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 2011 Great Basin National Heritage Area 

 
Disclaimer 

 
This is a draft document provided for public review prior to potential revision and final 
publication.  Although it is permissible to reproduce any part of it for any reason, it is 
recommended such reproduction be limited to distribution required for consideration, 
review and comment and that any reproduction be clearly marked as DRAFT material.   
 
Restriction of Liability 

The Great Basin Heritage Area Partnership (GBHAP) and the authors of this document have made every reasonable effort to insure 
accuracy and objectivity in preparing this plan. However, based on limitations of time, funding and references available, the parties 
involved make no claims, promises or guarantees about the absolute accuracy, completeness, or adequacy of the contents of this 

document and expressly disclaims liability for errors and omissions in the contents of this plan. No warranty of any kind, implied, 
expressed or statutory, including but not limited to the warranties of non-infringement of third party rights, title, merchantability, 
fitness for a particular purpose, is given with respect to the contents of this document or its references. Reference in this document 

to any specific commercial products, processes, or services, or the use of any trade, firm or corporation name is for the inf ormation 
and convenience of the public, and does not constitute endorsement, recommendation, or favoring by the GBHAP or the authors. 
 

Ownership 
Because preparation of this document was funded in part by the National Park Service (NPS), information created or owned by the 
GBHAP and presented in this document, unless otherwise indicated, is considered in the public domain. It may be distributed or 

copied as permitted by applicable law. 
 
The arrowhead symbol is the official insignia and registered mark of the NPS. As such, it is protected by trademark laws and by 18 

U.S.C. § 701, which provides for criminal penalties against non-governmental use of Government marks and other insignia. The 
arrowhead symbol may not be used without prior written permission from the Director of the NPS. 
 

Not all information in this document has been created or is owned by the GBHAP. If you wish to use any non-GBHAP material, you 
must seek permission directly from the owning (or holding) sources. GBHAP has assumed the unlimited right to use for any 
purpose, free of any charge, all information submitted to it during the plan preparation process except for those submissions made 

under separate legal contract.  
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The Great Basin National Heritage Area--A place of heritage in wide open spaces  

 

Few places in America can claim a significant number of heritage features scattered in relative isolation from the 

ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΦ  CǊƻƳ ƛǘǎ tŀƭŜƻ ŀƴŘ !rchaic era early native population to the remnant cultures 

encountered in 1776 by the first European explorers Dominguez and Escalante, a variety of peoplesςwanderers, 

seekers and settlers of many ethnic and religious groups migrated to Great Basin region over timeςand called it 

home.  Its abundant natural resources from productive (if not always naturally well watered) soils to minerals and 

rangelands made it a pioneer destination for herding, farming, ranching and mining and an outpost for commerce 

and recreation.  The region was host to the ƴŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ first transcontinental mail routes, telegraph route and marked 

cross-country highway.  Important railroads passed through and served it.  Its residents celebrated their native 

cultures and religions while their settlement, building and integration created new local and regional cultural 

practices, religions and features.  All of this leaves a rich legacy of archaeological, historic, cultural, scenic and 

recreational resources for residents and visitors to appreciate and enjoy. 

 

Today the Great Basin National Heritage Area (GBNHA) remains a diverse if somewhat less dynamic region.  The 

ŀǊŜŀΩǎ ǘǿƻ ŎƻǳƴǘƛŜǎςMillard, UT and White Pine, NVςare inhabited by only 21,000 people.  But, the area boasts 

abundant cultural, natural, and recreational resources; landmark sites of national significance; and historic 

ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǳƴŎƻǳƴǘŜŘ ǎǘƻǊƛŜǎ ǘƻ ǘŜƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜΦ  bŜǾŜǊǘƘŜƭŜǎǎΣ ǿƘƛƭŜ ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ 

ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ Ǉŀǎǘ ǎǳǊǾƛǾŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘΣ ǎƻƳŜ ǎƛƎƴificant challenges exist if the past is to be carried forward into 

the future. 

 

Heritage Area Designation 

Lƴ нллсΣ ǘƘŜ ¦ƴƛǘŜŘ {ǘŀǘŜǎ /ƻƴƎǊŜǎǎ ŀŎƪƴƻǿƭŜŘƎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ōȅ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘ .ŀǎƛƴ 

National Heritage Area.  As established by Congress, the purpose of the heritage area is:  

 
            (1) to foster a close working relationship with all levels of government, the private sector, and the local 

 communities within White Pine County, Nevada, Millard County, Utah, and the Duckwater Shoshone 

 Reservation; 

 
            (2) to enable communities referred to in paragraph (1) to conserve their heritage while continuing to 

 develop economic opportunities; and 

 
            (3) to conserve, interpret, and develop the archaeological, historical, cultural, natural, scenic, and 

 recreational resources related to the unique ranching, industrial, and cultural heritage of the Great Basin, 

 in a manner that promotes multiple uses permitted as of the date of enactment of this Act, without 

 managing or regulating land use. 

 

The enabling legislation named the Great Basin Heritage Area Partnership (GBHAP) as the operating entity for the 

ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ŀǊŜŀΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ Ƴƛǎǎƛƻƴ ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘ ǇŀǊŀƭƭŜƭǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜƴŀōƭƛƴƎ ŀŎǘΦ  Officially the mission 

statement (revised by the board in 2011) is: 
 

To develop and enable partnerships to help identify, research and evaluate, conserve, protect,  interpret and 
promote the archaeological, historical, cultural, natural, scenic and recreational resources of the  Great Basin 
National Heritage Area  in a way that enhances economic opportunity  without managing or regulating land use. 
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Looking Towards the Future 
 

The Great Basin bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ !ǊŜŀ ƛǎ ƎǊƻǳƴŘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ǉŀǎǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭΣ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭΣ and 

environmental heritage.  However, the Management Plan is a forward-looking document, one that lays out a 

strategy to be implemented over a time horizon of ten to fifteen years to promote quality of life, sense of place, 

and sustainable economic activity through the preservation, enhancement, and development of the D.bI!Ωǎ 

heritage resources.  The Plan is motivated by the prospect of a better future that is captured by Great Basin 

Heritage Area tŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇΩǎ Vision Statement: 

 
We envision a Great Basin National Heritage Area with its heritage fully researched, understood, protected and 

celebrated as a basis for regional economic vitality: A region whose citizens and visitors understand its value, and 

are fully committed to preserving and sustaining the local cultural and natural heritage for future generations. 

 
The potential benefits for the DǊŜŀǘ .ŀǎƛƴ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ !ǊŜŀΩǎ residents are many, including: 

 

 ω archaeological historic and cultural resources and landscapes preserved as part of community life;  

 

 ω ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ and scenic resources protected and restored; 

 

 ω ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǘƻǿƴǎ ǊŜǾƛǘŀƭƛȊŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ-related economic development; 

 

 ω ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ƻǳǘŘƻƻǊ ǊŜŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΤ ŀƴŘ 

 

 ω ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜŘ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ǇǊƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛǘȅΦ 

 

Concerted, coordinated action at all levels ς from grassroots citizen groups to regional heritage organizations to 

state and federal agencies ς ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ǘƻ Ŧǳƭƭȅ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ Ǿŀǎǘ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ƳŀȄƛƳƛȊŜ ƛǘǎ 

benefits for residents of the GBNHA.   The GBHAP will act as a catalyst for positive change effectuated through 

collaborative initiatives involving numerous private and public sector partners. These initiatives will build on the 

progress made on the accomplishments of the many individuals and groups already working to preserve and 

enhance the ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭΣ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ recreational resources. The end result will be a truly revitalized and 

restored Great Basin region. 

 

What is the Management Plan? 

 
The Management Plan is, first and foremost, a guide for decision-making.   Recognizing that the Great Basin 

National Heritage Area will evolve over time as a result of voluntary actions and partnerships among numerous 

organizations within the region, the Plan does not attempt to prescribe a detailed list of actions.  Rather, it 

provides the direction, criteria, and processes needed to establish priorities and to make informed decisions.  It 

establishes an overall structure for conserving, enhancing, and linking heritage resources in the form of goals, 

strategies, and primary interpretive themes.  It illustrates and provides examples of the ways that public and 

private partners can work together to achieve the heritage area mission.  Finally, it sets some basic priorities for 

heritage area programs over the next two years, along with guidance for monitoring success in achieving the goals. 
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Goals and Strategies 

Heritage areas combine preservation of historical, cultural, and natural resources, recreation, and education with 

tourism and small business development in strategic initiatives to enhance the economy and quality of life of local 

communities.  In support of this basic purpose, the Management Plan establishes goals and strategies for five key 

areas: 

 

1.  Heritage Resource Conservation and Enhancement 

2.  Education and Interpretation 

3.  Community Revitalization 

4.  Heritage Tourism and Recreation 

5.  Partnership Development 

 

Heritage Resource Conservation and Enhancement Strategies 

ω 9ƴŀōƭŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ, ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ 

significant heritage features. 

ω /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŜΣ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜΣ ŀƴŘ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ heritage resources in the area as set forth in the enabling legislation. 

ω !ŘǾƻŎŀǘŜ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜΣ ƻǇŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǾƛŜǿ ǎƘŜŘ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǊŜŦǳƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ D.bI!Ωǎ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƴŀǘǳǊŀƭ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜǎΦ 

 

Education and Interpretation Strategies 

ω 9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ŀ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜƴǘΣ ŀǊŜŀ-ǿƛŘŜ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ D.bI!Ωǎ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΦ 

ω /ƻƴƴŜŎǘ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘƛǾŜ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎΦ 

ω {ǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘƛǾŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘŜŀŎƘ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ D.bI!Ωǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭΣ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭΣ ŀƴŘ 

natural heritage. 

ω Promote and support Heritage Education and Interpretation by strengthening constituent heritage partners. 

 

Heritage Tourism and Recreation Strategies 

ω Use a distinct visual image and identity in the design of heritage area products such as informational materials, 

signage, and interpretive exhibits. 

ω Develop physical and programmatic linkages between heritage area destinations to assist visitors in experiencing 

tƘŜ D.bI!Ωǎ ŘƛǾŜǊǎŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ. 

ω tǊƻƳƻǘŜ ŀǿŀǊŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ Ǿƛǎƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘ .ŀǎƛƴ bŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ !ǊŜŀ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

and marketing programs. 

ω tŀǊǘƴŜǊ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ Ǿƛǎƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ D.bI!. 

ω CƻǎǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ ǊŜŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻǇǇƻrtunities within the GBNHA. 

 
Community Revitalization Strategies 

ω /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǘƻ ŦƻǎǘŜǊ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎŜƴǘŜǊǎΦ 

ω tǊƻƳƻǘŜ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǎƳŀƭƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ D.bI!Ωǎ heritage resources. 

 

Partnership Development Strategies 

ω !ǎǎǳǊŜ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ŀƴŘ Ǿƛǘŀƭ ŎƻƻǊŘƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ ƻǊ ƳŀƴŀƎƛƴƎ Ŝƴǘƛǘȅ --the Great Basin Heritage Area Partnership.  

ω CŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎΣ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ŀǎǎƛǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ ǘƻ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜ ƻǿƴŜǊǎΣ ƳŀƴŀƎŜǊǎ and operators in 

order to bind partners together with each other and the coordinating entity. 
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Primary Interpretive Themes 

9ƴƘŀƴŎŜŘ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ D.bI!Ωǎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀƭ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ 

interwoven throughout the plan strategies. The Plan establishes four broad, unifying interpretive themes/ 

messages to link and inform the rich and diverse stories told by individual sites and attractions throughout the 

Great Basin National Heritage Area. These themes are: 

 
1. The Great Basin is anything but empty.  On a map the Great Basin looks large and sparsely populated, but once 

you are inside this region, there is life everywhere.  Stories that focus on the complex web of life that exists here 

through adaptations to the conditions will be used to communicate and reinforce this concept.  This concept leads 

into the next one, which focuses on the fact that the conditions dictated by the physiographic region and climate 

make the Great Basin a place only for the hardy and persistent. 

  

2. The Great Basin is not great for everyone or everything, but it is great for some.  Stories of the plants, wildlife 

and humans that have not only survived, but are tied to this place as well as stories of those that have come and 

gone will support this concept.  The stories associated with Religion & Seclusion, Visionaries and Freedom also 

support this idea. In order for visitors to fully grasp this story it will be important to communicate the essence of 

the conditions for living in the Great Basin. 

 

3. Patterns of life in the Great Basin are all integrally linked to each other and dictated by the Great Basin.  

Seasonal Migration ς Plants, Animals and Early Human Inhabitants and Economic Migration ς Minerals, 

Industries, and Transportation will be key stories linked to this concept, but the story of The Formation of the 

Great Basin leading up to current conditions will be key background so people can understand why and where the 

migrations took place and continue to occur. Water as the ultimate limiting factor in this environment will also be 

key to understanding what lives here and what does not. 

 

4.  Limited resources, especially water, are a continual cause of conflict and change in the Great Basin. Actually a 

part of the previous concept ς that all patterns of life are dictated by the Great Basin ςit is important in explaining 

a significant part of the cultural history of this area.  

 

These four themes provide the framework within which a multiplicity of secondary themes and sub-themes (as 

indicated by the examples in italic above) can be developed to articulate and connect the stories of heritage 

resources throughout the Great Basin. 

 

Implementation and Management 

Ultimately, implementation of the Management Plan will depend upon voluntary actions and partnerships 

involving numerous public and private sector agencies, organizations, and citizens.  Thus the Plan is designed to 

provide an implementation and management framework for the Great Basin Heritage Area Partnership 

organization and its heritage partners as they work to achieve the mission and goals for the Great Basin National 

Heritage Area.  The framework begins with four principles for implementation: 

 

1. Partnerships: Implement the Plan through collaborative partnerships involving the GBHAP; federal, state, 

county, and local government; and private organizations, institutions, and businesses. 

 
2. Nodes and Linkages:  Define a variety of programmatic and thematic nodes and develop virtual or physical 

connections among sites, attractions, and resources throughout the heritage area. 
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3. Regional Impact: Focus on programs and actions that will most effectively build a regional identity for and 

increase visitation within the Great Basin National Heritage Area. 

 
4. Sense of Place: Enhance the quality of life of local communities through the conservation and development of 

heritage resources. 

 
The Plan identifies project evaluation criteria as a key decision-making tool for use in assessing the importance of 

potential heritage programs, actions, and projects under consideration for implementation. These criteria address 

the following: 

 

1. The project must contribute to achieving one or more of the Management Plan goals relating to resource 

conservation and enhancement, education and interpretation, recreation, community revitalization, and heritage 

tourism. 

 
2. The project must exemplify the four principles of implementation to a high degree. Of particular importance is 

that the project: 

 

ҍ Involve and leverage the resources of two or more partners, including a sponsoring partner with sufficient 

capacity to manage the project following completion. 

ҍ Integrate one or more of the interpretive themes: The Great Basin is anything but empty and not great for 

everyone or everything; Patterns of life in the Great Basin are all integrally linked; Limited resources, 

especially water, are a continual cause of conflict and change. 

ҍ Address a site(s) or resource(s) of regional significance. 

ҍ Respect the carrying capacity of heritage resources. 

 

3. The project must exhibit a high degree of quality, as measured by the following: 

ҍ It displays an acceptable level of authenticity in its treatment of heritage resources. 

ҍ It embodies high standards of planning and design. 

ҍ It incorporates the heritage area branding set by the area-wide informational framework and visual 

design standards to be developed as one of the priority action programs. 

 

The strategies contained in the Management Plan include a wide range of initiatives, programs, and actions that 

can be carried out through partnerships of heritage organizations and institutions to achieve the heritage area 

mission and goals. The Plan identifies several priority action programs that are especially important to the success 

of the heritage area and thus are identified as priorities for the first two years of plan implementation. 

Priority Action Programs are listed in the chart on the following page.  

 
 

Notes:  

 The estimated costs are not meant to be definitive, but rather to provide an idea of the level of financial resources that will be 

required to implement the action programs. 

 Many of these projects are interrelated in terms of information gathering and writing and planning so some costs will be shared 

among projects.  
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Program / Action  

Estimated  
Cost 

Heritage Resource Conservation (Preservation) and Enhancement   

Complete historic, cultural and natural resource inventories for both counties.  

Become a clearinghouse for technical assistance on preservation.  

Monitor regional development projects that may threaten or support heritage features-- comment. 

 
 
$20,000 

Partner to secure NNRy archive--possibly digitize $30,000 

Sponsor annual Sheepherders GatheringñRecord and preserve a series of oral histories:  Beginning with sheepherding, 

formation of GBNP.  Then digitize. 

 
$10,000 

Support Planning for Topaz Japanese Internment Museum $30,000 

Education and Interpretation   

Begin to help partners identify funding, planning, and provide technical assistance resources to facilitate the interpretation 

and education elements of projects they undertake. Provide interpretive information that meshes with adopted themes and 

storylines.  Work with GBNP to create links between their interpretive opportunities and off-park sites. 

 
 
$30,000 

Develop a regional Interpretive and Information Hub.  $20,000 

Develop the GBNHA Story Overview Panels--begin to install them at key portals.  

 Interpret Swamp Cedar Battlefield  

 
$60,000 

Adopt and Assist NNRy with its interpretive plan   

Partner with Depot Museum to finish interpretive exhibits in Freight Barn 

 
$30,000 

Assist on-site interpretation of Topaz Internment Camp $20,000 

Sponsor local school field trips to local museums and heritage features $20,000 

Heritage Tourism & Recreation  

Develop a detailed map of the Great Basin National Heritage Area  

Planning and design of a GBNHA Orientation Map/Brochure  

Begin to develop the GBNHA Trip Planning Guide  

Begin to develop GPS-based and Publication based Auto Tours  

 
 
 
$200,000 

Design welcome signage, and additional directional signage, confidence markers--Begin installation. 

Design, the GBNHA Regional Orientation Panels--begin installation 

$200,000 

Develop a design concept for the Self-Serve Visitor Information Station-- install in at least 2 locations. 

Create a Visitor Packet  

 
$50,000 

Develop a hospitality training program  

(and educate staff of service businesses and attractions about GBNHA)  

 
$25,000 

Develop and distribute a GBNHA tourism industry information $10,000 

Assist in completion of WPC Trail Survey and publish along with similar information for Millard County $20,000 

Begin to promote Soaring in Ely $20,000 

Community Development (Revitalization)  

Consider promotion of a main street redevelopment program for Ely, Delta & Fillmore $20,000 

Partner to help create a Museum of History and Culture of the Duckwater Shoshone People $100,000 

Partner with the Topaz Museum to plan a main street museum $30,000 

Organizational (Partnership) Development  

Develop and promote an area-wide set of design guidelines and protocols. $20,000 

Create a Portable Exhibit with associated literature for use at local and regional events. $10,000 

Proceed with all activities identified in Management Plan Section 5. Partnership Development (includes policies, 

procedures, Board & Staff Development and Training, performance evaluation, communications, development and 

application of performance measurement. Also includes strengthening presence in communities and assisting partners with 

technical help and funding) 

 
 
 
$40,000 

Total projected expenditure for 2 years: $1,015,000  
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Planning Process 

 

The process of preparing the Management Plan and Environmental Assessment (EA) included extensive public 

participation and outreach.  Public meetings in Ely, Baker, Delta, Fillmore, Salt Lake City and Carson City were held 

in the initial stages of the project and again in Ely, Baker, Delta and Fillmore to consider plan alternatives.   A third 

set of public meetings will be conducted on this Draft Management Plan and EA.  In addition, members of the 

public were invited to share their thoughts and comments throughout the planning process at each GBHAP Board 

meeting and via e-mail to the GBHAP website:  (www.greatbasinheritage.org/). 

 

The Great Basin Heritage Area Partnership Board (itself widely representative of local and tribal government, 

heritage, tourist and commercial interests)   guided preparation of the Management Plan.  A larger Task Force 

comprised of 23 citizens and officials representative of heritage interests within Nevada and Utah provided input 

at key points in the planning process.  Outreach efforts included interviews with representatives of federal, state, 

regional, and local governments; private organizations and institutions; and others with an interest in the future of 

the heritage area. Additional coordination was conducted with representatives of a range of federal and state 

agencies that would potentially have an interest in the Management Plan and EA. 

 

During the planning process, a range of alternatives for the future management of the Great Basin National 

Heritage Area was considered.  Two alternatives ς No Action (continuation of the status quo) and one Action 

Alternative ς were developed and evaluated for their performance in meeting the heritage area mission and goals.  

Based upon this evaluation, the Action Alternative was selected.  The Action Alternative also appears to be the 

Environmentally Preferred Alternative because it has the highest potential of either alternative to leverage 

resources and partnerships for the protection and enhancement of natural, historical, cultural, and recreational 

resources.  The Action Alternative was developed into the plan strategies and framework for implementation and 

management that form the heart of the Plan. (It is recognized that public review and suggestions received at public 

meetings of this document may generate other recommended alternatives. Any such alternatives will be 

addressed as described in the final paragraph of this Summary.) 

 
The anticipated environmental impacts of the two alternatives on the following five categories of resources are 

addressed in Chapter 6 (Environmental Consequences) of the Management Plan: 

 

ω bŀǘǳǊŀƭ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ 

ω /ǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ 

ω wŜŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ wŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ 

ω [ŀƴŘ ¦ǎŜ 

ω {ƻŎƛo-economic Conditions 

 

Because of the programmatic scope of the Management Plan and EA, the Environmental Consequences chapter 

addresses the general types of impacts that could be associated with the strategies and actions emphasized by the 

alternatives rather than discussing the impacts at the site-specific project level.  (Future actions may be required to 

undergo project level environmental assessment prior to implementation as required by the National 

Environmental Policy Act.  Most of the impacts on environmental resources resulting from implementation of the 

aŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ŀǊŜ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tƭŀƴΩǎ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜƳŜƴǘ 

goals.  There is the potential for impacts caused by increased visitation or certain types of development that may 

ōŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǎŜŎƻƴŘŀǊȅ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳǎ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ǘŀƪŜƴ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ tƭŀƴΦ  IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ tƭŀƴΩǎ 

http://www.greatbasinheritage.org/
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emphasis on sustainable land use and community revitalization implies that most secondary development will be 

positive and intended.  In addition, any adverse impacts due to visitation will likely be minimal and outweighed by 

the effects of improved economic vitality and resource preservation and enhancement.  The evaluation criteria 

included in the Plan require that infrastructure be available or easily developable to accommodate increased 

visitation resulting from a project and that the project not have significant adverse impacts on or exceed the 

carrying capacity of environmental resources. 

 

The results of public and agency review of this Draft Management Plan and EA, when completed, will confirm or 

adjust the direction set in the Plan, including the selection of the Preferred Alternative.  Revisions will be made to 

portions of the Plan to respond to comments made during the review period. 

 
 

A final but Important Note 

The Great Basin National Heritage Area is not a regulatory initiative, nor can federal funds received through this 

program be used to acquire real property or an interest in real property.  While there is no intent to dictate 

regional or local policy or legislation, a tremendous opportunity exists to build on current planning and 

preservation programs through voluntary partnerships involving public and private agencies, organizations, and 

citizens in the preservation and enhancement of heritage resources. 
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Chapter 1ðIntroduction  

 

GBNHA Setting 
Can you picture it? 

Imagine the classic regions of the United States. Think about each geographically, culturally and 

economicallyτand in terms of the heritage of each.  Try to form an historic picture in your mind for 

each of these regions:  Reflecting on the founding Northeast evokes landscapes of closely scattered 

small towns with colonial brick buildings and white steepled churches linked by narrow winding roads 

that are flanked by small crop fields and hardwood forests.  We think of conservative people bound 

together by town meetings and a stable economy once based on small agriculture and small watermill 

oriented manufacturing.  The classic plantation influenced Deep South conjures notions of broad flat 

cotton fields, lazy rivers and gracious antebellum mansions with large porches and high columned 

entryways.  We remember a history of privileged classes of landowners and obligated serving classes of 

workers bound together in the vestiges of a feudal economy.    The Appalachian Coal Region elicits its 

own picture as does the painted deserts of the Southwest, the agricultural Midwest, the forested Pacific 

Northwest, and the wide and mountainous Great Basin.  Wait! What was that last one? Did you have 

difficulty forming a picture in your mind?  Most Americans do.  But it is not because there is nothing in 

the Great Basin (although in truth the area may be special in many ways for what it is not).  The 

geographic area of the country most people know the least about or of which they have the haziest 

ǇƛŎǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƳƛƴŘ ƛǎ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ Great Basin.   

 

Designation as a Heritage Area  
What is the Great Basin National Heritage Area and why is it special?  

 

In 2006 the Congress of the United States formally recognized the Great Basin region by designating a 

Great Basin National Heritage Area (GBNHA).  The enabling Act1 stated that this area was nationally 

significant for a number of features that may help the reader form a picture of the region.  

 
Their decision to formalize Heritage Area designation was based on the ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ƎŜƻƎǊŀǇƘȅ ŀƴŘ 

that its communities are located in a classic western landscape containing long natural vistas, isolated 

high desert valleys, mountain ranges, ranches, mines, historic railroads, archaeological sites, and tribal 

communities.  They found that the Native American, pioneer, ranching, mining, timber, and railroad 

heritages associated with the Great Basin Heritage Area include a social history and living cultural 

traditions of a rich diversity of nationalities including people of Greek, Chinese, Basque, Serb, Croat, 

Italian, and Hispanic descent; and that the pioneer, Mormon, and other religious settlements, and 

                                                             
1 The complete Act is in the appendix. 
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ranching, timber, and mining activities of the region played and continue to play a significant role in the 

development of the United States.  

The designating congressional act observed that the Area is shaped by a Native American presence 

(Western Shoshone, Northern and Southern Paiute, and Goshute) that continues in the Great Basin 

today.  They recognized that the Great Basin Area was the site of the Topaz Internment Camp where 

Japanese-American citizens were detained during World War II. The act acknowledged the !ǊŜŀΩǎ 

inclusion of the Pony Express route and stations, the Overland Stage, and many other examples of 19th 

century exploration of the western United States. It allowed that the Native American heritage of the 

Area dates back thousands of years and includes: archaeological sites, petroglyphs and pictographs, the 

westernmost village of the Fremont culture; and communities of Western Shoshone, Paiute, and 

Goshute tribes.  

¢ƘŜ !ǊŜŀΩǎ ōƛƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƴƻǘŜŘΣ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǘƘŜ ƳǳƭǘƛǇƭŜ ecologically diverse communities 

that are home to exceptional species such as: the bristlecone pines, the oldest living trees in the world; 

wildlife adapted to harsh desert conditions; unique plant communities, lakes, and streams and native 

Bonneville cutthroat trout. The Act noted that the air and water quality of the Heritage Area is among 

the best in the United States, and the clear air permits outstanding viewing of the night skies.  

Congress declared that the Heritage Area includes unique and outstanding geologic features such as 

numerous limestone caves, classic basin and range topography with playa lakes, alluvial fans, volcanics, 

cold and hot springs, and recognizable features of ancient Lake Bonneville; and that the Area includes an 

unusual variety of open space and recreational and educational opportunities because of the great 

quantity of ranching activity and public land (including city, county, and State parks, national forests, 

Bureau of Land Management land, and a national park). 

In short, Congress found that  there are significant archaeological, historical, cultural, natural, scenic, 
and recreational resources in the Great Basin to merit the involvement of the Federal Government in 
the development, in cooperation with the Great Basin Heritage Route Partnership and other local and 
governmental entities, of programs and projects to adequately conserve, protect, and interpret the 
heritage of the Great Basin for present and future generations; and to provide opportunities in the Great 
Basin for education. Shortly after passage of the enabling legislation the Partnership embarked on a 
public process of scoping to expose the local communities and potential partners to the opportunities of 
the heritage area. (The complete scoping report is in the appendix of this document.)  

Coordinating Entity  
 In the same 2006 act, Congress determined that the Great Basin Heritage Route Partnership, a small 
local non-profit corporation (now known as the Great Basin Heritage Area Partnership--GBHAP) would 
serve as the local coordinating entity for a Heritage Area established in the Great Basin.  The Partnership 
is a chartered in Nevada and is ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ άŦƻǊŜƛƎƴέ ƴƻƴ-profit Corporation in Utah. The Partnership 
is the organization responsible for the development of this management plan and it looks forward to 
helping to publically celebrate preserve and promote the heritage of the Great Basin region.  More 
detail about the Partnership and its role will be provided later in this document. 
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How National Heritage Areas Wo rk  
National Heritage Areas expand on traditional approaches 

to resource stewardship by supporting large-scale, 

community centered initiatives that connect local citizens 

to the preservation, conservation, and planning processes. 

Through the facilitation of a local coordinating entity, like a 

private non-profit corporation, residents of a region come 

together to improve regional quality of life by protecting 

their shared cultural and natural resources. In National 

Heritage Areas, businesses, governments, non-profit 

organizations, and private individuals collaborate to 

promote sustainable economic development and 

community revitalization projects. This cooperative 

approach allows National Heritage Areas to achieve both 

conservation and economic growth in ways that do not 

compromise local land use controls. Participation in projects and programs is always voluntary, with 

zoning and land-use decisions remaining under the jurisdiction of local governments.   

 

Name Clarification  
So, is this a Route or an Area or a Corridor? 

National Heritage Areas have many official and unofficial designations.  There are National Heritage 

corridors, valleys and districts.   In the enabling legislation establishing the Great Basin Heritage Area, 

ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊƳ άwƻǳǘŜέ ƛǎ ǳǎŜŘ ǊŜŎƻƎƴizing that the backbone of the Area is indeed US Route 50τoften 

ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ !ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ [oneliest Road.  Framers of the legislation pictured exposing visitors to an 

east/west slice across the vast basin and range topography.  However, a much larger and more 

geographically and culturally diverse area exists well beyond sight distance of Route 50. Many travelers 

experience the region from the north, south, northeast or northwest.  And residents experience it from 

within.  So the coordinating entity, the Great Basin Heritage Area Partnership (again, officially the Great 

Basin Heritage Route Partnership) prefers to employ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛǾŜ ǘŜǊƳ ά!ǊŜŀέ rather than 

άwƻǳǘŜέΦ 

 

Its Location , Boundaries, Size and Remoteness 
As currently configured The Great Basin National Heritage Area lies in the eastern third of each of the 

three types of the Great Basin.  The formal area straddles the Utah/ Nevada border at the midsection of 

both states. The heart of the area is 300 miles north of Las Vegas, and 250 miles southwest of Salt Lake 

City.  Interstate Highway 15 passes through the extreme eastern portion of the Heritage Area. It is 

bisected by the east/west US Route 50.  

 
It currently encompasses two counties and includes two tribal communities beyond those counties.  

National Heritage Areas are 

designated by Congress. Each 

National Heritage Area is governed by 

separate authorizing legislation and 

operates under provisions unique to 

its resources and desired goals. The 

National Park Service provides 

technical planning and limited 

financial assistance. Serving as a 

partner and advisor, the National 

Park Service leaves decision-making 

authority in the hands of local people 

and organizations. 
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The boundaries of the GBNHA encompass White Pine County, NV, Millard County, UT and adjacent tribal lands. 
    

When the Route was first envisioned, it was to have included a corridor along Route US 50 beginning 

where the Great Basin begins high in the Pahvant Mountains in Millard County, Utah and passing west 

through the ranges and basins of White Pine County, Eureka County, and Lander County in Nevada. It 

would have thus celebrated a cross section of the Great Basin stretching nearly its entire breadth.  

The boundaries might be as generally depicted on the accompanying map. They can be described as the 

areas of White Pine County, Nevada and Millard County, Utah and including the areas of the adjacent 

and adjoining Goshute and Duckwater Shoshone Indian Reservations. The Duckwater Shoshone 

Reservation lies wholly within Nye County, NV so some corridor lands link it with White Pine County.  

Similarly the Goshute reservation lies within Juab and Tooele Counties in Utah and is also linked with 

connecting corridor lands. 

Its Size 

The Great Basin geographical area is about 190,000 square miles in area.  That constitutes about 5% of 

the surface of the United States.  But the Great Basin Heritage Area is much smaller.  These counties are 

huge by eastern standards.  Millard County encompasses 6,828 sq mi; while White Pine County is 8,897 

sq mi., itself larger than the State of Massachusetts.    Each county is larger than any of the 4 smallest US 

states.  The combination of counties at 15,725 sq mi. is larger than the State of Maryland and, of course, 

the 8 states that are smaller yet.  The GBNHA actually covers only about 8% of the entire Great Basin.   

But, for better or worse it takes nearly 6 hours to traverse US Route 50 from one boundary of the 

GBNHA to the other while traveling at posted speed limits.  One can only imagine how difficult it is to do 

business, let alone as a visitor, to thoroughly enjoy the features of such a huge region.   

 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Square_mile
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Population size is another issue.  Despite its physical size, its population is tiny. With only about 21,000 

people living in only a few towns in the entire GBNHA, population density is very low and distances from 

one community to the next are generally quite long.   

 
Its Remoteness 

One element of the geography of the Great Basin National Heritage Area is, at the same time, one of its 

most endearing and one of its most challengingðits remoteness.  But what is it remote from?   

On the plus side, it is remote from most pollution sources thus providing it marvelously clear skies that are 

deep blue in the daytime and at night, not really black, because of the thousands of punctuating stars 

sown in profusion across the firmament. Relative freedom from pollution means that the air and water are 

quite pure as well.  Its remoteness from major population centers means that residents and visitors are 

less frequently disturbed by the activities of other human beings. Most parts of it are noticeably quieterð

isolated from mechanical sounds. 

Much of the GBNHA is remote from what can be called fully functioning urban centers. The Nevada town 

of Ely, that is the western center of the GBNHA, is said to be one of the most remote county seats in the 

continental United States. Even as an incorporated town it is rather remote from other incorporated 

municipalities, the closest being the smaller and equally remote town of Eureka, NV over 60 miles away. 

Ely is more than 100 miles (as the crow flies) to the next larger incorporated settlement.  

Some goods and services and amenities that most people take for granted in standard urban areas 

simply cannot be had in parts of the GBNHA. Other goods, services or amenities are obtained only with 

difficulty.  This makes it more challenging to run households and businesses.  It discourages travelers 

with certain expectations.  It often increases costs.   

Its remoteness coupled with low population density result in fewer roads, and no real systems of public 
transportation.  
 
The remoteness of the region will be referred to again and again in the sections of this document 
explaining the planning context, analyzing the heritage features and proposing the elements of the 
management plan itself.  
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The Great Basins  

Obviously, because of its name, the Heritage Area lies within the Great Basin.  But technically there are 

at least three defined great basin areas.  And, fortunately the GBNHA lies within all of them.   

 

 The most commonly known of the defined regions (and the one for which the other areas are probably 

named) is the hydrographic Great Basin.  Most folks know that the continental divide marks the spot 

where water that falls to one side flows to the Atlantic and on the other side to the Pacific.  But most do 

not know that the water that falls on about 6 ½% of the  continental United States flows to neither 

ocean, but rather, it flows to one or more great sinks or basins within the continent and there to 

evaporate. This area is called the hydrologic great basin. 

 
The physiographic Great Basin is based on terrain, texture, rock type, and geologic structure and history. 

The Great Basin physiographic province (sometimes called the basin and range region) extends east 

from the Sierra Nevada to the Colorado Plateau and south to the northern Baja California Peninsula. In 

the United States the area includes parts of Arizona, California, Idaho, New Mexico, Texas, Oregon, and 

Utah and virtually all of Nevada. The same combination of elements, particularly a common basin and 

range topography includes parts of the Mexican states of Sonora, Chihuahua, and Baja California. 

The chief features of this region are the ranges of north south trending mountains separated by broad 

plain-like detritus filled valleys.   

 There is also a biological Great Basin. 

There seems to be no single agreed upon 

definition for this area.  However, it is 

typically delineated by temperature, 

altitude and rainfall patterns that favor 

certain aggregations of plant and animal 

species.  Often the area is referred to as 

the Great Basin desert or Great Basin 

ecosystem.   

 
There also appears to be a cultural and 

historical Great Basin.  This is related to a 

possible scenic and recreational one.  One 

of the long term tasks of the GBNHA may 

be to determine these issues more 

definitively and to define how the GBNHA 

should relate to them.   
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Chapter 2ðManagement Planning  
(The Purpose and Process) 

 

Reasons for Plan 
¢ƘŜ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ƛǎ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŜƴŀōƭƛƴƎ !Ŏǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ D.bI! ǘƘŀǘ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ άΧ bƻǘ 

later than 3 years after the date on which funds are made available to carry out this subtitle2, the local 

coordinating entity shall develop and submit to the Secretary for approval a management plan for the 

Heritage Route.   

 

The Act goes on to say that the plan shall speciŦȅ άǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƻǊŘƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ 

ŜƴǘƛǘȅΧ to provide the public with access to certain historical, cultural, natural, scenic, and recreational 

resources within the GBNHA; Specifies the boundaries of the Heritage Route; and, presents clear and 

comprehensive recommendations for the conservation, funding, management, and development of the 

IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ wƻǳǘŜΦέ 

 
¢ƘŜ !Ŏǘ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƻ ƭƛǎǘ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ƛƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴΥ άǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ 

coordinating entity shall-- provide for the participation of local residents, public agencies, and private 

organizations located within the counties of Millard County, Utah, White Pine County, Nevada, and the 

Duckwater Shoshone Reservation in the protection and development of resources of the Heritage 

Route, taking into consideration State, tribal, county, and local land use plans in existence on the date of 

enactment of this Act;  

And, tƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ǎƘŀƭƭ άƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ƻŦ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎΤ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ ŀ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳ ŦƻǊ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

management plan by the local coordinating entity, including plans for restoration, stabilization, 

rehabilitation, and construction of [sic--on] public or tribal property; and [will identify] specific 

ŎƻƳƳƛǘƳŜƴǘǎ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎΧ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ р ȅŜŀǊǎ ƻŦ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΤέ 

It ŀƭǎƻ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ŦƻǊ άŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴ Ǉƭŀƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ wƻǳǘŜΤ ά 
 
And, ƛǘ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ Ǉƭŀƴ άǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ƛƴŦǊƛƴƎŜ ƻƴ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǿƴŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅΦέ 
 
Finally, the Act ǿŀǊƴŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άLŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƻǊŘƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ Ŝƴǘƛǘȅ Ŧŀƛƭǎ ǘƻ ǎǳōƳƛǘ ŀ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
{ŜŎǊŜǘŀǊȅ ƛƴ ŀŎŎƻǊŘŀƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǳōǎŜŎǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ IŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ wƻǳǘŜ ǎƘŀƭƭ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ǉǳŀƭƛŦȅ ŦƻǊ CŜŘŜǊŀƭ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎΦέ 
 

 

                                                             
2 The date funds were first provided under the relative subtitle was determined to be 9/23/2008. 
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Other Values of Planning  
In addition to the guidance provided by the enabling Act, 
there are reasons beyond the requirements in the act that 
make the planning effort valuable. Well executed, this 
heritage area management planning will deliver several 
benefits, which are theoretically rooted in the proposition 
that heritage areas are a locally driven effort designed to 
deliver real benefit to communities through celebrating 
shared cultural, economic and natural heritage: 
 

 The process itself serves as a mechanism to build 
understanding, involvement, and consensus among 
community members, stakeholders, existing and 
potential partners, and the general public.  In other 
words, the planning process will give the Partnership 
ongoing opportunities to communicate and reach out 
to various constituencies in the GBNHA. Even though 
the Partnership has done previous work, completion 
of the planning process will allow partners and other 
participants to better understand their role in the 
heritage area. It provides an opportunity to get 
people excited about their home and their heritage.  

 

 Planning provides a structured forum for 
stakeholders to jointly determine the heritage area's 
purpose, vision, mission, goals and strategies.  It 
offers a forum for different constituencies to come 
together. With this collaborative effort, heritage area 
leadership can best ensure that heritage area actions 
and activities truly meet the needs of their 
communities. 

 

 The planning process continues building 
partnerships, soliciting new ideas and garnering 
additional community support in both the short and 
long-term.  By eliciting public participation and 
engaging partners early on, the planning process 
provides an opportunity for the local coordinating 
entity and other community members to develop 
relationships and trust. By establishing 
communication channels and ways of working 
together towards a common goal, the local 
coordinating entity can gather a range of ideas and 
develop a network of partners. 
 

 The process allows for the identification of regional 
priorities and the development of a regional vision 
and strategy. Engaging partners and the public in 
different regions within the heritage area creates an 

Objectives of the Act 
 

Because the format of the Act 

makes its objectives a bit hard to 

follow, the list of objectives is 

reiterated and paraphrased as 

accurately as possible in bullet 

form below: 

 By September 23, 2011, the 

Partnership shall submit to the 

Secretary of the interior a 

management plan that:  
 

 Specifies the resources the 

Partnership proposes to 

provide the public with 

access to historical, 

cultural, natural, scenic, 

and recreational resources 

within the GBNHA; 

 Specifies the boundaries 

of the Heritage Route; 

 Presents 

recommendations for the 

conservation, funding, 

management, and 

development of the 

Heritage Route; 

 Provides for participation 

by the public and 

incorporates local 

planning; 

 Identifies sources of 

funding;  

 Includes an 

implementation program 

specifying (for public or 

tribal property) proposed: 

o Restoration, 

o stabilization,  

o rehabilitation, 

o construction ; 

 Identifies partner 

commitments for the first 

5 years of operation; 

 Includes an interpretation 
plan for the Heritage 
Route. 
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opportunity for people to think on a larger scale.  It allows people to share their concerns and 
explain how their stories and experiences may fit into a larger, regional context. 

 

 The planning process focuses partners on the most important feasible goals and actions. After 
designation, various stakeholders should have specific ideas about how they see the heritage 
area and may have a range of projects in mind. The collaborative nature of the planning process 
allows parties to share their ideas, understand each other's point of view and decide together 
what steps are most important and most feasible for the short, medium and long term. 
 

 The process helps manage expectations, prioritize actions and give guidance for actions that 
the heritage area will ultimately not undertake. While there are countless projects and 
initiatives that could occur in the heritage area, the local Partnership and partners have limited 
resources. By building consensus on goals, objectives and strategies, the Partnership keeps 
focused on reaching those aims. The information outlined in the management plan can then 
help the Partnership Board justifiably, turn down or modify specific project proposals or ideas 
that may not contribute to the stated goals of the heritage area. In this way, wide consensus or 
buy in on the framework of the management plan makes it easier to make hard decisions in the 
future. 

 

 The development of a management plan should help to commit partners. Through the 
development of common objectives and the documentation of roles and responsibilities, the 
plan serves as an agreement among parties.  It may better commit partners to the heritage 
area's goals and purpose, therein encouraging future cooperation on the implementation of 
actions and strategies. 

 

 The plan results in a tangible, useful vision or marketing tool for "selling" the heritage area 
concept, its goals and specific projects to the public, potential partners and funding sources. The 
fact that a vision, mission, goals and strategy are clearly articulated shows others that the 
Partnership and its partners are serious about the work they do and what they plan to 
accomplish. The information contained in this plan should help the Partnership share its intent 
and purpose with others and elicit further support. In addition, the specific objectives included 
in this plan may make it easier for organizations to commit funds or target grants. 

 

 The plan will give credibility to heritage area leadership, specific projects and the concept of the 
heritage area. It gives credibility because it not only documents the decision making process, but 
it also demonstrates the existence of well thought out goals, objectives and action plans. 

 

 The plan documents a transparent process. The plan documents adherence to the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA). It also 
illustrates that National Park Service (NPS) requirements, public involvement requirements and 
other statutory requirements have been met. 

 

 The management plan will serve as a baseline for ongoing and future evaluation. The 
Partnership can compare planned actions with actual activities to evaluate the success of the 
heritage area. 

Features of the Plan  
The Management Plan ς What is it? 
The management plan describes comprehensive policies, strategies, and recommendations for telling 
ǘƘŜ ǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ŀƴŘ ŜƴŎƻǳǊŀƎƛƴƎ ƭƻƴƎ-term resource protection, enhancement, 
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interpretation, funding, management and development of the National Heritage Area. The plan specifies 
actions, policies, strategies, performance goals, and recommendations taken to meet the goals of the 
heritage area. 
 
The plan identifies what the local coordinating entity and partners want to achieve over the initial 
period of the project (about 10-15 years).  It is an agreement between the parties ς including the 
National Park Service, the public, elected officials, donors and other agencies on what is going to be 
achieved over the life of the plan. 
 

It is a guide for decision making ς both for the local coordinating entity and partners. It is a useful tool to 
ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ Ǝƻŀƭǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǘƻ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎΣ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎΦ Lǘ 
conveys what the heritage area is all about and what the larger heritage area community intends to 
accomplish. 
 

 The management plan also links the local coordinating entity to federal funding and broadly sets forth 
how federal and other monies are to be spent over time.  
 
In legal terms, the management plan documents how the requirements of the authorizing legislation will 
be met. 
 
Need and Opportunity for the Plan: 
In addition to the legal requirements to prepare a plan, there are also locally based reasons to do one.  
Preparation of the plan will also likely reveal opportunities on the national, regional and local scale that 
could provide previously unnoticed benefitsτnot only for protection or interpretation of the heritage 
features, but also  and most particularly for economic stimulation and development within the GBNHA.  
 
Need 
Some heritage features are vanishing within the GBNHA. This may be a normal process or it may be 
unintentionally accelerated by specific actions.  What is important is that all the features be identified, 
that the value for preserving each of them be assessed and that for those of value, a definite plan be 
created for their protection, preservation or restoration.  
 
There are some specific threats to the heritage features within the GBNHA that need to be recognized 
and plans developed to combat them.   
 
One is the threat of loss of the heritage that often dies along with those that practiced it.  This region is 
home to many aging immigrants whose stories and cultural habits must be documented soon. 
 
Another is the deterioration of buildings due to age.  While the GBNHA is fortunate to have a dry climate 
that generally slows breakdown of organic elements like wood, wind and frost damage can take its toll.  
It is important to recognize which buildings need protection rather than being simply neglected.  
 
Another threat is occasional vandalism. This can be particularly damaging to heritage elements like rock 
paintings that cannot actually be repaired if damaged.  Although many such elements have been 
identified and somewhat protected if on public land, there are also features that are not so well 
protected.  The development of this plan may help identify not only the elements but also help tease 
out which ones need additional protection.   
 
Similarly, there are threats to heritage features due to vehicular abuse to open land, and pollution of 
night skies.  Recognition of this and development of a plan should help preserve these valuable heritage 
features.  



12 
 

Increased visitation and use of all types can sometimes threaten heritage features and practices. The 

development of a plan with this in mind can help avoid unwanted changes to valued ways of life and to 

heritage features that may be promoted.  

Beyond the current national economic downturn, there is a current local trend towards diminishment of 
economic vitality, particularly within the White Pine County, part of the GBNHA.  This is not only hard on 
the community and its residents, but lack of funds threaten heritage feature protection as well.  A plan is 
needed that may help slow, stop or reverse this trend. 
 
Finally, it is clear that few residents of the region fully appreciate the range and number, value and 
importance of the rich heritage features that blanket the GBNHA.  There is a definite need to educate 
them and interpret the features that they may make wise decisions regarding the future of the features 
and their own lives as they relate to them.  
 
 Opportunity 
The Great Basin National Park, under its designating documents, is required to interpret not just the 
footprint of the park itself (which is common of most national parks) but also to interpret the entire 
Great Basin Region.  There is a clear opportunity for the GBHAP to assist the Great Basin National Park 
with interpreting a larger portion of the Great Basin.   
 
The GBHAP in researching and interpreting the GBNHA can provide a nationally significant foundation 
for celebrating culture and conservation. The wealth of resources encompassed here provides multiple 
opportunities to share a myriad of cultural stories and to preserve their lasting legacy-- proving that the 
DǊŜŀǘ .ŀǎƛƴ ƛǎ άŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ōǳǘ ŜƳǇǘȅΦέ   
 
Beyond the need for economic stabilization in the region, there is an opportunity for economic growth 
spurred by tourism that could result from proper promotion of the heritage resources within the 
GBNHA.  A well researched program involving the promotion of heritage features could provide a 
valuable opportunity for the local communities within the heritage area.   

 

The Process Used to Plan (Public Participation)  
 

Although compiled by a small group, the process of developing this plan was one of participation and 

collaboration of a large number of people, some representing one of the many organizational 

stakeholders within the GBNHA. Many of these are listed in the Acknowledgement section of this plan. 

The process began by gathering all the information in the Foundation Statement (which is summarized 
in the following chapter). It basically includes a review of all the salient heritage features, describes the 
socioeconomic conditions in the region, provides details about the cooperating (managing) partner and 
lists stakeholders and potential partners. 
 

After determining the scope of work and schedule for plan development, partners were engaged3. This 

collaboration continued throughout the planning period via personal letters, e-blasts, open board 

meetings, workshops, planning sessions, personal interviews, newsletters, press releases, the GBHAP 

                                                             
3
 Shortly after passage of the enabling legislation the Partnership embarked on a public process of scoping to 

expose the public and potential partners to the potentials of the heritage area. (The complete scoping report is in 
the appendix of this document.) 



13 
 

website, and presentations. The cross section of participants included congressional delegations, local, 

state, and regional elected officials, public policy organizations, government partners, including city, 

county, state, federal and tribal governments, local resource user groups, environmental and 

conservation groups, civic leaders, business leaders, members of the general public, private sector 

partners, including landowners, special interests, industry and agriculture groups, tourism councils, 

friends groups, Chambers of Commerce , tourism related groups, civic groups as well as colleges and 

universities.  

A Vision and Mission were determined; interpretive themes were proposed; general goals, objectives 
and strategies were elucidated; alternatives were considered and all other parameters placed in order 
including evaluation of national significances and listing of mandates and exploration of regional goals.  
Contractors were tasked with producing an interpretive plan, a branding and marketing plan and 
preparing a socioeconomic statement.  
 
Once the preferred plan alternate was chosen a draft Management Plan was written and a formal notice 
of availability (NOA) sent and copies of the plan have been placed on file on the GBNHA website, at local 
libraries and other public locations and otherwise distributed to interested parties. (During this period 
the plan will be reviewed by the Governors of Nevada and Utah and participating tribes.  An MOU 
between the NPS and the Partnership will be completed.) 
 
This plan is currently open for public comment.   After the prescribed period for review of plan, public 
hearings will be held. 
 
A final draft will be produced after due consideration of all comments received.  The plan will receive 
final review by the Department of the Interior (National Park Service) and after any required adjustment 
be recommended to the Secretary of the DOI for signature. The approved plan will be placed on the 
GBNHA website as a reminder to all stakeholders of the intended direction and ongoing progress in 
apprehending the plan purposes. 
 

Public participation and community involvement have been important components of the planning 

process because they help ensure that the recommendations outlined in this Management Plan reflect 

the ideas and suggestions of local community members. 

Publication of this Draft Plan provides yet another opportunity to expose the Plan to public review and 
for public comment and suggestions.  It also provides the required review for the Environmental 
Assessment (EA).  
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Chapter 3ðHistorical and Cultural Context 

The following section is perhaps longer and more detailed than would normally be expected for a 

management plan of this type.  However, it is important to state the historical and cultural context of 

the broader region in order to properly assess the national significance of the heritage features of the 

GBNHA, what themes they suggest and how they are properly emblematic of the entire Great Basin. 

This context provides part of the foundation for the plan that is to follow. 

The Formation of the Great Basin ɂits physicality  
The Great Basin is the largest American desert, covering 190,000 square miles of high western land. The 

άōŀǎƛƴέ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜƴƻǊƳƻǳǎ ƎŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ōƻǿƭΣ ǎǘǊŜǘŎƘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀΩǎ {ƛŜǊǊŀ bŜǾŀŘŀ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘ ǘƻ 

¦ǘŀƘΩǎ ²ŀǎŀǘŎƘ wŀƴƎŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǎǘΦ  IŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎǊǳǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊǘƘ ƛǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǎǘǊŜǘŎƘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŎŜ ƻŦ ƳƻƭǘŜƴ 

basalt pressing up from below, literally tearing the land apart. Basalt wells up from deep below the 

surface, fracturing the crust in thousands of fault zones. Huge blocks of land tilt up and back to form 

ranks of mountain ranges row on row east to west across the basin. 

 

The Great Basin derives its name from its character as an area of internal drainage. Water in the 

Great Basin stays thereτbarely soaking the ground, evaporating into the sky, and falling back into the 

desert as rain or snow, but never flowing to the sea. Ongoing geological forces that began more than 30 

Ƴƛƭƭƛƻƴ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻ ƘŀǾŜ ōǊƻƪŜƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƛƭǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ƛƴǘŜǊƛƻǊ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ ŎƻǊǊǳƎŀǘŜŘ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ƻŦ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƴƎ 

mountain ranges and valleys. Streams rush from those mountain ranges to disappear in dry lakebeds in 

the valleys. 

 

Ancient seas covered much of Millard and White Pine Counties, laying down sedimentary rock that was 

later stretched and uplifted by geologic forces to create the mountains and valleys of the Great Basin. 

Warm, shallow Cambrian seas teemed with marine life leaving fossils that attest today of the existence 

of brachiopods, sponges, echinoderms, gastropods, and graptolites. Among the best known ancient 

animals are trilobites, whose fossils are found abundantly in Cambrian deposits in the House Range in 

western Millard County. Small sponge reef remnants from Ordovician seas are present in the southern 

part of the House Range and in the Ibex area of the Confusion Range. Notch Peak in the House Range 

has a sheer cliff of Cambrian rock nearly one mile high. Thousands of specimens from the Wheeler Shale 

and Marjum Formation in the House Range were sent to the Smithsonian in the 1930s. International 

visitors come to Antelope Springs in western Millard County seeking ancient arthropods. 

 
 

 Huge blocks of land tilt up and back to form ranks of mountain ranges row on row east to west across the basin. 
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¢ƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ Ƴŀƴȅ ŎŀǾŜǎΣ ŦƛƭƭŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǘŀƭŀŎǘƛǘŜǎΣ ǎǘŀƭŀƎƳƛǘŜǎΣ ŎŀƭŎƛǘŜ ŎǊȅǎǘŀƭǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǎǇŀǊ, are solution 

cavities formed in ancient limestone. Lehman Caves in Great Basin National Park is one of several caves 

open to public tours. Fossils of Pleistocene animals found in Crystal Ball Cave provide evidence of the 

rich fauna around the ice age lakes that filled the valleys of the Great Basin. After the glaciers started to 

shrink at the end of the last ice age, the major problem for human survival in the Great Basin region was 

a limited water supply. Deep glacial lakes like Lake Bonneville, which covered much of Millard County 

and northwestern Utah, disappeared soon after the glaciers.  A last remnant of glaciers in the Great 

Basin can be found in the cirque of Mount Wheeler in Great Basin National Park.  

 

 Volcanism has also played a major role in the geology of the Great Basin. Fault lines, created by 

ŜȄǇŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊǘƘΩǎ ŎǊǳǎǘ ŀƴŘ ǳǇƭƛŦǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ Ƴƻǳƴǘŀƛƴ ǊŀƴƎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΣ ƎŀǾŜ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ŜǊǳǇǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ 

left large areas of the landscape covered with lava flow and dotted with cinder cones. This activity is 

strongly in evidence west of Interstate 15 in Millard County, where ancient lava flows and volcanic cores 

are visible. Native Americans found a source of obsidian near Black Rock, which became an important 

resource for tools, weapons, and trade throughout the Great Basin.  

 

The Great Basin lies within the rain shadow of the Sierra Nevada Mountains, which capture moisture 

from clouds coming off the Pacific Ocean, leaving little for sibling mountains and valleys to their east. 

Water has become the eternal object of struggles for plants and animals and between peoples of the 

West Desert, with the landscape a mute witness to the combat.  

Plants and Animals  
This high desert region features valley floors carpeted with sage of several types.   Travel in the Great 

Basin, often called the Sagebrush Sea, imprints the pungent scent of sage on the memory of all who 

visit. Pinyon and juniper skirt lower mountain elevations, while conifers like fir, spruce and sometimes 

ancient bristlecone pines climb into the high alpine zones.  Lighter hued aspens sink their roots along 

high mountain streams creating sinuous clones of trees that appear to flow down open canyon crevices. 

Seasonal blooming and seed production contributed to the migrations of nomadic native peoples in the 

Great Basin. Pinyon nuts, found only at higher elevations, were a major food source. The wild harvest 

enticed movement from the valleys to the mountains to follow food. 

 

The Great Basin provides habitat for an exciting diversity of wildlife. The basin and range topography of 

the region features some mountain ranges and some wetlands that are home to plant and animal 

populations that became isolated thousands of years ago as huge stretches of dry desert began to form.  

Thus the region is home to several species and varieties of plants and animals that are found nowhere 

else.   For example, widely scattered desert springs within the GBNHA are essential habitat to rare frogs, 

snails and aquatic insects.  

 

More mobile wildlife can be abundant here.  A few watered basins in the midst of the desert attract a 

world-class array of migratory birds. The annual snow goose migration near Delta brings thousands of 

birds into the reservoirs and fields. Ruby Lake National Wildlife Refuge in northwest White Pine County 

hosts an amazing variety of migratory waterfowl in the wetlands at the foot of the Ruby Range.  

The high desert teems with reptile species such as the Great Basin rattlesnake, the horned lizard 

(hornytoad), and a variety of other lizards. Large mammals inhabit the region, including elk, antelope, 
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wild horses and burros, bighorn sheep, and mountain lions. Many of these species migrate from the arid 

valleys to high mountain slopes in summer and return in winter to forage below the snowline. Native 

peoples in the Great Basin followed the movements of their prey through the valleys and into the 

mountains with the seasons. 

Early Human Culture  
Great Basin peoples have observed the joint of earth and sky for thousands of years. The earliest 

inhabitants lived here during the last Ice Age, hunting for meat and gathering grains on the shores of an 

enormous lake, now vanished into geological records. Human cultures have flourished and disappeared 

throughout the ages, and the Great Basin preserves these cycles like no other place.   

 

The Great Basin is one of the best places in the world to study why cultures change. Most people 

presume a relationship between climatic change and cultural change. The long tree-ring record, stored 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ōǊƛǎǘƭŜŎƻƴŜ ǇƛƴŜ ǘǊŜŜǎ ŀƭƳost 5,000 years old, allows archeologists to study in detail the 

fluctuations in moisture and corresponding changes in human technology.  Such a long detailed record is 

unavailable anywhere else in the world.  Preservation of both the natural and the cultural record is a 

critical issue in the region. 

 

 People have been in the Great Basin for a long time. Human migrations occurred as the early 

inhabitants seasonally followed the flora and megafauna for subsistence near the end of the Pleistocene 

Era. Early migration patterns, traversed for thousands of years, flowed north and south, tracing the 

precious resources to highlands and lowlands 

 

Human occupation of the central Great Basin dates back to at least 12,000 years. Archaeologists have 

divided early occupational periods into four periods of history: the Pre-Archaic (10,000-7000 Before 

Present--BP), Early Archaic (7000-4000 BP), Middle Archaic (4000-1500 BP), and the Late Archaic (1500 

BP to Euro-American contact). 

 

Paleo-Archaic (10,000-7000 BP) 

The term Paleo-archaic is used to describe the archaeological culture throughout much of the Great 

Basin which manufactured large projectile points in various forms of leaf-shaped, lanceolate, sometimes 

fluted points, and often various stemmed points.  During this period the Pleistocene lakes that had 

dominated the area were disappearing.  The increasing aridity of the region kept animal and plant 

populations low, and as a result, human populations were also small and mobile.   Rather than mega 

fauna, small mammals, waterfowl and other birds, and fish were primarily sought by these Paleo-archaic 

hunters  

 

In contrast to later Archaic period sites, Paleo-Archaic sites affiliated with this period are rarely found. 

Paleo-Archaic complexes generally tend to be located along the bottomlands and playa margins of the 

ancient lakeshores of the Lahontan and Bonneville lake systems.  Later Archaic sites are distributed 

across many environmental settings including wooded uplands. 
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Early Archaic (7000-4000 BP) 

Archaeologists believe that climatic warming during the Middle Holocene may have either reduced 

populations or led to the abandonment of the central Great Basin during the Early Archaic.  Archaic 

period sites are common elsewhere in the Great Basin, however and it may be possible that central area 

populations may have moved to the more lush surrounding areas of the Great Basin. 

 

Early Archaic artifact assemblages become more diverse, with bifaces and scrapers and grinding tools. A 

wider range of tools suggest a broader variety of resources including small animals and birds, seeds, and 

pinyon nuts. Unique types of projectile points appeared during this period and implementation of the 

atlatl (handheld small spear launching tube) augments the use of a now smaller spear (dart). 

 

Middle Archaic (4000-1500 BP) 

Populations in the Great Basin increase dramatically during the Middle Archaic.  For the first time, 

people are living in large semi-sedentary villages. Other distinctive traits include elaborations in material 

culture, house construction, obsidian production, and ceremonial activity directed particularly at the 

hunting of large game.   Hunting, particularly mountain sheep, remained an important subsistence 

activity, but sites containing seed processing tools and rabbit bones are fairly common. Across many 

areas of the Great Basin, projectile points which date to this time period seem to be more abundant 

relative to both earlier and later time-period markers.  Quantities of imported marine shell beads peak 

in the Great Basin at the onset of this period, between about 3500 and 3200 BP. Quarry production and 

biface manufacturing associated with the major toolstone sources similarly developed to unprecedented 

levels. 

 

Late Archaic (1500 BP to Euro-American Contact) 

The Late Archaic is marked by several technological changes. The atlatl and dart were replaced by the 

bow and arrow, with a required switch to smaller and lighter projectile points.  The focus on flaked tool 

production techniques changed, from bifaces of quarried raw materials to simple flake tools using locally 

available resources. Plant processing equipment becomes more elaborate and abundant, and ceramics 

appear in the archaeological record after about 1200 BP. These changes are accompanied by more 

diverse resources, as plants and small animals were emphasized in the diet at the expense of large 

game. 

 

There are indications that Fremont groups came into contact with eastern Nevada groups during this 

interval. The Fremont consisted of several groups of related semi-sedentary people centered in Utah 

who relied on a range of subsistence practices, from full-time foraging to full-time horticulture. 

Archaeological evidence indicates that the Parowan Fremont migrated westward from Utah into the 

central region beginning about 1600 BP, displacing Archaic groups. They disappeared from the region by 

about 700 BP, replaced by more mobile hunter and gatherer groups The reason for their decline in the 

region is not clear, but the Fremont may have simply been out-competed for natural resources by the 

mobile groups.  

 
The final groups to enter the region at about 700 BP were Numic-speaking populations. This group, the 

Western Shoshone, may have replaced the Fremont and are thought by some researchers to have 

expanded east and north from a homeland in southern California. Archaeological literature characterizes 
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Numic groups as having practiced a broad-spectrum, foraging lifeway, concentrating on a greater range 

of resources that were costly to collect and process, thus out-competing and displacing pre-Numic 

inhabitants. Peoples of this Numic group that occupied the Great Basin at the time of Euro-American 

contact were mobile hunters and gatherers who moved in a seasonal pattern. Their contemporary 

successors continue to occupy the Great Basin.  

Remnant Cultures  
At the time of European contact, groups that the encroaching peoples named the Western Shoshone, 

Northern and Southern Paiute, Goshute, and Ute people lived in the Great Basin and subsisted on 

hunting, gathering, and trade. They continue to make the Great Basin their home. The Duckwater 

Shoshone, Ely Shoshone, Goshute, and Kanosh Paiute Reservations are located within the Great Basin 

National Heritage Area. 

 

Prejudice brought into the west from cultures to the east and south compounded the competition for 

scarce resources. Settlement restricted the access of native people to traditional hunting and grazing 

lands. 

 

What began as a peaceful co-existence between very different cultures flared briefly into scattered 

ǾƛƻƭŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мурлΩǎΦ  aƛǎǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŀ ǿŀƎƻn train of emigrants and a 

handful of Paiute seeking trade caused the death of a Paiute. His son sought revenge by leading an 

ŀǘǘŀŎƪ ƻƴ DǳƴƴƛǎƻƴΩǎ ¦Φ {Φ !ǊƳȅ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ǇŀǊǘȅ ƴŜŀǊ {ŜǾƛŜǊ [ŀƪŜΣ ŎŀǳǎƛƴƎ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜŀǘƘǎΦ Lƴ ǊŜǘŀƭƛŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ 

white interference, another ƛƴŎƛŘŜƴǘ ǎǇŀǊƪŜŘ ǘƘŜ ²ŀƭƪŜǊ ²ŀǊ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ¦ǘŀƘ ǎŜǘǘƭŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ /ƘƛŜŦ ²ŀƪŀǊŀΩǎ 

Ute band. Mormon colonizers were frequently on alert through the middle part of the decade, 

responding mostly to rumor of war, huddling families and live stock in fortified settlements like Fillmore, 

Cove Fort, and the mud fort in Deseret.  

 

The treaty of Ruby Valley in October 1863, between the United States and the Western Shoshone 

contained terms to ensure safe travel through Shoshone lands for wagon trains, mail, telegraph, 

overland stage, and mineral exploration. It defined the Shoshone lands to be a large area of eastern 

Nevada and southern California and promised the Shoshone $5,000 per year as compensation for 

hunting depredations. One article of the treaty spoke to the PresideƴǘΩǎ ǊƛƎƘǘ ǘƻ Ŏŀƭƭ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜ {ƘƻǎƘƻƴŜ 

to give up their nomadic life and become settled herdsmen and farmers. In 1979, the treaty was 

declared void by the Indian Claims Commission and controversy has swirled around a settlement since.  

Eventually, numbers prevailed for the whites, and largely peaceful native peoples lost land and 

livelihood. Within the GBNHA, three reservations in and near White Pine County, Nevada were created 

with the Indian Reorganization Act of June 18, 1934: the Duckwater Shoshone Reservation, the Ely 

Shoshone Colony, and the Goshute Reservation. A small reservation was also established for Paiutes in 

Millard County and named for Kanosh, a tribal leader who constantly sought peace for his people.  

Historical Background  
Exploration 

Millard and White Pine Counties were visited on some of the earliest explorations of the American West. 

The first explorers of European descent to enter the Great Basin were the Spanish Catholic priests 

Francisco Anastasio Dominguez and Silvestre Velez de Escalante.  Leaving Santa Fe in 1776 to find a 
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route to the California missions and spread Christianity, the fathers explored the eastern part of Millard 

County and made contacts with the native peoples during September and October of that year.  Spanish 

Traders Mauricio Arze and Lagos Garcia reached the Sevier Lake area in 1811.  

 

Although the eastern and southern periphery of the Great Basin was visited by the Spanish as early as 

the 1770s, Euro-Americans did not enter the central region until the 1820s, when British and American 

fur trapping companies expanded into this area. Jedediah Smith, the famous American fur trapper and 

explorer, traveled through the area twice, following the Sevier River bound for California in 1826, and 

traversing the area in 1827. On his second journey from Southern California he likely crossed the Schell 

Creek Range at Connors Pass.  He is credited with blazing a connection between routes explored by 

Dominguez and Escalante and other Spanish explorers. The reports of these explorations opened the 

Great Basin to Spanish, Mexican, and American traders and settlers.   

 

The fur trapping ventures were not very profitable, but interest in exploration remained and the federal 

government sponsored various surveys of the region. The most important of these was headed by 

Captain John C. Frémont, who led five expeditions between 1842 and 1854. His third expedition in 1845 

concentrated on the Great Basin, and his route carried him through northern Nevada. Frémont also 

passed through the region during his last expedition, when he set out to explore a possible railroad 

route along the 38th parallel. In 1859, Captain James H. Simpson headed an expedition through Nevada 

to find a feasible military route between Salt Lake City, Utah, and Genoa, Nevada. They likely crossed the 

Schell Creek Range at Schellbourne Pass. During the 1870s, when tensions between miners and local 

Native groups ran high, Lieutenant George M. Wheeler headed a survey party in the region to explore 

potential military routes. During the last two decades of the nineteenth century, the US Coast and 

Geodetic Survey sent expeditions into the region to construct a mapping grid along the 39th parallel. 

Surrounding mountaintops were used to triangulate from Salt Lake City to San Francisco. 

 

Transportation and Communication 

The early history of southern Nevada is tied to the major transportation corridors that were linked to 

major settlements outside of Nevada. Early settlements in the area developed astride these 

transportation corridors. Trails, roads, and later railroad lines, were the initial conduits for importing the 

foods and supplies necessary to survive in this harsh environment. Later, these same corridors carried 

food and mineral resources out of the area. 

 

Trails 
From the late 1840s until the introduction of the railroads in the late 1860s, the California Trail was an 

emigrant route that crossed from Missouri to California. It was used by more than 250,000 farmers and 

gold-seekers to reach gold fields and farm homesteads in California. The original route had many 

branches (most of which ran well north of the GBNHA) and encompassed more than 5,000 miles of 

trails. Many miles of the rutted traces of the trail remain throughout the Great Basin as evidence of the 

migration westward. Portions of the trail are now preserved by the National Park Service as the 

California National Historical Trail.  

 

One deviation from the more northerly California Trail route was an alternative proposed by Lansford 

Hastings that was published in 1845 in a guide entitled The Emigrant's Guide to Oregon and California. 
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¢ƘŜ ŜƴǘǊȅ ǎŀƛŘΥ ά¢ƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ǊƻǳǘŜΣ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀ ŜƳƛƎǊŀƴǘǎΣ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƻ ƭŜŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ hǊŜƎƻƴ ǊƻǳǘŜΣ 

about two hundred miles east from Fort Hall; thence bearing West Southwest, to the Salt Lake; and 

ǘƘŜƴŎŜ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ Řƻǿƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ōŀȅ ƻŦ {ǘΦ CǊŀƴŎƛǎŎƻΣ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǊƻǳǘŜ Ƨǳǎǘ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘΦέ  ¢ƘŜ ǊƻǳǘŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ 

actually more direct but may have provided more forage for draft animals than the more commonly 

used routes.  This spur of the California Trail passed through the northwestern most portion of the 

GBNHA.  
 

Burgeoning population centers in the western goldfields created a market for express mail services and 

stimulated additional exploration in Nevada. The first of the express services in Nevada began in 1851. 

From 1851 to 1858 the overland mail service followed either the Humboldt River route which linked Salt 

Lake City to northern California, or the Mormon Trail route which linked Salt Lake City to southern 

California (San Bernardino). In 1855 Major Howard Egan, a Mormon pioneer, laid out a third trail 

through northern Nevada. This became known as the Egan Trail, and eventually became the Pony 

Express Trail. In White Pine County this trail went to the western edge of the Ruby Mountains then 

northwest to the Humboldt River near Gravelly Ford.  US Highway 50, known popularly today as the 

[ƻƴŜƭƛŜǎǘ wƻŀŘΣ ǊƻǳƎƘƭȅ Ŧƻƭƭƻǿǎ 9ƎŀƴΩǎ ¢ǊŀƛƭΣ ŜȄŎŜǇǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƎƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ bŜǾŀŘŀΦ 
 

DŜƻǊƎŜ /ƘƻǊǇŜƴƴƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƻǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άWŀŎƪŀǎǎ 9ȄǇǊŜǎǎέ ǿƘƻ ƘŀŘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎǘŀƭ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŎǘΣ shifted his 

ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ 9ƎŀƴΩǎ ¢Ǌŀƛƭ ƛƴ муру ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ wǳōȅ ±ŀƭƭŜȅ ǘƻ ŀǾƻƛŘ ƛƴŎƭŜƳŜƴǘ ǿŜŀǘƘŜǊ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎ 

Native American tensions along the river, although he still operated a coach line along the original river 

corridor.  This route shortened the trip by about ten days, from 39 to about 30 days.  
 

[ŜŘ ōȅ /ŀǇǘŀƛƴ WŀƳŜǎ {ƛƳǇǎƻƴ ƛƴ мурфΣ ǎƻƭŘƛŜǊǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿŜŘ 9ƎŀƴΩǎ ¢Ǌŀƛƭ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ wǳōȅ aƻǳƴǘŀƛƴǎΦ IŜǊŜ ƘŜ 

ŜȄǇƭƻǊŜŘ ŀ ǎƘƻǊǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ƳƻǊŜ ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ǘǊŀƛƭ ǿŜǎǘ ǘƻ /ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊƻǳǘŜ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ {ƛƳǇǎƻƴΩǎ ¢Ǌŀƛƭ 

and was eventually used by the Pony Express. Then on April 3, 1860 the Russell, Majors and Waddell 

firm started the Pony Express mail service. These pioneer mail operators established a business 

subsidiary known as the Central Overland California and Pikes Peak Express Company (COC&PP), running 

stage coaches and freight wagons along the route. Way stations for the express company were built 

along the route. By 1865, there were 36 Overland Mail stations between Austin and Salt Lake City which 

supported 60 wagons, 190 horses, and 22 drivers.  The Pony Express shared some of these stations, 

including one in Spring Valley.  In 1866 Wells, Fargo and Company took over the Overland Stage Line and 

continued to operate it until the arrival of the Central Pacific Railroad to the north along the Humboldt 

River in 1869. The Pony Express lasted a short 19 ½ months until November 20, 1861. By this time, the 

telegraph was being constructed along the side of the trail. The combination of the telegraph, the Civil 

War, and other economic factors caused the downfall of the Pony Express. 

 

 
Pony Express Stations in the GBNHA--Source: National Park Service 
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Railroads 

The Central Pacific Railroad was the western half of the first intercontinental railroad. Construction 

began in Sacramento and continued eastward until it reached the Union Pacific Railroad in Utah in 1869. 

Its route coursed through northern Nevada, generally following the Humboldt River (north of the 

current GBNHA). The railroad dramatically changed settlement, transportation, and commerce patterns 

in Nevada, particularly for eastern Nevada.  While some freight and stage lines in what is now the 

GBNHA were abandoned, others were established to connect far-flung mining districts to the railroad. 

Several lines ran between the major communities, such as the systems linking Wells via Ely to Pioche to 

the south, and Ely to Eureka to the west. 
 

The next major transportation route through southeastern Nevada was the San Pedro, Los Angeles & 

Salt Lake (SPLA&SL) Railroad, which was constructed in fits and starts over a period of decades by a 

variety of companies. By 1880, the Utah Southern Railroad connected Salt Lake City to Milford in Utah. 

In 1889, the Oregon Short Line (OSL), a subsidiary of Union Pacific Railroad, began to extend the line 

south of Milford toward Nevada. The work was abandoned one year later due to a national depression, 

ŀƴŘ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ǊƻŀŘōŜŘ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀŎƪǎ ǿŜǊŜƴΩǘ ƭŀƛŘΦ Lƴ муфоΣ [ƛƴŎƻƭƴ /ƻǳƴǘȅ 

assumed ownership of the roadbed, and despite county efforts to work with other companies to finish 

the line, the project stalled. This changed in 1899 when the Oregon Short Line extended tracks to Uvada.  
 

Soon there was regular service on to Caliente, NV from Utah.  Further extension catalyzed major land-

use changes in southeastern Nevada: Las Vegas grew into a major rail town, homesteads and 

settlements were established all along its route, and large-scale mining of industrial materials became 

feasible.  In 1921, the Union Pacific Railroad assumed the route, and has continuously operated, 

maintained, retro-fitted, and upgraded the right-of-way since that time. 
 

Prior to the construction of what is now the Union Pacific Railroad, the cost of transporting minerals 

such as magnesite and gypsum and low-grade metal ores to mills, made these mining endeavors 

unprofitable. The railroad allowed these minerals to reach the rapidly expanding markets in southern 

California with relative ease. However, industrial mining activities throughout the desert west went 

through a series of boom-bust cycles, often linked to national, if not international, economies. 
 

One of the most significant railroads in the area and the best historic example of early railroads surviving 

today was the Nevada Northern Railway founded by the owner of the nearby Eureka & Palisades 

railroad, Mark Requa after formation of the White Pine Copper Company.  Other local persons of 

consequence, including A. C. Cleveland and William McGill, teamed up with Requa to fund and initiate 

the planning and construction of the Nevada Northern Railway, linking the Southern Pacific between 

Wendover and Wells, to Ely, 140 miles to the south. On June 1, 1905 the Nevada Northern Railway was 

formally incorporated. Grading started at the north end at Cobre 10 days later. The first train ran on 

May 22, 1906 on the section completed between Cobre and Currie. The 77 miles between Currie and Ely 

City was covered by road. That portion of line was completed on September 29 and 30, 1906, and the 

town celebrated its first Ely Railroad Days. The line's completion created friction between Ely and nearby 

Ely City. Residents of Ely were afraid, among other things, that their town name was being stolen. After 

a court battle, the railroad was obliged to build a depot in the town of Ely itself. Ultimately, the line was 

pushed farther up canyon, to the west, to the Robinson Mine. 

 



22 
 

 
Workmen hand setting ties for the construction of the Northern Nevada RailwayτIllustration from Ely Mural Project. 

 

Roads 
Aside from the railroad, the major thoroughfares through the region became improved following the 

creation of the Nevada State Highway Department in 1917. Early twentieth-century interstate travel 

tended to focus on east-west routes that led to California, and stimulated the development of such 

routes as US 50, which approximates the old Central Overland route of 1860. 

 
LƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŦǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ŀ ǊƻŀŘ ŀƴŘ 

highway infrastructure.  By 1926, approximately $мл Ƴƛƭƭƛƻƴ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ǎǇŜƴǘ ƻƴ bŜǾŀŘŀΩǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ 

highways.  Nevada and other states joined forces to build the main transcontinental highway, the road 

now known as the Lincoln Highway.  Survey work began in October 1927, and construction started two 

months later and was completed on April 17, 1930.   

 

!ƴ ŜǾŜƴǘ ŘǳōōŜŘ ά[ƛƴŎƻƭƴ IƛƎƘǿŀȅ 5ŀȅǎέ ǿŀǎ ŎŜƭŜōǊŀǘŜŘ WǳƴŜ ƻŦ 1930 in Ely, commemorating 

completion of the road there. This portion of the route today closely matches US 93 north from Ely to 

Lages Station and Alternate 93 north to Wendover. Unfortunately for the local economy, a more direct 

route between Salt Lake City and San Francisco was ultimately built along the more northerly route that 

is Interstate 80. This essentially deprived towns in this part of the state, such as Ely, Ruth and McGill of 

most transcontinental passers- by. 

 

Mining and Transient Communities  

Mining was probably the largest catalyst for settlement in the western half of what is now the GBNHA. 

The first mining district in the area to be organized was the Eagle District in 1859, located in present-day 

White Pine County near the Utah border.  Nearly a decade later, a silver strike at Treasure Hill in 1868 

spurred the formation of the White Pine District, and formation of White Pine County, with the county 

seat at Hamilton. This mine peaked in 1870, and experienced only sporadic success afterward. The Ely 

Mining District was first organized as the Robinson District soon after the Treasure Hill discoveries. This 

district included the towns of Ely, East Ely, Kimberly, Riepetown, and Ruth. 
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Gold 
Two accidental gold discoveries, in 1859 and 1863, were the impetus for the mining industry in White 
Pine County. Within two years of the gold strike in Egan Canyon in northern White Pine County, a town 
had been built. The desert was pushed aside to create Egan, Nevadaτa post office, a smithy, a school, 
and several stores and houses.  Egan was the precursor of the Cherry Creek Mining District, which 
flourished from 1872 until 1883.  At the peak of the gold and silver mining in the district, Cherry Creek 
was home to over 6,000 people. 

In 1872, prospectors James Matteson and Frank Heck discovered gold 3 miles west of what is now the 
Great Basin National Park. Over the next 6 years, some 100 claims were staked in the quartz veins of the 
new Osceola Mining District. Then in 1877, John Versan discovered placer (loose) gold in nearby Wet 
Gulch and Dry Gulch.  Mining flourished.  By 1882 the town of Osceola had grown to more than 1,500 
people.  Several stores, a butcher shop and blacksmith shop, a Chinese restaurant, and two stage 
coaches served the town.  Uncovered here was almost $2 million worth of gold. An 18-mile aqueduct 
ditch was dug from the east slopes of Mount Wheeler around the north side of the mountain to reach 
the diggings at Osceola.  Water rights and water transport problems eventually reduced the water 
supply.  By 1905 mining activity came to a virtual standstill. 

¢ƻŘŀȅΣ ƴǳƳŜǊƻǳǎ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜΦ {Ƴŀƭƭ άƳƻƳ-and-ǇƻǇέ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǊŜ-work the tailings left by 
prior mining efforts.  Between 1903 and 1937, White Pine County mines produced and shipped some 
$338 million in gold, silver, copper, lead, and zinc to processing facilities in the eastern U.S. 

Copper 
Throughout the end of the nineteenth century, the Ely Gold Mining District enjoyed only moderate 
success. By the start of the twentieth century, copper was king, thanks to rich copper deposits 
discovered in Ruth in 1902.  

For nearly 100 years, copper mining dominated the prosperity of White Pine County and the character 
of the communities of Ely, Ruth, and McGill.  Initiated in 1900 by two young miners from California and 
capitalized by Mark Requa, son of Comstock mining magnate Isaac Requa, the Nevada Consolidated 
Copper Company (CCC) was formed in 1904 with eastern money backing the venture.  Requa convinced 
the Guggenheims to invest and was able to build the Nevada Northern Railroad to carry the ore from 
the mines near Ruth, through Ely, to the McGill smelter north of Ely, and on to a junction with the 
Southern Pacific Railway for access to eastern cities.  By 1920, copper was the most mined mineral in 
Nevada and because of it, the population in the state doubled between 1900 and 1910. The copper-
based communities boomed until 1978, when Kennecott Copper Company, which had purchased the 
holdings of CCC in 1933, closed the smelter. The communities went into decline, yet all three 
communities continue to exhibit the extensive heritage left by 50 years of copper mining. In recent years 
the same areas were purchased and mined by BHP and presently by Quadra. 

Company Towns 
Company towns, owned by the mining companies digging nearby, appeared all over the Great Basin in 
the late 1800s. The towns, sometimes abandoned within five years, followed a line of gold, silver, and 
copper strikes.  Water was pumped into mining towns, smelters grew up alongside the mines, and the 
railroad threw down short lines to move ore to smelter sites across eastern Nevada.  The company 
towns were planned communities built and run by the company for the convenience of itself, 
segregated according to ethnicity, income, and other social factors.  Gambling and prostitution were not 
permitted, and saloons, pool halls, movie theatres, and other forms of entertainment were tolerated, 
ōǳǘ ǎǘǊƛŎǘƭȅ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘŜŘΦ  !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ άǇŀǊǘȅ ǘƻǿƴǎέ sprang up next to the company towns. The company 
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ǎǘƻǊŜǎ ŀƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƴŜǊǎ ǘƘŜ άŎƻƴǾŜƴƛŜƴŎŜέ ƻŦ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƛƴƎ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǳƭǘƛƴƎ ŎǊŜŘƛǘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ 
ŎƻƴǎǳƳŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƴŜǊΩǎ ŜŀǊƴƛƴƎǎΣ ōƛƴŘƛƴƎ ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƧƻōǎΦ 

Remnants of those towns and that era can still be seen today in McGill.  McGill maintains much of the 
ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ǘƻǿƴέ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜΦ  

A wealth of labor and pay records from the company town as well as the mine and railroad are part of 
the collection of the Nevada Northern Railway Museum. They reveal much detail about the history of 
the region and its residents.   

Other Mining Towns 
hǘƘŜǊ ƳƛƴƛƴƎ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƻǿƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǿ άƎƘƻǎǘ ǘƻǿƴǎΣέ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜ IŀƳƛƭǘƻƴ ǿŜǎǘ ƻŦ 9ƭȅΣ ǿƘŜǊŜ 
intriguing ruins and artifacts speak to the boom and bust cycle of extraction economies. Hamilton was 
the first county seat, but lost out to Ely when the mines closed.  

Several towns continue to be viable, retaining the character of their mining heyday, including Lund, Ruth 
and Cherry Creek in White Pine County and Leamington in Millard County.  

 Ovens and Smelters 
Early silver production brought the need to produce charcoal for smelters that processed the ore.  The 
use of smelters to process ore in the region required large amounts of charcoal. A specialized charcoal 
industry developed in the mid- to late-nineteenth century to meet this demand throughout the west.  

Earthen ovens were commonly used to process pinyon.  Juniper and mountain mahogany woods require 
temperatures hotter than what could convert wood to charcoal in these temporary ovens.  Where 
significant stands of trees and mountain mahogany existed, beehive-shaped kilns, such as those still 
standing at Ward and Bristol, were typically constructed out of rock or baked mud.   

Swiss-Lǘŀƭƛŀƴ ŎƘŀǊŎƻŀƭ ǿƻǊƪŜǊǎΣ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ά/ŀǊōƻƴŀǊƛΣέ ōǳƛƭǘ ǎƛȄ ŎƘŀǊŎƻŀƭ ƻǾŜƴǎ ŀǘ ²ƛƭƭow Creek in 1873. The 
beehive shaped ovens were designed as replacements for open-pit systems because the parabolic shape 
reflected heat back to the center, creating a more efficient way to reduce pinyon and juniper into usable 
fuel.  The Ward Charcoal Ovens were eventually phased out due to depleted ore deposits, a shortage of 
available timber, and the discovery of coal.  

Other Minerals  
Beryllium and lime mining continues to be an important part of the Great Basin economy. The 
Continental Lime plant and quarry was established in 1979 between Clear Lake and the Cricket 
Mountains in Millard County to produce quick lime for the production of mortar.  The discovery of 
bertrandite (beryllium ore) , a mineral used in the aircraft industry and other specialized fields, in 
volcanic rock in Juab County in the late 1950s, led to establishment of a mining operation and the Brush 
Beryllium Mill between Delta and Lynndyl in Millard County. By 1970, the company became Brush 
Wellman, the only beryllium mining and milling operation outside the old communist bloc. Beryllium has 
unique properties that make it ideally suited for many aerospace applications. It is a very hard, tough 
metal but also extremely lightweight.  Because of this, it has been used for guidance and gyroscope 
systems in many missiles, including the Saturn V rockets that lifted the Apollo astronauts to the moon.  

Different trace minerals are what create the different colors. Manganese dioxide makes peach, iron 
makes yellow or blue, chromium makes green, manganese trioxide makes red. Emeralds are also in the 
beryl family. 
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Farming and Settlement 

The growing mining settlements across most of Nevada opened up opportunities for farmers and 

ranchers.  Although cattle were first brought to the region with the Bartleson-Bidwell party of 1841, and 

large cattle and sheep herders moved livestock along the Humboldt Trail west into California during the 

1850s and 1860s, local ranching efforts were not established until shortly after the Civil War, when 

Texas longhorns were brought to Elko. The Ruby Valley and northern White Pine County became 

important cattle holding areas, where large herds would spend the winter before being driven to far-

flung mining camps.  Difficult weather and continuing access disputes with homesteaders stimulated 

changes in the industry, as ranchers began cultivating hay crops. 

 

 .ȅ ǘƘŜ ǘǳǊƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴƛƴŜǘŜŜƴǘƘ ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅΣ {ǘŜǇǘƻŜ ±ŀƭƭŜȅ ƘŀŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ²ƘƛǘŜ tƛƴŜ /ƻǳƴǘȅΩǎ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜǊ 

of agricultural products.  Once the railroad between Elko and Ely was completed, agricultural products 

could be moved by rail to other parts of Nevada and to other states. 

 

Although mining was a catalyst for most of the settlements in Nevada, Mormons from Utah began to 

colonize eastern Nevada in the early 1850s. Yet more Mormons emigrated to southeastern Nevada in 

response to overcrowding in Utah, beginning in the late 1870s and continuing into the early twentieth 

century.    Early Mormon farming settlements usualƭȅ ŦƻƭƭƻǿŜŘ ǘƘŜ άŦŀǊƳ-ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜέ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴΣ ǿƛǘƘ 

nucleated towns and outlying fields, and this distinctive settlement pattern persists in the region today. 

¢ƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ aƻǊƳƻƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭƛǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ άƎŜƴǘƛƭŜέ (as Mormons called non-Mormons) miners was 

not without conflict, as evidenced by court disputes over taxes and property boundaries.  Still, the 

factions largely coexisted in a symbiotic relationship.  Successful miners produced income that allowed 

them to become a principal market for the Mormon farmers. The Mormons supplied most of the 

ƳƛƴŜǊǎΩ ǎǳōǎƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ƴŜŜŘǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƘŀǳƭŜŘ ŦǊŜƛƎƘǘ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ŎƻŜȄƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ŀ ŘŜǇŀǊǘǳǊŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ 

self-imposed isolation of Mormon communities in Utah from the rest of American society, and also from 

the pattern of persecution by the larger society that had followed Mormons from their inception in the 

early nineteenth century. 

 

The flow of the Sevier River delivers its water to a seasonally dry lakebed in the southern part of Millard 

County, where it spawned settlement on lands that were irrigated by several competing diversion 

projects. The Desert Land Act, passed by Congress in 1877, allowed individuals to homestead up to 640 

acres of arid land, if it could be irrigated. The Carey Land Act, passed by Congress in 1894, opened much 

of the arid federal lands of Millard County to homesteading for fifty cents an acre, plus the cost of water 

rights. The water projects provided the lifeblood for the blooming of the desert.  

 

Today, very little water reaches the huge Sevier Dry Lake, being captured in reservoirs and irrigation 

ditches that feed large agricultural fields around farming communities of Delta, Leamington, Deseret, 

Hinckley, Lynndyl, Sutherland, and Oak City.  

 

Sugar beets were the first major crop from the farming operations, but falling crop prices, insects and 

drought caused a shift to hay and alfalfa seed production. In 1925 the Delta area produced one quarter 

of the alfalfa seed in the United States. Three national seed packing companies maintained plants and 

warehouses at Delta. The farming communities around Delta continue to produce and ship alfalfa seed, 



26 
 

pellets, and hay nationwide. Milk produced at local dairies is marketed regionally. The area continues to 

be an agricultural oasis in the midst of desert. 

 

Ranching and Grazing 

As much as any other place in the west, the Great Basin gave birth to the iconic American cowboy. (They 

were known here originally as vaquerosτSpanish for cowboy.  The term later mutated to buckaroo.)  In 

addition, ranching contributed to more immigration, bringing in Basque shepherds to tend huge flocks 

of sheep. 

Ranching in the west can be divided into two gross categories with several time periods.  These 

categories are: first open-range grazing, then later, government regulated and fenced ranching.   

 

The open-range grazing period was well-established in Nevada by the late 1870s after the introduction 

of cattle on the range, and continued until the Taylor Grazing Act of 1934. Cattlemen could obtain land 

through the 1862 Homestead Act which provided 160-acre parcels.  Later, the Timber and Culture Act of 

1873 increased the amount of land that could be settled if the owner planted 40 acres of trees over 

time.  Finally the Desert Land Act of 1877 expanded acreage that could be claimed to 640, due to the 

lack of water in the west.  The land had to be irrigated and a small per-acre fee was assessed.   

 

!ƭƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƘƻƳŜǎǘŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŀŎǘǎΣ ƭŀƴŘ ǿŀǎ άŎƭŀƛƳŜŘέ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ōȅ ƛǘǎ ǳǎŜΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǊŀƴŎƘŜǊ άƻǿƴŜŘέ ŎŀǘǘƭŜ-

occupied lands.  The lack of fencing until around the start of the twentieth century created situations 

where more than ƻƴŜ ǊŀƴŎƘŜǊΩǎ ŎŀǘǘƭŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǳǎƛƴƎ ŀƴȅ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǇŀǊŎŜƭΦ   ¢Ƙƛǎ ƻǇŜƴ-range situation created a 

problem of overgrazing because each ranch put the maximum number of cattle there. Periodic round-

ups moved the cattle to market. 

 

Sheep and cattle had first come to Nevada in large herds driven from California and New Mexico in 

ventures aimed at feeding the miners flocking into the western part of the state.   Mormon settlers in 

the 1850s brought cattle to Utah and on to Nevada.  

 
By 1865 the sheep industry in Nevada developed distinct geographic regions.  .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ άǘǊŀƛƭƛƴƎέ ƻǊ 

driving sheep to market was difficult and reduced the profit margin, a shipping center developed north 

of White Pine County at Elko.  

 
One of the first successful Nevada ranching operations was in northern White Pine County and the Ruby 

Valley just to the north, where abundant water made it possible to raise feed crops. Cattle for food and 

horses and mules for labor were sold by the thousands to the mines and the companies building the 

transcontinental railroad.  

 

Ranchers did not always thrive. Cyclic severe drought and economic depression took a toll in the 

муфлǎΦ aŀƴȅ ƻŦ bŜǾŀŘŀΩǎ ǊŀƴŎƘŜǊǎ ƘŀŘ ǎǿƛǘŎƘŜŘ ǘƻ ǎƘŜŜǇ ŦǊƻƳ ŎŀǘǘƭŜ ǊŀƴŎƘƛƴƎ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎŀǎǘǊƻǳǎ 

winter of 1898-1890. That extraordinarily harsh winter caused the die-off of hundreds of thousands of 

cattle throughout the west. Friction between cattle and sheep ranchers sometimes grew as the 

headcounts for sheep climbed. Because sheep eat forage to the ground, they leave little for the cattle to 

graze on. 
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The landscape of the west had only begun to recover from the pre-turn-of-the-nineteenth-century 

damage wrought by drought and too many animals, when rebounding herd sizes in the 1920 and 1930s 

yet again caused severe overgrazing.  Hard times in the early 1930s, compounded by drought and the 

Great Depression, caused many ranches to fail.  Overgrazing threatened to turn the west into a dust 

bowl. New Deal programs bought herds of distressed cattle and sheep to assist ranchers financially and 

supply relief programs in the east.  

 

The problem in the west with soil erosion and overgrazing was so bad that the federal government 

instituted a soil conservation program in the United States.  In addition, the Taylor Grazing Act of 1934 

was signed by President Roosevelt.  The Act dramatically changed the nature of Great Basin ranching.  

Open public lands were divided into allotments, which had to be secured through a bidding process, and 

grazing was restricted on each allotment to allow forage to recover and ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜΦ  ¢ƘŜ άŀƴƛƳŀƭ ǳƴƛǘέ 

(one sheep per 7 acres and one cow per 13 acres) became the basic measure of ranching.  This 

ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ άǎǘƻǇ ƛƴƧǳǊȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƭŀƴŘǎ ōȅ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘƛƴƎ ƻǾŜǊƎǊŀȊƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƛƭ 

deterioration; to provide for their orderly use, improvements, and development; and to stabilize the 

ƭƛǾŜǎǘƻŎƪ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǊŀƴƎŜέΦ  /ƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ ǊŀƴŎƘƛƴƎ ŘǊƻǾŜ many 

small family operations from the landscape. 

 

Because it changed the way the government managed federal land, the Taylor Grazing Act of 1934 was 

probably the most significant federal legislation the West has seen to date.  For one, it essentially ended 

the Homestead Act, and then, for the first time, the federal government asserted authority over the 

άtǳōƭƛŎ 5ƻƳŀƛƴΣέ ŜƴŘƛƴƎ ǳƴǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘŜŘ ǳǎŜΦ  Lƴ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊǎ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǳǇ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭ 

interests debated how to use and control western lands.  This legislation ended that debate.  Some feel 

that this is the time when the range was locked up, while others consider this as when the cattle 

ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ άŎŀǇǘǳǊŜŘέ ǘƘŜ ŦŜŘŜǊŀƭ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŀƴƎŜΣ άǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƴƎέ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ƴƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 

interest.   Rather than unorganized use, livestock interests capitalized on an informal form of oversight 

that pushed their agenda onto the lands over others.  Livestock associations were encouraged to 

organize and seek local oversight. 

 

Cattle, and to a lesser extent sheep, continue to bŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ bŜǾŀŘŀΩǎ ŀƴŘ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ¦ǘŀƘΩǎ 

economy, and for their meat and by-products, such as wool and hides.  Until just the last few years 

modern sheep operations were disappearing due to the low cost of foreign wool. 

 

In the 19th century, isolated ranches were established huddled against mountain ranges where water 

was available from snow melt runoff or from springs.  From there, herds spread across open public 

desert basins and in summer used mountain meadows for pasture.  A few of the large family ranches in 

the Steptoe, Spring and Snake Valleys still maintain this pattern for historic ranching in the Great Basin.   

 

Conservation 

From 1933 to 1942, as part of the New Deal legislation proposed by President Franklin D. Roosevelt, the 

Civilian Conservation Corps (CCC) provided relief for unemployed youth who had a very hard time 

finding jobs during the Great Depression while implementing a general natural resource conservation 

program on public lands.   The program employed thousands of men in dozens of camps to fight soil 

erosion, plant trees and construct park facilities. Soils Conservation and Department of Grazing camps 
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were located throughout eastern Nevada.  Workers built roads, improved springs, constructed earthen 

tanks and soil erosion features, built fences, and reseeded.   They built new roads and bridges for access 

ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ ŦƻǊŜǎǘǎΦ  CǊƻƳ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎŀƳǇǎ ŀŎǊƻǎǎ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǎǘ, such as DG-121 at Cherry Creek, CCC crews 

built campgrounds and cabins for recreation.  They took over stocking streams and lakes with fish, a 

continuation of what the Nevada Game Department had started in the 1880s. 

 
Government and Politics 

Governmental policies or the lack thereof, played a role in the way the west was settled.  For example, 

open grazing affected grazing methods and placement of features across the landscape.  Policy also 

played a role in when and how the area was settled.  A few of the significant laws that affected 

homesteading and ranching included: 

 
1841   The Pre-emption ActτŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ ōȅ /ƻƴƎǊŜǎǎ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ƛǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ŀ άƳŀƴέ ǿƛǘƘ ǇƻǎǎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

 the land to file for it once the area had been surveyed. The cost was $2.00 an acre. The Pre- 

 emption Act was repealed in 1891. 

 1862   The Federal Homestead Actτallowed the head of a family to file on a parcel of 160 acres after 

 living on it for five years.  The land had to be surveyed first.  

1877   The Desert Land Actτexpanded homestead claims to 640 acres because 160 acres under the 

 Homestead Act was not enough land to support a family out west.  The act offered any person 

 paying 25 cents an acre an entire section if he irrigated some part of his land claim within the 

 next three years.  If in that time he could prove irrigation of the land, he needed to pay only one 

 more dollar per acre and the land was his.  After 1890, the acreage was reduced to 320 acres.   

1878   The Timber and Stone Act is passed, permitting the cutting of timber on public land to increase 

 the acreage of farm land.   

1895   Statutes of NV 1895 τclassified sheepmen according to the number of sheep that ran and taxed 

 them accordingly. The statutes exempted resident Nevada sheepmen. 

1901   Statutes of NVτamended the above act to three sheep per acre, and is also known as the 

 Grazing Fee Act.  

1909       Enlarged Homestead Actτraised acres that could be filed on from 160 to 320.   

1915       Statutes of NV taxed out-of-state operators 15 cents a head.  

1916       Grazing Homestead Act (Stock Raising Act)τraised acres that could be filed on from 320 to 640.  

1919      Statutes of NV τǊŜǾƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ муфр ŀŎǘ ŀƴŘ ŜȄŜƳǇǘŜŘ ŀ ǊŀƴŎƘŜǊΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ рлл ŀƴƛƳŀƭǎ ōǳǘ ǊŀƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

 taxes on the remainder dramatically.   

1919    Desert Land Reclamation Actτsimilar to the Homestead Act, but had provisions for dry lands.  

1925 Statutes of NV τƳŀŘŜ ƛǘ ŀ ƳƛǎŘŜƳŜŀƴƻǊ ǘƻ ǿŀǘŜǊ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ рл ŀƴƛƳŀƭǎ ƻƴ ǎƻƳŜƻƴŜ ŜƭǎŜΩǎ 

 water. 

 

 
 

Sufficiency of Story 

The tapestry of history of the Great Basin National Heritage Area proves sufficient to tell a compelling 

ǎǘƻǊȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǾƛǎƛǘƻǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΦ  ¢ƘŜ ƛƴǾŜƴǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜȄǘ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ 

helps identify the salient heritage features and potential partners that will be used by the plan to bring 

these stories to life again. 
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Chapter 4ðThe Planning Context  
(A Resource Inventory) 

 

This chapter provides the foundation for the plan. It lists prominent heritage features representing each 

of the following categories: archaeological, historical, cultural, natural, scenic and recreational.  It 

reports on the general demographics and socioeconomic conditions in the GBNHA.  It describes the 

organizational resources that will make up and support the GBNHAτthe Partnership itself and potential 

partners.  It analyses all of the above with respect to creating the basis or foundation for a plan.     

 

The Heritage Inventory 

The Great Basin National Heritage Area is an extraordinary place.  It is significant primarily because of 

the quality and uniqueness of its archaeological, historical, cultural, natural, scenic and recreational 

ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎΦ LƴŘŜŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ D.bI!Ωǎ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛȊƛƴƎ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴ recognized these six central characteristics as 

ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ƴƻǘŀōƭȅ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭƛǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴ ƛƴǘǊƛƴǎƛŎ ǾŀƭǳŜ ŀƴŘ 

serve as both the backdrop and focus of numerous recreational pursuits. While this rich heritage defines 

thŜ ŀǊŜŀΩǎ ǇŀǎǘΣ ǘƘƛǎ ƳŀƴŀƎŜƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ƛƴǘŜƴŘǎ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴǎ ŀƭƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŜƭƭΣ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŀ 

sustained economic vitality for the region. 

 

This chapter documents some of the more notable heritage resources that reflect the six heritage 

groups in the area. It serves as a baseline from which additional inventory efforts can build and inform 

planning efforts. This inventory should also prove useful for potential implementation partners as they 

formulate proposals to help preserve, develop, and interpret these resources. Finally, this list has been 

used in the analysis of potential environmental impacts from various possible management alternatives 

explored under the environmental assessment process. 

 

How the heritage features list was created 

The process for development of this list began informally and then became more rigorous as the 

management plan progressed.  Early on in the process of considering the possibility of Heritage Area 

designation, organizers developed a preliminary list of potential heritage features. That list was 

expanded by public and partner participation during formal scoping sessions.  The majority of these 

wound up in the Partnership website and they were listed in the publication Great Basin National 

Heritage Route τ a Story of Passages and Endurance.  More recently, compilers of this management 

plan scoured books, tourist information and publications from visitor bureaus to attempt to capture all 

locally notable features.  The management plans from other NHAs were reviewed to see what types of 

heritage features they were recognizing and similar types of features were sought within the GBNHA.  

 

 The resulting list is long but not unmanageable.  No identified feature has yet to be summarily 

discarded from the list.  Some vetting may occur once the Partnership embarks on execution of the 

approved management plan.   However the entire list is too long and the information associated with 

each feature too detailed to include in the main body of this plan.  It has thus been relegated to 

appendix materials and only general descriptions of the list and salient features appear below.  

 It is not certain that all significant features have yet to be documented. One of the ongoing actions 

proposed by this management plan will be to continue in the process of identifying heritage resources.  
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Archaeological Resources  
 
 The GBNHA contains hundreds, perhaps thousands of sites where an archaeological record has been 
left.  Some may have been only temporary encampments. Others were villages, occupied caves or rock 
art sites.  Unquestionably many archaeological sites have not even been discovered yet.  Several sites 
however have been located and inventoried professionally.  A handful has been placed on the National 
Historic Register.   All of these sites and their related artifacts contain an important record that will help 
tell the history of the areaτbuild chronology, help reconstruct lifeways or cultures and explain why 
culture changes.  But, any recovery and analysis must be done systematically.  The GBHAP, as part of its 
program may collaborate with professional archaeologists and academics to identify, to protect and/or 
ǘƻ ǊŜŎƻǾŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŀƴŀƭȅȊŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŀǊǘƛŦŀŎǘǎΦ .ǊƻŀŘƭȅ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎ ƛƴ ŦŀŎǘ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ tŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇΩǎ 
missions. Any such activity will be done under the leadership of professional Archaeologists and in 
accordance with the National Heritage Policy Act (NHPA) and with local authorization. The sites and 
proposed actions will be determined later.  Any required NHPA or NEPA work will be done at that time. 
 
National Register Sites 
The National Register of Historic Places is a list maintained by the National Park Service of buildings, 
structures, sites, objects, and districts that are significant in American history, architecture, archaeology, 
engineering, and culture, and that meet criteria for evaluation established by the National Historic 
Preservation Act of 1966. Nominations to the National Register are submitted from each of the states by 
the State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO).  In every state, a review board examines potential 
nominations and makes recommendations to the SHPO regarding the eligibility of properties and the 
adequacy of nominations. These boards are composed of professional historians, archaeologists, 
architectural historians, and architects as well as other citizens having a demonstrated interest and 
expertise in historic preservation.  Most nominations are prepared by private consultants hired either by 
individual property owners or by local governments or organizations. Nominations of archaeological 
sites are sometimes prepared by professional archaeologists as part of their on-going research. 
 
There are currently seven Archeological National Register Sites in Millard County and one in White Pine 
County.   
 
Archeological National Register Sites: Millard County 
Archeological Site No. 42Md300τPrehistoric, Paleo-Indian domestic camp  

Black Rock Station Petroglyph Sites ς Prehistoric, Late Archaic work of art 

Cottonwood Wash ς Prehistoric, Desert Archaic work of art 

Deseret (42 MD 55)τPrehistoric, Desert Archaic work of art 

Mountain Home Wash)τPrehistoric, Desert Archaic work of art 

Pharo Village ς Prehistoric, Sevier-Fremont domestic village site 

Site 42 MD-- Prehistoric, Desert Archaic work of art 

 

 
Archeological National Register Sites:  White Pine County 
Sunshine Locality --Prehistoric, Western Pluvial Lakes Tradition domestic camp  
 
Other Archaeological Sites 
In addition to the eight Archeological National Register Sites there are several other archeological sites 
within the Great Basin National Heritage Area.  The Baker Site is probably the most publically accessible 
site within the GBNHA. Several rock art sites are also of interest but most may not be appropriate to 
promote for public visitation.   
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Baker Fremont Indian Archeological Site 
The Baker Archaeological Site (also known as Baker Village) is located in Snake Valley, White Pine 
County, Nevada about 1.5 to 2 miles north of present day Baker, Nevada primarily on BLM land. This 
area has been designated by the BLM as a potential Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) 
based on the prehistoric values it contains. Nevertheless the BLM has developed facilities there for 
public visitation.  This will be the only archaeological site initially promoted within the GBNHA. 
 
Archeologists have known about the Baker Village for many years. George M. Wheeler in his 1879 
surveys of the area first noted the existence of this site. This site was located as a result of numerous 
irregularly shaped mounds on the ground surface, and shallow depressions/basins, as well as the pot 
sherds, obsidian flakes, 2 broken quartz points, and ground stone found on the surface. 
 
This village was assigned to the Fremont Culture that is named for sites along the Fremont River in Utah. 
άCǊŜƳƻƴǘέ ǎƛǘŜǎ ǎƘŀǊŜ ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǇƻǘǘŜǊȅ ǎǘȅƭŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎΣ ōŀǎƪŜǘǊȅ ǘŜŎƘƴƛǉǳŜǎΣ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ 
ceremonial artwork. 
 
The Baker Archaeological Site is a habitation site containing foundations of several structures. The 
ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŀƴǘǎΩ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǳƴ ǘƻ ŀƛŘ ǘƘŜƳ ƛƴ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴƛƴƎ 
seasons. More than 15 structures were excavated. Evidence of agriculture was found during the 
excavations. To date, this site is the furthest west and north Fremont site in the U.S.   
 
After the excavations were completed, the site was backfilled (reburied with the dirt that was removed 
during excavation), a necessary step in protecting the cultural features that remain, to preserve them 
for possible future studies. As a result, the foundations of the village can no longer be seen on the 
ǎǳǊŦŀŎŜΦ  aƻŘŜǊƴ άǿŀƭƭǎέ ǿŜǊŜ ōǳƛƭǘ ƘŜǊŜ ƛƴ нллн ǘƻ ŎŀǇ ǘƘŜ ōǳǊƛŜŘ ǿŀƭƭǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘ ǘƘŜƳ ŦǊƻƳ ŜǊƻǎƛƻƴ 
by wind. 
 
The site is operated by the BLM as a public visitation and interpretation facility. An interpretive sign and 
self-guided trail are in place.  Periodic guided tours are offered by Bureau of Land Management 
volunteers and others.  
 
IŜƴŘǊȅΩǎ /ǊŜŜƪκwƻŎƪ !ƴƛƳŀƭ /ƻǊǊŀƭ !ǊŎƘŀŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ {ƛǘŜ 

¢ƘŜ IŜƴŘǊȅΩǎ /ǊŜŜƪ ŀǊŜŀ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ rock shelters, pictographs, and lithic scatters, indicating 

ongoing prehistoric use. The rock shelters may be habitation sites or temporary campsites, or they may 

have had other seasonal uses. The rock art and lithic scatters contribute to information on prehistoric 

settlement patterns as well as possible prehistoric resource use of this area. The Rock Animal Corral site 

was created when a rock wall was constructed to form an animal trap. 

 
Snake Creek Indian Burial Cave 
Snake Creek Indian Burial Cave is a unique paleontological deposit. The cave is the first natural trap 
excavated in the Great Basin and one of the few localities describing a valley-bottom community.  In 
addition to remains of extinct species of camels and horses, eight weasel species have been identified 
from Snake Creek Indian Burial Cave, including three species from 100,000 to 11,000 years BP not 
previously reported-- black footed ferret, least weasel and wolverine.  
 
Rock Paintings 
There are significant resources of rock paintings throughout the Great Basin and within the GBNHA. 
Although interesting for the tourist and local visitors, very few of them have been protected in a way 
that can welcome visitors.    
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Devils Kitchen Petroglyph Site 
This site is noted for hundreds of rock art panels on a long basalt outcrop.  So far 123 petroglyphs and 
American Indian ruins have been cataloged along with hundreds of pottery shards, a grain grinding 
stone, knapping tools, obsidian implements and a previously unknown eagle trap built by the American 
Indians. 
 

Honeymoon Hill/ City of Rocks 
The Honeymoon Hill archaeological site is a part of a much larger archaeological site complex known as 
the City of Rocks. It includes an extensive prehistoric chert quarry, a large, upland Paleo-Indian site, later 
Archaic occupation, numerous rock shelters exhibiting red pictographs, and scattered sherds of brown 
ware pottery, presumably of Numic origin. Honeymoon Hill is the only identified petroglyph location 
within this complex. 
 
Other Rock Art Sites 

Hole-in-the-Rock Petroglyph Site 

Windy Peak Petroglyphs 

Tunnel Canyon Pictographs 

Loties Canyon Pictographs 

Christmas Wash Pictographs 

 

 

  

http://www.blm.gov/ut/st/en/fo/fillmore/recreation/heritage_trails/Heritage_Trails.html#Click Sites
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Historic Resource Features  
 

This section of the chapter identifies the salient historic features within the GBNHA.  They are of 3 

general types: 1.) historical records (tapes, disks, digital, analog, film, books, sounds or graphic 

illustrations, paintings photographs etc.);   2.) historic places including sites and buildings; and 3.) 

artifacts and collections.   

 

Recorded History: 
 
There is a significant and unique trove of recorded history within the GBNHA.  That which is important 
to the GBHAP is the history of the area itself and history outside the region that impinged significantly 
ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ƻǿƴ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅΦ 
 
 It is likely that only a small portion of the regional recorded history has been so far identified by the 
GBHAP and one of its continuing programs may be to ferret out and list additional sources of recorded 
history. 
 
The brief listing and descriptions below indicate the currently identified archives.   
 
Mining History & Railroad History at the East Ely Depot Museum 
When acquiring the East Ely Depot, the State of Nevada also acquired the business and operational 
archive that had been maintained by the Northern Nevada Railroad from its organization in 1906 to its 
termination in the 1970s.  It has been said that these records constitute the most complete and detailed 
history of any railroad ever operational in this country.  They contain information on land, equipment 
and rolling stock and supplies purchased, on items constructed including plans and costs, on personnel 
hired including pay along with other materials.  They reflect information about costs, processes and 
culture. Some records also include information on locally related mining activities where the railroad 
and mine ownership intersected. 
 

     
 

     
The East Ely Museum archive is one of the most important heritage features within the GBNHA. 
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The U.S. Air Force deployed its pilots and cargo planes, C82 "Flying Boxcars" for a project called "Operation Haylift" to drop 
525 tons of alfalfa in the first seven days, feeding a million sheep and 100,000 head of cattle in Northern Nevada and Utah. 

 
Operation Haylift 
 The winter of 1948-1949 was the worst in the Western United States since 1889. In Northern Nevada, 
millions of sheep and cattle were stranded in deep snowdrifts without feed, sometimes accompanied by 
herders and their horses and mules. Ranch houses were snowed in, as well.  The U.S. Air Force deployed 
its pilots and cargo planes, C82 "Flying Boxcars" for a project called "Operation Haylift" to drop 525 tons 
of alfalfa in the first seven days, feeding a million sheep and 100,000 head of cattle in Northern Nevada 
and Utah.  A documentary film was produced in 1950 about the crisis. 
 
Religious and Family History 
Mormon tradition that includes the importance of family has resulted in the development and 
maintenance of significant records about Mormon settlement and, most particularly, settlers and their 
offspring.  Some of this material lies in the hands of the families themselves. But, much of it has been 
transferred to the local museums identified in the cultural resources section of this plan.  Still other such 
histories, and particularly genealogies, lie within publically available central church records in the state 
of Utah and often available on line.   
   
Oral Histories 
For several years one of the GBHAP volunteers has been collecting and recording oral histories within 
and around the GBNHA.  The primary focus has been on the local sheep industry.  The GBHAP has 
formally adopted a program to collect and digitally archive these materials and some of them have been 
placed with the Mountain West Digital Library at the University of Utah and are available on line.   
 
Another oral history project was begun by the Great Basin National Park Foundation related to the 
founding of the Great Basin National Park.  These too are being transcribed for archiving in a place 
available to the public. Both of these projects, and likely others, are intended to be ongoing projects of 
the GBHAP. 
    
Physical Remnants of History:  
In addition to the archival record, the GBNHA is replete with many physical remnants of its history.  
Several physical historic features (buildings or sites) within the Great Basin National Heritage Area have 
been previously recognized as important and listed on the National Register of Historic Places.  Aside 
from the archaeological features described in the section above there are 37 Register sites.  These are 
listed on the accompanying chart.  
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GBNHA Buildings and Sites on the National Register of Historic Places 
     Name  Address City or 

Town 
Type of Property 

1 
Central Utah Relocation Center 
(Topaz) Site 

10500 W. 500 North Delta Site 

2 Cove Fort 
2 miles east of Interstate 15 on State 
Route 4 

Cove Fort Site 

3 Deseret Relief Society Hall 4365 S. 4000 W. Deseret Building 

4 
Desert Experimental Range Station 
Historic District 

2.5 miles north of U.S. Route 21, 42 miles 
west of Milford 

Milford Site 

5 Fillmore American Legion Hall 80 S Main St Fillmore Building 
6 Fort Deseret 2 mi. south of Deseret on State Route 257 Deseret Site 

7 George Hotel 10 N. Main St. Kanosh Building 

8 Gunnison Massacre Site 
6 miles southwest of Hinckley on the 
Sevier River 

Hinckley Site 

9 Peter and Jessie Huntsman House 155 W. Center St. Fillmore Building 

10 Kanosh Tithing Office 40 N. Main St. Kanosh Building 
11 Meadow Tithing Granary 50 N. 100 West Meadow Building 

12 Millard Academy 55 N. 200 West Hinckley Building 

13 
Edward and Elizabeth Partridge 
House 

10 S. 200 West Fillmore Building 

14 Peter Quarnberg House 105 W. 100 South Scipio Building 

15 
Merien and Rosabelle Robins 
House 

110 W. 200 North Scipio Building 

16 Scipio Town Hall 55 N. State St. Scipio Building 

17 Thuesen-Petersen House 206 W. Center St. Scipio Building 

18 Topaz War Relocation Center Site 16 miles northwest of Delta Delta Site 

19 Utah Territorial Capitol Center St. between Main and 100 West St. Fillmore Building 

20 Van's Hall 321 W. Main St. Delta Building 

21 American Legion Hall 24 Fourth Street,  McGill Building 

22 
Baker Ranger Station Great Basin National Park Baker 

vicinity 
Buildings 

23 Capital Theater 460 Aultman Street  Ely Building 

24 Central Theater 145 W. 15th Avenue Ely Building 

25 East Ely Depot 11th Street  East Ely Building 

26 Ely L.D.S. Stake Tabernacle 900 Aultman Street Ely Building 

27 
Fort Ruby Near Hobson on west side of Ruby Lake 

(Two buildings burned 1992) 
Hobson 
vicinity 

Site 

28 Fort Schellbourne 43 miles north of Ely, off US 93 on NV 2  Ely vicinity Site 

29 
Johnson Lake Mine Historic District 
 

Great Basin National Park  Baker 
vicinity 

District 

30 
Lehman Orchard and Aqueduct Lehman Caves National Monument  Baker 

vicinity 
Site 

31 McGill Drug Store 11 Fourth Street  McGill Building 

32 
Nevada Northern Railway East Ely 
Yards and Shops 

11th Street E., N. Terminus  Ely District 

33 
Osceola (East) Ditch Baker vicinity Baker 

vicinity 
Site 

34 
Rhodes Cabin, Lehman Caves  
Monument 

Baker vicinity Baker 
vicinity 

Building 

35 
U.S. Post Office, Ely (Post Offices in 
Nevada MPS) 

415 Fifth Street  Ely  Building 

36 Ward Charcoal Ovens South of Ely, off US 6  Ely vicinity Structures 

37 White Pine County Courthouse  Campton Street Ely Building 
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Some of the National Register features along with other noted physical features will be focused upon for 
restoration, interpretation or promotion as tourist sites within the GBNHA.  Significant candidates are 
highlighted and described below. 
 
Irrigation 

Three reservoirs in Millard County feed 200 miles of canals.  There are 51 named canals in Millard 

County.  All were created to shape irrigation.  

 

Kanosh Outdoor Dance Floor  

The unique outdoor dance hall in 

Kanosh exhibits classic architectural 

features including an arched entryway, 

perimeter walls, a social area, complete 

with fire pit, and, of course, a large 

concrete floor for social dancing.   

   Photo by Carol Edison, 1983. 

 

Desert Research Experimental Station 

The Desert Experimental Range, often called the DER, was established in 1933 when President Hoover 

designated the 87 sq mile plot as an agricultural range experiment station in Pine Valley and Antelope 

Valleys in southern Millard County. The Civilian Conservation Corps constructed the headquarters, major 

roads and over 100 miles of fences. 

 

Osceola Mining Ditch 

The Osceola Ditches (both east and west) were constructed to bring water many miles for use in the 

Osceola placer gold mines.  The water supplied water cannons to loosen gravel deposits from hillsides 

and for use in hydraulic separation of gold particles from the dirt and gravel within which it resided.  

 

±ŀƴΩǎ Iŀƭƭ 

±ŀƴΩǎ 5ŀƴŎŜ Iŀƭƭ ƛǎ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ Řƻǿƴǘƻǿƴ 5ŜƭǘŀΣ ¦¢Φ  ±ŀƴΩǎ Iŀƭƭ ƻǇŜned in 1934. Regular dances were held 

there until the 1960s. People came from as far away as Cedar City, Manti, Richfield, Ely, and Springville 

for the dances, which were held every Saturday night. There were two or three good local orchestras 

that played regularly.  A few times a year a name band that was traveling through the area would play.  

 

.ȅ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǘŜ мфтлΩǎ ǘƘŜ Ƙŀƭƭ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴŘŜƳƴŜŘΦ  Lƴ мффуΣ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŀƴŘŘŀǳƎƘǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ƻǿƴŜǊ asked to 

have it put on the state and national registers of historic places.  The family entered into contract with 

the local Great Basin Museum and the museum has slowly been doing work to repair and restore and 

upgrade the hall for use as a local attraction.  New bathrooms were installed, and new wiring was done, 

and painting and patching was completed. The floor has been replaced and the roof repaired.  

The hall, however, receives limited current use. 
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Leamington, UT Charcoal Kilns  

In the 1870s, investors from nearby Leamington built charcoal kilns to process juniper (or cedar) trees 

into charcoal to ship to Salt Lake City. There remain two of these big kilns just east of Leamington on 

highway 132 (20 miles north of Delta). 

 

The wood was put through the charge door, stacked on end, around and above a wooden fire place 

which had been built in the center of the oven, filled with chips and wood shavings to provide tinder for 

the later fire. A long torch was pushed through to the tinder box to light a ŦƛǊŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ōǳǊƴƛƴƎ ŦƛǊŜΩǎ ƻȄȅƎŜƴ 

supply was controlled by placing or removing rocks in two rows of holes.  After six to eight days all the air 

was shut off, smothering the fire. The ovens and wood were then let cool. The charcoal was removed 

from the ovens and sold.  The charcoal was used by smelters in making steel. It was also used as 

insulation to keep foods an even temperature. As charcoal burns with a hot, smokeless flame, it was used 

on trains and other places for cooking. It was also used by blacksmiths in their forges.  

 

Ghost Towns  
! ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǊǳƛƴǎΣ άƎƘƻǎǘέ ǘƻǿƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƳƛƴƛƴƎ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ ŜȄƛǎǘ ƻǊ ŜȄƛǎǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ 
GBNHA. Some are completely abandoned.  A few have a tiny population of contemporary inhabitants.   
 

A list of ghost towns in Millard County includes: 

 

Black Rock, UT Lucerne, UT Woodrow, UT 

Clear Lake, UT McCormick, Utah 
 Ingersoll, UT Sunflower, UT 
  

 
The map above depicts some ghost towns of Millard County along with some contemporary towns. 
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A list of ghost towns in White Pine County includes: 

 

 

Antelope Cold Creek Leadville 

Aurum Conner's Station Lexington 

Babylon Duck Creek (Kent) (Success) (Peacock) Melvin 

Barnes Eberhardt Mineral City 

Belmont Mill Egan Canyon Minerva 

Black Horse Eight Mile Station Monte Cristo 

Blaine Fort Ruby Muncy 

Bonita Glencoe (Well Annie) Newark 

Bothwich Hamilton Osceola 

Buck Station Hunter Parker Station 

Bull Spring Iliad Pinto 

Butte Station JacobΩǎ ²Ŝƭƭ Schellbourne 

Cherry Creek Joy Shermantown 

Claytons Kimberly Steptoe 

Cleve Creek Lane Taylor 

Cocomongo  (Watsonville) Lane City Ward 

 

 
The map above depicts some ghost towns of White Pine County along with some contemporaty towns. 
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Of the ghost towns listed, there are only a handful of real gems in terms of visitationτplaces where the 

sights are as good as the stories about them.  Unfortunately, many of the ghost towns within the GBNHA 

are hard to get to and have little if any interpretation on the site.  These may be more interesting to 

read about than to visit.  And reading about them in most cases would be easier than driving for miles 

on dusty, muddy or rocky roads and paths to get to them. Those seeking most of the sites will likely find 

the journey more rewarding than its objective.   Therefore most of the listed features will not be 

promoted as visitor destinations.   Lƴ ŀƴȅ ŎŀǎŜΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƎƘƻǎǘ ǘƻǿƴǎΩ ƻƴŜǘƛƳŜ ŜȄƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ƳŀǊƪǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

real history of the GBNHA.  Those which will be initially interpreted or promoted within the GBNHA are 

detailed below.  

 
McCormick, Utah 
McCornick is a ghost town lying in Whiskey Creek Flat 11 miles northwest of Holden.   McCormick was a 
failed land development project that lasted from 1919 until around 1930. 
 
In 1918, the Sevier River Land and Water Company, after successfully promoting development in the 
Lynndyl area, expanded its water project southward. The company built an aqueduct from Leamington 
along the foothills of the Canyon Mountains to irrigate vast tracts of potentially fertile farmland.  
Boosters began to draw prospective settlers with sophisticated advertising and high-pressure sales 
pitches.  Salesmen emphasized the conveniences of farming so close to Delta, with its large sugar 
refinery and the main line of the Union Pacific Railroad. They also spoke glowingly of the water supply, 
which was at the highest level the region had seen in years. 
 
McCormick recorded a total of 95 births and 10 deaths in its brief existence. Many of its buildings were 
moved to other towns; the schoolhouse was taken to Flowell in 1930. Two or three of the old houses 
still stand, and the land is used mostly for pasture and hay. 
 
Black Horse (Ghost Town), and Mining District 
¢ƘŜ .ƭŀŎƪƘƻǊǎŜ aƛƴƛƴƎ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƛƴ ŦŀǊ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ bŜǾŀŘŀΩǎ {ŀŎǊŀƳŜƴǘƻ tŀǎǎ ŀǊŜŀ ǿŀǎ ōƻƻƳƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ мфлс ǘƻ 
1913 with hard rock mining for gold. The town of Blackhorse is located about 4 miles north of the BLM 
Sacramento Pass campground off US Highway 50.  Legend says it was named when  in 1906 Tom 
Watkins, a prospector searching for his lost black horse eight miles north of his camp in Osceola, sought 
shelter from a sudden rainstorm under a rock ledge and while waiting out the storm noticed gold. A 
number of other stories are told as well.  In any case, following the discovery there was a rush to the 
area.  In a few ƳƻƴǘƘǎ ŀ ŎŀƳǇ ƻŦ άǊŀƎ ƘƻǳǎŜǎέ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ ŀ Ǉƻǎǘ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƘŀŘ ƻǇŜƴŜŘΦ  .ȅ 
the next year there were a couple of hundred men working the area. Eventually three saloons, two 
boardinghouses, a barbershop, two restaurants, two mercantile stores, a feed tent, a blacksmith shop 
and a town pump were established. 
 
Mines in the district included the Buchanan, California, Campbell, Grasshopper, Lucky Boy, Mabel group, 
Red Chief, and San Pedro.  By 1913 the deposit had played out.  The post office closed in 1914 signaling 
the end to the town.  However, lead and silver were found nearby in 1933 and tungsten in 1943.  
Though both were mined their activities did not revive the town.   Only foundations, open shafts and 
rubbish and a nearby cemetery remain today.  
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Cherry Creek, NV (Town and Mining District) 

Not entirely a ghost town, because there are a few folks residing there today, Cherry Creek is located 

across from Schellbourne, on the western side of Steptoe Valley a little over 8 miles east of US route 93 

on Nevada highway 489 (paved) just 16 miles south of the White Pine County line. 
 

The Cherry Creek Mining District has yielded silver, gold, lead, copper, molybdenum, tungsten and 

barite. The district with town of Cherry Creek at its approximate center extends to the north end of the 

Egan Range and south end of the Cherry Creek Range.  
 

In 1872, Peter Corning and John Carpenter from nearby Egan Canyon filed the Tea Cup claims. Within a 

year the list of mines in the Cherry Creek District included the Star Pacific, Exchequer, Flagstaff, Corey, 

Eagle, Mary Anne, Black Metals, Mother lode, and Bull Hill. 1873 the town had a population of 400 and 

included  a livery stable, a blacksmith shop, a hotel, boardinghouses, restaurants, and more than twenty 

saloons.  Wells-Fargo opened a station in 1873. A post office also opened.  But by 1874 most of the 

mines and both mills were struggling. By 1875 most had closed and only limited production continued.  
 

In 1880 Cherry Creek revived and began its biggest boom.  Cherry Creek became the largest voting 

precinct in White Pine County.  But the financial crash of 1883 caused a precipitous downturn.  By 

November of 1884 only one saloon was still serving the town.  A fire in August 1888 destroyed a section 

of the business district.  By 1890 Cherry Creek had a population of only 350. Yet another, smaller, fire 

occurred in 1904.  
 

A third revival began in 1905. As many as 200 men were employed in the mines and mill during the 

1920s and 1930s. The mines had workings of more than 40,000 feet and had produced more than $10 

million. The mines were worked off and on until 1940 when the large operations folded.  

 

Since that time, leaseholders have always been active in the district. Even today, mining activity lingers 

in the Cherry Creek area.  

 

 
The small mining town of Cherry Creek is pictured in 1912, past its late nineteenth century heyday. 

Photograph courtesy of Special Collections, University of Nevada-Reno Library 

 
Cherry Creek is one of the most complete ghost towns in Nevada and probably the most illustrative and 

accessible within the GBNHA. More information appears to be available about Cherry Creek than other 

Heritage Area ghost towns.  And many buildings remain, including the school, several old saloons, and a 
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couple of false fronts.  Cherry Creek has a cemetery, which contains old wooden markers.  About 20 

residents live in the town, and one of the saloons is in operation.  Plenty of mine and mill ruins are 

located further up the canyon.  

 

 A museum located at Cherry Creek is opened sporadically or on request.  

 

Duck Creek (Kent) (Success) (Peacock), NV--Ghost Towns 

Located about 6 miles north east of McGill, Duck Creek was not a primarily a mining town. It was the site 

of a sizable ranching settlement that formed in the late 1860s. A post office opened in 1872 to serve the 

60 or so area residents but closed the next year as the population in the area began to diminish.  

Another post office was opened in the area using the town name Kent in 1899. It closed in 1907.  While 

mining for gold, silver and lead was encountered in 1905 and lasted until 1921.  Though the post office 

was not reopened the area took on the name of Success, one of the principal mines. 

 

Hamilton, NV--Ghost Town 

About 10 miles south of present day US Route 50 in the Antelope range, is the site of the former town of 

Hamilton.  Today it is seasonally accessible on a very rough dirt road preferably with a four wheel drive 

vehicle.  Because of its remoteness it is not likely to be proposed for popular visitation but it remains 

important because it had played a major role in early White Pine County.  The State Historical Marker 

No. 53 located on Route 50 several miles to the north of the actual site says: 

 

The mines of the White Pine District were first discovered in 1865 and supported many thriving towns 

during the period 1868-1875. The most famous of these early towns was Hamilton, but there were others 

adjacent, such as Eberhardt, Treasure City and Sherman Town. These communities, now all ghost towns, 

lay in a cluster 11 miles south of this point.  

 

Hamilton, and its nearby cities, was established as a result of large-scale silver discoveries in 1868. 

Experiencing one of the most intense, but shortest lived, silver stampedes ever recorded, the years 1868-

1869 saw some 10,000 people establish themselves in huts and caves on Treasure Hill at Mount 

Hamilton, at an elevation of from 8,000 to 10,500 feet above sea level.  

 

The city was incorporated in 1869, and became the first county seat of White Pine County that same 

year, and was disincorporated in 1875. In this brief span of time, a full-sized town came into bloom with 

a main street and all the usual businesses. A fine brick courthouse was constructed in 1870.  

 

On June 27, 1873, the main portion of the town was destroyed by fire. The town never fully recovered. In 

1885, another fire caused the removal of the White Pine County seat to Ely.  

 
Osceola, NV-- Mining District & Ghost Town 

Osceola is located in the Snake Range, in White Pine County about 35 miles east of Ely 3 miles directly 

east of US Highway 50.  

The Osceola Mining District is a mineral rich area containing placer gold, gold, silver, lead, tungsten, and 
phosphate rock. The Osceola district was organized in October 1872 after placer (loose dust and nuggets 
washed away from the parent hard rock seam) gold was discovered the previous summer.  
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By 1881 the town contained two stores, one hotel, one restaurant, one livery stable, a blacksmith shop, 
and other places of industry. The buildings were constructed mostly of wood. A frame school house with 
a seating capacity of thirty had been erected. 

Lack of water to wash the gravel initially hindered development. Eventually water supply ditches were 
created bringing water from a great distance.  

At peak times between 1873 and 1877 as many as 400 miners worked claims employing pans, rockers, 
and arrastras to recover the ore. By 1878, a small five-stamp mill was pressed into service, the same 
year the district got its post office.  

Osceola has gained at least three distinctions: its pioneering use of hydraulic hoses in the 1880s, a 
ϷпсΣллл ƴǳƎƎŜǘ όǊŜǇƻǊǘŜŘƭȅ bŜǾŀŘŀΩǎ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘύ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǳƴŘ ƛƴ муусΣ ŀƴŘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘΣ ƛǘ ǎǳǊǾƛǾŜŘ 
longer than any other placer camp in Nevada.  

Gold discoveries had dwindled by the beginning of the 20th century but phosphate rock was discovered 
nearby in 1917, and lead ore shipped in 1918. In 1921, the Sunrise property operated a 2-stamp mill and 
the American Group a 10-stamp mill, producing gold bullion with a little silver content.  

Various individuals continued working the claims. The post office finally closed December 15, 1920 when 

Baker became the mail address for its patrons.  Today there are two or 3 residents in the area and some 

very small scale recovery of gold still takes place.  Reasonable seasonal accessibility and the interest of a 

local cemetery recommends this area for light interpretation and promotion within the GBNHA.  

  Early Photo of Osceola 

Ward, NV-- Mining District Ghost Town of Ward & Cemetery 

Located a few miles east of Ward Charcoal Ovens State Park is the Ward Mining District.  Nevada 

Historical Marker 54 along Route 50 12 or 13 miles to the northeast tells this about the district: 

To the west of you, in the foothills of the Egan Range, lie the Ward Charcoal Ovens; and five miles north 
from there the ghost town of Ward.  
 
A million dollars worth of silver was taken from a single chamber of the Ward mine. The boom lasted 
from 1872 to 1882.  
 
Ward was a typical, lawless mining camp in its early years. Imagine, if you will, this camp of 2,000 
citizens then, situated at over 8,000 feet in elevation, where winter was a time of deep snow and icy 
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winds; where hogs ran at random on the streets; and where women were known to have roamed and 
begged for food. A Chinatown came into being. Killings were not infrequent, and early justice was by the 
vigilante committee and hanging rope.  
 
Reform Gulch, or Frogtown, was located a mile south of the city. Here, ladies of the night set up for 
business in tents. One abandoned brothel was used for a school house. No movement was ever started to 
build a church.  
 
There has been recurrent interest in the Ward Mining District as new discoveries were found and better 
mining methods developed.  
 

The heyday of the Ward Mining District lasted from 1876 to 1880. By the spring of 1877, only 500 of the 

1,500 residents remained. This did not prevent the Ward townspeople from attempting to steal the 

county seat from Hamilton, in 1878. The coup failed.  

 

When the lead content of the ore decreased substantially in 1878, the larger of the two smelters in the 

Ward District was converted into a mill, and mining continued into the early 1880s. Revival of Cherry 

Creek in 1880 beckoned the mining camp crowd and Ward declined further when a major fire in the 

summer of 1883 destroyed one-third of the town. The reflex then moved across Steptoe Valley to the 

growing town of Taylor and the Ward post office was discontinued by 1887. Short-lived revivals of 

mining took place in 1906, in the late 1930s and in the 1960s. 

 

Most of the features of the district have deteriorated. There are no onsite interpretative facilities yet 

there remains some potential for interpretation particularly in association with the Ward Charcoal 

Ovens detailed below.  

 

Ward Charcoal Ovens State Historic Park 

Ward Charcoal Ovens State Historic Park is located in the Egan Mountain Range approximately 18 miles 

south of Ely, NV about 5 miles southwest of US Highway 50.  This park is mostly known for its six 

beehive-shaped historic charcoal ovens built shortly thereafter the mining district of Ward developed 

when the Martin White Company of San Francisco controlled most of the mines of the Ward District.  

The company commissioned the ovens to be built to supply high quality charcoal for the two silver 

smelters located at Ward.  The six charcoal ovens were built in 1876 and were constructed by Swiss-

Italian charcoal workers called "Carbonari".  The ovens were made from quartz welded tuff that was 

quarried from the nearby hills. 

 

    The ovens stand in good shape today.  
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This depiction of the construction of the ovens is one of the murals on the wall of the First National Bank in Ely. 

 
The ovens provided an efficient way to reduce all types of wood to charcoal.  Vents on the bottom of the 

kiln allowed for fine adjustment of temperature, and the parabolic (beehive) shape reflected heat back 

into the center.    

 
Several hundred men were employed in cutting and hauling wood in the nearby mountains. A 

community of wood haulers and their families apparently developed along the South Fork of Willow 

Creek, where the ovens stood. 

 
Historians disagree about how long the Ward Charcoal Ovens were in use, however, it is most likely that 

they were used until the Martin White smelter shut down in 1879. 

  

The Ward Ovens may be the best examples of beehive-shaped stone charcoal ovens in Nevada.  Similar 

ovens have been recorded at 22 other locations in the state. 

 

Cabins or Camps  

In addition to settlements, there are dozens of sites, foundations and partially standing cabins, houses 

and camps scattered around the GBNHA.  They have not been inventoried in any systematic way.  Doing 

so may be one of the eventual projects of the GBHAP.   

  

Military, War or Conflict Related Sites: 
 
Cove Fort (AKA) Fort Willden 

The fort is located two miles northeast of the junction of US Interstates 15 and 70. 

   

Cove Fort is a well preserved pioneer fort that was built in 1867 to provide safety, shelter, fresh water 

and livestock feed for travelers on the road from St. George, Utah to Salt Lake City, Utah. The settlement 

here was part of a network of way stations connected by roads, telegraph lines, and postal routes.  

 

In the fall of 1860, a local settler and his son built an adobe house on the south bank of Cove Creek and 

eventually enclosed it with a cedar post stockade of about 150 feet square.  Cove Creek and the 
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stockade dubbed Fort Willden became well known to early pioneers and a favorite camping place for 

travelers. 

 

This settlement was maintained from 1860-1865 when it was abandoned due to severe winters and the 

outbreak of the Blackhawk Indian War. Two years later, Mormon leader Brigham Young requested Ira N. 

Hinckley to build another fort to protect local citizens and travelers from Indian attacks.  Tradesmen 

from central Utah settlements worked together, along with Hinckley to construct the fort in seven 

months. The fort is built of black volcanic rock and dark limestone quarried nearby. The roof, twelve 

interior rooms and the massive doors at the east and west ends of the fort were constructed of lumber.  

The fortification never suffered an Indian attack. 

 

For more than 20 years the fort bustled with activity. On the many trips of President Brigham Young 

back and forth from Salt Lake City to St. George and the southern settlements, Cove Fort was always a 

stopping place. Two stage coaches each day arrived with travelers, while others arrived by wagon and 

stabled their horses in the barn. News of the great, growing west came over the lines in the telegraph 

ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ Ǉƻǎǘŀƭ ǊƛŘŜǊǎ ŘŜƭƛǾŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ άŜƳǇƛǊŜέ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎǘ ƻŦŦƛŎŜΦ  

 

When the Salt Lake to Los Angeles railroad went through nearby in 1869, the fort began to lose its 

usefulness and after the turn of the century the Mormon Church sold the fort.  After nearly 100 years of 

disuse the fort in was purchased by its founding family in 1988 and gifted it back to the Mormon Church 

ŀǎ ŀ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǎƛǘŜΦ 9ŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊǘ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ōŜƎŀƴ ƻƴ aŀȅ нмΣ мффп ǘƻ άǎŜǊǾŜ ŀǎ ŀ 

ǎǇƛǊƛǘǳŀƭ ǿŀȅ ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴέΦ  ¢ƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ ŀƴ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ original use, it has 

been maintained and restored as a museum used as a mission by the LDS Church.   

 

Situated as it is only a couple of miles off I-15, Cove Fort receives more than 82,000 visitors annually and 

is listed on the National Register of Historic sites. There are also restrooms, a picnic area, and a visitor 

center which shows a movie.  There are several missionary couples living there that are augmented by 

local guides in the summer.   Current interpretation involves free tours by Mormon missionaries 

sometimes dressed in period clothing. 

 
Fort Deseret 

(Sometimes simply called Mud Fort)  

Fort Deseret is located on Highway 257, just south of the town of Deseret (which is south of the town of 

Delta). 

 

During the Black Hawk War of 1865, the Pahvant Ute Indians began stealing cattle from the nearby 

settlement and guards were posted around the clock to protect their livestock. In desperation the 

settlers sent word to President Brigham Young who urged that they move or to build a fort. As teams of 

men were chosen to build the fort, it was decided a contest would help encourage speed in erecting the 

defensive structure. The winners were to be recipients of a supper and a dance, while the losers had to 

furnish the food and entertainment. 

 

A mixture of mud and straw was used to construct the walls of the fort. The walls were 10-feet high, 3 -

feet by 9-feet at the base and 1 ½ -feet at the top, resting on a lava rock foundation. The fort was 
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completed in 18 days by 98 men. It was 550-feet square with bastions at the northeast and southeast 

corner.  Gun ports gave the settlers a protected view of any approaching trouble, and solid wooden 

doors would lock it out. 

 

Reportedly the fort, though never used for battle, proved useful when Black Hawk appeared in 1866 at 

Deseret demanding cattle. The security provided by the fortification allowed a peaceful settlement to be 

negotiated. After it served its primary purpose the enclosure housed the livestock at night. 

 

A monument was erected on the site in 1937. The stones of the marker were furnished by the 

descendants of the builders of the fort.   The site is operated by Utah State Parks.   

 

 

Fort Ruby 

Fort Ruby is situated in the far northwest corner of the GBNHA.  A plaque situated in front of the Fort 

Ruby National Historic Landmark just off the Ruby Marsh Road was dedicated on June 11, 1994 stating 

the following information: 

Fort Ruby 1862-1869 

Colonel P. Edward Conner was ordered to build and command this post in 1862. The Fort was built 

midway between Salt Lake City, Utah and Carson City, Nevada to protect the Overland Mail route (Pony 

Express) and emigrant travelers from Indian raiders. Most Army outposts of this time were built in 

remote areas, but this post was classified by the Army as the "Worst Post in the West." In 1869 the 

completion of the Transcontinental Railroad brought an end to the Pony Express, and the need for this 

Fort.  Post Commander Captain Timothy (last name of Connelly omitted here) was ordered to close the 

Fort.  He and his men returned the "Worst Post in the West" back to the Nevada desert in 1869. 

 
The above photograph depicts Fort Ruby in its latter years of operation. 

 

Gunnison Massacre SiteτWalker War 

The Gunnison Massacre Site lies southwest of Delta in the Sevier Valley about 3.5 miles down a gravel 

road south of US Route 50 five miles east of Hinckley UT. There, U.S. surveyor John Williams Gunnison 

and seven members of his party were attacked and killed, apparently by local tribesmen in 1853 as part 

of a conflict called the Walker War.  

 

Swamp Cedar Battlefield of the Goshute War of 1863 

The Swamp Cedar Battlefield is located in White Pine County, NV just north of US Highway 50 in Spring 

Valley.  It is important in local tribal history.   



48 
 

An exact date cannot be determined for the incident in which white soldiers murdered seven Indian 

families among the swamp cedars. Although some references indicate it could have happened as late as 

1875, this incident is possibly connected with hostilities which broke out in the 1860s. Essentially arising 

between white settlers and the Bannock Shoshone and Ute, that conflict may have carried into the 

Spring Valley area, primarily along mail wagon routes. There are also difficulties in locating the exact 

massacre site. Several references located the site within the Swamp Cedar Natural Area while another 

ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ȅŜǘ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǎǎŀŎǊŜ άƴŜŀǊέ ǘƘŜ Cleveland Ranch. 

One source reported in 1938 that there had been at least four Shoshone single-family units located 

within the Swamp Cedar area. Another village, where at least seven family units lived, was located two 

to three miles north of Swamp Cedar along Cleve Creek. The spring antelope drive and the late fall or 

early winter local rabbit drives as well as communal mud-hen drives were held in the vicinity of the 

swamp cedar. 

Perhaps there were more than one of such incidents.  One reference, History of the State of Nevada, 

cites a fairly specific entry that seems to have come from a miƭƛǘŀǊȅ ƭƻƎΦ /ŀǇǘŀƛƴ {ΦtΦ {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ /ƻƳǇŀƴȅ ƻŦ 

/ŀƭƛŦƻǊƴƛŀ /ŀǾŀƭǊȅ ƻƴ aŀȅ мсΣ мусоΥ ά{ǳǊǇǊƛǎŜŘ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ LƴŘƛŀƴ /ŀƳǇ ƛƴ ŀ ŎŜŘŀǊ ǎǿŀƳǇΣ ǎƻǳǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Cleveland Ranch. The Cavalry charged down upon the hostile band, but were brought to a halt by the 

swampy nature of the ground. Many horses were mired, but some floundered through, and the 

consequent confusion, with temporary delay, enabled most of the Indians to escape. Twenty-three were 

found dead after the short, sharp conflict which ensued. The casualty to the Whites was a soldier 

ǿƻǳƴŘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ƻƴŜ ƘƻǊǎŜǎ ŘƛǎŀōƭŜŘΦέ 

Topaz WW II Japanese American Relocation (Internment) Camp 
Located about 16 miles northwest of Delta, UT within view of Topaz Mountain is the site of the World 
War Two Topaz Relocation Camp for Japanese Americans.  The actual site is somewhat hard to find.  
Directional signage is sparse.  The site cannot be seen readily from a distance. The buildings are gone.  
The only modern appurtenances there are gravel parking lot, a flag pole and two markers. The site is 
stark.  
 
In the roughly one mile-square, marked historical area, no standing buildings remain from the 1940s.  
However, slabs and debris do remain.  Most of the onsite roads are drivable but the desert scrub that 
has taken over the site encroaches onto most of the roads.  A few of the building sites are marked, 
including the administration area, boiler house (adjacent to the unmarked ruins of the hospital), fire 
station and laundry building, among others.   Bricks and car parts still lie scattered about.  There are no 
brochures available onsite to lend a hand in identification of the unmarked ones, but at the front entry 
several monuments have inset plaques, one of which contains a plot plan of the site.   

 
       The internment of Americans of Japanese 

ancestry during WWII was one of the worst violations 

of civil rights in the history of the United States. The 

government and the US Army, citing "military 

necessity", locked up over 110,000 men, women, and 

children in 10 remote camps. These Americans were 

never convicted or even charged with any crime, yet 

were incarcerated for up to 4 years in prison camps 

surrounded by barbed wire and armed guards. 
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In 1974, the Topaz site became a National Register of Historic Places site. A Utah National Bicentennial 

Project monument was erected in 1976, with the help of the Japanese American Citizen League. 

On August 10, 1988, President Ronald Reagan signed a redress bill into law, issuing an apology to those 

interned and calling on Congress to budget compensation for the survivors. Activities continue to seek 

funding and interpretive help to prevent Topaz and its lessons from fading from our memory. 

Pilgrimages are held honoring those kept there. The Topaz Board of Directors is currently developing a 

resource management plan for preserving the site and building. 

 

Transportation and Communication Routes 

 
The Pony Express Trail 

In spite of its brief life (April 1860-October 1861) the Pony Express enjoys lasting fame in American 

cultural heritage.   

 

On April 3, 1860 pioneer mail haulers the Russell, Majors and Waddell firm started the Pony Express 

mail service. Before the Pony Express, it took eight weeks for the mail to get from the east coast to the 

west coast via ship to Panama, across Panama by mule and by ship again to San Francisco. The Pony 

Express, transporting mail from St. Joseph, MO to Sacramento, CA across what is now the Great Basin 

National Heritage area would reduce this time to eight days.  Way stations for the express company 

were built about 10 to 15 miles apart along the route to provide accommodation for the riders and to 

rest the horses.   Several Pony Express stations in the GBNHA were located in Spring Valley and on the 

east and west sides of Steptoe Valley.  

 

 
The Pony Express ran from San Francisco to St Joseph, MO. 

 

 The Pony Express lasted a short 19½ months until November, 1861. By this time, the telegraph was 

being constructed along the side of the trail. The combination of the telegraph, the Civil War, and other 

economic factors caused the downfall of the Pony Express. 
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Even during the short period of operation some of the way-stations were moved.   Below is a listing of 

each of the sites that had been established and used along the pony express route in the GBNHA, 

proceeding from the Eureka County line to the Utah border. 
   

Pony Express Stations once established in what is now the GBNHA -- listed from west to east: 
1. JACOB'S WELL   3. MOUNTAIN SPRING 5. EGAN CANYON 7. ANTELOPE SPRINGS  
2. RUBY VALLEY 4. BUTTE  6. SCHELL CREEK STATION  8. PRAIRIE GATE  

   

 
Ruby Valley Pony Express Station, only remnants exist today --photo taken in 1944. 

 

Stage Coach Stops 

Several stage coach stations served what is now the GBNHA: 

Those in Nevada include Buck Station, Connor's Station (aka Rosebud nƻǿ aŀƧƻǊΩǎ tƭŀŎŜ), Pinto Creek 

Station, Pogue's Station and Round Spring Station. A list for stops in Utah must be developed.   

 

 Lincoln Highway 
The Lincoln Highway, established in 1913, was one of 
!ƳŜǊƛŎŀΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘǊŀƴǎŎƻƴǘƛƴŜƴǘŀƭ ŀǳǘƻƳƻōƛƭŜ ǊƻǳǘŜǎτ
and perhaps its most famous.  Beginning at Times 
Square in New York City and ending at the Palace of 
the Legion of Honor in San Francisco it passed through 
what is now the GBNHA using several different routes 
over time.   The Lincoln Highway played an important 
role in the development of the autƻƳƻōƛƭŜΩǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ 
on the automobile way of life in 20th century America 
and beyond.  
 
The Highway faded quickly after the 1956 Federal Aid 
Highway Act created the interstate highway system.  
However, until the end of the 1920s the Lincoln 
Highway had been the best trunk road in Nevada. 
 
Boy Scouts erected concrete markers along the Lincoln Highway 
all across the country.  Some of them can be seen within the 
GBNHA along the former route today. 
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The same demand for efficient convenient travel that led to the building of the Lincoln Highway has 
contributed to its destruction. Over most of the interstate route of the highway only about 10% of the 
roadway retains its original integrity.  Within the GBNHA, perhaps 80% of the original highway, though 
poorly maintained, still exists. 
 

Highway 50 Corridor 
 The stretch of road that eventually became Highway 50 has been used for more than a century. It 
covers a portion of the old Lincoln Highway. From Salina, Utah to Carson City, Nevada, Highway 50 is 
referred to as the Loneliest Road in America.  Here it provides the traveler with an exemplary look at 
Great Basin country ŀƴŘ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜƎƛƻƴΩǎ ǎƳŀƭƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΣ ŘǊŀƳŀǘƛŎ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜǎ ŀƴŘ DǊŜŀǘ .ŀǎƛƴ 
National Park provide an opportunity to experience contemporary life and to marvel at the sculptured 
vistas of this vast interior region. Within Nevada, Highway 50 is designated a Scenic Byway.  Efforts are 
underway to extend this designation along Highway 50 east through Millard County, Utah.  Highway 50 
and Highway 6 share an east-west roadway from Ely to Delta. The natural scenery and the cultural 
elements along this section of highway make up the backbone of the Great Basin National Heritage 
Route.   
 

Cultural Resources  
 
This section of the Management Plan attempts to identify the significant cultural resources within the 
GBNHA. Culture, by one definition, implies heritage. The significant cultural features highlighted here 
were drawn from a vast survey of culture within the GBNHA.  Cultural resources surveyed included 
museums and institutions, settlements/population centers, native culture, post settlement culture and 
events and classes and tours. 
 
In researching for cultural features there was a significant effort to be thorough.   The list of heritage 
feature types to survey was derived from the enabling Act, from lists of other heritage areas, from lists 
of ethnologists and regional lists of cultural heritage features from arts councils, humanities groups folk 
arts groups etc.  
 
A complete listing of the categories surveyed and cultural features found are in the appendix.  Here we 
only list and describe those that will be initially focused upon by this plan.  
 

Museums and Institutions 
  
Depending on how they are classified, ten to twelve different museums or institutions exist within the 
GBNHA that house significant collections of artifacts and other memorabilia and tell the story of the 
story of the region.  Some collections even in unassuming museums actually have national if not world 
class status.   Museums within the GBNHA include: 
 
Cherry Creek Museum 
Occupying ǘƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ мутн ǎŎƘƻƻƭƘƻǳǎŜ ƛƴ /ƘŜǊǊȅ /ǊŜŜƪΣ b±Σ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƳŀƭƭ ƳǳǎŜǳƳ ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅǎ άǘƘŜ ǳǎǳŀƭ 
ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƻƴέ ƻŦ ƳŜǘŀƭ ƻōƧŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƭȅƛƴƎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ŀ ƳƛƴƛƴƎ ŎŀƳǇ  ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ƘƻǊǎŜǎƘƻŜǎΣ ǎǉǳŀǊŜ 
nails, hinges, tools, ore samples. It also exhibits Indian grinding rocks, old school desks, and photographs 
of early residents.  
 

Great Basin Museum 

 The Great Basin Museum in Delta, UT grew out of interest created by local history programs of the 

Great Basin Historical Society. The society was formed during the fall and winter of 1987-88 to tell the 
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unique story of the West Millard area. The museum opened in 1989 in a building formerly used by the 

local telephone company. 

 

The Great Basin Museum features exhibits about West Millard County history including artifacts of early 

human occupation, early settlers, and of later life in the small agricultural/railroad served desert town.   

Much of what is on display was collected through donations by local residents. Items and displays 

include an old X-ray machine that was used at a shoe store to help size shoes, photos of trains, a display 

about farming, an old typewriter, the dentist's office display featuring older dental tools, and a 

storefront display packed with old time merchandise.  A decorated parlor exhibit suggests what the 

trappings of life may have been was like in some bygone day. Other displays depict, a classroom, 

woodworking shop, a hospital gurney--elements similar to those in countless small local museums.  

 

Outside is a variety of old equipment and machinery including a Conestoga wagon.  There is also  a 

pioneer cabin that was originally built five miles south of Delta. The family that owned it pulled it into 

town on skids for two years so the kids could live in it while attending school. The family then hauled it 

back out to its original location each summer but it wound up back in Delta as an exhibit!  

 

Rock hounding being popular locally and by visitors to the West Millard area, the museum exhibits local 

and comparative non-local, examples of trilobites, fossils, geodes and other ores.   

 

Surprisingly, hidden among the collection of minerals is a world class display associated with beryllium.  

A metals scientist once wrote,  άLǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ǎŜŜƳ ǎǘǊŀƴƎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ŜȄƘƛōƛǘ ƻƴ ōŜǊȅƭƭƛǳƳ ƛǎƴΩǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

Smithsonian Natural History Museum in Washington, D.C. but is instead in a small, local museum in 

5ŜƭǘŀΣ ¦ǘŀƘΦέ  ¢ƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ŀƴƻƳŀƭȅ ƛǎ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ŘŜǇƻǎƛǘ ƻŦ ōŜǊȅƭƭƛǳƳ 

ore (bertrandite) in the US is located in the Spor Mts. nearby.  And, the only beryllium ore processing 

plant in the country is the Brush Engineered Materials concentration plant near Delta. 

 

The Great Basin Museum displays beryl crystals and 

bertrandite nodules. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

An important local archive holds historic photographs, writings and documents about the area.   

Digital copies of some materials from the collection are resident and available online at the Mountain 

West Digital Library at the University of Utah in Salt Lake City.  Included are 47 regional photographs-- 

several of the Delta fire of 1940 and the Delta flood of 1983. 

 

http://elementsunearthed.files.wordpress.com/2010/01/beryl_crystals-s.jpg
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 A fledgling but nationally important exhibit centers on the World War II Topaz Relocation Center that 

was located 16 miles from Delta. This exhibit is actually operated by another group, the Topaz Museum 

Association.  An original building from the campsiteτhalf of a former recreation hall that had been 

removed from the site and used as a storage building by local residents for nearly 50 years τwas moved 

onto museum grounds and its exterior restored to its 1943 appearance.   

 

 Restored Topaz Recreation Hall  

 

Many pieces of art and artifacts from the camp are scattered around other museums in Utah, exist in 

private collections and are housed at the NPS National Historic (Relocation) Site at Manzanar California.  

They should be recovered and displayed together in a more cohesive exhibit here.  The Topaz story is 

significant and should be told here more completely too.   Fortunately, the Topaz Museum is currently 

working within the City of Delta to build a new facility that will house museums and a city conference 

center. 

 

Leamington Museum  

The Leamington Museum is located in the basement of the Leamington Town Hall. 

 

Topaz Museum 
The Topaz Museum is associated with the Great Basin Museum in Delta, UT and is described briefly 
under that heading.  The Topaz site is covered under that title as an historic feature rather than a 
cultural one.  
 

Territorial Statehouse 

(State Historical Monument & Museum, Fillmore UT) 

In 1851, early Mormon leader Brigham Young headed a delegation of lawmakers representing the 

provisional state of Deseret.  The group designated a spot in Fillmore, 150 miles south of Salt Lake City, 

for the site of the capital of the anticipated state. When the petition of statehood was denied, a 

territorial government was established. Brigham Young was appointed governor of the Utah Territory 

and Fillmore became the territorial capital rather than the state capital. 
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     Original building plans called for three levels and four wings, connected by a Moorish dome at the center. Due to a lack 

     of funding, only the existing south wing was completed.  

 
Construction of a Territorial Statehouse commenced in 1852, the first wing of which was completed in 

1855. Local red sandstone and native timber were used as construction materials. The statehouse was 

planned to be a monumental structure, but the majority of the structure was never completed. The 

Territorial Legislature met there in December 1855 and was the only full session held in the Statehouse. 

It was used for part sessions by the 6th (1856) and 8th (1858) Utah State Legislatures.  

 

Development of the territory was slow. Accommodations at Fillmore proved inadequate and too distant 

from the center of activity at Salt Lake City, so the capitol was returned to Salt Lake City in December 

1858. 

 

As the focal point of the community, the Statehouse has served many functions over the years--first as 

¦ǘŀƘΩǎ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜƴ ŀǎ ŀ ǎŎƘƻƻƭΣ ŘŀƴŎŜ ƘŀƭƭΣ ǘƘŜŀǘŜǊΣ ƧŀƛƭΣ ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜƴ ŀ ƘƛŘƛƴƎ ǇƭŀŎŜ ŦƻǊ publishing 

the Deseret News during the Utah War in 1857. By the turn of the century this building had fallen into 

disuse and decay. The Daughters of the Utah Pioneers were responsible for restoring the Territorial 

Statehouse.  Under the direction of the Utah State Park and Recreation Commission, the museum 

opened in 1930 and was placed in the custodial care of the DUP.  

 

Today the building is the oldest existing governmental building in the state.  In its current service as a 

state Museum, the Territorial Statehouse reveals Utah pioneer culture and history through artifacts and 

paintings.  

 

   
The Assembly Hall where the territorial legislature met is on the third floor of the building. In the basement of the old 

Statehouse are many galleries displaying photographs of early area residents.   


