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ABSTRACT

MEMORI ALI ZATI ON AND MEMORY OF SOUTHERN
ST.FRANCIS DAM DISASTER OF 1928

By
Ann C. Stansell

Master of Arts in AnthropologyPublic Archaeology

The commemoration of disasters is a product of social, cultural, economic, and
political forces in human societySouthern California’s largely unheastiSt. Francis Dam
Disaster of 1928 providemexcellent opportunity to studiis complex process of
commemoration, engaging memory withiifference frames of referencén particular,
evaluating how and why this mamade dam disastéas been forgahon a state and
national level, but tenuously remembered within the flzode,allows for consideration of
the diversity of commemorative processes in the constructioremory and heritage related
to major catastrophesrlhis research synthesizes aveth and survey data to better
understand how the disaster and the dead have been commemorated throughemilthe 54
flood zone spatially through state monuments, community memorgiaye markersand
memorabiliaand conceptualljthroughpoems songs, andoral histories Identifying what
parts of the past are remembered, and how they are remembered and interpreted, provides
understandingf how public memory develops-urther, being able to determine the factors
that influence why certain thingsearemembered and memorialized, while other things are
forgotten, can provide insight into not only the individual motivations and perceptions related
to the creation of memory, but also to the larger issues of how a culture establishes both

legendsand tralitions.
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CHAPTER |
INTRODUCTION
Today theSt. Franciglam site is in ruins, having loraggo been dynamited into small
blocks of crumbling conglomeratelhe base of a monument once marking the@aglace
on the landscape remains, its plaque vandalindd@moved daysfter initially being
installed. The ruins are accessible by foot path along an abandoned road section that
intersects with San Francisquito Canyon Road, within the bowsdafrtheAngeles National
Forest (ANF). A CaliforniaHistorical Landmarkplaquerecognizing tle disaster sits 1.4
miles below the dam site behind a chkiked fence in front of Los Angeles Depaent of
Wat er and DPMPyWanrFaascisquitAwer PlaniNo. 2. Two cork boards behind
glass in an adjacent parkifa display suAfaded photos of the dam in all its glorg, &ell as
the floods aftermathA few miles downstream from the former dam ruiasnonument to
the flood victims sits in a small familyurying groundn private property; its inscription
obliterated by the effects of the arid climated a forest fire, which burned through the area
in 2002 Forty-five miles away, down the Santa Clara River Valley in Santa Paula, a
monumentecognizingheroes and survivors of the disaster can be found in thecemtar
near a historic train depot; in a nearby cemetemgemorialhornors unidentified flood
victims. Dispersé throughout the flood zone, 1¥Rtims are interredn six cemeteries; half
of these graves remain unmarkeshother 135 victims are buried 58 cemeteriesround
Southern California andcross the United Statess many as 11ihdividualsremain missing
to this day.
This research focused on how Southern Cal

and its victimsare remembered and memdidad. Both have been forgotten on a state and



national level; however, within the 54ile flood zone, a tenuous memory of the fleod its
devastation persistd haveexplored what has been remembered and how the event has been
commemorated by analym public narrative associated with the disaster, drawing from
historical recordsandthrough visiting cemeteries and communities throughout the flood

zone looking for a@rious forms of memorializationThroughout the project | have kept an

open dialog wh LADWP employeesANF Heritage Resource dhagers, historical society
leadership and members, dam historigescendants of victims and survivdend owners

in San Francisquito Cany@nd the Santa Clara River Valleand other heritage

stakeholders.

The public narrative observable today is largely due to the efforts of a network of
historicd societies and dam historignghohave come to bke n 0 w ndananses itocal
historical societieacknowledge thdisastemannuallythroughanniversaryactiities, such as
hosting talks an@roviding tours thelamruins Many of the dammiekave organized
community events commemorating the disa@ay.tours of the dam sitsurvivor reunions,
museum exhibits)work with local media (i.e. newspapers, telémsand online), and
generate articles and interasbund the anniversary datddgistorical society members and
dammies have communicated firsthand with survivors and kin of flood victims, influencing
their understanding and remembering of the disastered as what they choose to pass on to
the public.

Operationalized within a historical archaeology framewtiris, thesis applies
archaeologicahnd historical datan the study of social memory to better understand how
postdisaster rituals and commuypitommemoration affect the long term memory,

materiality, and heritage assat@d with a catastrophic everRreviously recorded oral



hi stories, | ocal hi storiansd interpretations

archaeologicalesourcesre allutilized in this analysis to explore how memories are
established and transmitted within a community p&cist over timeThis analysis will
reveal the combination of forces influencing the collective forgetting of the disasteell
as how memoryds persisted within the flood zane

Historical Background

The St. Francis Dam failure is a salient component within the broader context of
California history as well as the lore associated with the developrhesiter resources in
the West. The damwas afeature of the First Los Angeles Aqueduct, built by the City of Los
Angel esd0 Bureau of Water Works and Supply
Enginee William Mulholland Mu |l hol | an d 6 s- Ld3wWeeles Aquedlict peayed
a central role in thexplosive growth of Los AngeledHis legacy also includes what is
considered to be the greatest civil engineering disaster in modern United States history
(Jackson and Hundley 2004.9he St. Francis Dam disaster is the second largest disaster in
California history, in terms of loss of life, and is the largestsmale disaster in the state.

The failure resulted in changes in dam design and construction in California and across the
country.

A worstcase scenario, the St. Francis Dam catastrophicalédfailecisely at
11:5730p.m.onMarch 12, 1928.In the darkness of night, I3Bbillion gallons of water
drained in less than 72 minutes down narrow BamcisquitaCanyon throughthe Santa
ClaraRiver Valley, to the Pacific OcearThe flood carried wh it trees, buildings, fences,
telegraph poles, railway trackseverything in its pathSome victims drown; others were

crushed and mangldxy impaction with moving objects (Reard@828 Claims Records

( E



19281929 WP 19-17-01:6). Manyvictims were not reovered for days and weeks following
the failure as their bodies were buried under feet of silt or within dense piles of debris
(Dickie 1928:866 Hoffman 1998:3
In theweeks following the floodurvivors within communities of the flood zone
expressedieir losson individual and collective levelSome sbmitted poems and other
forms of personal expression to local papers. One poignant example is from William Miller,
who wrote about the golddmired daughter of his neighbor, Hezikigélley, later pubkshed
in theFillmore Americanon March 22, 1928:
Now Phyllis Comes No More
When Phyllis comes to visit me
My ecstasy untold;
For Phyllisd eyes are bonnie Dbl
And Phyllis6é hair is gol d.
When Phyllis comes to visit me
We sit upon the grass;
And as she svaly lisps to me
The time doth swiftly pass.

Now Phyllis is as frank as fair,

I 61 | pl edge my word on that;
And often sweetly says to me:
AMy, aindét you awful fat?o

Yet Phyllis likes me passing well,
|l 6d ask of maid no mor e;
And | forgive her franknessude,
For Phyllis is but four.
Others rallied through their associasamth community clubs and other civic organizations.
The Saugus Community Club of Saugus and Southwest Improvement Club of Santa Paula
both organizedormal commemorative ceremoniesd placed memorials following the

disaster and subsequently anniversary dates



Newspapers around the country provided coverage on the death and destruction
caused by the floodwateitsiles ofhorror and heroism were reported ondays(Evening
Star,13 March B28; Chicago Daily Tribunel4 March 1928New York Times 14 March
1928. Front page headlines, includiig/astes Scarred by Fearful Hand of Death Stretch
UnderLeaden Skies in Land of MiseryiiCorpses Flung iMuddy Chaos by Tide of
Doom andfiDesolation Stalks Where Fertile Fields Once Held Happy Homes, Now Hurled
Into Obliviondo were found in th@ewspapethe day after the dam failu(eos Angeles
Times [LAT], 14 March 192%) Due to the darkness of night, survivors could not see the
floodwatrscoming, but many described the sounds as reminiscent of a wild animal, thunder,

and even war cannons (Martinez 2014:2; see Heraldo de Mexico, 14 March 18a&hp

the many stories reported aurvivor tales included How Ol d Man Kotbf er [ we
Safety on Mattressof HisBedds wel |l as how Frank Maier fASho
H o u goepivide an escape route for him and his faigiiifmore American{FA], 15
March 19281).

Various estimates on the number of flood victims have beelispat over the years
ranging from400to 600individuals (Hoffman 1998:80; Outland 2002:254)n July 1929,
t he Death and Disability Claims Committee, u

Committee, published the most conclusive report dadpy the City of Los Angeles

reporting on the number of de@tllen 1929) The report states 370 individuals (i.e. 306
identified and missing and 64 unidentified) were killed in the failure; however, no
comprehensivést of victims is provided thereitWhat is provided in the report are lists of
claimants and settlement amounts associated with death and injury directly resulting from the

failure. The St. Francis Dam ClagRecordqClaims Records) used by t he Ci

ti:



Restoration Committee to deterraithe payout of death claintsave been digitized for this
research and their contentereincluded in this analysiags a meanky which to compilean
accurate list of victims and their burial locations

Study Area

The floodwaters resulting from the &tancis Dam failure impacted a-5dile flood
zone spanning Los Angeles and Ventura counties in Southern California (Fihurehg
dam was erected in rural San Francisquito Canyon; floodwaters traveled down San
Francisquito Canyon to the Santa Claritdl&aand Castaic Junction, and then turned west
following the Santa Clara River south of Piru, Fillmore, and Santa Paula through Ventura
County to the Pacific Ocean. The area devastated Hiottbvatersof the St. Francis Dam
disaster is the primary skt for this research.

South of the dam site, past Power Pl ant
landscape down San Francisquito Canyon until gradually meeting the suburban sprawl of
Santa Clarita Valley. Along State Highway 126, west of Santat@€Malley, the Santa Clara
River Valley is largely agricultural, consisting of ranches, orchards, and farms. Some of
larger holdings include those of the Newhall Land and Farming Company and the Limoneira
Ranch Rancho Camulos, the setting for Helen Hlirm ¢ kK s o0 n 6 s RamB8n&idalsa o v e |
within the flood zone Past Piru, Fillmore, Bardsdale, and Santa Paula, floodwaters followed
the Santa Clara River southwest through the valley, emptying into the Pacific Ocean at

Montalvo.
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Methodology

Heritage has always been a focal point in historical archaeology. The first historical
archaeology projects in the United States were associated with cultural hietitage
events deemed importaim American history (e.g. Jamestown, Monticello, Mount Vernon,
and Cdonial Williamsburg) (Orser 201013). Heritage is both a product of and a
contibutor to memory.Distinct locations are imbued with meaning, which is reinforced by
the physical assation (i.e. phenomenological perception), and form a dynamic part of the
social memory. Contemporary historical archaeologists have come to see heritage in a
broader context and are exploring the means by which it functions as a social construct
regulatig thewhat, whyand how of f{Strichm2®@bp er i ngo

Current projects studying identity, memory and heritage all, in some way, incorporate
a landscape appach (Raj Isar et al. 20112). More specifically, his approach allows
archaeologists to afyze how identity and memory are materially impressed and memory is
inscribed within the landscape (Connerton 19823 Memories are, in a sense, actualized
via these material remains and thereafter reinforced through social custom, practice and
inhabtation within the context of the landscape (Holtorf and Williams 2Z286238).

This research incorporates theoretical perspectives from several disciplines to study
the interrelated themes of merg, materiality, and heritageSocial memory, a framework
based on the work of French sociologists Emile Durkheim and Maurice Halbwachs, is the
central theoretical perspce utilized in this analysisA Functionalist approach to the study
of catastrophe as a social process is also incorporated into thixheBeatdisaster rituals

such as searching for and identifying the dead, body recovery and management, formal

memorial services, and anniversary evéatgtiontoin r ef | ect and endor se

a



and community, expressing and reinforcing a shaessge of meaning and understanding,
even if that sense of order and meaning has been temporarily suspended at a titie of sh
and | oss o0 ( Eapplhetheze@drspectives dnitgndem with a historical
archaeology based methodological framework, hbyc or por at i ng Paul Conne
theories on inscribing practices (placing monumentskens or other spatial mnemosion
the landscape which act to store information that will later be retrieved) and incorporating
practices (rituals in which memprs transferred between individuals in a community
through a process of mnemonic socializatithin my analyses.

Documenting inscribing and incorporating practices associated with the St. Francis
Dam Disasters accomplishetby searching through aral@s forrecords(e.g. newspaper
articleg associated with the erection of memoriafgl other commemorative activities)d
locating and documenting various formsneémorializatiorwithin the flood zone. With this
data, an analysis of the constructiomm@mory and heritage of the event is possibhe
intellectual merit behind this research design, and the overall contributiqoadjast makes
methodologically within the field of historical archaeology, is the study of the
commemoratiorf disaster thsugh an analysis of the construction of memory, materiality,
and heritage created through the social and cultural processes that have taken place since the
1928 failure.
Research Questions

The defining work on thdam and disastéers Ch ar | eMan-MadetDisasterd 6 s
The Story of St. Francis Danm the preface he stat#satthe evenfihas been allowed to
decay into historical wreckages as shattered as tfaalli dam itself (Outland 2002:10)

Because it has been forgotten, Southern Californialsr&icis Dam Disastgrrovides an



excellent opportunity to study post disaster commemoration and to analyzatia
economic, and political forces impact memorializatiemsight into how and why this man
made dam disasté@as been forgotten on a ga&nd national level, but tenuously
remembered within the floezone,is revealed through an analysis of the construction of
memory materiality, andheritage related to this catastrophic event.

Two coreresearch questior@d me larger, overarching quem are tested in this
thesis:

Question 1How are the victims of the St. Francis Dam Disaster memorialized
spatially, through state monuments, community memorials, grave makdragmorabilia
and conceptuallythrough songdallads, previously recded stories, and other forms of
folklore?

Question 2Whatsorts of commemorative activitiéave takerplace within the flod
zone since the disaster? How have these events been materially exphessbei?
monumentsmemorialspr otherportablemnemonicdevices associated with these
ceremonies?

Question 3What does the synthesized archival and archaeological data tell us in
terms of the social, political and economic factors impactingetmembering antbrgetting
of the disaster and the dead?

Methods used to address these questions required correlating data from the St. Francis
DamClansRecor ds, coronersod recor ddamnhisbnags i sh an
(dammies), and plsycally locating gravesnemorials and monument&Vithin the flood
zone,data on how are the victims of the St. Francis Dam Disaster have been memorialized

spatially throughmemorabiliagrave markes, community memorialsand state monuments,
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as well as conceptuallitough songs, ballads, apceviously recorded stosewas
collected As a list of victims and their burial locations was compiledearch andurvey
efforts were expanded to includgerments ircemeteries throughotlie greatet.os
Angelesareg as well aut-of-state.

There are few monumenaind merarials associated with the disastesible within
the landscape todaBased on thisinderstanding undertook thigprojectexpecting to
explorethe circumstanceshich led to the event being left unmemorialized and excluded
from the public memoryCourterintuitive to what | was expecting,ymesearclguickly
identified dozensf diverseforms of commemorationThis discoverydid notchange the
applicabilty of the research questionsyt expanded them to inclugtarious forms of
commemoratiorthathaveeitherexceeded the temporal and spatial scales which they were
intended to convey arfthve nopersistedor are now treated as memorabilia

My first hypothesis is that th@isaster has primarily been forgotiem a state and
national levebecaus®fi t s association with the Californi
legacy of MulhollandA primaryfactorin this argument is that thégging monuments and
memorialsand maintaing the memory of the victimsas not part othe city of Los
An g el e s yandresomratioreeffortsithin the flood zoneCommemoration of
casualtiesvas a key focus of clubs and other service organizations wdiffenent
communitieghe flood zonehowever

My second hypothesis is that memory of the disaster has persistedfiood zone
through a great diversity @bmmemorative processe$he generation that experienced the
disaster most certainly remembered it, and even judged time based on whether something

happened before or after the dam b(irtgton 2014) Many ofthe early memorials placed
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during commemorative activities following the disaster may no longer be visible on the
landscape, thougmemory of the disaster persists within Santa Clarita Valley and the
communities of the Santa Clara River Valley

My third hypothesis is thatie demographic makap of the communities of the flood
zoneimpactdhow and where commemoration occurrdascriptionsand iconography
presenbn grave markers of flood victimeflects respectiveultural andethnic diversities
and he placement ahe graves of victims within cemeteries indicates current community
practices, such aegregated burial8eing thata significant number ofasualties were men
temporarilyworking in the flood zondérom outof-state intermerts are likelyto bedispersed
throughout the United States

My fourth hypothesis is thahé expansive landscape of the flood zbas been a key
factor influencing memorialization, and by extension memory, of the disaster and its victims
Theareais still largely agicultural, with small and large heterogeneous commurspesad
througlout theSanta Clarita ashthe Santa Clara River Valley. Thisesents significant
challenges with respect to effectively placing memorials that represent the remembrances of
individud survivors and communities=ew survivors are still alive; local historical societies
have taken on the responsibility of honoring their legacy, and memory of the event. Several
monumenthave successfully been erected since the disaster. These mearerggatial
representations which reflect shacminmunity remerrances reached lmpnsensus.

Just as monuments have maintained the memory of the digpates markersas
class of evidencéboth text and artifachave maintainethe memory of the flod victims
over thepast 86years Each monument and memorfasstored information that | was able

to retrieve for this analysiSome tombstonestill function publicly as mnemonic devices for

12



memory of the disaster and its victifiscon 2014) Beyondbeing of interest tgcholars,
dammiescommunity memberandhistoiical and genealogical societiésese markers
continue to serve their primary purpose, whichagpetuate the memory of victims for

descendants who continue to visit the graves ofkiost
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CHAPTER Il
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

Theprimaryfocus of ths researchs understandingpow the St. Francis &n Disaster
and its victims are, and have besremorialized, as well adentifying the factors
contributing to viny theevert has been forgotten anstate and national level, but
remembered within the floedone Thecultural,political, economic, and social conteoft
Southern California in 1928eavily impacted commemoration of the disaster and the dead.
comprehensive oveiew the historical background of tihegionprovides a greater
understanding of thiemper of the times, thedmmunities affected by the flopand context
for remembrancamid restoration
Water Resources in the West

November 5, 201&arkedthe centenial of the opening of th&os Angeles
Aqueduct Commemorative eventiacludeda reenactment ceremoattended byhe mayor
descendants of William Mulholland and Feeitk Eaton LADWP employees, and otheity
officials atthe FirstLos Angeles Aqueductd@scades the San Fernandvalley (LADWP
Newsroom, 5 November 20L3Mulholland hadstoodat this same spot hundred yeai@go
to the daybeforea crowd of nearly 30,000He proclaimed ithis rude platform is an altar,
and on it we are here conseargtthis water supply and dedicating the Aqueduct to you and
your children and yourlti | d r e n & all ¢irhejo befibne gesturing towards the water
andshoutingin t her e i UIni2Gl332)t ake it 0

Other commemorative activities illustrated diveec®mmunity reponses to the
agueduct and itsistory. The Natural History Musen of Los Angeles celebratéd own

centennial just one ddgter,with the opening ofust Add Watein its historic rotunda. The
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exhibit ofartworks inspired by thAqueducti i nvi t es vi sitors to di

S C(

of waterinLosAngeleasnd t o t hi nk aReynddsandtEyerman 2018 way s ¢

Another evenincludedOne Hundred Mules Walking the Los Angeles Aqueduct
performative parade of 100 mules whicaversed 240 miles of pipelines and canals that
bring water from the Eastern Sierra through a grafetysystem to Los AngeleBiétabolic
Studios2014). In celebration of the Los Angeles Aqueduct Centennial, and as a monument to
Mulholland, the LADWPredalicated a newly constructédjueduct Centennial Garden at
the recentlyrenovated Mulholland Memorial Fountain in the Los Felix section of Los
Angeles (LADWP Newsroom, 12 August 2013). Tresv garden features1Gfoot diameter
pipe section from the origihaqueduct, and a path which is meant to represent the 233 mile
span of the agueduct from the Eastern Sierras to Los Angeles.

Despite these commemoratory events, public acknowledgement and oafdciut
the Aqueducts limited. For most Angelnos,the history behind how théyavecome to have
tapwater from theEastern Siersis now an obscure and distagisodeHistory buffs and
film aficionados might stumble acro€inatownand recognize similarities between
elements irthe plot and its nonfton courerparts in Los Angeles historyut few are aware
that theAqueductsignificantly impacted both the physical and culturabiscape omuch of

the southern portion of the stgf@everell and Sitton, 2013:3). Treatment of the topibas

beenretgatedtdit aci t accept ance o ftheiddolegy df the \dateut s qu o 6

Wars in southern Californiaa dichotomy between the morally virtuous smallholders of the
Owens Valley and the needy, unsarlgus multitudes of Los Angeles ( S20B44; dee
Walton 1993. Mulhollandhas received similar fae - seen adothvillain and visionary

one capable of considerable construction feats, yet also responsible for the collapse of a key
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storage damwhich resultedn significantloss of life(Bachrah, 2013: 810; Jackson and
Hundley 2004:8)The politics of bringingDwens Valleywater to Los Angeles and the
legacy of Mulholland, chief engineer of the St. Francis Dam, both transce8t trancis
Damdisaster and add an additional layer of compyeta understanding the factors
influencing why the evenhas largely been excluded from the public memory
Pueblo into City: Mulholland and the First Lost Angeles Aqueduct

The Pueblo de Los Angel@gorporated into a municipality on April 4, 1850; 10
years later the city first entered into a contract with the privately held Los Angeles Water
Company to administer water services within the city boundaries (Kahrl 22827

Originally the Los Angeles River served as water sugdguired and distributeby a series
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Figure 2.1Manuscript map showing the Zanja Madre running through the Los Angeles
drawn by cartographer Wilam Moore in 1868§Water and Power Ass@tes2014)
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was adequate for a population that numbered less than 10,000 (Los Angeles Almanac 2014).

Los Angeles was in the midst of depression, drought, and a grip of a smallpox
epidemic in 1877, the year Mulholland arrived (C. Mulholland 2000:14&rAdbrking odd
jobs around Los Angeles, and along the Colorado River in western Arizona, in the spring of
1878 Mulholland was hired by Fred Eaton to work for Los Angeles Water Company (C.
Mulholland 2000:3, 23; Rogers 1995:3). It was during this timeNh#giolland first became
interested in the field of engineering as a drill rig operator, digging water wells in what is
today Compton and Long Beach (Hoffman 1992:27). As was the tradition in that era,
Mulholland educated himself by associating with manghefbest water resource engineers
of the time, by taking on an increasingly technical workload, and through reading leading
technical literature (Rogers 1995:4).

In 1902, when the city of Los Angeles formed the BWWS and purchased the Los
Angeles Water Copany, Mulholland was retained as manager of the water system (Outland
200220). During his first three years as manager, Mulholland earned the reputation of one
Awho could get big things done, 0 aseldwel | as
unde difficult condition® ( R o g e r. Accodidgptdbforéngic engineer J. David Rogers,
Mulholland, and the hundreds of civil engineers he influenced, were pioneers who answered
a Ahigh mor al c ahatdre tonbyikl a thetter vibbida ( R 49&S) B g

In 1902, the same year that the City of Los Angeles took control of its water system,
Congress created the United States Reclamation Service as part of the Wb§ic@eol
Survey Kahrl 198231-32; Rogers 1995:7)Early projects included idenyiing potential
water reclamation projects in arid but fertile locales in which water could be used for

irrigation (Kahrl 1982:3%1; Stewart 19085379539). Illustrative of the Manifest Destiny
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master narrative theme of the time, the new policy tooktheA i can fAi deal of t
farmo and associated it with Aeconomic devel
progress, 0 whereby using irrigation tso open
of families (Kahrl 198231). Reclamation Servicefficials explored much of the American
West, including the Colorado River, Klamath River, Kings River, the Sacramento Valley,
and the Owens Rivafralley in Inyo County. By 1903, Reclamation Sdce engineers
JoseplB. Lippincott and J. C. Clausen were aggd in fullscale swvey in the Owens
Valley; landowners were supportive of the proposed reclamation project, which would
capture Sierra Nevada runoff water allowing them to farm arid lands more intensively (Kahrl
1982:41).
Between 1900 and 1904 the pégdion d Los Angeles increased from 1,000 to
170,000, and it was quickly recognized by water officials that the Los Angeles River
watershed could not support more than 200,000 individuals spread across the Los Angeles
basin Rogers 199%). In 1904, draght hit, sending Los Angeles into a water crisis. Eaton,
Los Angeles mayor from 189B900, had first explored the Owens Valley as a water source
during a drought that Los Angeles experienced in 1835/, In the fall of 1904 heeturned
to theOwens Vallg at the invitaion of Lippincott (Kahrl 19828-49; Rogersl995:7).
Concerned about running out of federal funding before all of the proposed work was
completed, reclamation officials worked together with Los Angeles city officials to complete
survey work while residents of the Owens Valley and the city of Los Angeles remained
unaware of the cityds interel) in Owens Vall
During this time, Eaton, representing himself as a Reclamation Service official, but in

fact acting as angent for the City of Los Angeles, secretly purchased the options to several
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key pieces of land in the Gams Valley (Davis 1993:180; Ostrom 1953:123). This
effectively ended the Reclamation Serviceods
With bath the City of Los Angeles, and the Federal Reclamation Service interested in Owens
Valley water, Mulholland and Eaton visited the valley in September of 1904, with the goal of
determining the feasibility of placing an aqueduct to carry water from the Oviadley,
across the Mojave Desert and San Gabriel Mountains, to the Saméevalley C.
Mulholland 2000:10% At an elevation of 3,560 feet above sea level, the terminus of the
natural flow of the Owens River made the option of a gravity flow systessile, as well as
the use of siphons and pressure tunhel recent technological advances Mulholland had
read about being utilized in the construction of the Croton Aqueduct in New York (Rogers
1995:8, 10).

Mul hol |l andds des i gwerepdaaynrdluehabby the ldtest cidlg u e d u c
engineering literature; concerned that a failed project of this scale could leave the city
bankrupt, the Board of Public Service Commissioners appointed an Aqueduct Advisory
Board to independently evaluate Mulhd and 6s pr op o s eadd 2008:338gn ( C.
139. The board included John R. Freeman, a MIT graduate and principal architect of the
Croton Aqueduct for the city of New York and the Hetch Hetchy water project for thefCity
San Francisco (Rogers 1996:;, 94) . The board found the plar
conception and outl i ne, oaheadtd prddeet hith debignamtl wa s
construction (C. Mulhollad 2000139). Unable to keep the project a secret any longer, the
Los AngelesTimemm unced the cityods intentwensis to bui

Valley to Los AngelesHoffman 1992:4{ AT, 28 July 1905:}1
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Considerable controversy followed the announcement, and angnysQxedley ranchers

pointed out the conflict of interests in whidsoth Lippincott and Eaton had been engaged;
however, Los Angeles quickly moved forward with voters passing the fofEqgb bonds and

the city filedits first notice for water rights appropriations from the @s/&alley in the fall

of 1905.Mu | h o | dlaa calted fer a 23nile aqueducfFigure 2.2)originating 12 miles

north of Independence, at an elevation of 2,714 feet above sea level and proceeding south in
an open channel canal to a series of lava dams at Little Lake, where water would bie stored

a reservoir behind the Haiwee Dam (Rogers 1995:12). The reservoir would also allow for the
regulation of water discharged into the-amidcover box channel sections and siphons

between Haiwee Reservoir and MojaVee aqueduct crosses multiple eartheuiault

lines, but the deeply cut ravines near Indian Wells, Red Rock, and Jawbone canyons
necessitated use of huge siphon pipes, wivigtte fabricated in Pennsylvania steel mills,

shipped to southern California, and pulled into place by 52 mule teartner(Q953:14;

Rogers 1995:13). Problems with the siphons pushed the aqueduct completion back six
months, but it was tunneling through five miles of granite at Elizabeth Lake which proved to
be the most difficult challenge. Three miles below the Elizabake Tunnel, the agqueduct

drops 900 feet into San Francisquito Canyon at Power Plant 1, built in 1917; tunnels continue
south in the canyon, dropping another few hundred feet at San Francisquito Power Plant No.
2, completed in 1920 (Kahrl 1982:150, 152)séies of tunnels and siphons make up the
remainder of the aqueduct, whidrminates in the San Fernando Valley in an open channel
aeration cascade at the mouth of San Fernando Pass, where Interstate 5 and California State

Highway 14 intersect today.
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Completed ortime and under budget, at the time of its opening the agueduct was the
longest of its kind, in the world. Able to transport 258 millions of gallons of water every day,
cod free by gravity flow, Mulholland and his aqueduct received wailde attention (C.
Mulholland 2000:238; Rogers 1995:15). Considerable notoriety followed his monumental
achievement, and | ocal newspapers préposed h
retort was that he fiwould rather give Dbirth
An g el eMulbollgndc2000:231; Nadeau 1999). Investigations into corruption in the
building of the aqueduct lost public attention, at least in Los Angedeébeaaqueduct waters
began to flow (Kahrl1982173-179).

Between 191@&nd 1920 the population of Los Angeles continueexisonential
growth, increasing from 319,189 to 576,637 individuals (Ostrom 1953THs) Aqueduct
was intended to meet the needsipproximately 50 years of predicted growth; however,
popul ation growth exceeded his forecasts, an
above the Owens Valley quick left Los Angebegain in drought conditionBy 1925 the
BWWS had returned tovens Valley, this time seeking additional watershed upstream of
the aqueduct intake. Ranch lands which had established water rights and irrigation ditches
connected to the Owens River were the initial targets@BWWS. Some ranchers sold out
while othes, such as residents of Big Pine, asserted resisteniay of 1924, the first of
many dynamiting attacks against the aqueduct occurred, followed by a brief capture of the
Alabama Gates facility and blgrowing City of Los Angeles equipment into the Owgen
River (LAT,18 Nov 1924:A4 . Publ icity of these events ass
intensified throughout the 192006s as drought

(Nadeau 1997:97)
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While the BWWS worked in the Owens Valley to acquirditonal water rights,
Mulholland set out to address the need to storing water along the aqueduct, both north and
south of the San Andreas faditie. South of the San Andreas, preexisting reservoirs at Dry
Canyon, Lower San Fernando, Chatsworth, UppankiraCanyon, Silver Lake, Bellevue,
Elysian, Buena Vista, Solano, Hazard, Mt. Washington, Highland, Garvanza, San Pedro and
Wicks offered a combined storage capacity of 24, 796 acre feet (Rogers 1995:19). But with
more than 70% of nontheof tbeiSanyAddseasaault, enrthe Baiweea aady e
Fairmont reservoirs, Mulholland and his team began survey, design, and construction on a
series of reservoirs, all of which would be south of the fault line and within close proximity
to Los Angeles.

Between 1910 and 1930 Mulholland consulted on a number of large hydraulic fill
dam projects; however his first concrete dam was the Weid Canyon Dam, today dsthe
Hollywood Reservoirln 1924 he BWWS constructed the approximately 266t high
concretggravity-arch daminthe hills ust bel ow where the fAHol |l
Shortly before its dedicatiaine damwas named i n Mul h dhehasme& d 6 s
would change just a few years later wilea St. Francis Dam failg@lulholland 1995:13}%
Mulholland and the BWWS designed and built a numbérydfaulic fill dams throughout
the earlyto-mid 1920s Despite these efforts, an entire season of crops was lost to drought in
the San Fernando Valley, during the 19224 growing seasdiiRogers 195:20)

Additional water storage was clearly desirable.
Construction of the St. Francis Dam
In 1924 Mulholland first publicly declared his intention to construct a storage

reservoir to hold a orgear backup water supply for Los Angeles (Los Angeles Bbai
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Public Service Commissioners 1924)uring aqueduct construction Mulholland had
recognized the possibility of placing a dam adjacent to the San Francisquito Canyon
Aqueduct Construction Camp, which was built upon an alluvial flat in San Francisquito
Canyon betweeBan Francisquit®ower PlantiNo. 1 andNo. 2. Mulhollandperceived that
the natural topography of the canyon was conducive to a large water storagéhaesea
narrow dam Qutland200236-37). The site was also ideal, because it was sitbaithin the
boundaries of the Angeles National For@s\IF), where the majorityaf he canyonos
occupants were Bureau of Power and Light&BPworkers and their familielsving on land
which had previously been acquired during planning of the aquediiettfecent powe
plants
Preliminary studies of the main dam sturetwere prepared in May 1933ans
called forconcrete gravity arch structuidentical in size andesignto Weid Canyon
(Mulholland) Damto be built in San Francisquito Canyon (Risg&995:26). The first
concrete was poured in August 1924, though it was not until January 1925 that the city of
Los Angeles formally publicized construction of the dam above the Star@aRiver Valley
(Rogers 19926-27). Some controversy ensuddowndream residents formed the Santa
Clara River Protective Organizatiomnder the direction of Charl€s Teaguein efforts to
protect their access to the perennial flow of the Santa Clara @wdand 2002:260xnard
Daily Courier [ODC], 28 September 1®2). The city reassured the p
intend to store the natural waters of San Fr
though reviewing LADWP records, fAthat the ci

Francisquito Creek in its@tage calculations (Rogers 1995:27).
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Constructiorof the St. Francis Danvas completed in May 1928&he final structure
contained 137,000 cubic yards of concrstepd approximately 200 feet higind arched
upstream on a 49®ot radius(Geiger 1928:50). Outflow of the San Francisquito Creek
ceased as the St. Francis reservoir filledwten not hi ng short of dr amat
standards, the level rising @n averagef 1.8 feet per day over thefirstt e e mont hs o
(Rogers 1995:32Members of th&anta Clara River Protective Association responded by
instructing Attorney C. E. Grunsky to resol ve
Water Rights, Edward L. Hyatt, called for field tests to be performed to settle the dispute,
whichresultedn af fi rmati ons of the protective agen:
was unresolved at thente of the failure (Rogers 193).
Various aspects of the damdés design have
Twice during construction, BWW engineers added capacity to the reservoir by increasing
the damdés height; t heay kel slg 380ddd gk eada @amrsdr dthe
abutment. This created a Adangerous situatio
on a prescribed wih/height ratio (Rogers 2006:16). This, artderdesign oversights,
including the absence of drainage galleries needed for inspection purposes, contraction joints
to control cracking, and cutff walls or a grout curtain to control seepage and prevdiit up
al |l resulted in the dam being a filess than <c
Cracks began to appear in the dam during the initial filling; Mulholland referred to
these fractures, which were widesrse at the ba
contr&t i on cr acks o In18R3F these csacks Wede JiltedBvBtH hemp, sealed

with oakum, and ba&ccovered with cement grofRogers 199R3, 35). h early1928, when
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spring runoff arrived, the leaks from the previous year came back anid@adeaks

developed athe abutmentéFigure 2.3). On March 7, 1928, the reservoir was brought to

! BT THIS CRACK EXTENDED ITSELF
Dam —1 CREST EL. 1837 T0 LAST SPILLVWAY IN JAN. 1928

Figure 2.3 Condition of the St. Francis Dam on March 12, 1928, based ohdesbtiptions
and photograph@ogers 1995:34, 39)
capacity for the fist time. On March 12, 1928, dam keeper Tony Harnischfeger contacted
Mulholland to notify him that the dam appeared to be leaking on the western abutment and
the discharge was dirty (Mulholland 1928:18). Dirty seepage can be an indication that
foundatianal material is eroding (Dyrud 2013:5). Upon inspecting the dam with assistant Van
Norman, they judged the leaks to be normal, assuring Harnischfeger of its soundness and
deeming the dam safe (Mulholland 1928:14). The dam failed less than 12 hours later.
Physical Settingof the Dam and Flood Path

The history of the landscape below the dam is comfile&.teritory between Piru to
the westand the dam site in San Francisquito Canyon to the NE was once known as Rancho
San Francisco, one of many large lanchtgassued to encourage settlement in what was to
becomeCalifornia (Figure 2.4Table 2.). After the Mexican Waof Independence the
rancho land was deeded to the Del Valle family; the land remairtedtifamily until 1862,

when floods followed by draghts forced the family to sell to the Philadelphia and California
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Figure 2.4Diseno Map oRancho San Francisco, circa 18&anta Clata Valley Historical
Society 2014).

Table 21 Legend (and translation) for Rancho San Francisco map.
LEGEND NAME AND TRANSLATION

Casa del Rancho (Ranch House)

Cafiada de Castéc (Castaic Canyon)

Carfada de los Alamos (Poplar Canyon)

Cafada de los Robles (Oak Canyon)

Cafada de la Soledad (Canyon of Solitude)

Cafada de los Encinos (Evergreen Oak Canyon)

Cafada de San Martin (St. Martin Canyon)

Cafnada de Camulis (aka Camulos or Juniper Canyon)

®OoZMmMo0|w >

Tochananga (a Tataviam Indian village)

HIJKL Lomas Esterilos (Sterile Hills)

N Entrada de Camulos (Entrance to Camulos)

O Rancheria de Camulos (Camulos Ranc

QR Arroyo de Pirro (a Tataviam village at Piru Creek)

STV Arroyo de la Soledad (Creek of Solitude)

W<z Arroyo de la Placer (Placerita Creek)

XY Escala de una Legua (Scale from point X to point Y on map is one leag
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Petroleum Company (Worden 1998)ter unsuccessful attempts at finding oil, the
petroleum company sold the land to the Newhall Family in 1875. To this day, much of this
land is still managed by the Newhall Land and Farming Company.

After the 1870s, a series of small agricultural towese established further
downstream, in Ventura County. By 1875 the town of Santa Paula was officially recorded
and in 1887 Piru, Fillmore, Bardsdale followed suit (Murphy 19722 The Southern
Pacific Railroad connected Northern California with Bailenaventura (later Ventura) via
Fillmore, Santa Paula and Saugus/Newhall in 1887 (Murphy 1979:25). Throughout the
county of Ventura west to Newhall, large ranches, orchards, and farms small and large, have
developed alongside that of their respective comitres. In Santa Paula, for example, is the
Limoneira Ranch; started by two men in 1893, today the Limoneira Company-{saatcer
of the Sunkist Growers Corporation and one the one of the largest citrus producers in the
country (McBane 1995:70; Teagli844).

The ideal climate and fertile grounds of the Santa Clara River Valley(evedestill
are)a natural draws for ranchers, orchardistsl tarmersBeyond the large Newhall and
Limoneira Ranches, many other small farm, orchard, and ranching fasetidswn roots
throughout the vallemt the turn of the Tcentury Citrus, walnut, and row crops all
flourished in the valley and provided steady year round employment opportunities; smaller
farms and ranches, and larger companies, such as the LimQuairpany, provided
domitories and homes for bo#lingle workers and/orkerswith families(McBane 1995:73).
Single white and Japanese men made up the predominance of the workforce in the Santa
Clara River Valley until the onset of World WarAt that tme white men turned to urban

war-related industries, leaving a large number of agricultural jobs available (McBane
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1995:74). Although Mexican men and accompanying families began work for the Limoneira
Company as early as 1906, the largest immigratione®t. occurred between 1910 and

1917 during the Mexican revolution. The 1917 wartime Immigration Act, intermittently

renewed between 1918 and 1921, allowed the entrance of close to 73,000 Mexican workers
before the border wasosed in 1924 (McBane 199%Y. Many of the Mexican victims

living throughout the Santa Clara River Valiayl928appear orthe 1910 and/04.920

United State$ederalCensusn this same regiqrbringing into question theerceived
Aitinerantd nature obm2Kese individuals (Anc
Everything in its Path: Details of the Disaster

Less than 12 hours after having receiving a safety inspection by city engineers, the St.
Francis Dam catastrophically failed..28 billion gallons of water drained in less than 72
minutes down SaRrancisquito Canyon, through the Santa Clara River Valley to the Pacific
Ocean Thefloodwaters which took five and a half hours to travel from the dam site to the
ocean, caused aMile wide path of destruction and death from the mountains to the sea
(Figure 2.5) The waters carrieduddings,treesfencestelegraphand power polesailway
tracks, livestock, and bodies.

Although he was unaware of the significance at the time, indication of the
forthcoming dam failure was observed by San Francis§ateer Plant No. 1 operator,
Henry fARayo Si | wviach ¢rackirtioe roadbupstream df tha darh Between
8:30 and 9:00 p.m. on his way up the canyon to work the-slgfit(Outland 2002:234;

Stone and Triem 2004:7). Dean Keagy, a warehousetrRoweer Plant No. 1, passed the

dam site at approximately 11:30 p.m.; he not
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Figure 2.55peed of the floodwaters, distance from the damtiemethe flood arrived at
eachcommunity along the flood zor{@dapted fromNichols 2002:6)
home, indicating the dam keeper and/or his girlfriend, Leona Johnson, might have been
inspecting thestructurgust before its failure (Outland 2002:74; Wiley et al. 1928A7ew
minutesbeforemidnight Ace Hopewell, a forncarpenter at Power Plant Nqg.rdde up the
canyon road on his motorcycl e. Abwomdinga mil e
noi sed0 which he f i g uopesvell 192&61646)i Hopeweatintas thea nd s | i d
only known survivor to hear the $trancis Dam fail.

At 11:57% p.m., instruments at Power Plant No. 1 registered a sudden drop in
voltage, as did two receiving stations in Los Angetesising e city lights tobriefly flicker.
An oil switch at the Edison Company substation at Saatpnexplodedat thissame time,
due to overloading of the transmission line to Lancaster (Outland 2002/&kin a few
minutesfloodwaters initially over 14 feet highandtraveling down the canyon at

approximately 18 miles per hqueachedPower Plant M. 2 and the adjacent workers
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communitylocated 7,300 downstream from the dam &t®ne and Triem 2004).7The
community consisted of fneleven bungal ows, a
the accommodation of the personal and departmengl@carwhi ch wer e fiscatt e
places where flats beside the stream afforded protections from ordinary floods and were

|l ocated | argely to take advantage of; the gro
Figure 2.9. The above ground portion di¢ power plant and all of the workers community

were swept away (Lang 2010b:8; Rippens 2003:41). Sexewntyf the 75 BR L employees

and their family members living in this community were killed. Ray Rising, who lost his wife

8| Cottage38
Louis Burns
Wife: Lois

Son: Clifford

Private cottage
appox. % mile
below the dam
William NeilsonJr.
wife: Helen
father: William
daughter: Bertha

| son: Frank

| Cottage 34
Carl Mathews
Pl Wife: Amelia
%] Sons: CarllJr.,
Charles & Franklin
daughter: Theima
Niece: Veda

Cottage 37
Lyman Curtis

wife: Lillian (survived)
son: Daniel (survived)

Cottage 17
| Henry Mathis,
S8 wife: Dorothy

Harley Berry

wife: OraMae r

Ray Rising (survived)

J wife: Julia Construction Cottage 33
_-, ; daughters: Adaling, | House “| FerreliHopp
Delores & Eleanor Homer Coe | wife:Ruth
p wife:Nora

son: Kenneth
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GriffithHughes
wife: Nettie !
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William Weinland  |*
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¢| EarlKerr
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T g ; 0 -
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FIGURE 2.6Aerial photograh of the flood aftermath at the Power Plant No. 2 community,
with an overlay illustrating the locations of the power plant, clubh@esmol,and workers
cottagegAdapted from Buttelman 2013)
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and three children in the flood, provided the following act®f his experiences that fateful
nightat the Power Plant No. 2 community:

AWe were all afranheéh@nte in tha smallucanyow josh above

the power house. | heard a roaring like a cyclone. The water was so high we

coul dndét g ador. The house dismtegrated. inthe darkness |

became tangled in an oak tree, fought clear and swam to the surface. | was

wrapped with electrical wires and held by the only power pole in the canyon. |

grabbed the roof of another house, jumping off whénated to the hillside.

| was stripped of clothing but scrambled up the razorback of a hillside. There

was no moon and it was overcast with an eeridfoge r y col do ( Ni chol s

2002:21).

There is no estimate available indicating how many individuald ivé&an
Francisquito Canyorsouth ofthe Power Plant No. 2 communifijhe area was so remote
that no adequate maps existed showing the territory as it was before theédldetermine
the actual acreage of crops destroyed, claims agents built a mgghesiegal descriptions
of the properties (Figure 2.7At least thirtyseven were killed in th section of theanyon

After traveling through the farmsteads and ranches of narrow San Francisquito
Canyon, thdloodwatersreached the Santa Clara Riveming out of Soledad Canyon.
Floodwaterglid not reach the towns centers of Newhall and Saugus, however, at least 45
individuals were killed who lived on and worked the family ranches on the northern and
western outskirts, Newhall Ranch lands near @gsth Southern California Edison
substation at Saugus, and near the Southern Pacific siding at Castaic Junction. At 12:40 the
flood reached the Edison Company substation, causing power outages throughout Ventura,
Santa Barbara, and part of Los Angelesnt@s (Outland 2002:991). One hour after the

dam failure, 60 footloodwaters eached Castaic Juncti on, eradi

station, diner, and seven tourist cabins (Nadeau 1997:99). At Castaic, Highway 99 (today
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FIGURE 2.7Propertiesn San Francisquito Canydrelow the Power Plant No. 2

community (a) Sections 15 and 2&nd (b)Sections 27 and 3€laims Records 1928929

File No. 810)

known as Interstat®) running between Los Angeles and Bakersfield was buried under
several feet of debris; the bridge over the Santa Clara River partially washed away (Stone
and Triem 2004:7). Sexa motoristdravelingalong the highwawere caught in
floodwatergLAT, 17 March 1928:1)

At 1:09 a.m., employees at Power Plant No. 1 repdaéds Angele<ity officials

that the canyon road was out and the St. Francgveis wasnearlyempty; this initiated
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efforts to alert downstream residents in the Santa Clara Riviey\(®utland 2002:101).
Wi despread power outages made this a difficu
in Ventura was finally notified dt:15a.m; the warning was immediately relayed to Santa
Paula and FillmoréFA, 15 March 19281 This pomptedevacuations throughout the
valley, resulting in thousands of lives being saved

Unfortunately vord of the impendinfjoodwatersdid not reactsouthern California
EdisonC o mp a tergporaryconstructionrcamp, which was located just west of the Los
Angeles/Ventura County ling the Southern Pacific Railroad siding at Ked&0-foot wall
of watertraveling at 12.5 miles per howashed over the workeras they slept in canvas
tents on the northern baokthe Santa Clara RivéNichols 2002:3742). The natural
topography of th area created a huge whirlpool, resulting in sigaift loss of life. Eighty
five of the 148men at the camp that night were kill@#eh, 29 March 1928:1)

Law enforcement officers, including Under Sheriff Howard Durley, Degieriff
Carl Wallace, Deputies Ray Ransdell, P.J. Ayala, Charles Clements, and Ed Hearne provided
warning up and down the valley, though they were unable to reach Fillmore before the
floodwatersdid (Nichols 2002:23)At 2:20 a.m. the flood reached thenemunities of
Fillmore and Bardsda)situatedon opposite banks of the Santa Clara Riée bridge
connecting the two communities was instantly destroyed (Stone and Triem 2004:8).
Residents of Fillmore had approximately@inute notice of the impendirftpodwaters
resulting in low loss of life within the community. On the other side of the Santa Clara River,
Bardsdale residents who lived the southernbarkf t he ri ver received o
notice(Nichols 2002:51)Seventy one individuals fromel8 mile stretch spanning Piru,

Fillmore, and Bardsdale, were killed.
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During this same time, evacuations of the lower lying areas in Santa Paula were
underway The whistle at the Union Oil refinery sounded steady shrie&solmenThornton
Edwards John Messer, Lee Shepard and Stanly Bakere up and down streetsth sirens
blaringin attempts to warn as many residents as pos@iiddols 2002:24)Telephone
switchboardperatorgLarrie Johnson in Fillmorand Louise GipeB.O. Clark, Margaret
Osborne Thelma Neugebauer, Genevieve Burns, Lela Cochran, Exie Voris, and Florence
Barloweat Santa Pau)atuck to their posts amdngrural residents, providing warning to
fihead for the hilld (Nichols 2002:289; The Transmitter 1928:46)

As the dam had oplbeen completed in 1926, most residents were unaware of its
existence; some residents chose to ignore warnings to evacuate (Hoffman LI920I3
2002:30. Many of the residents ithe lowlaying areas adjacent to the Santa Clara River
wereMexicans,andthelanguagéearrierbetween police and residentsad to have delayed
some evacuations (Outland 2002:4182). Patrolman Edwards would later expresst
A \wen we aroused those Mexicans down by the river, all | could saynuaba aguaand
pointeast. Many of them laughed and looking up at the sky Saiésta llovieng | t i sndt
rai ni ng) 0 ( NThedolapseof tReONIIArd Bidge east of tqwrfrightful
sound heard for milesgrved as a finalarning(Stone and Triem 2004:8)pespte being the
most densely populated off all the communities in the flood zone, there were only 16 deaths
in Santa Paula.

Saticoy, Montalvo, and other communities along the Oxnard Plainmesdy
evacuated by the tinfoodwatersreachedhewestern parof the Santa Clara River Valley
Floodwaterslestroyed the state highway bridge at Montalvo immediately. Within the entire

expanse of the flood zone only one bridge crossing the Santa Clara River would remain

35



standing the ondlane bridge at SaticayVesten Construction News 1928:27&t 5:24

a.m., water, silt, and a significant amount of debris emptied in the Pacific. Gt=sadents
returned to their respective their communities with lanterns and flashdiglsison as the
floodwaterssubsidedsearchig debris for survivorsEleven year old Soledad Luna was the
first to be rescued from a walnut tree near Harvard and Barkla Str&sgata PauléNichols
2002:34) As daylight broke, processes of response and recovery were initisdedhout
thepath d the flood.

Recovery Efforts: Care of the Survivors and Disposal of the Dead

On the night of March 12, 1928 approximately 2,100 to 3,000 individuals were living
in the path of the flood (Porter 1928; Dept. of Homeland Security 2006BGAt least 1,20
homes were partially or totally destroyed, and over 7,900 acres of far(elanditrus,
walnuts, apricots, beets, beans, hay, alfalfa, vegetables, and gvepeg#)undated and
ruined by erosion (Teague 1944:1889. Pilots were dispatched at suseto report the
extent of the damagend photograph the expanse of the flood zone in preparation for
expecteditigation against the City of Los Angelé¥entura County Star [VCS], 25 June
2000:1;White 1936:88)One pilot, C.W. English of Southern Califta EdsorCompany,
was killed in a crastwhile surveying the flood zone (LAT, 17 March 1928:3).

The first priority was sheltering those left homeless and recovering theTdesatos
Angeles Police Department, Los Angeles County Sheriff, available wepartthent
personnel, and charitable service organizations (i.e. American Red Cross, American Legion,
Boy Scouts of Americd,a Cruz Azul MexicanaandSalvation Army) were mobilized
immediately.In the early morning hours following the disadiest aid gations, canteens,

clothing depositsand temporary housing were ddtshed by Red Cross chapters from
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Ventura, Los Angeles, and Kern count&sSaugus, Newhall, Fillmore, and Santa Paula
(American Red Crog#\RC], 1929:1 La Voz de la Colonia, 5 April928:1). The Los
Angeles Police Department provided 3@@n to assist withecovery effortsand the Board
of Water Commissioners sent food and codkatéon 19766). Police were stationed
throughout the flood zone to keep lootarsl sightseersat bay.Rescue teams searched for
survivors who remained strandegtvera were found in Santa Paulaptigh further up the
flood zone it was quickly realized thiiere were few survivors.

Efforts were focused atie systematic identdation of the bodieARC 1929:1;
LAT, 15 March 1928:1)Recovering bodies was aided by use of tractors and steam shovels.
The Fish and Game Commission searched far out into the sea, and the American Legion of
Ventura requisitioned eight small boats which were they used to pataoidugown the
coast. Only one body was found in the ocean, although others were found on snags near the
mouth of the river or later floated back to the beaches of Oxnard and Hueneme directly south
of the Sant&laraRiver outlet (Fillmore Herald, 23 Marcl928:2).

Make shift morguew/ere established at Haf-Lan Dance Hall in Newhall, Riverside
Dance Hall in Piruthe Methodist ¢wurch in Bardsdale, French and Skillin Mortuary in
Fill more, Frenchos Un dBpiffenhdarfer MorguarPim@naradband i n S an
countyCoronerOliver R e a r doffice @n Venturalsolatedon the south side of the rivhy
the outing of the bridge, Bardsdale victims were taken over G@radeto a makeshift
morgue at a drugstore Moorpark Lists of identified victimsand descriptions of
unidentified victims were published daily in local papers (LAT, 15 March 19%&idta
Paula Review [SPR], 22 March 1928:CoronerFrank A.Nance oversaweputy Coroners

W. A. McDonald and Bob Jonestine handling of bodies in Losngeles CountyCoroner
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Oliver L. Reardon coordinated efforts in Ventura Coupgrsondly prepared many of the
victims for intermentand made burial arrangemefds both identified and unidentified
individuals Reardon also saw to it that unidentifiede t i ms wer e not buri ed
field, instead arranging for the City of Los Angeles to purchase plots at Santa Paula
Cemetery and lvy Lawn Cemetery in Ventura.

Bodies were hosed down with hot water so that they dmeildeaned of mud and
repositiond; they were then hosed with cold waadembalmedo extend preservation
and held asongas possibléor identification (Nichols 2002:84Nhite 1936:90)Each victim
recovered inVentura Countwasphotographed to aid in identification and to docuntbat
loss of life for potential litigation; victims recovered in Los Angeles Codotiyot appear to
have beemphotographedClaims Records 1928929 WP 19-17-01:6). At the Newhall
temporary morgue victims were laid out marrowpine planks and placed ah angle against
benches, for viewin@_AT, 14 March 1928)Survivors traveled from morgue to morgue
within and beyond the flood zone to identify familydaneighbors

Massburial services took place at RuRereaCemetery in San Francisquito Canyon
andat the city cemeteries in Piru and Santa PAWAT, 19 March 1928:2SPR, 22 March
1928:1). More than 3,000 are said to have attended the mass funeral held on MaathHE9
city cemetery in Saa Paula (Figure 8). Although a concerted effort was neatb search for
victims, burning of huge piles of debris on irreclaimable land in San Francisquito Canyon
and throughout the Santa Clara River Valley likely served as funeral pyres for some
(Spokesman Review) March 1928:1). Many of the dead had familreslistant parts of the

county. Unemployment was on the rise in 1928, and the economic circumstances of the time
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Figure 28 Massfuneralat SantdPaula Cemetery, March 19, 19@8aims Records 1928
1929 WP 1928-7).
had men on the move in search afrlw(Outland 2002:97). Southern Pacific Railroad
transported bodies free of charge throughout the United States, and the City of Los Angeles
paid $150 towards the cost of every burial. These circumstances resulted in many flood
victims being returned honfer burial once they were recovered and identified.
Restoration Efforts: Citizens Committeesand the Claims Process
Restoration and reconstruction efforts were simultaneous with relief etfods.
Angeles Mayor James E. Cryer issued the following statetme ac knowl edgi ng ¢t
potentiar esponsi bil ity for damage to property: A
but the property damages should be paid. The dam was a part of the city facilities for
supplying Los Angeles with water; theresponslbi t y i s ourso (LAT, 15

Attorney Jess E. Stephens echoed Mayor Cryer
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be met in a fair and proper manner, having in mind both the interests of the unfortunate
people who have been directligited with this calamity and the taxpayers of the city of Los
Angeles (LAT, 15 March 1928:3).

Although Cryer and Stephenstially plannedto determindully where legal liability
lay beforeinitiating the claims proces®Vater and Power Commissionehdd. Richards
and Councilman Peirson Halbnvinced city officials tgroceedoversee all reconstructipn

and provide fair compensation (Matson 1976:57). Van Norman told thihatfy n 0 qu e st i o |

of the legal status of @ims should ever be raisééndiit he mor al obl i gati on
damage in the valley is sufficiento (Nadeau
part in this decision, there was also condbata | e g a | battle fiwould | e
position in other important matterséuc as t he oOwater warsdéd in Owe

Canyon (atson OC6150.
A Citizensd Restoration Committee was for
George L. Eastman, President of the Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, served as
Chairmanof the committee; Charles C. Teague, Santa Paula banker and rancher oversaw
efforts in Ventura County (Santa Paula @ficle [SPC], 14 March 1928:1})he joint
commi ttee fihad no authority frclanmsfotdamages;i ct i ms
their task fiwas only seeking to determine wh:
| oses o0 ( Te aQficeswér®opehedind ds)Angeles and Santa Paula to expedite
the claims procesidentity, kinship, dependents, earning capacity, andrdike
information, necessary to determine proper consideration of each claim, was compiled by
city investigatorsClaims Records 1928929 WP 19-17-13). Committee members in

Ventura County kept a united front with the City of Los Aleg on the handlingf claims.
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Cl ai mants were advised to steer clear of
would slow down the adjudication process and potentially lower payouts across the board
(FA, 15 March 1928:A5; FA, 26 April 1928:A1; Claims Records: WRTA 3).

The city swiftly settled death, injury, personal property, and real property claims.
Settlements were provided in exchange for release from further liability or lawsuits.
Generous settlements amounts are said to have greatly aided valley sesidaetped see
them through the years of the Great Depression (Kahrl 1982\&4dhall 1958:8Y. The city
took a hard line when it came to negotiating with claimants who signed up with contingency
fee attorneysAny outof-town attorneys found within theoundaries of the flood zone were
escorted to the Ventura county line and warned agegastry More thar40 lawsuits were
in fact brought against the city, resulting in contingeneg felose to $35,000 being paid to
several different firms, includingoney and Edwards and Garrett and Gar(@ei(ns
Records 1928929 Stansell 2018 Only one trial that of Ray Rising for the loss of his
family, would go to court, though many others received higher than average payouts simply
becaus®f the threat ofdking cases to trigClaims Records 1928929.

Legacy

Los Angeles County Coroniers  dletenmipned thathe deatk of Julia Rising et al.
were accidentadnd that the weight of such important engineering feats should not be left to
the determinations @ne manespecially one that had limited experience building large
concrete dams (Coroners Jury 1928&)hough he was dissatisfied with tfiadings, and

would remairsomewhat insolent regarding accusationsmodmpetenceMulholland took

~

nam

full responbility for the failure of the St. Francissn At t he Cor oner 6s |1 nqu

toldthejuryid on 6t bl ame anybody el se, you just
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human judgment, | was the huméan wondét try to fodMukhaland it on al
1928: 378)Los Angeles residents were sympathetic of Mulholland and his culpability in the
failure.In Ventura Countyesidents were not as supporti@jtland observed that the

emotional antipathy towd the water department and Maolland were itense. @e Santa

Paul a resident placed a sign in front of the
Mul holl and!® (Outland 2002:167) .

Catherine Mulholland, granddaughter of William Mulholland, states that the official
response and acknowledgement of resgality was surprisingly immediatehs not only
attributes this to her grandfather taking personal responsibility of the failurelaighe
Angel es Co u mqugst llibthabbecauseitise fallure took place on the eve of the
proposalbf the Swirg-Johnson bill in Washington, restoration efforts and claims payouts
were handled quickly to remove the disaster from theipelpe(C. Mulholland 1995:127
325. Passage ohe bhill, authorizing darge concrete gravitgrchdambe builtin Boulder
Canym, was delayedintil December 21, 192&. Mulholland also acknowledgéidat within
a few months of the disaster her grandfather
from locd newspaper$éC. Mulholland 2000325329.Ka hr | mak e slsorbecanee t ha't
customary at this time when writing biographical sketches of Mulholland never to mention
the St. Francis Damo (Kahr!l 1982:316) .

Early rumors included the suggestion that the dam might have been dynamited by
saboteurs from the Owens Valley. Mulllaad referenced this possibility in statements to the
press and at t IDeadfGlointberbettond «f thd reserwoieveete thought to
have been concussed by a bomb. Ibe Angeles Recombdressed this topic directly,

s t a twe arginclind to believe that there may be dead fish involved in this niatidish
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so dead that it smelts high heaven and we think that this fish may be a red herring the
Water Board would like to drag across the trail that leads to those responsible for the S
Francis Dam Disasté(in Kahrl 1982:313).

Thirteen differentnvestigations ensued following the failu@ne panel was
appointed byCaliforniaGovernor Clement C. Yougnto study the disasteGabotage theories
were rejected, and the report identifiteé placement of dam upon the San Francisquito fault,
as wel |l as the relatively unstable conditi on
abutment and th8espe conglomeratas thewestern side of thdam,asfactors contributing
to the failure (Wileyet al 1928)Another investigationrequested by Govseorge Hunt of
Arizona was prompted bBureau of Reclamatioplansto build a dansimilar in designad
St. Francisn Boulder CanyonOutlandexpressedbelief that the St. Francis disastesis
swept under the rug byhe City of Los Angelespecificallybecause of thedilder Dam
project(Rogers 2002:89

More recent assessments have determined that, among other factors, the eastern
abutment was unknowingly builpon a massive paleanegaland&de. In 1992 J. David
Rogers identified 14 design deficiencies in dam construction, seven of which lveweld
singularly resulted im h e  @wemualdailurdRogers 200&:7272). Design changes
during constructionack of incorporation of hydraulic uplifttheoy i nt o t he damoés
failure to recognize that the dam would become saturated over time, and failure to provide
the dam with grouted contraction joim®re among the issues identifietbwever, the
failure impacted the passage of the Boulder Canyoje& Act and design of the Hoover
Dam, as well as influenced changes in dam design and construction in California and across

the county (Rogers 2007b1®). Currently the findings oRogeis analysis are generally
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accepted as a conclusive determinatibhaw and why the dam faile@. Mulholland saw
Rogersod analysis as vindicating her grandf at
further proof that W. Mulholland was responsibde the St. Francis Dam failure (Jackson

and Hundley 2004).

Thepd i tics of Dbringing water to Los Angel e
wars, 0 and the |l egacy of Mul holl and, chief e
add additional lays of complexity to understanding the factors influencing wehglifaister
has largely been excluded from the public memdlye | egacy of abhdthe fiwat e
duality of Mulholland as visionary of the water supply system which brought Los Angeles to
life i and as the engineer responsible for the collapse of staege dam which caused a
expansivepathof death and destructiancontinueto galvanize the historical consciousness

and public recollection observable today.
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CHAPTER Il
THEORETICAL PERSPECTIVES

Understanding why memory and commemoratian e so diverse in particular
circumstancessuch as in the wake of catastroptegjuirescomprehension ahe broader
theoretical ramificationsvolved in how memory is constructed and materiahzigisin a
landscapeln particular, comprehending whapw, and why individuals and communities
choose to memorialize provides insight into the intended spatial and temporal scales of
monuments and memorials, as well as th#grlives asnemorabilia. A thorough review of
the germane literature availablepresenting the perspectives of multiple disciplines,
provides an adequate context in whiclstbsequentlydentify relevant patterns in ways in
which the disaster and victims wexe@mmemorated

No matter the culture, humans, as individual actors, agantl subjects within the
context of their social structures, designate certain persons, places, practices, and things as
heritage (Nora 2011:ixi). Within a group, heritage reflects a shared collective memory; the
synthesis of heritage and memory withiculture continually (re)constructs a shared cultural
identity (Raj Isar et al. 2011:2). Identity, memory, and heritage are inexorably bound;
while these concepts have independently been subjects of interest within various disciplines
for a number of gars, the confluence of these three processes has recently lmecmrada
key focus within the field of historical archaeologyross disciplines, identity has been
studied, in the context of the individual to a larger group; likewise, memory studies ha
spanned the spectrum from a focus on individual memories, to larger collsoiva
memories (Misztal 2008; Climo and Cattell 2002; Olick and Robbins 1998). The

phenomenon of memory has a proliferation of terms attached to it: cultural memory,
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historical memory, local or regional memory, official memory, public memory, shared
memory, collective memory, social memory, custom, myth, roots, tradition, and finally,
heritage (Climo and Cattell 2002:4). Heritage is a concept that carries numerous
connoations, ranging from being interpreted as tangible objects (material culture), such as
heirlooms omproperty that is handed down from generation to generation, to a more
intangible heritage, such as cultural identity, cultural heritage, and connectspectoand
place (Nora 2011:ix).

Mnemonic Communities: Identity, Memory, and Heritage as a Cultural Process

Together, identity, memory, and heritage manifest themselves through the practices
of our cultural ways of life, and their study is increasinglytia to anthropological
scholarshipAs memory is profoundly affixed to the identities of individuals, groups, and
cultures, a synthesized examination of these concepts can provide insight into not only the
individual motivations and perceptions relatedrte creation of memory, but also to the
larger issues of how a culture establishes traditiondegyghdsand how these act as a guide
for the condutof members within a cultur@he study of memory requires an
interdisciplinary approach; profession&ism psychology, sociology, geography, history,
and anthropology contribute to discourse on how memory works within different social,
spatial, and temporal scales (Mills and Walker 2008:4).

Early memory studies and tenaeabletwbmcil® as fc
Durkheim (18581917) anchis studenMaurice Halbwachs (187%945).In The Elementary
Forms of the Religious Lif@915 [1912]), Durkheim extensively discusses c@murative
rituals.Halbwachs published a landmark studyTdre Social Fram&orks of Memory

(1925); in that work, and his seminal warke Collective Memor{1950),he suggests that
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memory extends beyond the bounds of the individual and should be accepted as a social or

group phenomenori992 [1925]53; 1950. A nascent form of smal memory, Halbwachs

does not describe his concept of collective memory as being superorganic (existing beyond

its individual human carriers), despite the infloes of Durkheiminstead, he presents

collective memory as existing only in context to tbenmunications between members of a

group and the sharing of individual memor i es

Apredomi nate thoughts of a societyo come for

about the past and the form collectivemoey will take (Halbwach4992 [1925}40, 184).

Halbwachs argues that not only is it in society that individuals acquire, recall, recognize and

localize their memories, but that people are unable to maintain memory outside the context of

their group (Halbwachs 1992 [1925]; Olick and Robbins 199B)us &s collective memories

are formed during group interactions, if the group ceases to exists, the memory will as well.
Identity, memory, and heritage are interactive satilbural processes within a

community Although it is the individual that remembers, collective memory develops when

i ndividuals interact and |isten to the testi

interpretations of their own experiences, to provide independent confirmation (atiogfut

of the content of their memories and thus co

Through a process of socialization, new members of a social group are integrated over an

ongoing fAisubtle process t hagtoafsmiamember happens

recount a shared experience, for example, implicitly teaches one what is considered

memorable and whatonecarct ual 'y f or ge8")o (Zerubavel 19909
Folklore, and the existence and maintenance of rituals, legends, and othemnsaditi

are also interactive socultural processes within a communilarrativeis a means by
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whichindividual and publianemories are transmittelgersonal narratives (of survivors,
bereaved ik, etc.), andegends (thirgpersonal historical narrativeale passed down from
one generation to the nexthese traditions contribute to archaeological analysis not as
directly as data or fact, but as processes to be analyzed and understood (Layton 1999).

Families, neighbors, ethnic groymsganizations, andsietiesi all are types of
Amnemonic communitieso; these groups sociali.
should be forgotten (Misztal 2003:15). Mnemonic communities introduce and familiarize
new members to their collective past, ensuring tret #itain an expected social identity by
identifying with the history of the group (Misztal 2003:15). Through group interactions, the
materials for memories are provided, and individuals are influenced into recalling certain
events and forgetting otheigoups are also able to produce mgknerational memories in
individuals, influencing the remembering of that which was not experienced in any direct
sense (Olick and Robbins 1998). Through this process it is clear to see heritage is not just the
passingdown of material objects, but also the memory and meaning associated with
associated with these heirlooms.
Mnemonic Landscapesand Objects Monuments, Memorials and Memorabilia

Although the study of memory is a challenging endeavor, archaeologists can
contribute to this discourse through studying the materiality of memory and gaining further
insight into how landscapes, monuments, and mnemonic devices influence the development
and maintenance of memory within a community (Giuliano 2013; Hayes 2008ic Publ
memorialization and imbuing places with meaning and memory act as agents for the process
of remembering; overtimé&, s acr ed pl aces commemorate not f ¢

witnesses but rather beliefsésntl@abgachsened by
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1992[1925]199). This phenomenological approach to space and place is based on the idea
that every human thought and action takes pl
as places through their involvement in structures of undedta ng and practi ceo
1996:83).In this way, identity, memory and heritage are inherently interconnected, in that
physical surroundings not only play a critical role in the creation and maintenance of an
i ndividual 6s own i dodanfitence tlyejr cobcaptioncobathers withim | | y a
shared social systems.

Social memory is transmitted and maintained via inscribing practices (placing
monuments, nt&ers or other spatial mnemosion the landscape) as well as through
incorporating practice(rituals) (Connerton 1989:223). Memory is transferred between
individuals through incorporating practices (bodily activities), that take place in the present
(e.g. funerals); while the inherent meanings of these activities are not explicitly diseussed,
common understanding is generally understood tirquocesses of socializatidnscribed
practices differ, in that they act to store, or preserve, information which will later be retrieved
(e.g. grave markers in a cemetery) (Catore 1989:2223). Thiough the constant
reenactment of ritual, individuals and groups perform acts, thereby acting as agents that
(re)present social memory and thus allowing the subject of the ritual to be remembered.
Shared memories perpetuatectaoréaohe€Cenneni aer
While archaeologists have long studied landscapes from an economic perspective, more
recently emphasi s Jsynbolicdienensiong laralscapd is anmentitfithad c i 0
exists by virtue of its being perceived, experi,e d and contextualized b

and Ashmore 1999:1).
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Individuals structure their physical environment to meet the needs and interests of
their own cultural specificities. Understanding how individuals structure theirosment or
whatMartin Heidegger 1962 [1927])d e s c r i b e-n-thevgo rilbck,i v gr equi r es t
account that individuals exist only in surroundings of distinct materiality in relation to other
distinctly material things which make up the world. Structure and agencycarpanated
into the concept of phenomenology of landscape by Pierre Bourdieu (1977) through his
concept of habitus; his perspective is that socially constructed perceptions of what is normal
are constructed over time and transmitted via social intera¢thiomsgh (within) socially
constructed physical surroundings.

Landscapes are shaped by the experiences of the preceding generation and carry the
mar ks of previous events. Given their stable
cultural continuity onlie one hand, and a ready structural element for its memories on the
ot her, producing what i hsoridalmonwmeats, buddisg, e neat nci. co s
(Lindstrom 2008:228)These sites and other mnemonic objects aid individuals in memory
recall bygrounding memories of the past in places and thigeluments we see and
interact with throughout the landscape root specific history and memory of the past in the
present, and designate what mnemonic groups commemorate as their heritage (Shackel
2003).

Monuments (structures created to commemorate a person or important event),
memorials (objects which serve as a focus for the memory of a person or event), grave
markers (the most common type of memorial), and memorabilia (objects kept because of
their assoation with memorable people or events) are all forms of mnemdpactable

relics and memorabilia (i.e. plagues, medals, awards, and other commemorative objects) act
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as a mnemonic bridge, and allow for memory recall without being physically preseat in th
environment where the event actually occurred (Zerubavel 20d3)BInemonics are

meant to aid in memory recalow individuals and groups interact with mnemonics can be
studied as a socicultural process. Mnemonic devices daiarge or small; angbject can

bear meaning and knowledge intended to be remembered and retrieved in future (Hallam and

Hockey 2001)lt isimpossible to fully understand exactly what perceptions a mnemonic will

conjure in the future; many memorials retain some shared anioom A meani ng i n |
communities and become revitalized during ti
tend to over time fAacquire political signifi

Forgetting: Out of Sight, Out of Mind

Memory, whether idividual or collective, is (re)constructed in the logfc
remembering and forgettin§tudying what has been forgotten is difficult; however, how and
why forgetting happens can be revealed through an analysis of the construction of identity,
memory, and éritage within a community. Forgetting happen for numerous reasons, but
Af orced forgettingodo is generally a political
il lustrated FahrenReit 45 18515 id Which citidess struggle against state
power (and memory against forgetting), memorizing books which were to be burned by the
state, and thus keeping the memory of these books alive until they regained freedom and
could print the books again.

Memory manifested through gaps or silences (omms3iin historical records
generally result from acts of political and economic power (Brundage 2000F%0r
example, during the colonization of the United States, white Southerners presented the

favorable view of enslavement, depicting themselves asrable master and those that they
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ensl aved as O0content. o The creation of this
Aal ternative memoriesdodr welotl ya c@eBrAfdcagpd ge t 2@
American countememory has emerged since tt#60s challenging earlier narratives
associated with enslavemeand we all benefit from the telling, memorializing, and
remembering of a more inclusive history of our shared (@detickel 2001)During the
centuries of colonialism, recorded history vedisiost exclusively told from the perspective
of conguerors and other power elitds.this telling of history, subordinate groups were
effectively hidden or silenceth e se subal tern groups became fp
1984).

Landscapes can albe used to hide the past, or make people fotigetygh
deliberate actions of destruction (Holtorf and Williag@96:239) Therefore, the past is
always present within the landscape; however, certain elements are visible while others
might be dispersedijstributed, or suppressed. While forgetting can be deliberate, it is often
more subtle, and closely tied to remembering. In landscapes where people have faced death,
war, migration or some other form of tragedy that, over time, become absent from the
landscape, memory can be easily forgotten; however, select memories might still exist in the
form of portable artifacts (songs, stories, folk beliefs, and ritual performances) in lieu of
being invested in physical traces (monuments) (Holtorf and Williams 289%:

What will be remembered and preserved, or repressed and forgotten, is a highly
political act (Natzmer 2002). How people view the past and the dead is constantly changing,
but always governed by certain agendas and by the interests of the pedpledinwthen
looking at remembering in any landscape, key questions to ask are: (1) who benefits in each

case; (2) who is disadvantaged; (3) whose interests are affected other than those of the people
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directly involved; and (4) which power relations are atkHoltorf and Williams
2006:253).

Control of collective (public) memory is often related to power, and both individuals
and groups struggle over what certain memories will mean when an official memory is
imposed by the power ahit(Teski and Climo 199%-10). Various types of power exist; Eric
Wolf has identified four modes of power: (1) power as the attribute (capability or potency) of
a person; (2) power as the ability of a person to impose their will upon another; (3) power
that controls social setijs; and (4) structural power which designates social labor (Wolf
1990:586587). The context of how power is used in relationship to the formation of public
memory (heritage) speaks to the complexity of the use of power. Both political and economic
factorsinfluence what will be preserved, restored, documented, or not. That which binds
these societal decisions also influences the symbols and social meanings that are crucial
components in the formation of identities and collective memories. Identity shases o
notion of self and other, and heavily influences how societies perceive and interact with one
another (Anheier and Raj Isar 2011:103).

It is necessary to take a critical approa
heritage, as the product of mery often operates in ways that silences subatjeoups
(Trouillot 1995:17). Understanding what parts of the past are remembered, and how they are
remembered and interpreted, provides insight into how public memory develops. As public
memory (of heritag) is established, there is the potential for the forgetting and excluding of
certain alternative pasts; the study of heritage (public memory formation) and the politics of
memory are currently the focus of most of the memory and heritage projects takieg p

within historical archaeology. As of recent, historical archaeologists have realized that
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Afheritage is a social construction that i s o
factional perspectiveso (Or ser inzhe fonatibnr3 1) . Wh
and maintenance of heritage, has also become of primary interest to historicallagistseo
(Stritch 2006:4344).
Memorialization after Disaster: Catastrophe as a Social Process

The development of heritage is vitaltte survival of communities displaced by
catastrophe (OliveBmith 2006).The potential for disasters exists in any environment where
a human population and a natural, modified, or constructed feature, that holds the potential to
be a destructive agenpme into contact (Olivebmith and Hoffman 2002:32). According
toOliverSmi t h and Hof fman, a disaster i s fda proc
forceéand a population in a socially and eco
resulting in a pereived disruption of the customary relative satisfactions of individual and
soci al n e-@nitls aind Hof®rlan 20@2:#). Disasters bring to light the nature of a
given societyods social structure, Dbfictcinitiat
along socialultural lines (OliverSmith and Hoffman 2002:9). Disasters, such as floods, are
social processes as well as critical events; as such, they are both objective and subjective
phenomena which can act to reveal underlying political, ecan@nd social forces at play
within a given culture.

Disasters are often thought of as events to be remembered (Ullberg 2010). The same
is true of the victims of disasters. Learning from and remembering past disasters increases
human capacity to cope witomparable future events by enabling communities to make
adaptations that decrease vulnerability while increasing resilience (Ullberg 2010:12). The

role that social memory has in this process, and how it operates in a gntertcis largely
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understudid:n To expand our wunderstanding of how vu
are produced, we need to explore how past ev
2010:12).
Searchindor and identifying the dead following catastrophe is a physial a
emotional activity. Bereavement researcher Colin Parkes (1972) has identified patterns of
Ayearning and searchingo in the grief proces
physical activity, as emotion one. Finding, identifying, andcafly disposing of the dead is
all symbolic activity. Beyond the practical necessity of dealing with the dead following
disaster, body recovery and management is a process of personalization, reflecting societal
belief that victims be treated as persar, bodies (Blanshan and Quarantelli 1981: 275).
The Pan American Health Organization (PAHO), the agency governing the management of
the dead in disaster situations, recently updated its guidelines to acknowledge the importance
of body recovery, statingght t he i nability to perform mourn
to a second death: the symbolic death of their loved one for the lack of a tomb that
perpetuates his or her name and confers social worth to the deceased and his or her inclusion
inthegenerai onal continuity of a familyo (Eyre 2¢C
Formal memorial services provide a forum for survivors to come together a publicly
grieve with others while also reestabligipconnections to space and place. The location,
level of formality, and context of memorial services represent the scale andago#i of
loss (Eyre 2007:450Anniversary events mark the passage of time chronologically and
socially, and allow for the reassessment of progress towards rehabilitation and recovery.
Disager anniversaries are an interactive process of collective remembering which allow

people a forum to share their personal exper
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comment so while the media fAireconstruct the d
and reflections of survivors (Forrest 1993:448). The placing of permanent memorials
functions on personal and collective levels, and provides insight into the social testimony
assigned to events of the pa&&tirvivors and their kin are key stakeholderghim planning,
design, and development of permanent forms of commemoration. However, as more
individualsareinvolved in the consultation process, there is a higher likelihood for
disagreement, which can ultimately impact whether memorialization takes plac
Historical Archaeologists as Heritage Practitioners

Astheconcepp f fApublic archaeol ogyo continues t
and regulatory requirements, archaeologestd)eritage practitionerare coming to embrace
efforts tocollaboraé withdescendant communitie@s new and different ways in support of
education, civic renewal, and social justice (Little and Shackel 2014123 here is no one
way to ensure successful coll aboration; howe
aad control as equal partners, and maintainin
2006:xxx).Different stakeholders will have very different views, and memories, regarding
the history of their community; some might hold concernsttieit perspecties of the past
will not be respected. As identified duritige New Philadelphia, lllinois Public Archaeology
Project, it is Aimportant to think of ways t
project in a way that includes both descendants anld¢hecommunity (Little and Shackel
2014:8687).

It can be challenging to find ways for community members to endorse or even
contribute to a project. Posting project related information on the Internet, archaeological and

otherwise (e.g. pertinent recoragewspapers, oral histories) in efforts to share knowledge
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gl eaned during the research fieldwork can ac
these different groups with the intent to de
2014:88). This sarof forum allows for researchers to present their interpretations, especially
those that might directly challenégmily narratives and public memory of place (Shackel
2011). Sharing a broad array of data aBmlvservers to connect witheir potential eeas of
interest,andincreases the likelihood of feedback about how the project is viewed. Various
stakeholders in a project, archaeologists and community members alike, can influence how
the other views and interprets the past.

Paul Shackel (2001) hased Harpers Ferry, West Virginia as a site to illustrate the
many ways in which heritage has been used as means to structure memory and tradition. The
historical memory at Harpers Ferry was built around events related to the Civil War and great
men assoctad with the time period. Since the heritage plan was put in place during Jim
Crow separatism, other histories, such as those of African Americans, were completely
ignored (omitted). In this case study, Shackel develops a series of emam@ries by
focusing his research on the history of African Americans at Harpers Ferry. The eounter
memories created by Shackel 6s work all ows fo
and inclusion that crosses class and racial lines to allow for a telling kingalass and
African American histories. Shackel s fiel dw
construction of heritage, archaeologist need to take into account thehgioiical context
in play at the time at which a heritage plan is desigared implemented.

In her fieldwork concerning 18century clearances in the Scottish Highlands, Sian
Jones (2012) adopted an approach similar to that of Shackel. Jones found that she was able to

useexcavation as both a theater for transmitting anetneigng traumatic memories and a
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metaphor for the process of recovering suppressed memories. Excavation, as a means to
unearthing hidden or silenced histories, works to collapse the difference between the present
and past allowing individuals to shuttlettveen the past and present as they remember.
Excavation in public places, where a community can witness the past being materialized,
allows the items being excavated to act as powerful memory props. Once excavated,
monuments and ruins can then becomddhas of homecoming tourism, further allowing

these historical landscapes to act as mnemonic devices.

Jones characterizes the saneimolr ymemar ¥ oafm
recollection that is drawn from narratives (individual testimonie¢amd or al tr adi t i
precede peopleds birth by one or more genera
post memory, Jones highlights the realization that heritage sites, museums, and popular
history mediate the fragmented narratives ph$sen generation to generation. Specifically
related to memories of painful (traumatic) pasts, Jones points out several questions
archaeologists should consider concerning the politics behind the production and negotiation
of memory: 1) how memories of ipdul or traumatic pasts are transmitted between
generations, 2) how these memories frame current understandings of circumstances 3) what
purposes and interests do these forms of memory service, and 4) how are archaeological
remains, and the work of arcludegists, involved in this process (Jones 2012:348)7?

Several studies of social memory, identity and death have recently been undertaken,
incorporating analyses of mortuary practices and cemeteries (Cannon 2002; Chesson 2001,
Daroczi 2012Holtorf and Williams 2006). This combines identity, memory and heritage
studies, as the placement of cemeteries within a landscape are purposeful actions that indicate

how people organize their social and physical landscapes (Cannon 20023t Xnapp and
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Ashmorel999). @ met eri es are | iminal places that fAb

space, individuals and community, and past a
Areproduce and initiate constructi olnev elfs anen
(Francis, Kellaher and Neophytou 2002:5%3t her e 1 s an Aintensely ¢
bet ween peoplebds identities, emotions, exper

structures, and the use of material culture in primary and secondamo r t uaritys pr act i
clear that social memory is crafted during mortuary rit(@lesson 2001:1kunerary
landscapes (obrtuary practices and their materializations) provide a space where mourning
occurs, where social memories are created acdeéd), and where individuals assert their
individual identities as well as group memberships (Daroczi 20122029 Social memory
is formed during mortuary rituals; these rituals are also forums for the creation and
negotiation of identity.

Cemeteris and graveact as mnemongcthat ritually form and maintain memory;
Aspati al representations of death are viewed
maintenance of personal and social memories of the dead to serve the needs and interests of
the living (Cannon 2002:1). Cemeteries are visible expressions of the stability and identity of
a community, they reflect the attitudes and preferences of the group supporting them, and
they allow the dead to retain a place in the memories of the living; mernergfdre, is
created and maintained by their placement in space (Branigan 1998; Cannon 2002). Grave
markers within a cemetery, and cemeteries within a community, are spatial metaphors
mnemonics that create, maintain and modify social memory (FentressiekithW
1992:2140). In the context of situations or events that have resulted in catastrophic loss of

life, grave markers, amemorials, serve as a physical space for individuals to come together
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to remember and mourn for those that were lost; cenotaprestbe same purpose, despite
the fact that an individual 6s remains are no
represented (Natzmer 2002:170).

CherylNatzmer (2002) discusses the ownership of memory and the idea that history
is shaped by bottold and forgotten stories. According to Natzmer, the struggle over
ownership of memory is especially intense in societies recovering from conflict, terrorism
and disaster. Natzmer presents a model for constructing and reconstructing the past which
incorpaates and makes sense of the memories (and that which is forgotten) of all sides
involved in the history within a landscape (Natzmer 2002: 165). Natzmer spent much of her
time researching in the National Cemetery in Santiago, Chile, where she recondethe
actions of individuals who came to the cemetery to remember those who were dead or had
disappeared during the timeDictatorAugu st o Pi nochet ds rul e. I n
National Cemetery, black iron crosses mark the mass graves of uffedetite graves of
those that are still missing are marked with cenotaphs, the graves just waiting for their
intended occupants to be found. According to Natzmer, these memorials serve as a physical
space for individuals to come together to remembemnaman for those that were lost, and
those that are missing and have not had their bodies recovered.

Just as public monuments and grave markers act as mnemonic devices by stimulating
memory, the purposeful destruction of monuments and historical sit@snio#is processes of
remembering and forgetting. Eradicating monuments and sites acts to disable negative
memory conjured by a site and sets the stage for the creation of new, positive memories
(Forty and Kuchler 1999:10%hackel Jonesand Natzmés studes related to heritage and

memory illustrate how heritage sites have been used in the past to silence subaltern groups.
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However, they demonstrate how archaeology in the present can be used as an arena for
excavating memory, allowing for marginalized orgotten histories to be recovered and
reintegrated into the social memory of a place. These approaches, echoed by other recent
research (Kuchler 1999; Rowlands 1999), provide a useful framework for studying the
intersection between monuments, memory, andscape.

Themulti- disciplinaryb ody of | i terature asseGciated w
immense. A it directly applies tohis researclopicthough it is interesting to notéhat
relatively few case studiesist. None the lesshts review of théroader theoretical
ramifications involved in how memory is constructed and materializes within a landscape

highlights severaksuesn addressinghe complex process cbmmemoration.
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CHAPTER IV
METHODOLOGY

This historical archaeology projeappliesarchivalresearch and archaeological field
methods in the study of social memory to better understand howdigaster rituals and
community commemoration efforts affect the long term memory and heritage associated with
a catastrophic event. Fohatorical archaeology project effective, a research methodology
must be employed that embraces both anthropological and historical perspectives and
synthesizes archaeological and historical data in a constructive manner (Deetz 1988:362).
Utilizing two different data basehistorical documents and material cultysermits the
juxtaposition of severaets ofdata that are of anthropological anidtbrical value The data
sets used in this analysis were created from information provided in historicatelasu
identified in local archivegrom archaeological dadocumented during fieldworland
through contact with various stakeholddrke following is a description of how | went
about identifying and collecting the data thhtivesynthesized and uséol make historical
and interpretive claims presented in the remaining sections of this thesis.
Archival and Background Research

Historical research was completed in Los Angeles and Ventura counties as well as
Online to locate disaster related memarig@locuments and ephemera. Two archives were
found to hold the most applicable material relating to the disaster and its victims: the Los
Angeles Department of Water and Power Records Center and the Veoturiy Gluseum
Researchibrary. Other archivesyisited for this research included the Angeles National
Forest Super vi s orCergrallidfardy,Old €éown Newhall LbnargGSUN s

Oviatt Library,Fillmore Public Library andHistoricalMuseum andSanta Paula Blanchard
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Public Library,which were found to have appéble, yet smaller collectionkr most cases,
each location held materiahique to their community andhavailable in any other archive.
Topics include:
1 accounting for the deaddentity, ethnicity, kinshipdependents, occupatiogarning
capacity location the night of the disastefaim payout amoungnd burial location
1 recovery effortsbody recaery, management, and disposahkeshift morgue
recordsjntemrment recordsandcemeteryplot mapsindicating burial locations
1 relief efforts: American Red Cross, La Cruz Azul Mexicana, American Legion, and
other organizations
1 restoration effortsthe Citizens Restoration @nmittee anatlaimsprocess
illustrating theassignment of a monetary value to humandiid personal property
1 newspaper articles, pamphletsagazinesjournals,and other ephemetiscussing
o0 the disaster and the dead
0 commemorative eventseld in the wake afhe disaster
o0 the placement of stateonuments and community memorials
0 annualanniversary even@nd otherecent commemorative activities
1 songs, ballads, poems, previously recorded st@rmesoral histories
1 history of theFirst Los Angeles Aqueduct, St. Francis Daonstruction, use and
failure, Power Plant No. and the associated workex@tmunity San Fancisquib
Canyon, and the Santa Clara River Valley
Additional reviewwas made of local newspaper. These soyroaged helpfuin

compiling lists of the dead andcating their burial locationd'hey also provided information
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regarding anniversary eventsuseum installations, and memorialization efforts, as well as
serving to evaluate dissemination of information about the disaster to the public over time.
Therecordingprocess consisted of digitally capturing and converting documents into
searchable gtable document files (PDFsJome documents were photographed to limit risk
of damage to the original, while others were in excellent condition and able to be safely
placed on a flabed scanneHlistorical fhotographs, including the post mortem imagesrtak
ateach ofthe makeshift morgueswereeither photographed scanned when they wenet
otherwise asilable througldigital resources, such as the Departmentater and Power
Photo Archive made available Online through the Lagées Public Librarywebsite.
Several largenapsof the Power Plant No. 2 communiiere photographeid segments ah
digitally stitched togetheAll of these files have been archived on portable storage devices
and comprise some 37 GBs of data.
Los Angeles Department of Wagr and Power Archives
The St. Francis Dam Claini®ecordsii C| aReeonsis) and hundreds of other
documentsrelocated in the historical archives of the Los Angeles Department of Water and
Power (LADWP).In the fall of 2011 | made an initial visit withrDJames E. Snead to the
LADWP Records Center, located at 5848 Miramonte Blvd in Los Asgedereview the
ClaimsRecordsDuring this visit we were able to quickly determine that sufficient data was
present in the ClaimRecordgo warrant digitization #orts and focused study. A California
Public Records Act Request Form was submitted on June 1, 2012, formally requesting to
review and scan documents associated with

efforts Appendix A).
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Recordsselected foreview areassociated with the period beginning March 12, 1928
and ending in December 193#hd include correspondence and reports on the processing of
death, injury, personal propefs.g. clothing, household goods, automobijlasy real
property(e.g.structures and landjaims as a rest of the failure of the danThese
documents are referred to internally at the LADWP as Water Services (Aqueduct) Historical
Records WP 197 throughWP 12 7 and City Attorneyodos -Of fice
41 through WP 0280. | spent approximately 110 hours, over the course of 18 days,
reviewing the entirety of the Water Services (Aqueduct) Historical Records and City
Attorneyos Office Historical Records, and se
apdicable to research (Tables 4Table4.2). The files selected to be digitized were chosen
because their contents held information directly related to the recovery and subsequent burial
of identified and unidentified victims, as well as information arsthreported missing. As
each file was digitized, i tnawraisgamaystendle.d ased
WP 0271-1; WP02-75-2). Photographs and negatives documenting the dam site and
property damage along thd-mile flood zone, and card &, which were used for indexing
and logging the status of eadaim, were also digitized.

A list of victims and associated data necessagetermine interment locationgas
compiled from several resources obtained at the DWP Records Center (TaBlepéi3dix
B). Records wutilized include tr a@lofshemakept i ons
shift morguesgcorrespondence between claims agents, cemeteries, and urrdeaadéte
primarily, documents found within the individual claims files. Aipable documents within
an individual claim file include théntee page claim form (Figure 4, Heathcertificates for

each individual being claimed upon (Figure 4.2a), and interment receipts (Figure 4.2b).
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Table 41 Files digitizecht the LADWP Record€enterfrom Water Services (Aqueduct)
Historical Records WP 197 through WP 127.

File Title

WP 1917-1 Cor oner O $illmore,diarehsld, 1928

WP 1917-2 Cor oner 6 Moorpark, March L5, 1928

WP 1917-2A Cor oner O Oxnbrd, ylack 151928

WP 1917-3 Cor oner O <SantaRPayla éMarth 15, 1928

WP 1917-4 Cor oner 6 %entuna,qViarehsl’s, 1928

WP 1917-11 Correspondenci Burial Locations, July 1928anuary 1929

WP 1917-11A | Correspondenck City Attorney Jess Spihens, MayAugust 1928

WP 1917-12 Correspondenck Identified Victims, MarchAMay 1928

WP 1917-13 Correspondenck ldentified Victims, MarchJune 1928

WP 1917-15 Correspondence Missing Persons, March 19Z&nuary 1932

WP 1917-19A | Inspection Regprts of Flood Area, Marclseptember 1928

WP 1917-20 Total of St. Francis Dam Claims Approved, August 1828il 1932

WP 1917-21 Report of Casualties and Related DWP Action, September 27, 1928

WP 1917-22 Report of Deaths Fillmore, Moorpark, SantRaula, Newhall, Oxnard,
Ventura, March 19, 1928

WP 1917-22A | Report on Identified Dedditizens Restoration Committee, May 1928

WP 1917-23 Report on Survivors from Newhall, 1928

WP 1917-24 Reports and Lists of City Employees Lost in Flood, Makghil 1928

WP 1917-25 Unidentified, Missing, Dead Victims, Marelune 1928

WP 1917-26 Statements of ExpenditurEmergency Relief, ApdiDecember 1928

WP 19182 Correspondence Bakersfield Undertakers Claims, Marélug 1928

WP 1918-3 UnidentifiedCasualty Files, AugugDctober 1931

WP 1918-3A Unidentified Casualty Files 31526, MarchSeptember 1928

WP 1918-3B Unidentified Casualty Files 32335, March 192&ecember 1929

WP 19184 Unidentified Casualty Files 35869, March 192&@ecember 199

WP 19185 Unidentified Casualty Files 37889, MaySeptember 1928

WP 1918-6 Unidentified Casualty Files 39002, MarchiNovember 1928

WP 1921-1A Individual Claims Files, Southern California Edison, September-1928
May 1931

WP 1921-1B Individual Claims Files, Disallowednd Dismissed Claims Sept. 1928
Feb.1932

WP 1923-5A Santa Paula Office Files, Telegrams, Mafaigust 1928

WP 1923-5B Santa Paula Office Files, Telegram®nidentified Bodies, ApriJuly
1928

WP 1925-1 Record of Claims F& Card Index, AF, 1928 (Box 1 of 3)

WP 1925-2 Record of Claims File Card Index;@G, 1928 (Box 2 of 3)

WP 1926-1 Record of Claims File Card Index;& 1928 (Box 3 of 3)
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Table 42 Files digitizecht the LADWP Records Centerr om Ci t yOffke t or ney 0 s

Historical Records WP 021 through WP 030.

File Title

WP 0241 to 75 | Claim No. 12558 (death, injury, and personal property claims files)

WP 02751 Transcript Cor onpribl2, 1928 \¢plureeslt , N

WP 0275-2 Transcript Corone 6 s | n g u e-April,12, Ma8Vollme 2 1

WP 0275-3 Verdict of Coronero6s Jury, Apri

WP 02757 Correspondence, Legal ®&esdVarahrlg2B ,
Nov. 1931

WP 0275-8 Citizenbs Rest othardinorg Clahs, Baptla8 e 6

WP 027810 Citizends Restoration Committeec
July 15, 1929

Table 4.3Informationcompiledfor each victim See Appendix B for complete list of victims.

Information

Example

First, middle and last naan

Van Wallace Duke

Morgue number

Santa Paula #37

Date of birth 2/2/1909

Age 18y

Place of birth Georgia

Nationality American

Parents J. R. and Maxie (Wallace) Duke

Employer and Residence

Towerman for SCE, é&ison Kemp Camp

Where their body was foan

Santa Paula

Claim number 1670
Claimant John R. Duke, for loss of brother
Payout amount $1500.00

Attorneyo0s oOor 1insu

r | Industrial Accident Commission

Undertaker

French & Skillin, Santa Paula

Burial Location

Hollywood Cemetery, Aanta, Georgia

Presence or absence of a grave marker

Grave marker present
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Ventura County Museum Research Library

The Museum of Ventura County Research Libiargsignificant source of material
pertaining to the St. Francis Dam Disaster. | visited the |latainwo occasions, June 21,
2012 and June 5, 20H3d reviewedheir holding related to the disaster (Tablety The
library hasa variety of engineering and government repefiech discussvhy the dam was
believed to have failedach of these itemsexe reviewed and selectively digitized based on
direct applicability. The St. Francis Dam file and scrapbook included an extensive
photograph collection, Ventura County Historical Society quarterlies, and clippings from
Southern California newspapers, soofi@vhich highlight recent mmorialization efforts
(Table 4.5. Their collection also includes a large ephemera file poems, lyrics, and other
miscellaneous item@able 4.9.

While all these sources provided excellent context for the research, Ventuityg Coun
Coroner Ol i Reeord ofR/mlant Reatimdatebook containing listing of the
dead organized by make shift morgue number, with physical descriptions of each victim
noted around the borders of their post mortem photo, proved most valuableedtuofl
letters of inquiry about victims and missing individuals, many including dental records,

photographs, and other documents that would aid in the identification process, were also

found in Reardonds notebook. Real afischrmingddse not e b

to its delicate condition.
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Table 44 Recordgeviewed andelectivelydigitized at the Ventura County Museum.

Author Call# |Title

ASCE 627.82 | Proceedings of the Fall Meeting, Boston Mass., Octodelr, 9
1929

Dispatchers | 627.82 | Memorandum to E.F. Scattergood, March 27, 1828, concernin

Log Bodk destruction at San Francisquito Power Plant No. 2 and St. Fra
Dam

Fife et. al 627.82 | Failure of the St. Francis Dam: San Francisquito Canyon near
Saugus

Garrigues 979.49 |Why D i aebddy TeB Somebody?

Grunsky 627.80 | St. Francis Dam Failure

Jenkins 789.91 | The Breaking of the St. Francis Dam (sound recording)

LA Directory | 917.94 | Ventura County Directory, 1928

Lawrance 627.80 | The Death of the Dam: A Chapter in Southern Calitokistory

Mead 627.80 | The St. Francis Dam Failure

Mulgueen 627.80 | History, Geology, and Photography Related to the Series of
Panoramic Photographs on Display in the Wright Beach Librat
Documenting the Destruction Caused by the Failure of the St.
FrancisDam

Nance 62780 [Ver di ct of the Los Angel es (

Newhall 627.82 | Report on the St. Francis Dam Flood for the Newhall Land anc
Farming Company

Outland 627.82 | Charles F. Outland CollectiorMan Made Disaster, Reviews an
Correspondence Relating this Book

Outland 979.49 | Transcripts of Audio Tapes: The Story of the St. Francis Dam

Ray 62782 |The Dam Keeper 6s Daughter: A

Reardon 34701 |l ndex of Letters Sent to the

Reardon 34701 ([Ventura County QOlentDeatesr 6 s Re

Reardon 347.01 | Letters Sent to Coroner Reardon Regarding Victims of the St.
Francis Dam Disaster

Rippens 627.82 | The St. Francis Dam: a Guide to the Los Angeles Aqueduct af
the Site of the IlFated St. Francis Dam

Thomas 030.00 | I Just Foud Out: About Rebuilding After the Dam Broke

Various 627.80 | St. Francis Dam Disaster, 1928 (file of clippings from newspay

Wiley etal. | 627.80 | Report of the Commission Appointed by Governor C.C. Young
Investigate the Causes Leading to the Failfitb® St. Francis
Dam

Willis 627.80 | Report of the Geology of the St. Francis Dam Site

Winfield 979.49 | Why Big Dams Burst: the Opinions of Several Eminent Hydray

Engineers as to the Probable Case of the Collapse of the St.
Francis Dam
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Table 4.9Newspaper clippingand other articlebom the St. Francis Dam Disaster
ephemera filgigitized at the Ventura County Museum.

Year | Author Publication Title
1928 | Unknown | Western Electric The St. Francis Dam Disaster
News
1928 | Unknown | Oxnard Courier Funerds For Flood Victims are Held Today
1928 | Unknown | American St. Francis Dam Disaster
Autochrome, Co.
1978 | Unknown | Progress Bulletin Survivors Mark Collapse of Dam 50 Years
Ago
1978 | Willman | Los Angeles Tines | Warning Ignored: Dam Collapse Killed 450
1984 | Hey Ventura County The St. Francis Dam Disaster of March 112,
Historical Society 1928
Quarterly
1993 | Rock California Historian | The 1928 St. Francis Dam Disaster
1998 | Ratcliff Ventura County Remembering a Disaster: Museum
StarFree Press Commemorates aibyht of Terror and Heroisn
1998 | Editorial | Oxnard Star We Candt Forget Mar ¢
are Needed to Memorialize Disaster Victims
2000 | Clandos | Los Angeles Times | Exhibit Gives Snapshot of a Disaster
2000 | Eastlake | Ventura County Stal Plan to Renme Highway 126 Draws Fire
2000 | Eastlake | Ventura County Stal St. Francis Dam Memorial Slated
2000 | Gregory | Ventura County Stal 75 Years Later: Memories of St. Francis Datr
Disaster to Become Memorials
2001 | Unknown | Ventura County Stal TV Movie to Depict 198 Dam Collapse

Table 4.6Additional miscellaneous itenfeom the St. Francis Dam Disaster ephemera,fil
digitizedat the Ventura County Museum

Year Author Type Title
1928 Jones Rhymes When the Santa Clara Ran Red: Immortal
Rhymes of the St. Frars Dam Flood
1928 Kennedy | Poem The Breaking of the Dam
1978 SCVSH | Dedication pamphle| St. Francis Dam: California Registered
Historical LandmarkNo. 919
1996 Yewell Term paper The Collapse of the St. Francis Dam
1998 Freeman | Memorial booklet | St. Frants Dam Disaster: 70Anniversary
2001 Black Song(lyrics) St. Francis Dam Disaster
Hendrick | Poem The Breaking of the St. Francis Dam
Wilkman | Proposal A Treatment for a Ninety Minute Documenta
on St. Francis Dam
Unknown | Poem, in Spanish | La Inundacion de California
Unknown | Cemetery Census | Ruiz-PereaCemetery, Saugus, California
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Angel es National Forest Supervisoros Off
As the dam sitePower Plant No. 2 and associated workersmunity, and much of

San Francisquito Canyon are within forestibdaries, | performed a records search at the

Angeles National Forest (ANF) Arcadia Supeovis 6 s (Tablé 47)cAdthough it was

helpful to review each of the archaeological site records for historic sites in the ANF

boundaries, the two main documentsst applicable in this research are the California State

Historic Marker request, submitted in 1978 on the 50 year anniversary of the disaster, and

Table47TRecords reviewed and photocopied at
Office

Author Forest Service # Report

Arbuckle St. Francis Dam Disaster Site, Survey of
California Registered Historical Landmarks

Damann 05-01-53-37 San Francisquito Fire Station

Hirsch 05-01-53-319 LADWP Bridge, DPR Primary Record

Huckabee 05-01-53-335 DrinkwaterFoundation #1

Huckabee 05-01-53-336 Drinkwater Foundation #2

Huckabee Map of the St. Francis Dam remains

Kohut St. Francis Dam Disaster Site, Application fol
Registration of Historical Landmark

Lang DPR Primary Record, San Francisquito Powe
Plant Nb. 2 Workers Housing Historic District

Lee & Kennedy 05-01-00-910 San Francisquito Canyon Administrative Site
Defensible Space Project

Mcintyre et al 05-01-53-251 Raggio Residence, DPR Primary Record

Nilsson & Button Cultural Resources Monitoring alivaluation

Report for the San Francisquito Power Plant
2 Tailings Remediation Project

Sander & Chandle| 05-01-00-819 Heritage Resource Inventory for the Propose
Maintenance of Transmission Line Facilities:
Power Plants 1 & 2

Shaver & Tuthill | 05-01-53-109 Bee Canyon School #3

Shaver & Tuthill | 05-01-53-316 St. Francis Dam Bypass Channel

Shaver & Tuthill | 05-01-53-315 Historic period refuse site

Stone & Triem Site of the St. Francis Dam, California State

Landmark No. 919, National Register of
Historic Places Registration Form

Wessel 05-01-52-104 St. Francis Dam
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pending National Register of Historic Places (NRHP) nomination, which was submitted to
the State Historic Preservation Office in 2004. The nomination was subsequently returned to
the ANF, andHeritage Resource Managers are currently completing the pending items so
that the request can be resubmitted. The expected timeline for resubmission is late 2014.
Documents pertaining to the pd€928 Power Plant No. 2 housing community were also
helpful as they provided history about the 11828 housing community.
Los Angeles Central Library

The main branch of the Los Angeles Public Library (LAPL) holds many of the
preliminary engineering reports discussing causes for the faihdkarge ephemera filef
newspaper clippings, historical society quarterlies, and academic articles relating to the
disaster and the legacy of W. Mulholland. | visited the location on January 10, 2014 and
reviewed all their holding related to the digagTable 4.8 The libray hasseveral local Los
Angeles newspapers on microfiche, including the HeasstedLos Angeles Herald
Examinerthat | reviewed for the months of MartcRJuly 1928. Online, the LAPL provides
theLos Angeles Timasgewspaper and a large selection of hiswphotographs of the dam
site following the failure in their Securityaific National Bank collection and Department

of Water and Power Photo Archive.
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Table 48 Records reviewed and digitized from the California Vertical File, St. Franecrg Da
at the Los Angeles Central Library

Year | Author Publication Title
1978 | Fives& Newhall Signal Historic Moment at Scene of Dam Tragedy
Mason
1978 | Lindgren | Los Angeles Timeg Services Will Honor Victims of Forgotten Dan
Disaster
1978 | Tyler Los Angeles The Day the Dam Broke
Herald Examiner
1988 | Ray LA City Historical | Reunion Honors Victims and Survivors
Society
1995 | Bishop The Southern St. Francis Dam: A Personal Encounter
Californian
1995 | Hoffman | Southern Californig Charles F. Outland, Loté&listorian
Quarterly
1998 | Hoffman | Branding Iron A Decent Burial: Dealing with the Victims of
the St. Francis Tragedy
1998 | Rippens | Branding Iron The Night of the Flood: The Failure of the St.
Francis Dam
1999 | Roderick | Los Angeles Timeg Dam Disaster Killed 450, Bke Mulholland:
Stories That Shaped the Century
2000 | Clandos | Los Angeles Timeg Snapshots from 1928 Take Personal Look at
Night of Terror
2000 | Rasmussel Los Angeles Timeg L.A. then and Now: An Avalanche of Water
Left Death and Ruin in Its Wake
2006 | Iniguez Los Angeles Times Sprawling with Waterways
2003 | Rasussen | Los Angeles Times An Avalanche of Water Left Death and Ruin i
Its Wake
2008 | Bidwell Daily News The Day the Dam Broke
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Old Town Newhall Library

In the Heritage Room of the Old Town Newhaanch of the Santa Clarita Public
Library, located at 24500 Main Street in Santa Clarita, | found\éwehall Signatigitized
and available for viewing on a library PC. | visited the library on August 21, 2013 and
examined articles from March, Aprand May of 1928, as well as disaster related coverage
on the first through third anniversary dates (Table 4.9). No articles made mention of the
disaster on the™and %" anniversaries. As the paper was published weekly, it provided
relatively limited coerage of the disaster itself, though local memorialization efforts and

annual commemorative activities in the months following the disaster, as well as annual

events, were well covered in the Society section.

Table 4.9 Articles reviewed anmmtintedfrom the Newhall Signaht the Old Town Newhall

Library

Year | Day Title

1928 | March 29 | Saugus Community Club Extends Thanks

1928 | April 5 Aftermath:The Little Soldier BurieqPoem)

1928 | April 5 Saugus Sayings: Nellie Hans@oem)

1928 | April 12 Memorial Servtes at Saugus Community Club

1928 | April 26 Memorial A Success

1928 | May 24 In Memoriam: Monument Dedication Brings Great Crowero
Medal Presented.

1929 | March 7 | Saugus Sayings: Reciprocity Day March'13

1929 | March 14 | In Loving Memory First Anniversay of the Great St. Francis Dam
Disaster

1929 | April 11 Dam to Be Destroyed

1930 | March 4 | Saugus Community Club Held a Second Anniversary Remembran

1931 | March 12 | Club Activities: Memorial Servicellarch 13th

1931 | March 12 | Third Anniversary

1931 | March19 | Club Activities: Memorial Services March 13th
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California State University, Northridge, Oviatt Library

At the Oviatt Library Special Collections Room on the California State University
Northridge campusvisited on March 13, 2013 and February 25,420 reviewedholdings
related to the disastand MulhollandTable 410). On the first visit | viewed the Beth
Lomax Hawes Folklore Collection, in which was fouard interview with the artist and
sheet music and lyrics for@panishballad written abouthe flood as a means to notify
family members of the devastatiddn my second visit | reviewed and selectively digitized
recordsfrom theCatherine Mulholland Collection. The 100 year anniversary of the

Table 4.1(Records reviewed and digitized at tBeiatt Library Special Collections Room
on the California State University, Northridge campus.

Year | Author Newspaper Title
1974 | Lomax- Western Folklore | El Corrido de la Inundacion de la Presa de
Hawes San Francisquito: The Story of a Local Ball;

1978 | Bidwell Los Angeles Timeg 50 Years Ago: :MMany He
Refuse to Flee, Die

1978 | Unknown Unknown Dam Disaster Aired (Don Reed program)

1978 | Unknown Unknown St. Francis Dam Marker Ceremonies
Postponed

1987 | Malnic Los Angeles Times No One is Fre&rom Error

1992 | Associated | Las Vegas Review| Mulholland Not to Blame for 1928 Collapse

Press Journal of Dam
1992 | Brantingham| Santa Barbara Blame for Dam Disaster Questioned
NewsPress

1992 | Kozac Daily News Mulholland No Longer Blamed for Dam
Collapse

1992 | Lefler Daily News Rain Delays Society Tour of Disaster Site

1992 | Smith Daily News Ancient Landslide b
Tragedy

1997 | Sandoval Los Angeles Timeg Battle for Heart of San Francisquito

1998 | Hulse Los Angeles Times Exhibit Looks at 1928 dtapse of St. Francis
Dam

1998 | Schubert Daily News Survivors Recall Dam Catastrophe of 1928

1998 | Schubert Daily News Tour Visits Site of
St. Francis Dam Collapse Still Visible

2000 | Rock Daily News Honoring Living Lost in Dam Diaster
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Aqueduct, in 2013, prompted the library to catalog the collection, which includes a
compil ation of documents that chronicles the
Mulholland, Chief Engineer of the LADWP. This collection includes W. Mulhl a nd 6 s
professional office files, and documents that provide the economic, political, and social
context in which Los Angeles water history developed.
Fillmore Public Library and Historical Museum

At the Fillmore Library, visited on January 28, 201d8iditized disaster coverage in
two historical newspapers, thédimore Heraldand theFillmore Independentfor the months
of March-July 1928. Thdibrary had theHerald available on microfilmand thelndependent
was a bound copy of the original newspagdephotographed individual articles directly from
the microfilm reader screen and bound volume. Beghe valuable additions to this research,
as they provided an emic point of view, versusTimesand other Los Angeles based
newspaperwshich voicedh e ci t ydos. perspectives

The Fillmore Museum, visited on August 21, 2013, has a small display about the
disaster and an archives room, which holds lochaéepera from the Fillmore arela. a box
labeled1928 Misc. NewspapeisSt. Francis Dam Flood founda large number of
clippings fromvariousSouthern California newspapers documentirefloods aftermath as
well as articles discussing commemoraeventsthat have taken place over the years
chose not tdigitize the articles from 192Because | lthalreadyobtained many of these
same articles at the Fillmore Library, and most the others were from the Los Angeles Times,
which are available Online through ProQuéstarticles documenting commemorative
actvities were digitized, howeveasthey induded photographs which fall under different

copyright lawshan textand are not available Onlirf€able 4.1}. Fillmore High School
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Table 4.1 Records reviewed and digitized at the Fillmore Historical Museum.

Year | Author Publication Title
1978 | Outland Ventura County Disaster Sidelight: the Missing Daughter
StarFree Press
1978 | Ray Newhall Signal Search For the Dam
Letter to Coder
1978 | Unknown Newhall Signal Anniversary of Collapse of St. Francis Dan
Noted in New Book, Memorial Bhned
1978 | Unknown Ventura County Photos of Disaster Were Ordered as
StarFree Press Evidence
1978 | Willman Los Angeles Times | Disaster Was WelKept Secret
1978 | Willman Los Angeles Times | Iron Monster Recalls 1928 Dam Disaster
1978 | Willman Los Angeles Tmes | Survivor Holds Metal Awarded to Her
Familyds Dog Which
Years Ago
1978 | Willman Los Angeles Times | Survivors Will Gather Today
yearbooks from the 19206s, and sever al
1900 were fon d n the museumébés coll ection and

research.

Santa Paula Blanchard Public Library

The Santa Paula Blanchard Public Library readily provided me with searchable PDF

files of theSanta Paula ChroniclandSanta Paul&Reviewfor the year of 1928n the

California room, within the library, | found several pamphlets ather ephemera discussing

pastmemorialization efforts, including the . $trancis Dam Memorial Projebtoments in

Time ard the St. Francis Dam Disastdemories and Memorialgroject.A file of

newspaper clippings included a collection of articles documenting commemorative activities

onthe §' 19" 24" 258" and 78" anniversaries of the disaster. ThaliforniaOil Museum

in Santa Paulbas hostedeveral temporary exhibits on the disaster, which were well

documented in the dektion ofclippings (Table 4.1

79

hi sto



Table 4.12Newspaper clippingand other ephemetiagitized at the Santa Paula Blanchard
Public Library

Year | Author Source Title

1928 | Renfro Santa Paula Chronicl¢ The Tragedy of the St. Francis Dam

1933 | Unknown | Santa Paula Chronicl¢ Today Fifth Anniversary of Flood Which
Took 500 Lives in County

1947 | Unknown | Santa Paula Chronicl¢ St. Francis Dam Disaster Occurred 19 Yeg
Ago Today

1952 | Unknown | Santa Paula Chronicl¢ Thursday 24 Anniversary of Dam Disaster

1953 | Unknown | Santa Paula Chronicl¢ 25 Years Ago Today

1998 | Gregory | Ventura County Star | Dam Break; Heroes and Survivors

2001 | Kelly Santa Paula Times | Aviation Museum of SP Preser§s$. Francis
Dam Disaster Program

2002 | Kelly Santa Paula Times | The St. Francis Dam Disaster: Memories 3
Memorial sé6 closes J

2003 | Kelly Santa Paula News The Warning Monument to be Unveiled at
St. Francis Dam Disaster Commemoration

2004 | Kelly Sant Paula News St. Francis Dam: Unknown Victims to be
Recognized on Disaster Anniversary, Marg
13.

2004 | Kelly Santa Paula News St. Francis Dam: Unknown Victims
Recognized on Disaster Anniversary

2008 | Kelly Santa Paula Times | Exhibit Tells A Story About StFrancis Dam
Disaster

Each of these archives provided primary source documents, including the files used to
adjudicate death claims, the records from each of the-stakenorguespoems and songs,
engineering reportgyral histories of survivors, aneéwspaper arties from 1928 to the
presentThese resources proved to be invaluable when establishing a list of victims and leads
on their possible burial locations, as well as understanding how the public narrative has
developed over the yeaiBhere isalso no shortage of resources available Online, relating to
the disaster. These resources are too numerous to list in detail; however, sevesll are

worth discussingTheLos Angeles Timas accessibléhroughProQuest Historical
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Newspapers, and numeoather Southern California papers, including several published in
communities in and adjacent to the flood zone, are available through Google News Archive.
Historical Societies and Dammies

The public narrative observable today is largely due to thetetbba network of
historical societies and dam historiansfi d a mmi e communifie$ weith the flood zone
which currently havéistoricalsocieties ar&anta Clarita Valley, Fillmore, SanPaula, and
Ventura Contact was made with the leadership amniners of each of these societiBse
Santa Clarita Valley Historical Society (SCVHS) allowed me to view their disaster related
records housed at the Sauguain DepotMuseum at Heritage Square in Newh#iey have
compiled an impressive archive of pbgtaphs, oral history interviews with survivors, and
newspaper headlines covering the disaster, from all over the country, which they have made
available Online at http://www.scvhistory.com/scvhistory/stfrancis.htm. The SCVHS has
hosted annual talks abaile dam site and given tours since 1992, and has been instrumental
in placing memorials at the dam site in 1978 and at LADWP power plant 2 in 1978 and 2003.
The Fillmore Historical Society houses its historical records collection at the Fillmore
Historicd Museum; their disaster related archival holdings have previously been discussed.
The Santa Paula Historical Society maintains an archive of materials that have been donated
to and collected by the society. Their collection is housed at the Califormidu®dum in
Santa Paula. Disaster related materials include photographs, oral history interviews with
survivors and those involved in restoration efforts, and newspaper clippings. The society has
hosted talks about the failure, and has been instrumerdejamizing disaster related

exhibits at the California Oil Museum. In recent years, the society has placed a memorial to
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the unknown flood victims in Santa Paula Cemetery and hosted annual ceremonies at the
cemetery recreating the large public buriallob@l victims in 1928.

Many of the dammies have organized communignés commemorating the
disaster, such d@eurs of the dam site, survivor reunions, museum exhibiey alsovork
with local media and generate articles and interest around the aanwdates. Historical
society members and dammies have communicated firsthand with survivors and kin of flood
victims, influencing their understanding and remembering of the disaster as well as what they
choose to pass on to the pubSUN graduate Judelicon interviewed the presiderds
each historical society, as well as multiple dammies, in support of this research (Licon 2014).
Field Research

My fieldwork waspredominatelyspread out throughout Los Angekasd southern
Venturacounties, though fev cemeteries were also visitedRiverside, Orangeand San
Bernardinacounties Within the flood zonefieldwork consisted of visiting each community
looking for vaious forms of memorializatioras well as locating and documenting burials
cemeteriegFigure 4.3. In Los Angeles County, the communities | visited includkd
LADWP Power Plant No. 2 workers community, San Francisquito Canyon, Santa Clarita
Valley, and Castaic Junction. In Ventura County | visited communities through the Santa
Clara Rier Valley; these cities included Piru, Fillmore, Bardsdale, Santa Paula and Ventura.
Six cemeteries were visited within the flood zone, 19 in the greater Los Angeles area, and 40

throughout the United States via Findagrave.com volunteers.
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Monuments, Memorials, and Memorabilia
During the summer of 2013 | visited each of the communities affected by the 1928

floodwaters. Much of the ephemeral and permanent forms of memorialization of the disaster

were documented (Table 8)1 Memorials were found througmiine research prior to

Table 4.B Monuments, memorials, musewxhibitsand memorabili@ocumented within

the flood zone.

Memorialization Community Year Placed
Ruins of the St. Francis Dam Dam Site 1928
Base of SCVHS Monument Dam Site May 1978
California Landmark Plaque LADWP Power Plant No. 2 1980
Painted over LADWP Monument | LADWP Power Plant No. 2 March2003
St. Francis Dam Disaster Memorig San Francisquit&ire Station , updated 2013
USDA/Angeles National Forest 2014
Memorial to Flood Victins Ruiz-PereaCemetery, May 1928
San Francisquito Canyon
Exhibit Tesoro Adobe Historic Park , 2000s
Santa Clarita
Saugus Community Club Plaque | Saugus Community Clubhouse May 1928
Saugus Elementary School unknown
Saugus Train Depot, Santa Clarita | March 1978
Bell from San Francisquito Canyo| unknown unknown
schoolhouse Saugus Elementary School unknown
Saugus Train Depot, Santa Clarita | March 1978
Newhall Metrolink Station 1998
Photographs Valencia Car Wash 2012
Exhibit Historical MuseumfFillmore 2000s
Exhibit: Dam Break: Heroes & California Oil Museum, Santa Paulg 2/19984/1998
Survivors
Exhibit, photosdonatedrom flood | Snapshot Museum, Santa Paula | 3/20066/2000
survivors
Exhibit: Memories and Memorials | California Oil Museum, Santa Paulg 12/200%
1/2002
The Warning Monument 10" and Santa Barbara Street, 2003
Santa Paula
Monument to Unknown Victims | Santa Paula Cemetery, Santa Paul{ 2004
Exhibit: St. Francis Dam Disaster | California Oil Museum, Santa Paulg 3/20087/2008
80" Anniversary
Isensee Panorama Images of the | Watershed Protection District, unknown
1928 flood zone Ventura County Complex
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visiting the flood zone or by contacting local historical societies. Documentation consisted of
visiting, photographing, and visually inspectiegch monument. Monuments were found in
public spaces, cemeteries, museums, and historical societies. More ephemeral forms of
memorialization, such as temporary museum exhibits and photos displayed on the wall of a
car wash, were also recorded.

Grave Markers

Six cemeteries were visited within the flood z¢heable 4.14. Burial locations
throughout Southern California were visited as they were discovered in documents or
through online researdffable 4.5). Burials outside of the greater Los Angeles area&wer
located through Online genealogical research based on facts gleaned in the individual claims
files (Table 4.6). Photographs of each of tgeave markersvere requested through the
website Findagrave.com. The locations of those buried in cemeteriegttbuahe flood
zone and elsewhere in Southern California were identified through the use of several sources,
including the Claims Records, records from the rastiié morgues, and lists of the dead
published in historical newspapers.

From these unique acces | have compiled a list of the dead and their burial locations
and visited each grave to document the current state of the grave marker (Appendix B). Staff
at most the cemeteries | visited provided interment data not otherwise available, as well as
plot maps to aid in physically locating the burials within the cemetery. Most of the cemetery
staff | spoke with were not aware that victims of the disaster were buried within their
grounds, with the exception of Bardsdale, Santa Paula and Ivy Lawn cemetew&ich

staff pointed out the sections flood victims were buried without referencing records.
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Table 4.14Cemeteries visited within the flood zone

Cemetery City County # of Burials
Bardsdale Bardsdale Ventura 28
vy Lawn Ventura Ventura 57
Piru Piru Ventura 19
Ruiz-Perea Santa Clarita | Los Angeles 9
Santa Clar&atholic Oxnard Ventura 2
Santa Paula Santa Paula Ventura 58
Table 4.5 Cemeteries visited in the greater Los Angeles Area.
Cemetery City County # of Burials
Angelus Abbey Compton Los Angeles 2
CalvaryCatholic Los Angeles Los Angeles 11
Evergreen Los Angeles Los Angeles 6
Fairhaven Memorial Park | Santa Ana Orange 8
Forest Lawn Glendale Los Angeles 18
Grand View Memorial Park | Glendale Los Angeles 6
Inglewood Park Inglewood Los Angeles 2
Japanese Port Hueneme | Ventura 1
Lancaster Lancaster Los Angeles 5
Live Oak Monrovia Los Angeles 1
Los Angeles National Los Angeles Los Angeles 2
Mountain View San Bernardino| San Bernardino 1
Oakwood Chatsworth Los Angeles 31
Odd Fellovs Los Angeles Los Angeles 1
Roosevelt Memorial Park | Gardena Los Angeles 3
San Gabriel San Gabriel Los Angeles 1
San Gorgonio Memorial Parl Banning Riverside 5
Santa Ana Santa Ana Orange 1
Woodlawn Santa Monica | Los Angeles 4
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Table 4.5 Cemeteries outside of the greater Los Angeles area visited by findagrave.com

volunteers.

Cemetery City State # of Burials
Altoona Altoona Kansas 1
Berwick Berwick lowa 1
Blossom Hill Concord New Hampshire | 1
Chartiers Carnegie Pennsylvania 1
City Memorial Park Honolulu Hawaii 1
Conrad Memorial Kalispel Montana 1
Corpus Christi Ft. Dodge lowa 1
East New Market East New Market | Maryland 1
George West George West Texas 1
Greenwood Bolivar Missouri 1
Greenwood Memorial Park | San Diego California 2
Hollywood Atlanta Georgia 1
Holy Cross Wilson Wisconsin 1
Home of Peace Porterville California 1
Knight's Ferry Stanislaus California 1
Lodi Lodi California 1
Mann Clayton Georgia 1
Mt. Hope San Diego California 1
Mt. Washington Independence Missouri 1
Mountain View Auburn Washington 1
Mountain View Farmington Washington 1
Murrayods ChaygLoudon Tennessee 1
Nuevo Memory Gardens Ramona California 1
Oak Grove Eudora Missouri 1
Oakwood Warren Ohio 1
Partridge Reno Kansas 1
Pine Bluff Galesville Wisconsin 1
Pleasant Hill Blount Tennessee 3
Porterville Porterville California 1
Red Lodge Red Lodge Montana 1
Riverside North Chelmsford | Massachusetts | 1
Saltillo Saltillo Indiana 1
Sanger Sanger California 1
Santa Monica Barrie Vermont 1
Sebastopol Sebastopol California 1
Union Bakersfield California 2
United German & French | Cheektowaga New York 1
Visalia Public Visalia California 2
West View Sweetwater Tennessee 1
Woodlake Woodlake California 1
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Documentation consisted of photaghing the marker and grave site and recording
the inscription. | also photographed family plots in instances where an entire family was
killed in the flood and buried together. Unmarked graves were photographed, individually,
and in context to other vietis within the cemetery, and these photos have been edited to
include text indicating the location and names associated with each burial being documented.
| also recorded the following dat&) the marker type (i.eupright or flat), ii)if a family
markerwas present in addition to the individual marker ifig. marker was shared by
multiple individuals, iv) the birth and death year, v) the birthday day and moenhdge, vi)
the presencef iconographyand viii) epitaph.

Genealogical research time websiteancestry.com allowed for the identification of
the states and hontewns of manyf themen associated with the Southern California
EdisonKemp campOnce | found the burial location of close kin, | was able to request that a
find-a-grave volunteevisit a specific cemetery to see if a victim was buried onsite. Once
located, volunteers woulabst photographs of the graWWhen markers were not present,
volunteers photographed the burial plot. Permission has been obtained for all dorgpict
usedin this analysisl have organizeéach ofthe grave marker photographs digitaftyfile
folders, by cemeteryProper photo credit is saved in the name of each file. | have also made
all these photographs available on findagrave.com, in a virtual cgno¢tibwod victims
titled Victims of the St. Francis Dam Disas{&tansell 2014
Public Outreach

In the spring of 2013, under the direction of Dr. JaEeSnead, | led survey efforts
in San Francisquito Canyon from the dam site south to the Angetemhbll Forest boundary

f or C Bddguitters Casualties ProjeQur primary focus was to intensively survey below
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the PowePlant No.2 community, which was eragiited in the 1928 floodwatewlthough
the results of those survey efforts are largely detsine parameters of the research design of
this thesis, the serweekly visits to the canyon allowed me to spend significant time in the
landscape of the flood zone, to monitor memorialization efforts around the dam site, and to
engage with community merals including local ranch avers, DWP employees, and
dammies

Sufficient interest was generated tby CSUN
a symposium, held in May 201®&hich allowed a venue to present our project results and
gave local dammiethe opportunity to meet together and discuss their indalichterests in
the disaster-ormation of a Facebook group titled St. Francis Dam Archaeology shortly
followed the2013symposium, and as &fpril 2014 the group has 26GembersSurveying
in SanFrancisquito Canyon, the Forgotten Casualties symposium, and the St. Francis Dam
archaeology Facebook group have each provided additional opportunities to observe how the
public narrative of the disaster is currently understood, conceptualized, sharedrbetw
interested parties, and presented to the publarge.

In March of 2012 and 2013 | attended #mualtalk and tour of the dam site hosted
by the Santa Clarita Valley Historical Society. This event provided a forum where | could
communicate withndividuals having differing levels of interest in the disaster, and allowed
me the opportunity to evaluate the information concerning the disaster and its victims being
disseminated to the public todadm open dialog has been maintained throughout theseo
of the research project with members from each of the local historical societies. These
opportunities allowed me to gain a better understanding of how each community, and

associated historical society, remembers and memorializes the disaster.
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Undersanding the development of the public narrative and what has been
remembered of the St. Francis Dam disaster and its victims was accomplished by reviewing
newspapers articles from 1928 to the present, listening to previously recorded oral histories
performel with survivors, engaging in dialog with dammies, communicating with survivors
and descendants, and conversing with theipabllarge during field workbDrawing from a
variety of resources, as well as keeping an open line of communication with Idcatals
societies, dammies, ranchers, and ositekeholdertias exposed me to how individuals in
each of the communities throughout the flood zone reflect on the disaster differentially, and
helped provide an overall sense of the level of rememberirge @isaster.

Research Schedule

This research commenced in October@mhd was completed by February 2014
The bulk of the archival research took place over the suswh@012and 2013 Cemetery
surveys, online research, and recording graves have lzeastant throughout the span of
the project. | visited each of the communities in the 1928 flood zone (San Francisquito
Canyon,Santa ClaritaPiru, Bardsdale, Fillmore, and Santa Paula) documenting public

memorialization during the summer of 2013.
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CHAPTER V
DATA PRESENTATION

The St. Francis Dam disaster and its victims have besnorializedhroughmany
diverse forms commemoratioastatemonumennear the dam sifeommunitymemorials
throughouthe flood zonegrave markerg cemeteries acreghe United Statepast and
presenmuseunexhibits andmemorabilia Various types oéphemeraand conceptual
commemorationassociated with theventwere also discovere@hesedistinctforms of
memorializatiorpay tribute tovariousaspects of disder and representehlemembrances of
different communitieand individualghroughoutthe SanClarita Valleyand the Santa Clara
River Valley.
Monuments and Memorials

Eachmonument ananemorial found illustrated unique aspects of the disaster wished
to be remembered and commemorated by thenwenityand individualghat erected itAs
such, the discussion which follows documents various categdgrgesnmemoration
clustered by ammunity A description of each communiég it was in 1928 and is noas
well as supporting documentatipertainingto the erectionof eachmonumentceremonies
thatwereheld atthe time of placemenand any other pertinent informaticare includedn
the following data presentation
Ruins of the St. Francis Dam

The St. Francis am was located in San Francisquito Cangiwven the canyons
narrow gegraphyand proximity to the dam siteesidentsufferedtheth o d 6 s mo st
devastating impacht the time of the disaster the canyon was a relatively remote and rural

area, incontrast to the agricultural towns downstredimis distinction is remains today, as a
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large portion of the land is within the boundaries of ANF. These circumstancesovide
unique condition$or local commemoration.
No formal monument currently existg theSt. Francis @m site Theremains
themselves deerve as an informal memorial to the disgstath their own unique history.
As suchcommemoration at the ruins is distinct from other communities within the disaster
zone The dansite is locatedn San Francisquito Canyon in Sec. 1, T5N, R15W, 10 miles
northeast of the City of Santa Claritethin the boundaries of th&NF. The site today
consists of several dynamited blocks of dam and the dynamited west wall dyke, bisected by
formersectionof San Francisquit€anyonRoad(Figures 5.1a and 5. 1bAccess is
currently by foot path along this abandoned road section, a casualty of 2005 storm runoff.
The first Amonumento associated with the
itself. When tle dam broke apart in 1928, the center section measuring about 180 feet high,
90 feet wide, and 110 feet thick at its base remained standing while other sections were
carried downstream by the powerful forces of the floodwaters (Nilsson and Button 2011:27;
Figue5) . Thi s standing remnant was quickly dut
considerable attention in the aftermath of the flood (Ellensburg Daily Record, 25 April
1929). Although access to the flood zone in general, and the dam site specifecalydao
have been limited by authorities on the grounds of public safety (Jackson 2013:128), there
are photographs circulated illustrating many individuals visited the dam ruins during this

period.
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(b)

FIGURE 5.1Ruins of the St. Francis Dara)(view NE from abandoned section of San
Francisquito Road and (lslew NW from Forest Hwy 6N21 (Photo by author, 2013).
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FIGURE 5.2Upstream view of the remaim$ the St. Francis DanMarch 1928 illustrating
t he At o(@b sde Callection, U.C. \Ater Resources Center Archives, Berkeley,
colorized by P. Horton)

However, this and other intact sections of the dam were dynamited in 1929 by the
BP&L (LAT, 11 May 1929). Eighteen yeald Leroy Parker fell from the tombstone on May
27,1928,dyinglare t hat day in the San Fernando Hospi
father filed suit against t [eath@ismighthavée Los An
been a contributing factor in the decision to dynamite the rliiissaso expressed, thohg
less commonlythat the tombstone stood as a grim reminder of the disaster (LAT, 11 May
1929;Newhall Signal 11 April 1929¥ichols 2002:22

A second memorial at the dam site was installed in 1@&78&e ridgesouth west of
the main section of the damins The plaque was placed by the Santa Clarita Valley

Historical Societyn honor of the 50 year annisarry of the disaster (Figure $.3he
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# Newhall Signal & Saugus Enterprise » Wednesday, May 24, 1978

Historic Moment At Scene Of Dam Tragedy

The dedication of the site of the St. Francis Dam disaster as an bllnrlnl landmudr Sunday was the
final act in a drama begun 50 years ago. The we for the site arrived Mgaeoueh driven by
Denzil Cameron with Blf raham riding lhulgun e Placerita junior high scb» ed a fan-

fare. Santa Clarita Vﬂ"-y mmrkd Socl.z president Mimi White explains about the landmark as
Jerry Reynolds and Paul S| ical

plague. Muny of the survivors of Oho ﬂood which

killed more than 400 panom
explained how a young boy at a Castaic Junction restaurant lltard the water coming nnd ran for hi h
ground. The boy’s hmﬂ, wﬁo nlmod to heed his warning, perished. For more details of i
ceremony, see The Signal’s Society Sectio,

Photos by Tim Fives and Tony Mason

FIGURES.3Photos of the dedication ceremony for a plaque placed in 1978 at the St. Francis
Dam site (NewhihSignal, 24 May1978).

dedication took place in May, as San Francisquito Canyon Road was washed out in March,
on the anniversary date (Hoffman 1992:206). Flood survivors, historical society members
from Santa Clarita Valley and Santa Paula, and othenamity members attended the
commemoration. fie plaque wabrought in by stagecoagchlong the old Butterfield route
historical society members displayed thaqueand explained the disasters historical

significance(Newhall Signal, 24 May 1978The plajue stated:
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St. Francis Dam Site

On this site in August of 1924 construction
started on the St. Francis Dam, a unit of
the Los Angeles Aqueduct. When it was
completed in May of 1926, this concrete

dam stood 185 feet about streambed,
impounding a 610 staceacre lake.

At 11:57 ¥2 P.M., March 12, 1928, the dam
collapsed causing the second greatest
disaster in the state of California. At least
425 lives were lost in the 3 % hours that it
tookthe released water to travel Bdles
down the Santa Clara Riv¥alley to the sea at Ventura.
This plaque placed by
Santa Clarita Valley Historical Society
March 12, 1928
(State Historical Status Pend)ng
The base of this monument is still present; however, the plaque that sat upon it was removed
days after initialy installed. Some dammies say the plaque was vandalized; others say it was
stolen(Ray 2014; Rock 2024
Field research at the dam site in 2012 identified additional evidence of
commemorative activity at the locatiorhis ephemeramemorial consisted @& wooden
cross withi St . Fr anci wsrittihanrhlack markeriacnasdthe front; a pile of rocks

was placed at its base (Figuréb.Several tour groups had been to the site in the preceding

days,coinciding with the 8% anniversary of the failureThis may account for its placement.
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FIGURES.4 Cross observed at St. Francis Dam ruins, March 10, 2012 (Photo by author,
2012)
California Historical Landmark No. 919 Plaque

Power Plant No. 2 is a hydroelectric power plant utilizing water frar-trst Los
Angeles Agqueduct to generate electricity. Directly west of the power plant in Burns Canyon,
a complex of buildings, including one clubhouse, one dormitory, 10 Bungalow style workers

cottages, recreational facilities (e.g. swimming pool, teocmist, basketball court, horse
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shoe court, park, and barbeque area), and several outbuildings provide the housing and
support for workers and their families (Lang 2010a:2). The power plant and associated
workers housing historic district that exist tod@gre reconstructed in 1928 and 1929
following the dam failure (Allen 1929:6@5). Of the 75 individuals living between the dam
site and Power Plant No.2, only three survived the flood (Appendix B).

A California Historical Landmark plaque recognizing theadter is presently located
behind a chantinked fence in front of San Francisquito Power Plant No. 2 (FigieThe
memorial states:

St. Francis Dam Disaster Site
The St. Francis Dam, part of the Los Angeles Aqueduct system, stood 1 ¥2 miles
north ofthis site. On March 12, 1928, the &t high concrete dam collapsed

just before midnight, sending 12 %2 billion gallons of water roaring down the

Santa Clara River Valley 54 miles to the

greatest disaster; over 450ds were lost.
California Registered Historical Landmark, No. 919
Plaque placed by the State Department of Parks and Recreation in cooperation
with Los Angeles Department of Water and power, U.S. Forest Service, and
Santa Clarita Valley Historical Socyet
Dedicated March 12, 1978

This monument consists of a bronze plaque mounted to a piece of the dam. Although the
plaque states it was dedicated March 12, 1978, the California Registered Historical
Landmarka ppl i cati on on f i | eficeandicatehrangeAssNliBnoBuper vi s
request the plaque until September 16, 1980. Additional correspondence in the file indicated
the ANF delayed placement so that they might collaborate with members from the Santa

Clarita Valley Historical Society in construagj the narrative placed on the plaque. Based on

photographs documenting the event, the unveiling was observed by a relatively small group
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FIGURES.5 CaliforniaHistorical LandmarkPlagueNo. 919locatedat San Francisquito
Power PlaniNo. 2 (Photo by athor, 2012)
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of LADWP employees, members of the Santa Clarita Valley and Santa Paula historical
societies, and ANF rangers. Dam historian Charles Outland participated in the ceremony.
Department of Water and Power Memorial

On March 13, 2003, in honor tfe 78" anniversary of the failure, the LADWP

placed a 2@oot tall monument alongside the 1978 California Landmark Plaque (Figure 5.6).

Thisme mor i al consisted of a timeline and photo
and demise. The purposetoh e memor i al was to Adocument t hi
with a timeline and pertinent st atosssetal. cs t o

2003:18) Power Plant No. 2 was repainted in preparation of the event, during which the Art
Deco motifs ad city seals on the building were restored to the original colors used when the
building was rebuilt in 1928The memorial stated:

St. Francis Dam & Reservoir

July 1923

Studies of the site and preliminary designs are completed. The project provides
addtional water storage at the south end of the Los Angeles Aqueduct and south
of the San Andreas Fault.

March 1924
Work begins on a curved concrete gravity dam in San Francisquito Canyon; the
first concrete is placed in August.

March 1926

Water from the Le Angeles Aqueduct is diverted into the reservoir for the first

time. The reservoirbésfeeesi gn capacity is !
May 1926

Construction is complete as the reservoir continues to fill.

March 7, 1928

The reservoir reaches its maximum elevatioh,884.75 feet, three inches
below the spillway.

March 12, 1928
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William Mulholland and Harvey Van Norman inspect the dam about noon after
receiving a report of leaks and find no cause for alarm. St. Francis Dam
collapses at 11:57 p.m.

March 13, 1928
The LADWP housing complex and the San Francisquito Power Plant No. 2,

located 9,300 feet downstream from the dam site are completely destroyed with

the exception of the twin hydroelectric turbines. Floodwaters take the lives of

about 450 men, women and childré3 are LADWP work and family

members.
The 2003 LADWP memorial lasted only a few years; the printing became difficult to read
and it was felt to be disrespectful to the victims to leave it in a faded, dilapidated condition.
The LADWP had the memorial paed over less than 10 years after it was placed.
Forest Service Memorial

Adjacent to Power Plant No. 2 is the Angeles National Forest San Francisquito Fire

Station. During my first visit to this location on December 3, 2011, | observed two cork
boards bkind glass displaying photos of the dam after aftermath of the flood and a piece of
dam mounted to a concrete base along with a plaque displaying the same narrative as the
California Landmark Plaque (Figure 5.7a). Over the course of the research thisahbasor
changed several times as fire fighters stationed at this location have worked on it during their
free time. Photographs documenting the dam and disaster have been placed on the wall
recently built behind the memorial displaying a piece of dam; vahaf the cork boards has

taken place as the new memorial is now complete (Figure 5.7b).
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(b)

FIGURE 57 Memorial at the Angeles National Forest Fire Station (a) December 3, 2011 and
(b) May 20, 2014 (Phowby author2011 and2014)
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Newhall Cowboys Memorial to Flood Victims at Ruiz Cemetery

Floodwaterdlid not reach the towns centers of Newhall and Saugug\er, at least
45 individuals were killed who lived on and worked the family ranches on the northern and
western outskirts, at Southern California Edison substation at Saugus, Newhall Ranch lands
near Castaic, or near the Southern Pacific siding atiCdstaction (Appendix B). These
communities were more heavily populated at the time of the disaster than San Francisquito
Canyon, just as they are today. These circumstances provide their own unique conditions for
local commemoration.

A monument, placed oday 20, 1928 by William S. Hart and the Newhall Cowboys
in commemoration of flood victims, sits in withiRuiz-Perea Cemetery (Figure8a. and
5.8b). Today its inscription is obliterated by the effects of the arid climate and from damage
incurred duringhie Copper Fire. This monument was originally intended to mark the grave
of an infant that went unidentified days in the Newhall morgue; shortly before the intended
interment the boy, who was given the nicknan
year old John Traxler (SPC, 24 March 1928:1). Today the marker serves as a cenotaph to all
flood victims.

The communities of the Santa Clara River Valley were heavily impacted by the 1928
floodwatersunleased by the failure of the St. Francis Dam. Thieyw& made up of small
and large heterogeneous communities interspersed over 40 miles from the Los
Angeles/Ventura County line to the coast, in Ventura. The rural nature of the valley has

resulted in each community creating their own unique, local fofreemmemoration.

103



(b)
FIGURE 58 (a) William S. Hart and the Newhall Cowboys at RBierea Cemetery
memorial dedication, 1928 and (b) the memorial in 2002 (Photos provideGWmS).
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The Warning Monument

Santa Paula was the most heavily populafesll the communities impacted within

the flood zone. The community receivabroximately 1 Yhoursadvance warning of the
flood, which prompted evacuations throughout #treaand resultedh thousands of lives
being saveddighwayPatrolmen drove upnal down streetsn motorcyclesvith sirens
blaring in attempts to warn as many residents as posgible tlephone switchboard
operatorsk n o wn as ,distuek koltheir pgsts arld sang rurasidentsAll are
credited as A h daseocecsmstaricestcrhated dnitpealcahditions Tor

commemorationwith a focus ormemorializingheroes and survivors.

A memorial recognizing flood heroes and survivors of the disaster can be found in the

Santa Paula town centerear their istoric tran depotat 10" and Santa Barbara Streets
(Figure 5.9 Figure 5.0). The sculpturetitled The Warningdepicts two officers riding
motorcycles in the act of warning the residents to head to higher githm&anta Paula

Historical Society circulated sexal press releases prior to the memorial dedication,

requesting names and address of survivors so that living survivors and their descendants

could receive formal invitations to attend. Dammie John Nichols, who played an integral role

in the placement ahe Warning memorial, delivered the oration atdkdication. He stated:

AMany people here are alive today because

dawn on March 13, 1928 and in the days after. Many here today survived and
went on to have children and gdahildren. Entire family lines could have been
snuffed out that night without the acts of heroism that we honor here today.

For the past few years many of us here in Santa Paula have been thinking over
the concept of heroism. In 1998, for thé"zZhnivesary of the St. Francis Dam
Disaster Mike Nelson came up with the title for our exhibit at the City of Santa

Paul a6s California Oil Museum. | t was

the direction of the exhibit. We chose to honor the memory ofithiens by
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FIGURE 5.9The Warning Monument, in Santa Paula, memorializing heroes and survivors of
the flood(Photo by authqr2013.

telling stories of the living. As the idea for the subject of the monumental

sculpture took shape we followed thatree path.

What has emerged out of the history of the dead and destruction caused by the

flood are many true stories of heroic acts performed by heroic citizens. The

stories are coming forth in books and newspaper articles, in museum exhibits

and video dogmentaries, in radio and television interviews and in monuments

|l i ke the one we are unveiling todayo ( Nicl
Nichols went on to communicate information about specific heroes as well as their heroic

acts, as well as explain that due to the gregaauring of acts of heroism on the night of the

flood no one single monument could represent each act.
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Figure 5.D Plaque on the Warning Monument in Santa Paula (Photo by ad0kg
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The Warning memorial was placed as part of the St. FranosNDdemorial Project
Moments in Timean effortstarted in 1998, in preparation for thé"&hniversary of the
disaster. The goal of the project was to place up to seven pieces of public art along the 54
mile path of destruction, with different communite® mor i al i zi ng a A moment
when a heroic act occurred within theemmunity The project was organized by a
committee of individuals from the Santa Paula Historical Society, Saticoy Historical Society,
City of Fillmore, LADWP employees, and othememunity membersSanta Paula was the
only community in the flood zongbservedo haveereceda monumenftor this memorial
project.

Grave Markers

The burial locations of 305 of the 36&covered victims of the disaster were
documentedn this research.d&th of the 30%urial locatios identified were located and
photographed by eithenyself or via findagrave.com volunteei$iese intement locations
were dispersed in 64 cemeteries across the United States. The burial locatoes of
victims were unala to be confirmed because they were either outside of the greater Los
Angeles area and the findagrave.com reguastenot fulfilled or the cemetery officewere
unable to find record of the bursal
Burial s in Cemeteries wthin the Flood Zone

Just ove half of the recovered victims of the disaster were buried in cemeteries
within the flood zonéAppendix Q. Thesel71 intementswerein six cemeteriesone family
burying ground, two small community cemeteries, two city cemeteries, and one Catholic
cemdery. Eighty-seven exactly lalf of these burials, were not merialized at the time of

interment, and they remain unmarked to this day. Sixty of these individuals were
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interred without their identity being determined, most likelactor in whythe graves were
left unmarkedFour grave markersnemorializing 22 victimshave epitaphs indicating that
the individuals were victims of the St. Francis Dam Disaster; floesenarkers are alll
inscribed in Spanish.
Ruiz-PereaCemetery
Ruiz-PereaCemeteryis a smalfamily burying groungdwhich sits on a hill behind
29615 San Francisquito Canyon Raadan Francisquito Canyorinterments datback to
the 18505, and he latest burial in the cemetemas performed in the 1960Trhe cemetery
wasjust outsideof the path of théloodwaters nine victims eight of whichweremembers of
the Ruiz familywereburied within its groundéFigure 5.1). The victims lived in the
canyon on the Ruiz ranch, which was adjacent to the cemetery and in the direct path of the
floodwaters The Ruiz casualties are signified by a family marker with associated headstones,

although the cause of death is unspecifi€de graveof one flood victim Phillip Cesena

remains unmarked

Figure 5.1 Ruiz and Erratchuo gravesthe Ruiz-PereaCemetery in San Francisquito
Canyon(Photo by author, 2013).
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Photos of the cemetery, shared on the findagrave.com, indicate the grounds were
heavily overgrown in 2009; however, a visit on March 3, 2013 happened to coincide with
clearrup efforts baig performed by descendants. A granddaughteseweralgreat
grandchildren of the Cookeo6s presemlwdarehffarthe f ami | vy
grounds Conversation with thdescendants, as well as the owner of the cemetery, revealed
that mary wooden grave markers burned during the 2002 Copperdfideoral history
passed down through the generations indgiaterments at the cemetery may date back to
the late 1700s.

Bardsdale Cemetery

Bardsdale Cemeterjocated at 1698 South Sespe Strised communitycemetery
surrounded by orchardls the hills south of the Santa Clara RivEne earliest marked
interments arerbm the 18®s, andt continues to serve as the only burial ground for the
communities of Bardsdale and Fillmoiéhe victimsburied at Bardsdal€emeterylived in
San Francisquito Canyon, Castaic Junction, Bardsdale, and Filliwezaty-eight flood
victims are interred at Bardsdale Cemetery; most the gravesweenerialized, though five
graveswere left unmarke@Figure 5.12. Flood victims were buried in three different
sections at the cemetery: families were buried in Center section, Mexican victims were
buried in a section currently known as Babyland, and single individuals were buried in the
Hill section. The burial locatiws within the cemetery indicate it was segregated at the time of
the disaster. Eight members of the Carrillo family were buried in the segregated section: five

were recovered and identified and the three were not found, though they were memorialized
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Figure 5.12Unmarked graves in the Hill Section at Bardsdale Cemetery (Photo by author,
2013).
through cenotaphs (Figure 5)13he Carrillo grave markavas inscibed in Spanish;
translated to:
fin memory from your husband and your daughter who said goadlygpe
with screams of pain and sorrow for having encountered in that sorrowful
hour ofdeathonthe ¥ f March 1928. Where | hope tha
compassion/pity my loved ones in this tomb their mortal beings wilbrest.
Hezikiah Kelley lost his wife ahfour children in the flood; the Kelley casualties
are signified by a family marker with associated headstones. All were recovered,
with the exception of 3 ¥2 month old Everett (Figure 5.14). Everett is memorialized
by a cenotaph, which was placed atféedént time than the rest of his family

members headstones. This fact can be gleaned by looking at the setting for each of

the markers; inclusions are found in the settings of each of the other markers, but
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Figure 5.13TheCarrillo Familygravemarkerat Bardsdale Cemetery (Photo by author,
2013).

not in Everettobs. This indicates hhduna't someo

cenotaph placed in memory of Everett.
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Figure 5.14The Kelley family plot at Bardsdale Cemetery (Photo byay2011).

The cemetery isnder the managementDbug Basolo, a relative of flood victim
Georgie BasoloKigure 5.15. Members of the Basolo family visit the grave annuatiy
consider Georgiebds grave mar keentwiththdS. a f ami
Francis Dam disaster (Licon 2014). The story
downtown Los Angeles to pick up the grave marker was passed down within the family to
another descendant, Matt Basolo; he visits the ggageyMemorial Day, a tradition he
participated in with his father and grandfather. Matt Basolo feels that his will be last
generation within the family to carry on the tradition, as his children have not participated in

this annual activity (Licon 2014).
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Figure5.15Grave marker of Georgie Basolo at Bardsdale Cemetery (Photo by author, 2011).

Piru Cemetery

Piru Cemetery, located at 3580 Center Street,sall community cemetery
surrounded by orchards thewestern edge dhetown. The victims buried dahe @metery

lived and worked on ranches along the Santa Clara RiwrdmeaPiru. Nineteen flood
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victims are buried at Piru Cemetesyx members of th&ottardi family,five members of the
RogeréTopleyfamily, seven members of the Savala famégda single man, Librado
Velasco Thecasualtiesvere buried irSection A, Tier B; Mexican victims were buried in the
western half of the section and white victims in the eastern s¢Eigure 5.1¢. The

Got t awhawerke $isted as 2 Mexican and % Halin their claim file, were buried were
buried between the Mexican and white buridl but one grave wamarked; three of the

markers were placed as cenotapthene of the markers specify the cause of death.

Figure 5.16Graves of flood victims at RirCemetery (Photo by author, 2013).

Santa Paula Cemetery
Santa Paula Cemetery, located at 380 Cemetery oadarge city burying ground;
intermentglate back to the mi@i800s. Fiftyseven flood victims were buried $anta Paula

Cemetery eighteen ofvhich were individuals interred without having been identifieven
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markers serve as cenotap8sveral of the markefeund at Santa Pau@emetery are
inscribed in Spanish; each these monuments emotionally state the date of burial and cause of
death.

Despite being the most densely populas#dill the communities in the flood zone,
there were only 16 deaths in Santa Paliee high number of burials relates to the fact that
the bodies of many upstream victims were recovered in the vicinity, pariycoddnind the
Willard Bridge, which was destroyed during the flood but caught considerable debris.
Individuals buried at Santa Paula Cemetery thus also liv€dstaic Junction, Bardsdale,
Piru,the EdisorKkemp Camp, an&anta Paula.

Flood victims wereburied in two setions of the emetery: Mexican, unidentified,
and identified but unclaimehdividuals were buried in Section B, and white families were
buried in Section KEFigure 5.17a and 5.1YbThe graves of eleven identified victims were
not markedSeveral of these individuals were men from the Edison Kemp Camp, which were
subsequently identified after burial, but markers were not placed.

On the first anniversary of the disaster, Santa Paulans participated in a memorial
celebration at Santa Paula@etery. The Southwest Improvement Club, a small group of
flood survivors who banded together after the disaster, organized the event. School children
pl aced fl owers on each flood victimdés grave,
dropping flove r s . Pl anes also flew fAfrom the brok
following the path of théloodwaters dropping wild flowers on the unmarked graves of the
many wunrecovered victimso (LAT, 13 March 19

concludel with a memorial dinner, which was attended my club members, as well as Los
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(@)

(b)
Figure 5.17nterments at Santa Paula Cemetery in (a) Block B and (b) BlokksE(ical
Plot Maps courtesy of Santa Paula Cemetery, adapted by author, 2014).
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