with the public.
Superintendent Ray Geerdes' prior experience working with Alaska's white and Indian youth through the
Neighborhood Y outh Corps program in Sitka National Historical Park led to his successfully
establishing similar programs at Pipe Spring in the late 1960s.

During the 1960s and 1970s, there was a great deal of face-to-face communication between monument
staff and members of the Kaibab Paiute Tribe or its representatives. Mutual cooperation resulted in a
wealth of visible benefitsto all. The "honeymoon period" between the Tribe and Park Service resulting
from their joint development activities in the early 1970s inevitably ended, however, deteriorating from
time to time into the proverbial (and literal) spat over who was responsible for cleaning up what. During
the 1980s, Superintendent Bill Herr's interests appeared to be in establishing and strengthening social
and political relations with the communities of Fredonia and Kanab. Thereis little evidence that he
cultivated either personal or professional relations with the Tribe. Under his tenure, communication with
tribal members was often indirect, made through the monument's maintenance man, Doug Dewitz. My
Impression is that relations with the Tribe stagnated during this period. Relations with Mormon
neighbors also appear to have become rather strained in the 1980s as managers experimented with new
ways of interpreting the site's history. The love of tradition is strong in this country and change is not
easi|y taken to.

What is apparent from the historical record is that when monument-community relations have been
good, truly remarkable things have happened! Much of the credit of the success of the monument's
living history program during the 1970s is due to the enthusiastic involvement of interpreters (paid and
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unpaid) from Moccasin, Fredonia, and Kanab. Federally-funded Community Action programs of that
period enabled the monument to employ young whites and Indians alike in unprecedented numbers,
arguably making areal social and economic difference in the community. Plansto jointly plan and build
avisitor center and joint-use well and water system in the early 1970s, accompanied by avital and
popular interpretive program, resulted in initial bridge building between three very different worlds: that
of the white Mormon, the Indian, and the Park Service.

Much to the credit of the monument's current administration, great strides have been made in recent
yearsin improving community relations, particularly with the Tribe. Once again, asit was nearly 30
years ago, Park Service and tribal representatives are communicating face-to-face, looking for waysto
solve problems together. Only recently, in 1998, aresource collection agreement - now considered a
model for the agency - was made with the Kaibab Paiute Tribe and Southern Paiute Nation for Zion
National Park, Pipe Spring National Monument, and Cedar Breaks National Monument. (It is certainly
not the first Pipe Spring model worthy of emulation. The joint developments with the Tribe in the early
1970s were considered exemplary at the time, held up as a model for other federal agencies.) Currently,
monument management is working closely with the Kaibab Paiute Tribe to transform the current visitor
center into ajoint Park Service and tribal visitor center. (Ironically, something similar was the original
intent of those who planned the building in 1971. Somewhere along the way, the Tribe's inclusion failed
to materialize.) Living history interpretation has attained new levels of professionalism, accuracy, and
inclusiveness with excellent "pioneer” and Indian presentations and demonstrations routinely available.

Challenges and opportunities will continually present themselves at Pipe Spring National Monument as
it enters the next century. The proposed joint visitor center will not only enhance relationships with the
Tribe, but also greatly aid in telling the inclusive, culturally complete stories of the site. Pipe Spring
should serve as an example to the diversity of our modern American populace, of how different cultures
prehistoric Indian, Southern Paiute, and Euroamerican utilized and lived within the natural environment
differently, and how their practices, contact, and interactions changed lifestyles, and even the
environment they relied upon. It can also serve as a monument to the struggles and triumphs of
Americans seeking social, economic, and religious freedom in the American West in this particular
instance, the Latter-day Saints. Management continues to be confronted with issues associated with
protection, allocation, and distribution of water resources. Current efforts to expand our knowledge of
the regional groundwater aquifer and to convince all local communities of its limits and the need to
concur in its use and protection are critical. Additional partnerships with tribal government should be
built to allow relocation of other facilities (curatorial storage, housing) from the 40-acre monument to
the neighboring reservation. All of these visionary goals will require positive relations between the
National Park Service, the Kaibab Paiute Tribe, and local descendants of Euroamerican settlers.

As part of its mission to preserve, protect, and interpret its resources, one of the monument's greatest
challengesin the coming century isto study the lessons afforded by its history and to strive to become a
vital link between the generations and between diverse cultures. During the late 1980s, a visitor
wandered into the visitor center and asked one of the Paiute seasonal interpreters at the front desk,
"What is this place?' He answered, "Well, do you want the pioneer version, the Indian version, or the
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Park Service version?' For Pipe Spring National Monument to matter to all our country's citizensin the
years ahead, it must find away to convey the stories and values of the indigenous people, the white
settlers, and the National Park Service. Pipe Spring National Monument is indeed a place where cultures
are at acrossroads. [1]
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PIPE SPRING

Culturesat a Crossroads: An Administrative History

|: BACKGROUND

L ocation and Environment

Pipe Spring National Monument is located on a 40-acre tract of land in Mohave County, in the
northernmost part of central Arizona. The monument is eight miles south of Utah's southern boundary,
60 miles southeast of St. George, Utah, 20 miles southwest of Kanab, and 15 miles west of Fredonia,
Arizona, on State Highway 389. The entire stretch of land between Utah's southern boundary and the
Grand Canyon is known asthe "Arizona Strip." Thisregion has very strong historical and cultural ties
with Utah among the immigrant "Mormons,”" a popular term for those with religious and/or cultural ties
to the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints. [2] The Kaibab Paiute consider the larger area
encompassing the southern half of Utah, northern Arizona, and portions of Nevada as traditional areas of
prehistoric and historic use. Pipe Spring National Monument lies within the boundaries of the Kaibab
Indian Reservation, established before the monument was created. [ 3]

Primary historic resources at the monument include three sandstone buildings (the Pipe Spring fort, east
cabin, and west cabin), the historic-period sites of the Whitmore-Mclnytre dugout and alime kiln, and
other structures, including stone walls, the quarry trail, and the fort ponds. Reconstructed "historic"
features include a vegetable garden, orchard, vineyard, telegraph line, and corrals. For the most part,
modern developments are located at the southernmost part of the monument and include a residential
area, maintenance area, and access road. Thisareaisfairly well screened by plantings. There are three
springs at the monument: the main spring (Pipe Spring), emerging from beneath the fort itself; tunnel
spring (located just southwest of the fort); and cabin spring (a seep spring near the west cabin, once
called the "calf pasture spring"). The springs are fed by the Navgjo Sandstone aquifer to the north and
west, viathe Sevier Fault. Because there is more than one spring at the site, for many yearsit was
referred to as "Pipe Springs," although the monument's official name was never plural.

The monument occupies the Moccasin Terrace of the Markagunt Plateau at the southern sloping base of
the Vermilion Cliffs. From this site, adry plain slopes southward for 40-50 miles before it descends
dramatically into the Grand Canyon. The elevation of the monument is 5,000 feet, the climateisfairly
temperate, and the plant and animal species are typically semi-desert. North of the monument is pinyon-
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juniper woodland. Intermingled with and at the edge of this woodland community is a sagebrush
grassland with sagebrush dominant on the more level areas of ground and pinyon-juniper occurring on
the shallow rocky soils and broken country of adjacent higher elevations. Other on-site vegetation
turally introduced plant materials include a
variety of shade trees (ash, cottonwood, poplar, elm, locust, ailanthus), fruit trees, a grape arbor, and a
iles, birds, coyotes, badgers, and

90 to 115 degrees; in the winter, normal

includes rabbitbrush, prickly pear cactus, and sagebrush. Cul

vegetable garden. Animal species include small rodents, rept
porcupines. [4] High temperatures range in the summer from
low temperatures range from 0O to 40 degrees.
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ML S

1. Pipe Spring National Monument vicinity map; 1959, modified
(Pipe Sporing National Monument).
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The reasons for the establishment of Pipe Spring National Monument can best be understood within the
context of the overall development of parks, transportation systems, and tourism in southern Utah and
northern Arizona during the late 1910s and early 1920s. To a much greater extent than is the case with
other national parks and monuments, Pipe Spring's creation and later development hinged heavily on
what was happening to parks in the surrounding area and to improvements to the region's transportation
network. The development of the region's scenic attractions required a massive and coordinated effort of
the federal government (most importantly, the National Park Service, the U.S. Forest Service, and the
Bureau of Public Roads), state and county governments in Utah and Arizona, the Church of Jesus Christ
of Latter-day Saints (Church) officials at al levels, the Union Pacific System (Union Pacific or UP) and
its subsidiaries, local businessmen, and private citizens. With such a conglomerate of interests involved,
it is hardly surprising to discover - as events will show - that this remote site became the vehicle to
accomplish awide variety of goals. Some objectives were quite temporary in nature; others were
decidedly permanent. The metaphor for Pipe Spring as "vehicle' is most appropriate, for the invention
and popularization of motorized transportation would have long-lasting impact on the fate of this
historic site.
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21. Barbara Babcock opening gate for car at Pipe _Spri ng, ca. 1920
(Courtesy Union Pacific Museum, image 643).
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PART Il -THE MONUMENT'SFIRST TEN YEARS

Area Developments

During itsfirst decade as a national monument, from 1923 to 1933, Pipe Spring continued to be affected
by developments taking place in national parks to the north and to the south. From 1924 to 1930, Pipe
Spring was included on the Utah Parks Company's circle tour of Zion, Cedar Breaks, Bryce Canyon, and
the Grand Canyon's North Rim. During those years tour buses regularly made scheduled lunch and rest
stops at Pipe Spring. Motorists traveling in private automobiles al so traveled the route from Zion to the
North rim via the Rockville shortcut, passing by Pipe Spring. The event that proved most significant in
Pipe Spring's history, in terms of visitation, was the completion of the Zion-Mt. Carmel Highway in
Zion National Park.
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37, Utah Parks Company buses lined up at (fedar City depot ca. 1928
(Courtesy Union Pacific Museum, image 8635).

Zion National Park

On April 9, 1924, Congress authorized appropriations of $7.5 million over athree-year period for
construction of roads and trails in the national parks and monuments. The Interior Department
appropriation act of March 3, 1925, carried an additional $1.5 million for road construction in national
parks. The new funds were immediately available, providing added impetus to the park road program.
The Bureau of Public Roads conducted the survey for the Zion-Mt. Carmel road in September 1925. In
March 1925 the completion of the 220-foot steel bridge that spanned the Virgin River and the regrading
of 15 miles of road beyond the bridge at Rockville shortened the distance from Zion to the North Rim by
30 miles. Tourists and others heavily used the Rockville shortcut for about five years prior to the
completion of the Zion-Mt. Carmel Highway.

The 1925 season was a significant one at Zion. It was the first highly advertised season, bringing 16,817
visitors - more than twice the previous year's visitation. The Utah Parks Company was ready by May 15
with its new two-story rustic lodge and 46 guest cottages. (The lodge was enlarged and an additional 15
cottages were built in the spring of 1926.) A new fleet of motor buses transported tourists from the
railhead at Cedar City to Zion. Transportation to other scenic areas was provided by another subsidiary
of Union Pacific, the Utah & Grand Canyon Transportation Company, whose motor fleet was also new.
By the 1926 season, visitation at Zion had increased another 30 percent, enabling the Utah & Grand
Canyon Transportation Company to maintain daily bus service to the North Rim viathe Rockville
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shortcut.

In fiscal year (FY) 1927 Congress approved base plans to devel op adequate road and trail systems in the
national parksto modern standards which called for the ultimate expenditure of $51 million, in addition
to $9 million previously appropriated. In FY 1928 Congress increased the authorization for park road
construction from $2.5 million annually to $5 million annually. [504] 1t was during 1927 that
construction work on Zion National Park's 25-mile road to Mt. Carmel began. Thisroad, with its mile-
long tunnel through solid sandstone, is considered one of the greatest pieces of road construction in the
country. [505] Named the Zion-Mt. Carmel Highway, the highly scenic road was dedicated and opened
to general traffic on July 4, 1929, with National Park Service Director Horace Albright serving as master
of ceremonies. [506] Utah's Governor George H. Dern presented the formal dedication speech, and a
chorus of 30 men from St. George furnished musical entertainment. The new road finally made Zion
National Park directly accessible from the east. Visitation rose from 33,383 in 1929 to 55,297 in 1930,
an increase of 65.6 percent. [507] Another event that occurred at Zion National Park in 1930 was an
expansion of its east and south boundaries through an act of Congress on June 13, 1930, adding 17,900
acres to the park.

38. Tourists boarding buses at Cedar City, ca. 1928
(Courtesy Union Pacific Museum, image 8634).

The Grand Canyon's North Rim
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For the most part, no development took place at the North Rim of the Grand Canyon until the mid-
1920s. Before that time, the vast mgjority of visitors went to the Canyon's South Rim where both
administrative and tourist devel opments were concentrated. [508] There was a Wylie camp at the North

Rimin 1919 (asthere was a Zion National Park) but little else. [509] By 1922 stage trips were available

every other day from Lund and Marysville alternately, to Cedar Breaks, Bryce Canyon, Zion, and the
North Rim of the Grand Canyon. [510] In 1924 plans were tentatively outlined for Park Service facilities

that called for development of awater system and construction of several ranger cabins at Bright Angel
Point, aswell as arearoad and trail developments. Director Stephen T. Mather favored tourist
accommodations at the North Rim to be camps rather than hotels: "This area should be kept exclusively
for the benefit of nature lovers and for those who are willing to forego such conveniences as room with
bath in order to visit it." [511] It would not remain so primitive.

During FY 1925 surveys were completed for the installation of water development at Bright Angel Point
on the North Rim. A ranger cabin and support buildings were constructed. In 1925 visitation to the
North Rim was up 110 percent over the prior year. [512] Camping at the North Rim was limited in 1925
and 1926 because water sources had yet to be developed. Poor roads in southern Utah and northern
Arizona also played a part in limiting travel to the North Rim. Finally, funds were authorized for use in
FY 1927 to develop awater system at the North Rim. Water from two springs was to be collected and
pumped to atank at Bright Angel Point, then distributed by gravity to nearby campgrounds.

In 1927 the boundaries of Grand Canyon National Park were changed, adding 51 square miles of the
Kaibab Forest on the north. Also that year, a government contract was awarded to Utah Parks Company
to construct alodge and cabins at Bright Angel Point. The Company had already purchased the Bright
Angel Camp from Elizabeth McKee, operating it during the 1927 season. Construction of a new lodge at
Bright Angel Point at the North Rim began during the winter of 1927-1928. L eonard Heaton noted in his
journal for the month of January 1928, "Large UP trucks pass every day for the Grand Canyon or back
for Cedar City." [513] Heavy rain in early February made the road from Zion to Fredonia so soft and

muddy that Heaton reported, "Two UP trucks four days on the road from Hurricane, Utah to Fredonia,
Arizona, 65 miles." [514] By May Heaton reported tourists were starting to come through on their way

to the North Rim, in addition to heavy freight traffic: "L ots of trucks passing hauling freight to the
Grand Canyon for the UP. Also lots of tourists coming, on an average of six carsaday." [515]
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39. Officias at Pipe Spring, en route to the dedication of Grand Canyon Lodge, September 1928.
From left to right: Heber J. Grant, Stephen T. Mather, Carl R. Gray, Utah Senator William King, Harry
Chandler, and Jonathan Heaton.

(Pipe Sporing National Monument).

On September 14, 1928, the Utah Parks Company dedicated its new Grand Canyon Lodge at Bright
Angel Point. An entourage of officials, most of whom were important in the creation of Pipe Spring
National Monument, stopped at Pipe Spring en route to the dedication of the new lodge. A photograph
taken at Pipe Spring that day shows Church President Heber J. Grant, Director Stephen T. Mather,
Union Pacific's President Carl R. Gray, Utah Senator William King, Los Angeles Times Publisher Harry
Chandler, and Jonathan Heaton, patriarch of the Heaton family and prior owner of Pipe Spring (see
figure 39). [516]

At about the same time as the completion of Grand Canyon Lodge, the Kaibab Trail was completed to
the North Rim, making it possible to travel by horse from the South Rim to the North Rim in one day
instead of the two days previously required. By 1929 the Utah Parks Company added five, four-room
deluxe cabins to the lodge complex at the North Rim. During the 1929 season, the Grand Canyon Lodge
and cabins were open from May 28 to October 6. The company reported a very successful seasonin
their first year of operation at the North Rim. The opening of the North Rim to tourists was a very
important advance. To some, the North Rim was more attractive than the South Rim and much less
congested. The road to the North Rim from Utah is of great scenic beauty, through the aspen and pine
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forests of Kalbab Plateau. Travel between the north and south rims of the Grand Canyon, as well as
general park-to-park travel in the Southwest, was soon greatly facilitated by the completion of a steel
bridge which crossed the Colorado River at Lee's Ferry. The Nava o Bridge opened on June 15, 1929.

Bryce Canyon National Park

A congressional act of February 25, 1928, increased the area to be included in Bryce Canyon National
Monument and changed its name to Bryce Canyon National Park. The new park contained 22 square
miles and was overseen by the superintendent of Zion National Park. Under an agreement reached with
Union Pacific, the company's private holdings were deeded to the federal government. State lands within
the areawere exchanged for other lands outside the park boundaries.

Visitation to Bryce Canyon during FY 1929 was 21,997. (By contrast, Pipe Spring National Monument
had an estimated 24,883 visitors that year, and Zion National Park 33,383. [517] The completion of the
Zion-Mt. Carmel Highway had an immediate and positive effect on Bryce Canyon's visitation, which
increased in 1930 to 35,982, an increase of 63.5 percent over 1929. [518] All the efforts to improve
roads and promote southern Utah's parks appeared to be successful, for Zion's visitation too had more
than doubled since 1925. Improved driving conditions, advertising, and the growing popularity of the
automobile contributed to a significant increase in the number of visitors to national parks and
monuments by the end of the 1920s. While increased visitation to southern Utah and northern Arizona
sites had been a chief goal of Mather and Albright, rapidly rising numbers of visitors created additional
strain on Park Service caretakers and on scarce financial resources. More people meant demand for more
camping space, more parking space, more toilet facilities, and perhaps most challenging in the
Southwest more water.

Continued >>>

pisp/adhi/adhi3.htm
Last Updated: 03-Aug-2001

file:///CJ/Web/PI SP/adhi/adhi3.htm (6 of 6) [9/7/2007 9:54:59 AM]


file:///C:/Web/PISP/adhi/adhi11x.htm
file:///C:/Web/PISP/adhi/adhi11x.htm
file:///C:/Web/PISP/adhi/adhi11x.htm

Pipe Spring NM: An Administrative History (Part IV)

PIPE SPRING

Culturesat a Crossroads: An Administrative History

PART IV THE GREAT DIVIDE

| ntroduction

Despite the water agreement reached at Pipe Spring National Monument on June 9, 1924, between the
National Park Service, Office of Indian Affairs, and Charles C. Heaton (representing area cattlemen), the
issues of water rights and distribution came up again in the summer of 1929 and continued to surface
into the 1930s. [667] They primarily arose from the Office of Indian Affairs concern about the amount

of water being used on the monument by caretaker Leonard Heaton. Prior to Heaton's appointment, little
If any monument water was used for landscape maintenance. There is no evidence of landscaping
activities at Pipe Spring while the monument was under John White's direction, other than removal of
fences and corrals. With Park Service permission, White did maintain asmall family garden, and the
Office of Indian Affairs had made no objection to that concession. However, once Leonard Heaton was
hired as monument caretaker in early 1926 things quickly changed. In addition to the Heaton brothers
pond (mentioned in Part 111), two new reservoirs (the meadow ponds) were built to impound spring
water for irrigation. Some of the water was used to irrigate land for the Heatons' personal use (for
grazing meadows, gardens, and fruit trees) while other water from Pipe Spring sustained vegetation of
direct benefit to the public (shade trees around the fort and nearby camping areas). Although Heaton's
planting activities demanded ever-increasing amounts of water to maintain, a surprising five-year period
of calm reigned between the signing of the 1924 agreement and 1929 when conflict over water issues
erupted once again to alevel requiring involvement by Washington's Department of the Interior
officials. To understand why this was so, one must know what was happening afew miles to the north.
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By thefall of 1930, Custodian Leonard Heaton's monthly reports to headquarters referenced problems of
area unemployment. In November he wrote, " There have been only afew people here this last month
and they have been hunting work and something to eat.” [830] In August 1932 he reported, " The people
of this section received 10,800 pounds of flour from the Red Cross which will be a great help to some,
but if work is not furnished to some they will go hungry or will have to be kept by some charity
organization thiswinter." [831] During the fall of 1932, Mohave County offered roadwork to help
aleviate the problem. Heaton reported, "Road work on Highway 89 is underway allowing married men
30 hours of work each week at .50 per hour. The work has been so arranged that about six or seven men
from each settlement will be at work all the time." [832] Y et the problem of unemployment was far too
acute and widespread to be solved by local, county, or even state measures. The mobilization of federal
forces was required to address the worst financial crisis of the 20th century, known as the Great
Depression. The federal programs implemented during the 1930s would considerably impact Pipe
Spring National Monument.
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The entry of the United Statesinto World War Il created critical management problems for the National
Park Service. Congress cut park appropriations by more than 50 percent. Between June 30, 1942, and
June 30, 1943, the number of permanent, full-time positions in the Park Service was reduced from 4,510
to 1,974, a cut of more than 55 percent. With the imposition of gas rationing, visitation fell dramatically;
al travel promotion activities within the agency ceased. Even the railroads abandoned their policy of
putting on special supplemental trains and reducing rates to the parks. Total visitation to national parks
and monuments for 1942 (the first travel year after the country went to war) fell by 55 percent. [1166]

For the previous decade, the Park Service had derived incal culable benefit from the labor of the Civilian
Conservation Corps and other public works programs. All CCC camps were ordered closed by June 30,
1943 (as discussed in Part V, Pipe Spring National Monument lost its camp considerably earlier, much
to Custodian Heaton's relief). The loss of CCC camps and their work crews from the National Park
Service and U.S. Forest Service units was only slightly ameliorated by the Selective Service's
establishment of Civilian Public Service camps, manned largely by conscientious objectors. [1167]

Now, in addition to the cessation of these work programs, finding qualified or experienced men to hire
became a difficult challenge because so many men joined the military or became otherwise involved in
the war effort. In fact, some parks became so desperate that they - like private industry - began hiring
women in positions previously reserved for men, as rangers and fire lookouts.

A minimal staff of engineers, landscape architects, and historians was retained in the Washington office
and four regional officesin order to maintain certain basic functions and to continue the work of
planning for future developments. Certain other activities, however, ceased to function at al during the
war years, such as the Historic American Buildings Survey. To make matters even more complicated,
the offices of the National Park Service, aswell astwo other services, were moved from Washington, D.
C., to Chicago in 1942 to make room for military functionsin the nation's capitol. They were not moved
back until 1947.
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Some parks were heavily impacted by wartime activities, particularly by military demands for their
natural resources. Secretary Harold L. Ickes called on the various bureaus in his department for "full
mobilization of the Nation's natural resources for war..." [1168] Fortunately, Pipe Spring National
Monument had absolutely nothing the military needed or wanted. Nonetheless, the war's impact was felt
in a number of ways. The worst drop in monument visitation since the opening of the Zion-Mt. Carmel
Tunnel occurred during the war years. Perhaps of even more significance to Pipe Spring was the transfer
of the monument's administration from Southwestern National M onuments (Southwestern Monuments)
to Zion National Park. Although Custodian Heaton then faced an unprecedented number of official
inspections, property inventories, and lectures on how to do things "right," he responded with his
characteristic humility and desire to do whatever was asked of him. Asin other park units, monument
development plans were executed, reviewed, and commented on, to be put "on the shelf " until the war's
end. Historical research continued, particularly as Zion officials asked new questions about the
importance of the monument's historic landscape. Progress continued in transforming the fort into a
historic house museum. Road issues continued to be debated during the war years, whether discussions
centered on the monument road or the only sporadically maintained approach roads from east and west.
Finally, the question of water rights at the monument was revived again, precipitated by afederal ruling
in 1942 on water reserves and park units.

Otherwise, life at Pipe Spring went on pretty much as usual, with the local folk continuing to gather at
the site to picnic in view of the old Mormon fort and under the shade of its many trees. There was
another important attraction, of course. Now that the monument's water was no longer demanded by the
Army for CCC camps, local Mormons and Indians alike were welcome to cool off in the meadow poal,
an opportunity many took advantage of during the hot, dry summers that were characteristic of the
Arizona Strip.
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The relative quiet that Pipe Spring National Monument experienced during World War 11 continued for
the remainder of the decade. This chapter focuses on the events that took place at the monument from
January 1946 to January 1951, when the United States government began aboveground testing of atomic
weapons in Arizona's neighboring state of Nevada. While the post-war years are also part of the Cold
War era (described in the introduction of Part VII1), impacts of the Cold War would not be directly
experienced at Pipe Spring until 1951. The highlights of this period at the monument include completion
of the master plan, the installation of the Bishop Hopkins collection in the west cabin, Custodian

L eonard Heaton's acquisition of a new truck, and the Kanab celebration of Utah's Centennia (all in
1947); replacement of the fort's kitchen and parlor floors (1948), its big gates (1949), and catwalk
(1950); stabilization and repairs to the west cabin (1950); and a community barbecue attended by
Arizona Governor Daniel E. Garvey and other officials (also 1950). Also worthy of note were two
reservation fires, one in 1948 and the other in 1950. The April 1948 Indian School fire - which Leonard
Heaton and Moccasin residents helped to fight - was the far more destructive of the two. Finally,
significant improvements were made to the Heatons' residence during 1948, in part to make the
temporary structure more livable, but also to accommodate a growing family.

Conspicuously absent from these yearsis any dispute over Pipe Spring water between the Indian
Service, Park Service, and those cattlemen entitled to a share. In the absence of contrary evidence, it can
only be presumed that all parties found their needs being sufficiently met by the existing arrangement.
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The year 1951 quickly ended the peace and quiet of the early post-war years at Pipe Spring National
Monument. Atomic weapons testing at the nearby Nevada Test Site, as well as activity associated with
uranium and oil exploration and mining, signaled that a new erahad arrived on the Arizona Strip. This
chapter deals primarily with events transpiring in and around the monument during the period from
January 1951 through December 1955. The highlights for these five years include the observable
impacts of weapons testing and mineral exploration and mining; administrative changes at the
Washington, regional, and monument levels; the monument's acquisition of atwo-way radio (1951);
stabilization work to the fort's balconies (1951), exterior painting of the fort (1952) and restoration of the
spring room (1953); destruction of the barn/garage by fire (1951) and construction of a new utility
building (1952-1953); acquisition of a pressure fire pump and accessories (1953); installation of a new
generator and construction of its housing (1954); installation of new highway and park signage (1954-
1955); and filming of the first movie at Pipe Spring (1955). The early 1950s also was a time when
evidence was being gathered for an important legal case, Arizona v. California, in which the United
States asserted claims to water in the mainstream of the Colorado River on behalf of five Indian
reservationsin Arizona, California, and Nevada. Outside the monument, perhaps the most memorable
event among local residents was the Arizonalaw enforcement officials raid on the polygamous
settlement of Short Creek in July 1953. Finally, during this period Custodian Heaton acquired seasonal
part-time help for the first time.

In addition to the Arizona v. California case, one other important historical event took place during the
early 1950s that particularly impacted American Indians. On August 1, 1953, Congress passed the
Termination Resolution, adopting a policy of discontinuing federal controls, restrictions, and benefits for
Indians under federal jurisdiction. [1492] Between 1954 and 1960, federal services or trust supervision
was withdrawn from 61 tribes or other Indian groups, until opposition caused a deceleration of the
program. Many tribes and Indian organizations, such as the National Congress of American Indians,
condemned termination, advocating instead self-determination and areview of federal policies.
Depending on where they lived, Indian tribes were impacted differently by the Termination Resolution.
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While the Paiute in the state of Utah were officially terminated, bands of the Southern Paiute Nation
living in Arizona and Nevada were not, although the threat of termination of their reservations loomed
over these years.

Severa important administrative changes took place in the Washington office, the regional office, and at
Zion National Park during the early 1950s. On April 1, 1951, Arthur B. Demaray succeeded Newton
Drury as Park Service director. He held that position only until early December when Conrad L. Wirth
succeeded him on December 9, 1951. Wirth remained director until early 1964, overseeing the Park
Servicein the years leading up to and during a most important period in the agency's history known as
Mission 66. At Zion National Park, Paul R. Franke succeeded Charles J. Smith as superintendent on
June 1, 1952, and served in that position until the end of 1959. Thiswas Franke's third and last time
serving as Zion's superintendent. During 1953 the National Park Service reorganized, both at the
national and regional levels. In addition to the pre-existing Division of Design and Construction, two
new divisions were created: the Division of Interpretation and Division of Cooperative Activities. The
four regional offices were delegated some authority previously exercised by the director. On March 1,
1955, Regional Director Minor R. Tillotson died. He was succeeded by Custodian Leonard Heaton's old
friend from Southwestern Monuments, Hugh M. Miller, who remained in the position until late 1959.
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Mission 66 was a service-wide, 10-year conservation program initiated by the National Park Servicein
1956. In the words of Director Conrad L. Wirth, "lts whole purpose was to make possible the best and
wisest use of America's scenic and historic heritage." [1648] Accomplishment of the program required a

great deal of new development and construction, but this activity was seen as the necessary means to
achieve conservation objectives. Approved by President Dwight D. Eisenhower and Congress, the
program was launched with an increase of $19,153,700 in the Park Service's appropriation for the 1957
fiscal year. In response to increasing demands of the motor touring public, parks across the country
endeavored to improve their physical plants, roads, campgrounds, and visitor services. Mission 66 made
funds available for new developments at Pipe Spring National Monument, some of which had been
needed and planned since the 1930s. While the national program formally lasted until 1966, most of its
impacts on Pipe Spring were experienced between 1957 and 1961. During Mission 66, a modern
comfort station was erected (1956-1957); the monument's first permanent residences were built (1959);
new walkways were constructed and old ones repaired (1959-1960); a new parking area and service
roads were built (1960); restoration work on the fort and rehabilitation work on the cabins was carried
out (1959-1961); and the museum displaysin the fort and two cabins were greatly improved (early
1960s). Two other significant advances at the monument during this period were the hiring of a seasonal
park historian in 1956 (replaced by a permanent park historian in 1958 and his successor in 1960) and
the long-awaited arrival of commercia power to the areain 1960.

Overshadowing all other eventsin the region and of significant impact to the monument's devel opment
was the construction of one of the world's highest dams at Glen Canyon. The building of the dam was
authorized on April 11, 1956. While the prime contract was awarded in April 1957, related construction
projects began during the fall of 1956. The most important of these was the construction of the Glen
Canyon Bridge, built between February 1957 and August 1958. (Prior to the construction of the bridge,
people in Utah had to drive all the way around to Le€'s Ferry and cross over the Navajo Bridge in order
to get to Page, Arizona, atrip of 200 miles.) The first bucket of concrete was poured for the dam on June
17, 1960; the final bucket on September 13, 1963. [1649] The dam'’s construction finally brought about
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improvement to area roads, including to the long-neglected Hurricane-Fredonia route.

This chapter chronicles events from 1956 through December 1963, to include the retirement of Acting
Superintendent Leonard Heaton and the transition to Management Assistant Hugh H. Bozarth.
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As the 1960s progressed, more and more emphasis was placed on re-creating the "historic scene" at Pipe
Spring National Monument. [1885] This had long been of some concern to management, but the
restoration and maintenance needs of the historic buildings had always taken precedence. Now that
Mission 66 programs and funding had taken care of the immediate needs of the historic buildings,
attention turned to their setting. In addition, monument staff put into effect some earlier suggestions
made by interpretive specialists to improve the interpretive program and came up with ideas of their
own. The seeds for developing the monument into a"living history ranch” were planted during this
period, as evidenced by the gradual changesin exhibits and the increasing use of demonstrations during
guided tours. It would not be until 1968, however - when government-sponsored youth training and
employment programs became available - that the supply of personnel would even begin to approach the
demands of afull-fledged living history program. From the monument's perspective, the long-awaited
completion of State Highway 389 in May 1967 was probably the most important event of the decade,
not only for the monument but also for neighboring communities.

Events transpiring at the highest level of government had eventual repercussions at Pipe Spring National
Monument. President John F. Kennedy's assassination on November 22, 1963, |eft the country in a state
of shock. Vice-president Lyndon B. Johnson became president and remained in office until 1968, when
Richard M. Nixon won the White House. National political and social turmoil over the war in Viet Nam
and civil rights issues during the 1960s did not touch the remote site of Pipe Spring National Monument,
but President's Johnson's "War on Poverty" most certainly did. Announced in his State of the Union
Address on January 8, 1964, Johnson's War on Poverty called for legislation that would attack the
multiple causes of poverty: illiteracy, unemployment, and inadequate public services. Under the
Economic Opportunity Act of August 30, 1964, $947.7 million was authorized for 10 separate programs
overseen by the Office of Economic Opportunity (OEO), including Job Corps, Volunteersin Service to
America (VISTA), and work-training programs, such as the Neighborhood Y outh Corps (NY C), Y outh
Conservation Corps (Y CC), and Operation Mainstream. These programs would be for Pipe Spring
National Monument what the CCC camp had been, only with far fewer administrative headaches.
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Additional "warm bodies' working at Pipe Spring enabled the monument to carry out a number of
programs and projects that had been on its wish list for many years. During this period, the Zion Natural
History Association also offered generous financial support to help the monument reach a number of
worthy goalsrelated to its living history program and native grass restoration project.

Beginning about 1964, there were many changes in Park Service management personnel, from the
monument level to the Washington office. Management Assistant Hugh H. Bozarth was hired to oversee
Pipe Spring National Monument in October 1963. He was the first manager from Park Service ranks to
take charge of the monument since its establishment in 1923. Bozarth remained there until September
1967. James M. ("Jm") Harter served as acting management assistant from Bozarth's departure until
April 1968. Supervisory Historian Raymond J. Geerdes succeeded Harter and remained at Pipe Spring
until February 1971. In August 1965 Zion National Park's Superintendent Francis R. Oberhansley
retired; Warren F. Hamilton succeeded him. Hamilton left Zion in late April 1968, succeeded by Karl T.
Gilbert (1968-1969) and Oscar T. Dick (1969). From April 6, 1969, to September 18, 1971, Karl T.
Gilbert was general superintendent of the newly established Southern Utah Group (SOUG) in Cedar
City, Utah, which administered Bryce Canyon, Zion, and Capitol Reef national parks, and Cedar Breaks
and Pipe Spring national monuments. (SOUG was later abolished on July 8, 1972.) Robert I. Kerr was
made superintendent of Zion in 1970. At the Southwest Regional Office, Regional Director Daniel B.
Beard succeeded Thomas J. Allen on August 6, 1963, and served until September 9, 1967. Frank F.
Kowski succeeded him at that time. In Washington, D.C., Director Conrad Wirth left his positionin
January 1964 and was succeeded by George B. Hartzog, Jr. The longest continuous presence during the
decade was Secretary of the Interior Stewart L. Udall who served in his position from January 21, 1961,
to January 20, 1969. (Udall had direct family ties to Pipe Spring National Monument. His grandmother,
Eliza Luella Stewart, was the Deseret Telegraph Office's first telegraph operator at Pipe Spring during
the early 1870s.) On January 21, 1969, Walter J. Hickel, who served only until November 25, 1970,
succeeded Udall.

The federal government's efforts to terminate its obligations to Indian tribes in the 1950s (mentioned in
the introduction of Part V111) led to a growing backlash in the 1960s. Coinciding with a new Democratic
administration that professed concern about the plight of the poor, federal aid to tribes greatly expanded
during this period and reservation governments were made eligible as sponsoring agencies for numerous
federal economic opportunities. In the late 1960s, the Department of the Interior received an
appropriation of $1 million to carry out an Indian assistance program. [1886] Half of this amount was
allocated for the Southwest Region. In addition, the Paiute received $1 million as a result of the
aboriginal land settlement. The money enabled the Kaibab Paiute Tribe to pursue its desire to develop a
tourism complex, the primary objective being to create jobs for its members. [1887] All at once the

monument and regional office staff were catapulted into an unprecedented working relationship with the
Tribe. In response to the Tribe's planned devel opments, the Park Service rallied to reduce the visual
impact of developments on the "historic scene" while protecting the tri-partite water agreement of 1933.
In anticipation that the Tribe might challenge this agreement, a great deal of historical research was
conducted in 1969 to bolster the Park Service's case for legal ownership of the land and springs. Talk of
an interdepartmental land exchange was also thrown into the mix, reviving the possibility of expanding
the monument's boundaries.
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The Indian occupation of Alcatraz Island on November 20, 1969, according to one historical reference,
"signaled the rise of Indian activism.” [1888] It could be argued that the 1953 Termination Resolution
and its effects led to thisincrease in activism, however, at least laying the foundation for Indian activism
during the late 1950s and throughout the 1960s. The American Indian Movement (AIM), founded in
1970, soon emerged as the most militant voice for radical change in federal-Indian relations, setting the
stage for future political confrontationsin the early 1970s. By the end of the decade, Park Service
officials administering park units adjacent to reservations could not ignore the increasing economic and
political power of Indians. Amidst a backdrop of an increasingly tense environment in many parts of the
country, the cooperative efforts and relatively smooth working relationships between the Kaibab Paiute,
Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA), and Pipe Spring National Monument in the late 1960s are all the more
noteworthy. Both the Indians and the Park Service stood to benefit from maintaining harmony, and at
least at Pipe Spring both succeeded in doing so.
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This chapter covers the monument's history from late 1970, when Area Manager Raymond J. Geerdes
left Pipe Spring, to early 1979, when Superintendent Bernard G. Tracy retired. The highpoints of the
decade were the dedication of the Kaibab Paiute Cultural Building/Visitor Center and National Park
Service-Kaibab Paiute Tribe joint-use water supply system on May 26, 1973; and the monument's two-
year celebration of the country's bicentennial with an expansion of its living history program.

In 1970 President Richard M. Nixon was in the middle of hisfirst term in office. Nixon's second term
was clouded by the Watergate scandals and ended in his resignation on August 9, 1974. He was
succeeded by Vice-president Gerald R. Ford who later was defeated in the 1976 elections by James Earl
("Jimmy") Carter. During the early 1970s, the United States moved toward military disengagement from
its long involvement in the civil war in Viet Nam. The roots of U.S. involvement in Southeast Asiawent
back to the Truman era and, like the Korean War, were the product of Cold War foreign policy. After
sending military advisors from 1955 to 1960, the U.S. government became directly embroiled in the
conflict, sending military troops from 1961 to 1973. In 1973 U.S. troops were withdrawn while the
federal government continued its support of the South Vietnamese government and military. In 1975 the
Saigon government surrendered to the North Vietnamese-backed Provisional Revolutionary
Government, ending the war. [2107] The same year U.S. troops were withdrawn from Southeast Asia,
another international conflict erupted in the Middle East. The Arab-Israeli War of October 6-22, 1973
(also called the Yom Kippur War), led to an Arab embargo of oil shipments to the United States. The
resulting energy crisis resulted in a host of measures being implemented to curb energy consumption by
individual citizens, businesses, and governments and to spur the development of additional energy
sources. The fuel shortage appears to have contributed to a 21 percent drop in visitation to Pipe Spring
National Monument in 1974,

President Nixon's cuts in funds for the Office of Equal Opportunity led to the cancellation of many
Community Action programs such as the Neighborhood Y outh Corps (NY C), Head Start, and Operation
Mainstream in 1973. [2108] While the monument struggled to retain the area’'s NY C program and keep
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its interpretive program afloat in the early 1970s, it received a boost during the country's bicentennial
celebration. Beginning in 1976, enrollees under the Comprehensive Employment Training Act (CETA)
program furnished workers for the monument. Volunteers in the Parks (V1Ps) also became increasingly
essential to the monument's interpretive program, especially in cattle branding and domestic arts
demonstrations.

A number of Park Service administrative changes took place during the 1970s. Secretary of the Interior
Stewart L. Udall's long tenure in the 1960s was followed by five changes in the Secretary's position
between 1969 and 1977, made in the following order: Walter J. Hickel, Rogers C. B. Morton, Stanley K.
Hathaway, Thomas S. Kleppe, and Cecil D. Andrus. Fewer changes were made to the directorate.
Director George B. Hartzog, Jr., served until December 31, 1972. Shortly before his departure, Hartzog
reinstated the Superintendent's Annual Report to the Director. (This report had been discontinued in
1964.) Hartzog was succeeded by Ronald H. Walker (January 1, 1973-January 3, 1975), Gary E.
Everhardt (January 13, 1975-May 27, 1977); and William J. Whalen (July 5, 1977-May 13, 1980).

Of more direct impact to Pipe Spring National Monument were administrative changes made on the
regional level. The monument fell under the direction of three different regional offices during the
1970s. At the beginning of the decade the monument was overseen by Regional Director Frank F.
Kowski of the Southwest Region. On November 15, 1971, the boundary of the Midwest Region was
adjusted to include Utah, Colorado, and at least part of Arizona. Most likely because of the monument's
close historical association with and geographic proximity to Utah, the administration of the monument
was transferred to the Midwest Regional Office in Omaha, Nebraska, on that date. Regional Director J.
Leonard Volz then headed that office. The monument remained under his direction until January 6,
1974, when the Rocky Mountain Region was established in Denver, Colorado. The monument then fell
under its oversight. Regional Director Lynn H. Thompson oversaw the Rocky Mountain Region until
Glen T. Bean succeeded him in 1978. Bean held this position until early 1980.

Until July 1972, the monument remained under the administration of the Park Service's Southern Utah
Group. Acting General Superintendent Bill R. Alford succeeded General Superintendent Karl T. Gilbert
on September 19, 1971, Acting General Superintendent James W. Schaack replaced Alford on January
9, 1972. The Southern Utah Group was abolished on July 8, 1972, after which time the monument was
again placed under the direct management of Zion National Park. Zion's superintendents included
Robert |. Kerr (May 3, 1970-July 8, 1972), Robert C. Heyder (July 9, 1972-June 2, 1979), and John O.
Lancaster (June 3, 1979-May 16, 1981).

During the 1970s, there were numerous changes in personnel at the monument. For information on
historians, technicians, seasonal aids, and laborers, see the "Personnel” section. For information about
work performed by enrollees in the Neighborhood Y outh Corps and Comprehensive Employment
Training Act programs and by Volunteers in the Parks, see separate sections under those headings.
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This chapter deals with events occurring in and around Pipe Spring National Monument while it was
under the administration of Superintendent William M. ("Bill") Herr, beginning with his arrival on April
8, 1979, and ending soon after histransfer to Golden Spike National Historic Site in mid-January 1989.
(Some events associated with the very early administration of one of Herr's successors, Gary M. Hasty,
are a'so mentioned.) A decline in the spring flow at the monument, first noticed in the 1970s, continued
throughout the 1980s. The decline led to atwo-year study by the Park Service's Water Resources
Division. During the 1980s, devel opments on the Kaibab Paiute Indian Reservation in 1980 and in
Moccasin in 1987 threatened to upset the delicate balance over water use that existed between the Park
Service, the Kaibab Paiute Tribe, and the Mormon community of Moccasin. Considerable rehabilitation
work was accomplished during this period to the fort and west cabin, as well as to tunnel spring.

International events continued to impact the monument to some degree, as the Arab-Isragli conflict had
in 1973-1974. When Bill Herr arrived at Pipe Spring, President Jimmy Carter was still in office. During
1979 and 1980, gasoline prices were high, in large part due to critical eventsin Iran. On November 4,
1979, a hostage crisistook place in Iran, when 53 Americans were held captive for 444 days by
Ayatollah Khomeini's Revolutionary Council, an act triggered by the U.S. admitting the recently
deposed Shah Mohammed Reza Pahlevi into the country for medical treatment. President Carter froze
Iranian assets in the United States and announced the country would go to war to protect oil supply
routes in the Persian Gulf. Formal relations with Iran were broken on April 7, 1980, followed by
economic sanctions against Iran. The hostage crisis dominated U.S. foreign policy for over ayear. It led
in mid-November 1979 to the implementation of emergency building temperature restrictions at the
monument and other park units. (Fortunately, just one month prior to the hostage crisis, a number of
changes had been made to the two permanent residences to make them more energy efficient. See
"Permanent Residences' section.) Carter's failure to win release of the hostages helped Ronald Reagan
win the 1980 presidential election. The hostages were freed on Inaugural Day, January 20, 1981. As part
of the agreement between the U.S. and Iran, trade restrictions were lifted and the U.S. energy crisis
gradually eased.
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President Reagan served for two terms. Former Vice-president George Bush succeeded him in 1988.
[2259] The budget-cutting policies of Reagan and Bush led to a curtailment of assistance to Native
Americans, leaving some reservations with few opportunities for economic improvement. That iswhy,
some have argued, that the Kaibab Paiute Tribe showed interest in alate 1989 business proposal to
locate hazardous waster incinerators on the reservation, a plan that would have put the area at risk for an
environmental disaster.

Within the Park Service a number of administrative changes took place between 1979 and 1989. There
would be four Secretaries of the Interior during this period: Cecil D. Andrus, James D. Watt, William C.
Clark, and Donald Paul Hodel. In 1979 William J. Whalen was National Park Service director, followed
in May 1980 by Russell E. Dickenson. William Penn Mott succeeded Dickenson in May 1985 and
served in the post until April 1989. In the Rocky Mountain Region, L. Lorraine Mintzmyer succeeded
Regional Director Glen T. Bean on April 6, 1980, and held the position until early October 1991.
Superintendent Bob Heyder left Zion National Park in 1979. Zion was successively overseen by
Superintendent John O. Lancaster (1979-1981), and two Acting Superintendents, Russell C. Alderson
and Malcolm S. Nicholson (1981). Superintendent Harold L. ("Harry") Grafe took over Zion in October
1981 and remained in the position for 10 years. Asfar as Region, Zion, and Pipe Spring administrations
go, the 1980s were a period of relative stability for the monument, with Mintzmyer, Grafe, and Herr
providing arare degree of continuity.

During the 1980s, Herr worked with a number of different tribal chairs. Tribal Chairman Bill Tom
represented the Tribe until 1982 when Dolores ("Dee") Savalawas elected tribal chair. Gloria Bulletts
succeeded Savalain 1983. Both women were subsequently re-elected astribal chairs later in the decade.
Alberta Fuller was elected tribal chair in October 1989. A complete chronology of tribal chairsfor the
decade has yet to be compiled. What is notable about the decade is that tribal government shifted from
being headed by Kaibab Paiute men to being led by Kaibab Paiute women, although men continued to
serve on the Council and in other tribal government positions.
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EPILOGUE

"Whereas, it appears that the public good would be promoted..." So reads a portion of President
Harding's proclamation setting aside Pipe Spring as a national monument 75 years ago. What did its
creators have in mind when they referenced "the public good?' Might it be something entirely different
for today's computer-age visitor than it was for the family that arrived at Pipe Spring during the 1920sin
aModd T?

Since the time Pipe Spring National Monument was established, the National Park System has grown,
not only in physical terms - through the addition of hundreds of areas of national significance - but in
terms of social awareness. Since the 1920s, the nation's conscience has been awakened and challenged
by World War |1, the Holocaust, the Nuclear Age, the Cold War, warsin Koreaand Viet Nam, and the
Civil Rights Movement. Voices of women, Native Americans, Hispanics, and others have all been raised
since the 1960s, along with the insistence that American history recognize the sacrifices and
contributions of all Americans. To its credit, the National Park Service now strives to interpret historical
sitesin ways that do justice to the plural society we live in. Admittedly, our resolve to now "tell it like it
really was' creates a host of challenges. Hopefully, this non-exclusivistic approach toward researching,
writing, and teaching about the past will generate histories that ring true to more of its citizens.

Asthe administration of Pipe Spring National Monument profoundly knows, there are two communities
that feel compelled to convey their story at this historic site. For most of its history, particularly while

L eonard Heaton administered the site, it can be argued that interpretation was presented mostly from the
perspective of the Latter-day Saints. By the late 1980s, the pendulum appears to have swung toward a
more generic "pioneer history, athough the reasons for this are not very clear. Understandably, given
that Pipe Spring is the only Church-associated site that has gained national recognition, the perception
that its history is not "correctly" being passed on has upset some members of the community. Yetitis
important to ask, were monument administrators afraid their interpreters would be accused of
proselytizing if they spoke too much of the Church's history or itsrole at Pipe Spring? Were they
uncomfortable with the religious tenets of those responsible for the fort's existence and for the settlement
of surrounding communities? Some documentation suggests this may be the case. In a country that
advocates freedom of religion as well as separation of church and state, it is understandable that to
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interpret Pipe Spring isto walk afineline.

Thefact is, however, Pipe Spring's late-19th century history isinextricably bound to an important
religious movement. Unlike many other religious and secular movements of the last century, this one
thrived. Since it was first organized with six members on April 6, 1830, the Church of Jesus Christ of

L atter-day Saints has become one of the world's fastest growing religions and one of its largest churches.
When Utah attained statehood in 1896, most of the Church's 250,000 members lived within the state's
boundaries. The Church now claims over 10 million members, with only half of that number living in
the U.S. It directs the largest volunteer missionary force in the world, operating 330 missionsin 162
countries; the Book of Mormon is available in 91 languages. [2389] Rooted in the utopian and revivalist
fervor prevalent in the country during the first half of the 19th century, Latter-day Saints are arguably
the most enduring example of religious communitarianism. Many descendants of those who fled to the
West 150 years ago to escape religious persecution are deservedly proud of their accomplishments, their
faith, and their story.

The Kaibab Paiute also have survived generations of persecution, along with dispossession of their lands
and associated resources. Y et they cling proudly and tenaciously to their own values and traditions.
They, too, have important stories to share.

These are by no means the only stories that can be told at Pipe Spring, however. The interpretive
possibilities at Pipe Spring - the opportunities to explore important, thought-provoking gquestions
relevant to our times - are almost limitless. What has been learned from past experience, however, is that
the success of interpretive programs can be strengthened by community understanding and support.
With its 30-year history of partnering with its Kaibab Paiute and Mormon neighbors, Pipe Spring
National Monument is prepared more than most for the years ahead. Indeed, many other parks and
monuments could benefit from the lessons learned there.

"Diversity" - whether based on differences of race, sex, ethnicity, or religion isaword we hear agreat
deal today, thanks to changing demographics and social sensitivity. Diversity was most certainly not a
consideration in the early 1920s when people first contemplated making Pipe Spring into a national
monument. L atter-day Saints were still considered a " peculiar" people by many of their fellow citizens,
unable to shake the legacy in the public mind of their most controversial social experiment: polygamy.
Aswas mentioned in Part |, the fact that Pipe Spring played an important part in Mormon history was
never mentioned in the proclamation establishing the monument "to serve as amemorial of western
pioneer life."

In fact, documentary evidence suggests that, to Park Service Director Stephen T. Mather and others, the
significance of Pipe Spring in 1923 was decidedly more logistical than historical. And yet, on the eve of
the 21st century, we can see that Pipe Spring National Monument offersits visitors much more than a
rest-stop, that the "public good" can indeed be promoted at this remote site, and that the springs there
can perhaps quench a different kind of thirst, one for understanding and reconciliation.
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1 Although the word "pioneer" has long been used when describing the exploration and settlement
activities of Euroamericans, the author has refrained from using the term in this report, except in
quotations. "Pioneer" is defined in one dictionary as "one who ventures into unknown or unclaimed
territory to settle." Contemporary historians, anthropol ogists, and Native Americans argue that the
Americas were neither unknown nor uninhabited, and that the use of this term perpetuates a myth and is
offensive to some. For this reason, the author has chosen to use the less culturally-laden word, "settler."

Part | - Background

2 From this point on in the history, the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saintsisreferred to asthe
"Church," and its followers as "L atter-day Saints' or "Mormons." Today, the Church frowns on the use
of the term "Mormon" being used to describe either its followers or the Church, and requests that the
term be used only in the context of the Book of Mormon. Both the Church and its followers, however,
have for generations been referred to as "Mormon,” much as the members of the Religious Society of
Friends are called (and call each other) "Quakers." In both cases, what once was a somewhat pegjorative
nickname has become to most, anyway - acceptable.

3 The official name of the Tribeis"The Kaibab Band of Paiute Indians." Past documentation, however,
indicates avariety of names has been used in officia reports and correspondence: Kaibab Indians,
Kaibab-Paiute (hyphenated), and more recently, the Kaibab Paiute. The latter is used throughout this
document.
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* William J. Hunt, Jr., "Archeological Study of Historic Structures HS-2 and HS-3, Pipe Springs
National Monument, Arizona. (National Park Service, Midwest Archeologica Center, Lincoln,
Nebraska, May 1, 1991): 2.

> For additional information, see Gregory L. Fox, "The Pipe Spring Archeological Survey: A Section
110 Planning Project, Pipe Spring Nationa Monument, Mohave County, Arizona" (Tucson: Western
Archeological and Conservation Center, National Park Service, 1994).

® Richard W. Stoffle, Diane E. Austin, David B. Halmo, Arthur M. Phillips 111, Ethnographic Overview
and Assessment: Zion National Park, Utah and Pipe Spring National Monument, Arizona, Bureau of
Applied Research in Anthropology, University of Arizona, Tucson, AZ and Southern Paiute
Consortium, Pipe Spring, AZ. Draft, July, 1995.

" Martha C. Knack, "Interethnic Competition at Kaibab During the Early Twentieth Century,”
Ethnohistory 40:2 (Spring 1993): 214-215.

8 Stoffleet al., Ethnographic Overview and Assessment, 19-20.

¥ Richard W. Stoffle and Michael J. Evans. Kaibab Paiute History, The Early Years, Vol. 23:2 (1976): 2-
3. Reprinted by the Kaibab Paiute Tribe from an article published in Ethnohistory, this study was
originally called, "Resource Competition and Population Change: A Kaibab Paiute Ethnohistorical
Case."

1% For more information on this important expedition, see David J. Weber, The Spanish Frontier in
North America (New Haven: Yale, 1992).

1 For additional information, see Angus M. Woodbury, History of Southern Utah and Its Parks, Utah
State Historical Society, Vol. XII, Nos. 3-4 (July-October, 1944): 123-125.

12 Warren L. d'Azevedo, ed., Handbook of North American Indians, Vol. |1, Great Basin (Washington, D.
C.. Smithsonian Institution, 1986): 368-396.

13 The Spanish were not alone in their practice of davery; various forms of slavery were practiced all
over the New World.

14 Workers of the Writers Program of the Work Projects Administration for the State of Utah (WPA):
Utah, A Guide to the State (Hasting House, NY, 1941): 41.
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15 such feelings were expressed during oral history interviews conducted by Park Service staff with a
number of tribal members during the summer of 1997.

18 For additional information on the Old Spanish Trail, see Leroy R. Hafen, Old Spanish Trail: Santa Fe
to Los Angeles, with Extracts from Contemporary Records and Including Diaries of Antonio Armijo and
Orville Pratt (Glendale, CA: Arthur H. Clark, 1954); C. Gregory Crampton and Steven K. Madsen, In
Search of the Spanish Trail: Santa Fe to Los Angeles, 1829-1848. (Salt Lake City: Gibbs-Smith, 1994);
and John W. Robinson, "Traders, Travelers, and Horsethieves on the Old Spanish Trail," Overland
Journal Vol. 15, No. 2, Summer 1997.

17 stoffle and Evans, Kaibab Paiute History, 6.

18 One of the first to enter the Salt Lake Val ley was Erastus Snow, who arrived in advance of Brigham
Y oung on July 21, 1847. Snow would later figure prominently in southern Utah history.

19 For more information on Mormon colonization of the area, see Charles S. Peterson's, " Settlement on
the Little Colorado, 1873-1900." Ph.D. diss., University of Utah. Microfiche, 1967 (Denver Public
Library, Western History Collection); and C. Gregory Crampton’'s "Mormon Colonization in Southern
Utah and in Adjacent Parts of Arizona and Nevada, 1851-1900" (National Park Service, 1965; Denver
Service Center Library).

20 4'Azevedo, ed., 386.

21 Charles S. Peterson, Utah, A History (New York: W. W. Norton & Co., 1977): 43. The "inner cordon"
colonies were those established closest to Salt Lake City, mostly between 1847-1857.

22 Stoffle and Evans describe a number of "adaptive strategies' by the Kaibab Paiute in response to
Euroamerican occupation of their territory. One strategy used to regain access to their appropriated
resources was conversion to the Mormon religion (Kaibab Paiute History, 17).

23 According to Charles S. Peterson, the location of this Utah mission was south of Cedar City to Santa
Clara, extending to Las Vegas, including Harmony and New Harmony; for atime it may have also
included Washington, Utah (Peterson's handwritten comments on draft manuscript, January 1999).

24 Andrew Jenson, Latter-day Saint Biographical Encyclopedia (Salt Lake City, Utah: Andrew Jenson
History Co., 1920): 569-570.

25 Leonard J. Arri ngton, Great Basin Kingdom, An Economic History of the Latter-day Saints, 1830-
1900 (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1958): 167-168.
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%5 For athorough overview of the Utah War, see Arrington, 170-194.
%" House Executive Doc. No. 2, 35th Congr., 1st sess., 21, cited in Arrington, 171.

28 One of the documents Buchanan used to justify his concerns was a disgruntled letter from a mall
contractor displaced by Y oung's express company, W. M. F. Magraw. Magraw was one of thefirst to
benefit by the cancellation of the mail contract with the B.Y . Express Company; he was also a principal
supply contractor for the Utah Expedition (Arrington, 174).

29 Jenson, Latter-day Saint Biographical Encyclopedia, 569.
%0 Jenson, Latter-day Saint Biographical Encyclopedia, 570.

8 Leroy R. and Ann W. Hafen, editors. The Utah Expedition, 1857-1858: A Documentary Account of
the United States Military Movement under Colonel Albert Sdney Johnston, and The Resistance by
Brigham Young and the Mormon Nauvoo Legion. (Glendale, California: The Arthur H. Clark Co.,
1982): 183.

32 Arrington, 175-176.
33 Mormons use the term "gentile" to refer to non-Mormons.

34 peterson, Utah, A History, 97. For more information, see Juanita Brooks, The Mountain Meadows
Massacre (Stanford, Stanford University Press, 1950; second edition, Norman, University of Oklahoma
Press, 1962).

% Arrington, 177.

% The migration of Mormons from Nauvoo to the Great Salt Lake Valley is referred to as the "Exodus,"
the name of the Old Testament book that tells of the Israglites’ flight from their Egyptian oppressors.

3¢ Gregory Crampton, "Mormon Colonization in Southern Utah and in Adjacent Parts of Arizona and
Nevada, 1851-1900" (National Park Service, 1965): 94. Crampton lists the names of the 11 men
accompanying Hamblin on the expedition.

38 Woodbury: 164.

39 According to some reports the Salt Lake Valley had been ano-man's land avoided by both Ute and
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Shosoni (Peterson, Utah, A History, 41).

4O Warren A. Beck and Y nez D. Haase. Historical Atlas of the American West. Norman: University of
Oklahoma Press, 1989: 39. The authors do not state if these figuresinclude all races.

L Zorro Bradley, "The Whitmore-Mclntyre Dugout, Pipe Spring National Monument, Arizona,"
unpublished report, 1959: 6. See also, C. Gregory Crampton's "Mormon Colonization in Southern Utah,"
pp.117-125. Black Hawk was one of the principal Ute leaders. He is not to be confused with the Sauk
and Fox leader Black Hawk, who joined Shawnee leader Tecumseh's alliance of Indian tribes with the
British to fight the United States government during the War of 1812. The author was advised by
Charles S. Peterson that University of Utah Press will be publishing a definitive history of the Black
Hawk Indian War in the fall of 1999 (title not provided).

42 Arri ngton, 229.
43 Woodbury, 168.
44 o
d'Azevedo, ed., 387.

“> One could argue a certain amount of wisdom in the proclivity of the Paiute to form alliances and live
in proximity to Mormon settlements. In doing so, they were less susceptible to Navgo raiders. They also
could appeal to Mormon charity in hard times. Moreover, where other Indians fought against the Militia
and/or U.S. Army and lost, most were removed from the very areas they fought hardest to protect. The
Kaibab Paiute, on the other hand, have retained a small part of their original territory.

“ For information about the role of mission "calls" in Mormon settlement, see Charles S. Peterson's
Take Up Your Mission Mormon Colonizing Along the Little Colorado River, 1870-1900 (Tucson:
University of Arizona Press, 1973). "Mission calls were extended by the authority of church leaders and
received full validity by public announcement and popular ratification." (Peterson, 42)

4" Clyde A. Milner 11, Carol A. O'Connor, Martha A. Sandweiss: The Oxford History of the American
West (New Y ork: Oxford University Press, 1994): 293.

“8 For more information about events |ead ng up to and immediately after the creation of Bosgque
Redondo, see Josephy, 350-358.

49 Chiricahua Apache leader Geronimo refused to surrender until 1886. Subtler forms of resistance were
manifest during the Ghost Dance years of 1880 and 1890, participated in by some Southern Paiute.
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0 peterson, Utah, A History, 139.

>l Dee Brown, Bury My Heart At Wounded Knee, An Indian History of the American West. (New Y ork:
Holt, Rinehart & Winston, 1970): 33.

°2 Some dissident Paiute allied with the Nava o in defense of their territory, report Stoffle and Evans
(Kaibab Paiute History, 13) but the majority sided with whites (Woodbury, 169). One source says that
Paiute, "often abetted by Navajo, began hostilities in southern Utah" with a horse stealing raid on the
settlement of Kanab in December 1865 (Bradley, 3). The alliance of most with the Mormons provided a
measure of self-protection against the far more numerous and powerful Navajo, while sparing them from
warring with the Mormons and U.S. Army.

> DanlL. Thrapp, Encyclopedia of Frontier Biography, Vol. I11. (Lincoln, Nebraska: University of
Nebraska Press, 1988): 11609.

>* James H. McClintock, Mormon Settlement in Arizona A Record of Peaceful Conquest of the Desert
(Phoenix: 1921): 79.

> Woodbury, 177. Woodbury writes that there was one other incident during the winter of 1873-1874
that threatened the peace, involving the shooting by whites of three Navajo in Grass Valley. Hamblin
was able to convince the angry Navgjo that the killers were non-Mormons and further conflict was
averted.

®c. Gregory Crampton, Land of Living Rock, The Grand Canyon and the High Plateaus: Arizona,
Utah, Nevada. (New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 1972): 143.

>" Peterson, Take Up Your Mission: 68-90. The most western of the two roads, pioneered by Jacob
Hamblin, headed south from St. George to cross the Colorado River at Pearce's Ferry. Another version
of this route followed a more southwesterly route from St. George, crossing at Stone's Ferry. These two
wagon trails intersected at various points, finally becoming a single route that headed east toward the
Little Colorado. Thiswas called Stone's and Pearce's route. A second route, know as the San Juan Roulte,
traversed the southeastern part of Utah and was promoted for atime by Erastus Snow as the best route to
Arizona.

8 |pid., 146.

9 A Bureau of Land Management archeologist, Rick Malcomson, worked off and on for 13- 14 yearson
adraft National Register nomination for portions of thetrail that crossed BLM land in Arizona and
Utah. The most current draft dates to 1992 and has been reviewed by both Arizona and Utah Historic
Preservation Offices. Malcomson retired in 1992. The Arizona State Historic Preservation Officeis
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currently negotiating with the Arizona Strip District Office of the Bureau of Land Management in St.
George for an archeologist do some final ground truthing before finalizing the nomination.

%0 Arri ngton, 5.
®1 Cited in Peterson, Utah, A History, 42.
®2 peterson, Utah, A History, 41.

®3 Such views of cultural superiority and a sense of religious duty to "save" native peoplesis, of course,
not unlike that held by many European and Euroamerican colonists of earlier periods and in other parts
of the continent. The highly organized, Church-sponsored manner in which these views were
implemented, however, serves to distinguish Mormon colonizing from most earlier (as well as later)
colonizing efforts, particularly those made by mainstream Protestants. One could argue, however, that
the role of the Catholic Church during Spanish exploration and settlement during the 16th, 17th, and
18th centuries was quite similar to the role played by the 19th century Mormon Church and its followers.

% Peterson, Utah, A History, 36.

® Recorded under the head ng, "Pipe Springs, or Home of the Pahutes [sic], or the Indians.” Thisisa
subsection of "The Pipe Spring Story," Edwin D. Woolley-Erastus Snow Collection (Woolley/Snow
Family Collection), MSS1403, Harold B. Lee Library, Specia Collections, Brigham Y oung University,
Provo, Utah. It is uncertain which Woolley family member prepared the transcript, but it was most likely
either Bert or Dilworth Woolley, sons of Edwin D. Woolley, Jr.

% | pid.
5 Ibid,

o8 According to a personal communication from Park Service Ethnographer David E. Ruppert, the view
of many native groups in the desert west as "lowly" or "backward" was commonly held by
Euroamericans. Late 19th century thought regarding social evolution relied on a scale of "progress’ from
savage and barbarian (not exhibiting the material wealth of Europeans) to civilized (epitomized by the
English gentleman). There was atendency for white observers to place these desert dwellers on the
bottom of this scale. Such a crude scale of "progress” istotally rejected today.

% The ecol ogical impacts to the Kaibab Paiute by the presence and activities of Mormon settlers are
discussed in Stoffle's and Evans' Kaibab Paiute History and the Ethnographic Overview and Assessment
prepared by Stoffle et al.
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70 stoffle and Evans, Kaibab Paiute History, 8-9.
1 Woodbury, 22.

72 Jacob Hamblin, Nov. 1, 1880. Slightly different excerpts from this letter are cited in Stoffle and
Evans, p. 15, and in Robert H. Keller and Michael F. Turek, American Indians and National Parks
(Tucson, AZ, University of Arizona Press, 1998): 70-71.

73 stoffle and Evans, Kaibab Paiute History, 13. See pp. 13-16 for the effects on the Kaibab Paiute
resulting from the settlers appropriation of resources.

" Fora summary of Pipe Spring ownership, see Appendix I.

& Woodbury, 166. In A History of Southern Utah and Its National Parks, Woodbury states that W. B.
Maxwell established aranch at Short Creek "some time prior to 1863" and that James M. Whitmore
located ranches at Pipe Springs and Moccasin not long after. Thisin conflict with reports by C. Leonard
Heaton and others that Maxwell, not Whitmore, first settled Moccasin in 1865. No other source linking
Whitmore to Moccasin was found.

® Actual ly, there are one or more lesser springs at each location, thus these places were often referred to
as "Pipe Springs' and "Moccasin Springs." The main spring at each of these respective sites, however, is
called "Pipe Spring" or "Moccasin Spring."

" Kate B. Carter, Our Pioneer Heritage (Salt Lake City, Utah: Daughters of Utah Pioneers, 1958). 54.

8 Book A, Records of Washi ngton County, Utah Territory. Located in the Washington County
Recorder's Office in St. George, Utah. See supporting document No. 5 in Geerdes' report, "The
Ownership of Pipe Spring: A Legal and Historical Brief " (unpublished manuscript, January 1, 1970).
See also pp. 11-12.

7 Documentation indicates that the Whitmore family continued to reside in St. George, thus the dugout
was most likely used only as temporary shelter for him and/or Mcintyre. A record of Whitmore's
developmentsis contained in a May 28, 1865 report by President Snow and party to the area. (PISP
vertical files)

80 |eonard Heaton, "Historical [sic] and Facts Pertaining to Pipe Spring National Monument,” p. 6.
Lloyd Sandberg (p. 6) aso reported Mclntyre was a brother-in-law; Woodward (p. 8) and Jenson (p.
659) call him Whitmore's "herder;" Carter (p. 202) refersto Mclntyre as "a hired man;" Bradley (p. 3)
reports various writers also refer to Mclntyre as son-in-law, brother-in-law, and stepson. See also
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reference to Mrs. Mclntyre later in this chapter.

81 peter Gottfredson, Indian Depradations In Utah, (Salt Lake City, 1919): 179-160. Cited in
Woodward's, "Brief Historical Sketch of Pipe Springs, Arizona," 8.

82 C. Leonard Heaton, "Historical [sic] and Facts Pertaining to Pipe Spring National Monument,
Arizona," ca. 1946, 6-C (monument archives).

8 Flora Snow Wooll ey wrote that the son left in the dugout was eight years old ("History of the Pipe
Springs Monument" November 9, 1934, Edwin D. Woolley and Erastus Snow Family Collection, MSS
1403, Harold B. Lee Library, Brigham Y oung University, Provo, UT). Historian Arthur Woodward said
the name of the son left in the dugout wasn't found in historical accounts but the only son of an
appropriate age was James Jr., age eleven ("A Brief Historical Sketch of Pipe Springs, Arizona" June 1,
1941).

8¢ Gregory Crampton wrote that men of the Iron County Militia were responsible for locating the
bodies of Whitmore and Mclntyre and capturing and killing the Paiute. Crampton, "Mormon
Colonization in Southern Utah," 125.

8 "Memorandum made by Charles Ellis Johnson in July 1914." Church Archives, MS 7941. This memo
incorrectly identifies Andrus as "Jim Andrews." The misspelling "Androus" has also been seen.

8 Accordi ng to Flora Snow Woolley, the bodies were found four miles southeast of the dugout. F. S.
Woolley, op. cit.

87 Angus Woodbury reported the story differently in A History of Southern Utah and Its National Parks.
He wrote that the first two Paiute taken captive were questioned and tortured, and that the Militiamade a
surprise dawn raid upon the camp, killing two Paiute and capturing five. These captives were also
tortured before they consented to taking the Mormons to the bodies of Whitmore and Mclntyre. The
captives claimed innocence, but clothing of the dead men was in their possession and thus considered
proof of guilt. Perhaps to avoid the unpleasantness of shooting men face-to-face, the Indians were turned
loose and were shot as they attempted to run. This version of the story, like that of Andrus, suggests that
nine Paiute were killed (Woodbury, p. 168). Unfortunately, Woodbury did not cite the source for his
account. Arizona State Historian James M cClintock also reported nine Indians were killed "in a short
engagement” (p. 72). Several other accounts say that seven Paiute men were killed. In yet another
reference to the incident, recorded by Dilworth Woolley, a man named Ruben Dodge reported that "Jim
Andrus' posse caught the Indians, permitted them to run the gauntlet, killed all but one boy who Jim
raised." ("Dilworth on Pipe Springs, from his orange notebook," Woolley/Snow Family Collection, op.
cit.) Finally, Alonzo Winsor, son of A. P. Winsor, "was under the impression that 13 Indians were
killed," reported Leonard Heaton in his "Early History of Pipe Spring," Southwestern Monuments Report
Supplement, April 1936: 304. An lengthy article could be written just about the plethora of stories
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associated with the Whitmore-Mclntyre slayings and subsequent retaliatory killings of Paiute.
88 Crampton, "Mormon Colonization in Southern Utah," 126.

89 C. Leonard Heaton, "Historical [sic] and Facts Pertaining to Pipe Spring National

Monument" (unpublished, undated manuscript, probably 1949). This report contains numerous versions
of the Whitmore-Mclntyre story. Heaton reported that Hamblin later learned of the Paiute men's
innocence during hisvisits to "Navgo Indian Country." Robert W. Olsen, Jr., reported that a Paiute told
Hamblin in 1869 that three of histribe led the Navajo to Whitmore's sheep, and at least one
accompanied them back across the Colorado River ("Pipe Spring," 1965).

% Winsor's son, Alonzo, recounted the story of how this happened to Leonard Heaton in 1936. It is cited
in Bradley, 7-8.

o Crampton, "Mormon Colonization in Southern Utah," 126.

92 Henry P. Walker and Don Bufkin, Historical Atlas of Arizona. (Norman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 1979): 35.

9 Raymond J. Geerdes, "The Ownership of Pipe Spring: A Legal and Historical Brief " (unpublished
manuscript, January 1, 1970): 11-14.

%4 For additional information about the Andrus expedition, see C. Gregory Crampton's "Military
Reconnaissance in Southern Utah, 1866." Utah Historical Quarterly, 32 (Spring, 1964).

% James G. Bleak, "Annals of the Southern Utah Mission," p. 303, History Department of the Church.
Cited in A. Berle Clemensen, Historic Structure Report - History Data Section, Pipe Soring National
Monument (Denver, CO: Department of the Interior, National Park Service, Denver Service Center,
1980, unpublished draft): 1-2.

% Deseret News Salt Lake City, March 1, 1869; cited in Clemensen, 2.
7 John R. Y oung to Erastus Snow, August 15, 1869; cited in Clemensen, 2.
%8 The location of the site of this shed in unknown.

%9 Jacob Hamblin and John R. Y oung to George A. Smith, September 12, 1869, "Journal History,"
September 12, 1869. Cited in Clemensen, 2.

file:///C|/Web/PI SPladhi/adhin.htm (10 of 170) [9/7/2007 9:55:32 AM]


file:///C:/Web/PISP/adhi/adhi11x.htm

Pipe Spring NM: An Administrative History (Notes)

190 A humber of reasons have been given as to why the fort was sited in such a manner as to control the
primary water source at Pipe Spring. Most often, sources indicate it was to ensure a stable water supply
for the fort's occupants and the Church'stithed cattle herds. One source, published in Arizona, A State
Guidein 1941, was unique in that it stated the fort "was constructed over the springs to prevent Indians
from poisoning the settlement's water supply." No source was cited for thisinformation and while it was
stated asfact, it islikely based on rumor. (Workers of the Writers Program of the Works Projects
Administration in the State of Arizona, Arizona, A Sate Guide, New Y ork, NY: Hastings House, 1941
283.)

101 30hn W. Powell, Major Powell's Trip to Grand Canyon, Scribner's Monthly, October 1875, 663.
Cited in Lloyd S. Sandberg's unpublished report, " Pipe Spring National Monument,” 1957: 5.

1021 a September 24, 1943, memorandum from Acting Chief Historian Charles W. Porter [11 to A. E.
Demaray, Porter references some early names of Pipe Spring, including "Y ellow Rock Spring”: "John
W. Powell in hisjournal for September 13, 1870, remarked that he camped at a'great spring, known to
the Indians as Y ellow Rock Spring, but to the Mormons as Pipe Spring' where 'the Mormons design to
build afort another year, as an outpost for protection against the Indians." (J. W. Powell, Canyons of the
Colorado, Meadville, Pennsylvania, 1895: 297-298).

103 Born Mary Elizabeth Carter, she married Whitmore in 1852. The couple had six children.

194 This verbal agreement was recorded in the Winsor Company's Ledger B, after the company's January
1873 organization.

105 Andrew Jenson's Manuscri pt History, Historian's Office, Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints
(no date given); cited in LIoyd Sandberg, "Pipe Spring National Monument,” unpublished manuscript,
1957, 16-18. The excerpt from Jenson's manuscript reads very much like the company's minutes, thus
they have been quoted as such.

196 Andrew Jenson, Encyclopedic History of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints (Salt Lake
City, UT, Deseret News Publishing Co., 1941): p. 659. Jenson wrote the company organized "with a
capital stock of $500,000." Thisis consistent with excerpts from Andrew Jensen's Manuscript History
copied by Lloyd Sandberg, op. cit. Robert J. Olsen, Jr., and David Lavender have incorrectly reported
the amount of authorized capital stock was $50,000.

197 The Church subscribed to $10,000; Brigham Y oung, Sr., to $2,350, A. P. Winsor to $3,000,
Alexander F. MacDonald, $1,000. Five men held the remaining stock.

198 Jenson's manuscri pt, cited in Sandberg, 17. Church Historian Andrew Jenson wrote that "a one-third
interest in Moccasin Springs was purchased at the suggestion of Pres. Y oung and was later paid for by
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the company named." Encyclopedic History, 659.
109 Sandberg, 18.
10 pig,

11t is believed that the verbal agreement, bill of sale, and Winsor Company meeting minutes are the
only records of the transaction, as no record of the title of transfer could be located during a search of
county records by Geerdesin 1969.

112 Mary Bywater Cross, Quilts and Women of the Mormon Migrations. Nashville, Tennessee: Rutledge
Hill Press, 1996: 126-127.

113 Geerdes, "The Ownership of Pipe Spring," 29.

114 This information comes from a quote from Pearson H. Corbett's Jacob Hamblin, cited in Geerdes,
"The Ownership of Pipe Spring," 29. Corbett's book may say more about who "Mrs. McIntyre" was.

115 Jenson, Latter-day Saint Biographical Encyclopedia, 570.

116 Edwin D. Woolley, Jr., "The Pipe Spring Story," Chapter V1: 28, Woolley/Snow Family Collection,
op. Cit.

7 A Wm. Lund, |etter to George A. Smith, February 11, 1942.

18 A "stake" is made of up three or more "wards," the latter being comparable to alocal congregation,
parish, or single church. Kanab Stake was organized in 1877. The reference to Joseph W. Y oung being
nephew to Brigham Y oung isin Arrington, 207.

119 Joseph W. Y oung, letter to Horace S. Eldredge, October 16, 1870. Cited in Woodward, 19.

120 "M emoirs of Joseph R. Young, Utah Pioneer of 1847, written by Himself, Salt Lake City, 1920";
cited in Woodward, 20.

121 wExtracts from Letter by Walter F. Winsor Pertinent to the Pipe Spring Story" under "Material on
Pipe Springs Furnished by Mr. L. M. Winsor...," Woolley/Snow Family Collection, op. cit.

122 Clemensen, 6. Clemensen reports on the same page that there were two lime kilns "just below the hill
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on which the west stone house was located." The ruins of only one kiln have been found in this location.
C. Gregory Crampton wrote that nearly all of the million board feet of lumber used in the construction of
the St. George Temple came from Mt. Trumbull, located about 60 miles southeast of St. George
(Crampton, "Mormon Colonization in Southern Utah," 160).

123 Berle Clemensen specul ates that the size was reduced because of the small size of the work force;
this may certainly aso have been afactor.

124 ¢ emensen, 11.

125 Dilworth Wool ley wrote to his brother, H. E. Woolley, on August 21, 1943, correcting the Park
Service booklet being used at Pipe Spring, which said the north building was erected directly over the
spring. Woolley wrote that the spring was located about 15 feet outside the building. Numerous other
sources, including Anson P. Winsor's son, L. M. Winsor, contradict him.

126 See Clemensen, op. cit., and David Lavender's The History of Arizona's Pipe Spring National
Monument.

121 Crampton, "Mormon Colonization in Southern Utah," 171-172. A news article in the Arizona Daily
Sar states that the telegraph line was used as the telephone line until 1937 ("' Pipe Spring Monument Is a
Complete Museum,”" Denver Service Center Library, undated, ca. 1940). For information on the 1965
reconstruction of the historic telegraph line within monument boundaries, see Part X.

128 "M aterial on Pipe Springs furnished by Mr. L. M. Winsor, December 16, 1960." Woolley/Snow
Family Collection, op. cit. Some historical documentation spells the name "Windsor Castle."

129 | pid.

130 " Material on Pipe Springs Furnished by Mr. L. M. Winsor, December 16, 1960," Woolley/Snow
Family Collection, op. cit.

181 bilworth [Woolley] on Pipe Springs," Woolley/Snow Family Collection, op. cit.

132 Stoffleet al., Ethnographic Overview and Assessment, 21. This period is referred to by the authors as
"Lost Times' for the Kaibab Paiute, dating from 1870 to 1900.

133 Between 1850 and 1900, more than 90,000 came from abroad "to strengthen Zion's union and
redeem its wastelands" (Peterson, Utah, A History, 36). All were presumably Mormon converts.
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134 Clemensen, 14. See also, "Anson Perry Winsor," St. George Stake H.P. Quo. Record, #15649, page
272, which states: "1, Anson Perry Winsor in 1869 was called to settle and build up Pipe Springs, and
remained there until called by President Y oung to labor in the Temple of St. George in September
1876." The date given for when Winsor left Pipe Spring varies somewhat, according to source. One
author states that Winsor left Pipe Spring in 1875 (Carter, 153). Another source says he was called to St.
George in 1877, perhaps because the Temple was not dedicated until 1877 (Jenson, Latter-day Saint
Biographical Encyclopedia, 570). September 1876 appears to be correct, given that Winsor's son had to
fill in for abrief time prior to the arrival of Pulsipher in January 1877. Anson P. Winsor lived to be 99
yearsold.

135 Edwin D. Woolley, Jr., "The Pipe Spring Story," Chapter VI: 5. Woolley/Snow Family Collection,
op. cit. Thisinformation is taken from Charles Pulsipher's autobiography, quoted by Woolley.

136 Clemensen, 14. This date is consistent with an excerpt from Pulsipher's autobiography, quoted in
Woolley, which says when the St. George Temple was completed on January 1, 1877, Pulsipher
received atelegram from Brigham Y oung commanding him to come to St. George. He arrived there the
next day, where Y oung directed him to leave immediately for "Winsor Ranch" to take over operations
there.

187 The Pulsipher Family Comesto Pipe Spring," Woolley/Snow Family Collection, op. cit. According
to genealogical and family records, the first wife was Ann Beers. No children are recorded of that
marriage. There is no mention of her living at Pipe Spring in Clemensen, who mentions the other two
wives (p. 15). At the same time Brigham Y oung directed Pulsipher to oversee the ranch at Pipe Spring,
he told him to get ayoung wife and raise more family, his other four children by Sariah being nearly
grown. He married Julia on December 13, 1877, and had 12 more children with her.

138 Crampton, "Mormon Colonization in Southern Utah," 55.
139 Geerdes, "The Ownership of Pipe Spring," 18.

140 Arrington, 356. Arrington wrote an article for Pacific Historical Review, Vol. XXI11 (1952), "The
Settlement of the Brigham Y oung Estate, 1877-1879," which would most likely list the date of final
Settlement.

141 Edwin D. Woolley, Jr., reports that Pulsipher was at the ranch until the winter of 1880, thusit
appears he did not leave Pipe Spring until sometime after Emett's arrival. " The Pipe Spring Story,"
Woolley/Snow Family Collection, op. cit. In an unpublished biographical sketch, Pulsipher wrote that he
"labored there three years..."

142 Gurnsey and Harriet Brown were Flora Snow Woolley's uncle and aunt. F. S. Woolley, "History of
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the Pipe Springs Monument," Woolley/Snow Family Collection, op. cit. Elizabeth Woolley Jenson
wrote that Brown purchased the ranch lease in 1881 (Geerdes, "The Ownership of Pipe Spring," 56).

143 Sometime during his tenure at Pipe Spring (1961-1966), Park Historian Robert Olsen borrowed the
original drawing from Ena Spendlove of Kanab to have it photographed. The drawing had been passed
down in her family. Its whereabouts today are unknown to the author.

144 Edwin D. Woolley, Jr. (1845-1920), had a half-brother named Edwin Gordon Woolley (1845-1930).
Both were sons of Edwin Dilworth Woolley, Sr., (1807-1881) whose first wife was Mary Wickersham
Woolley, mother of Edwin D. Woolley. Woolley, Sr.'s second (plural) wife was L ouisa Chaplin Gordon,
mother of Edwin G. Woolley. When Louisadied in Nauvoo, Illinoisin 1849, the child was sent to
Massachusetts to be raised by L ouisa's mother. Meanwhile, Woolley left with his other family and the
Saintsto Salt Lake City. After settling in Utah, the father returned to get five-year-old Edwin G. and
took him to live with hisfamily in Utah. Edwin D., just three months older than Edwin G., were "raised
together more like twins than as ordinary brothers," said afamily account. The two half-brothers | ater
married the Bentley sisters.

1% Florawas 29 years old when she went to Pipe Spring. E. D. Woolley, Jr.'sfirst wife in Kanab was
Emma Geneva Bentley, sister to Mary Lavinia Bentley, who married E. G. Woolley. For additional
detail on Woolley's Kanab property, see letter from H. E. Woolley to Dilworth Woolley, August 15,
1943, attached to memorandum from A. E. Demaray to Newton Drury, September 15, 1943.

146 ¢ emensen, 22.

147 On the guitclaim deed from Seegmiller to B. F. Saunders, the name is spelled "McFarland.” Thisisa
typographical error. Reference is made to the McFarlane survey by Dilworth Woolley in hisletter to his
brother, H. E. Woolley, dated August 21, 1943 (appended to A. E. Demaray's letter to Newton B. Drury,
September 15, 1943). Dilworth was present when the survey lines were run.

148 Bill of Sale from Benjamin and Tacy Saunders to Bulloch and Jones, signed and dated March 8,
1898. It is not known what circumstances are connected to the reduction of James M. Whitmore's 160-
acre tract to the 140 purchased by the Winsor Castle Stock Growing Company or how the property was
reduced another 100 acres by the time of the 1886 M cFarlane survey. One possibility is that the Church
either sold part of the land or transferred it to the United Order of Orderville prior to the survey.

149 Ken Verdoia and Richard Frimage, Utah: The Struggle for Statehood. (Salt Lake City, Utah.
University of Utah Press, 1996): 129-131.

130 Arri ngton, 356-359.
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31 | aunched in the fall of 1849, the Perpetual Emigrating Fund was incorporated as the Perpetual
Emigrating Company in September 1850 "to promote, facilitate, and accomplish the emigration of the
poor" to the Great Basin. Earnings from California Gold Rush returnees provided the initial financial
base. Brigham Y oung served as president of the company until his death (Arrington, 77-78).

152 Arrington, 361.
133 Arrington, 359.

>4 During "the Raid," polygamous husbands sought to find locations for their familiesin out-of-the way
places unlikely to be visited by federal deputies (Arrington, 383).

155 "|n Two Worlds - The Recollections of Florence Snow Woolley" (as dictated to her daughter,
Elizabeth Woolley Jenson; undated, unpublished manuscript in monument's vertical files): 62; and "Pipe
Springs Becomes a Sanctuary/Place of Refuge," Woolley/Snow Family Collection, op. cit. The latter
contains a vivid description of the raiding period.

156 Geerdes, "The Ownership of Pipe Spring," 19.
157 See Clemensen, 22-24.

198 »Notes from Correspondence of Dilworth and Bert [Woolley] on Pipe Springs," states that Erastus
Snow and Edwin D. Woolley, Jr., conferred on site prior to making the changes to the building. Woolley/
Snow Family Collection.

159 pilworth Wool ley also wrote of the changes and how