Chapter 1
The First Inhabitants

A Brief Overview of Archaeological Observations
In the House Rock Valley and Eastern Arizona Strip

Introduction

The arid canyons north of the Grand Canyon inréiggon referred to as the
Arizona Strip feature a broad range of environnmesgtiings with an abundance of wild
plants and animals suitable for human exploitatioring various seasons. Indeed, there
are tantalizing remnants of human occupationsshggiest small groups have utilized the
region for seasonal hunting and gathering forayshie past 10,000 years. However,
despite almost a century of sporadic archaeologésaarch, very little is known of the
prehistoric inhabitants of the region and how thdgpted to a region largely devoid of
permanent water. If the ethnographic record docueaefor the Kaibab Band of
Southern Paiutes (Kelly 1964) can be postulate@#olier periods, prehistoric
adaptations were likely focused during the sprindhee procurement of wild seeds and
cacti found in valleys like House Rock Valley andra the Colorado River corridor. As
different economic species matured at higher elenst hunter-gatherers moved
gradually into higher elevations where they exgldisummer grass seeds, berries, nuts
and tubers. The Kaibab Plateau would have beefotos of major mule deer
procurement in the fall months prior to the bamégirn to lower, more temperate
environments to pass the winter.

It is possible, based on a limited number of uaigtojectile points recovered
from the area, terminal Ice Age hunters passedigirehe region in pursuit of remnant
populations of now-extinct Pleistocene mammalseging into higher elevations of the
Kaibab Plateau as the environments at lower elewstoecame more hot and arid. There
were certainly later Archaic groups in the regidmvhunted mule deer and gathered wild
plant seeds. Most current archaeological evidenggests these groups, always small in
number, were temporary residents, exploiting fasburces in preferred ecological
niches during optimal seasons. This adaptive glyatemained unchanged for millennia.

For reasons not entirely clear to archaeologistay, the region experienced
rapid and unprecedented population growth lateoimmative times, from about A.D.
1050 to 1200, when hundreds of small agricultuesthlets appeared in favorable niches,
usually but not always associated with intermitsgrings and seeps. These hamlets,
attributed primarily to an expansion of AncestraéBloan groups, are found in a variety
of environmental settings, none of them conduaivgrowing domesticated food crops
today. This remarkable ability has been attributednvironments at the time that were
favorable to dry farming (natural rainfall suffiaiefor food crops to mature) or to the
development of remarkably efficient water collentgystems that capitalized on summer
monsoonal thunderstorms, or to some combinatidyotf. As elsewhere north of the



Colorado River, agricultural adaptations to marberavironments like the Arizona Strip
fluoresced briefly and then collapsed, promptirgwhdespread abandonment of
population centers throughout the region by A.CbA.2

A growing corpus of evidence, however, suggesisdgriculture may have
persisted in isolated locations after most localigs dispersed to areas south and east of
the Colorado River. It cannot be stated whetheré¢kidence is attributable to small
remnant populations of Ancestral Puebloan farmeth@adoption of agriculture by
recently arrived Southern Paiute populations, wiay hmve coexisted with Puebloan
villagers in the waning decades of the FormativeeWEuroamericans first arrived in
the region, they encountered Southern Paiute fosdiyéng throughout the Arizona
Strip, all practicing a hunting and gathering litgmthat was undoubtedly similar to that
of the Archaic hunters and gatherers millennia tegfalthough some may augmented
their wild foods with maize and squash, and perlegass.

The Early Chronicles: 1869-1890

The Arizona Strip has traditionally been describgdirchaeologists as an
extension of prehistoric human adaptations to tirthrand east, primarily in the Kanab
and Kayenta areas, and to a lesser extent in thmatavits Plateau to the northeast and
Virgin River Basin to the northwest. Given the pawof large or architecturally
spectacular ruins, the region was largely ignoneddrly researchers. The earliest
reference to archaeological resources in the regamthat of John C. Sumner, a member
of the 1869 Colorado River Exploring Expedition,omhrote of making camp at the
mouth of the Paria River where he found “trails andient camps [that] show that this
point has been used for ages as a crossing pldbe @folorado. There are great numbers
of milling stones used by the Indians to grindrather pound, pinyon nuts and grass
seeds, mixed with dried grasshoppers and an octddipard, to make their day — or
rather weekly — bread. There is an ancient fortvoiag a small butte near the crossing”
(in Stanton 1982:190). Sumner also mentioned “a@fdfloqui ruins” just below Silver
Creek (later renamed Bright Angel Creek).

John Wesley Powell later wrote in “The Canyonshef Colorado,” a compilation
of the 1869 and 1871 expeditions, that he haderatea of Silver Creek, “discovered
the ruins of two or three old houses, which weiginally of stone laid in mortar. Only
the foundations were left, but irregular blocksywiich the houses were constructed,
were scattered about. In one room | found an oldlimg stone, deeply worn, as if it had
been much used. A great deal of pottery was stedyanit, and old trails were seen,
which in some places, were deeply worn into th&'r¢t981:45; see also 1961:259-260).

Various members of the Colorado River Exploringp&dtition of 1871-72 also
made numerous references to prehistoric sites iifigcés along the Colorado River
corridor, in House Rock Valley and in areas towmst. During the party’s winter camp
at Eight Mile Spring south of Kanab, journal acctsumake repeated reference to the
prehistoric architecture, artifacts and rock arthef region. Among the 1872 references,
Alvin H. Thompson (Figure 1) wrote that they foutfidundations of Moquis houses in



valley” near Stewart Canyon or Jump Up Canyon (1839 and Stephen V. Jones
referred to “ruins of Shinumos houses, and insiomyst on the rocks, near a small spring”
in Moquis Canyon (1948:112). Later, Thompson memgth“Moquis inscriptions” in the
upper end of Snake Gulch, and Frederick Dellenbavrgke that they left Kanab Canyon
via a tributary they named “Shinumo Canyon becawséund everywhere indications
of the former presence of that tribe” (1908:184).

Dellenbaugh, a journalist,
attributed these sites and artifacts to
the Shinumos, a name he
popularized through numerous
publications during the late 1800s
and early 1900s. He indicated it
was a Paiute name for the ancestors
of Puebloan peoples (1901:44), but
it is actually a variation of the word
“Numa” and is a term applied to all
Numic-speaking peoples (Fowler
and Fowler 1971:5). Dellenbaugh
also noted that local residents were
aware of the archaeological
resources during his travels in the
1870s, and in many cases were
actively involved in the looting of
- prehistoric sites for saleable
: : artifacts in the latter half of the
5 ; i - - ' nineteenth century (Dellenbaugh

AL ag : - 1877).
Figure 1: Professor A.H. Thompson, 1872, ArizormgpSt
(J.K. Hillers Collection No. 611, courtesy of theSJGeological Survey)
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These passing references may have inspired rembgaréy archaeologist W.H.
Holmes, himself a participant in the great Ferdthblayden expeditions, to visit the
region in the 1880s. Holmes (Figure 2) later désctiand illustrated prehistoric ceramics
from the Kanab-Fredonia region, writing that “Tleenarkable desert-like plateau lying
north of the Grand Canyon of the Colorado contaiasy house and village sites. At
intervals along the very brink of the great chasenoeme upon heaps of stones and razed
walls of houses about which are countless fragmaritss ware. These are identical in
nearly every character with the pottery of St. Geasn the west, of the San Juan on the
east, and of the Gila on the south” (1886:281).

The Early Archaeologists: 1915-1950

Several early researchers conducted investigaitiaseas north of the Arizona
Strip in the latter part of the nineteenth centamg early in the twentieth century, but
these expeditions apparently avoided the wateAegsna Strip. The earliest formal
archaeological investigations in the House Rockeyahrea were those of Neil M. Judd,



who first visited the area in 1915 (Judd 1920, 3926dd, who became a major force in
American archaeological research in the first bathe twentieth century, returned in
1916 under the auspices of the Smithsonian Institigt Bureau of Ethnology, and in
1917 as part of an expedition sponsored jointlyieyUniversity of Utah and
Smithsonian Institution. He resumed research irf181d 1920 under the authority of the
Smithsonian Institution. He again returned in 1928]er the joint sponsorship of the
Smithsonian Institution and the National GeograBuciety. Judd’s classic
Archaeological Observations North of the Rio Cottw#1926) synthesizes his many
years of research in the region, and it refledtg@othesis that the origin of prehistoric
Pueblo cultures would be found north and west ef@blorado River, and that Ancestral
Puebloans migrated from north to south, becomingeraedentary as they approached
the Colorado River (1917:40).

Judd wrote little about his early
observations there other than to mention
masonry architecture and prehistoric
mounds near Short Creek and Pipe
Springs. He returned to the Arizona
Strip in 1918 to investigate a report of a
large tower structure reportedly located
on the rim of Walhalla Glades
overlooking House Rock Valley and the
Grand Canyon. The expedition
subsequently explored the entire region
south of Kanab, including the Kaibab
Plateau, Paria Plateau and House Rock
Valley. As Judd summarized,
“Prehistoric ruins were seen throughout
much of the region traversed. Their
walls were rough, unworked blocks of
limestone, sandstone or chert,
depending upon the material most
. accessible to the site occupied. Most of
them had so completely collapsed as

o L TN scarcely to be recognized as one-time
Figure 2: W.H. Holmes (Photo courtesy of Nationaiddum) human homes. No two of them were

exactly alike. Each was distinct
within itself, and yet each possessed certain cleniatics common to the others”
(1926:76).

In upper House Rock Valley, Judd described oneguad about a dozen
structures on a sand ridge at Two Mile Spring. Ladarmants indicated human remains
and pottery vessels had been exposed by wind erdsib Judd conducted no
excavations (1926:77). Just beyond the mesa rire vy similar sites and “a number”
of inconspicuous ruins. Groups of “single and adjgg rooms” were located west of the
road connecting New House Rock and Old House Rodlaks. “For the most part they
appear as low, rambling piles of irregular limestdrocks, often bronzed by lichens.



Invariably they stand on slight elevations bordgshallow courses that drain the wide
valley.... The outlines of their individual room®aot always apparent” (1926:77-78).

Judd (Figure 3) mentioned at least a dozen sagh of New House Rock, others
beyond Two Mile Spring, others south and east ftloen‘new corrals,” and others near
springs along the Vermilion Cliffs on the northesiof the valley. A group of ruined
structures was located on bare knolls about 7 rsdesh of New House Rock, within a
guarter mile of Kane Spring, and in Tater Canyat gouth of Grand Canyon Cattle
Company headquarters at Kane Spring. Judd alsstigated several cave sites in the
Cockscomb above House Rock Valley. One large catremwltiple structures was
described, and basket fragments and a wooden weseelcollected from the midden
(1926:80-81). Additional ruins were mentioned ie #irea around the ranger station at
the mouth of the “north fork” (1926:82).

Judd returned to the Arizona
Strip in 1920 to investigate sites in
the Toroweap Valley, Paria Plateau
and upper Bright Angel Creek, where
several open ruins and three groups
of cliff structures were inspected. He
described sites along the east rim of
the Paria Plateau as “more numerous
than was anticipated” with residential
structures “superior to those seen
elsewhere in northwestern Arizona;
likewise, potsherds examined at each
site exhibit greater perfection of form
and a higher decorative technique.
These two factors — architectural
and ceramic remains — alone are
= sufficient to connect the former

| inhabitants of this region with the
. pre-Puebloan peoples east of the Rio
Colorado...” (1921:28)

Figure 3: Neil Judd, 1931, National Anthropologigathives,
(Smithsonian Institution, neg. no. 18,107-a)

In the Paria Plateau area, Judd observed largbensnof small, dilapidated
masonry structures that lacked significant middemsvidence of adobe mortar. Eight
such ruins were located between Joe Hamblin’s “¢aand the head of Badger Creek,
and another ruin was located near Hamblin’s hoastupe. This ruin featured coarse
sandstone no more than three courses high; assberatiden materials were dominated
by black-on-white ceramics, and graywares were (926:129). The largest ruin on the
Paria Plateau was located on a sandstone butté 2lmoiles northeast of Hamblin’s
upper reservoir. At least 28 rooms, most of themtigoous, were constructed of
unworked sandstone set on a bedrock surface imiiseular pattern around the edge of
the butte (1926:130; see also Figure 4).
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Figure 4: Plan sketch of Judd’s Fig. 37 (1926:1B&yja Plateau ruin on top of distinctive buttee 80 Judd’'s photographs labeled
Plates 28b, 29a and 29b.

In the Buckskin Gulch area, Judd described a estkanel and “below its
mouth” a series of “holes for toes and fingers'ttimarked routes across Paria Canyon
(1926:130). An additional rock art panel and selvemaall cliff dwellings were reported
about 5 miles above Lees Ferry, but it does notapihat Judd visited these sites. Judd
failed to verify reports of ruins about a mile doof Buckskin Gulch, but he observed
lithic and ceramic scatters. In the area just noftWhite Pockets, Judd visited a small
cave containing the collapsed masonry of sevemattsires. A larger cave to the
southeast contained no architecture, but it didrafbnsiderable evidence of human
occupation. Local informants indicated that twodreerows and a yucca sandal had been
recovered from the cave. Among the White Pocketgés” are several small natural
reservoirs where “no stranger would suspect theisgnce ... Pecked steps lead to at least
two of these tanks, showing that the ancient irthaks drew at times upon the limited
water supply” (1926:131-132).

Judd noted a correlation between the distributioprehistoric architecture on the
Paria Plateau and the availability of tabular stomis These structures featured no
evidence of vertical slabstone bases, which wenenton at structures in Cottonwood
Canyon and at Two Mile Spring. The ceramic evideggtablished “a close relationship
between the occupants of Paria Plateau and thoskefsthat dwelt in House Rock
Valley and the broad drainage of Kanab Creek, caitfih Judd observed that one type of



pottery would dominate at one site, while anotlgpetwould dominate the collection at
another site nearby (1926:132-133).

In Bed Rock Canyon at the south end of House Rfatley, Judd observed that
“prehistoric habitations here are more numerous tvee would suspect. They are found
on each side of the canyon, situated, in mostmests on bare projecting points. Their
ancient walls were built up of undressed limestoloeks gathered from nearby ledges.
These walls are now rarely more than two or theeeses high; the highest wall we saw
in a dozen ruins stood less than 4 feet. The anmfuiatien stone outlining the individual
rooms is insufficient to have formed a wall of mtinan half the required height. It
would seem, therefore, that at least the upperswalhad been constructed of adobe or
other disintegrable material (1926:133-134).

Other early archaeologists subsequently conduotex$tigations in the region,
although their reports were cursory, at best (®wmdt 1928; Count 1930; Hall 1942;
Soper 1930; McKee 1933). Influential early archagdt Julian Steward also made
observations in the region, assigning the Arizotng $egion to his “Lower Colorado
Plateau” delineation, which he characterized asigea stronger relationship to major
areas of the Southwest as evidenced by BasketraakidPueblo characteristics,
advanced Pueblo Il masonry, kivas and black-onewuitd black-on-red ceramics. In
fact, he concluded “many of the elements whichadrgent from the remainder of the
Northern Periphery are found here” (1933:19). Awdverd T. Hall Jr. (1938) also
documented a minor Pueblo | and major Pueblo Bgmee in the Walhalla Glades area
where about half of the 273 sites he recorded weee or two-room rectangular
structures. He also documented the presence aiudtgrial terraces and masonry
pueblos, some with courtyards.

The Baseline Surveys: 1950-1980

A number of archaeological surveys were initidtethe 1950s and 1960s to
better determine the spatial distribution of clidtuesources in the Grand Canyon and
Arizona Strip regions and to establish temporahfavorks. In the 1950s, Walter W.
Taylor (1958:29) conducted a survey along the GalorRiver corridor from Lees Ferry
to Lake Mead, concluding that the inner gorges @@ Canyon were sparsely occupied,
the primary occupation occurring between A.D. 18688 1150. Also in the 1950s,
various individuals recovered a number of splitgtfigurines from cave sites in the
Grand Canyon gorge (Farmer and DeSaussure 195&a8ehLange and DeSaussure
1958), and a number of Late Archaic radiocarboegiéta. 2000 B.C.) were
subsequently reported from these artifacts.

Investigations in the House Rock Valley area vagreradic, with most attention
focused on the Paria Plateau area to the ead{aibab Plateau to the west and the
Walhalla Glades to the southwest. In 1967, the Muosef Northern Arizona initiated a
multi-year survey of the Paria Plateau, Paria Rivanyon and House Rock Valley
(Bradford 1974; Haskell 1978; C. Jennings 1978; Muet al. 1968; Mueller 1972). In
1967 and 1968, crews identified 498 prehistoriesswithin an 85.5 square-mile area.
More than half of the sites (272) were masonry mgellhese ranged in size from small



sites with one to five structures (72 percentargé pueblos with 16 to 50 rooms (8.5
percent). Additionally, 95 sites were ceramic satt22 were ceramic and lithic scatters,
and 67 were pithouses. Aceramic sites includedasikshelters, five lithic scatters and
two rock art localities. Researchers concludedothteau was intensively utilized during
Pueblo Il and Pueblo 11l times. Some 366 of the défamic-bearing sites had late
Pueblo Il ceramic components, and 172 reflectedirmoed use during Pueblo Il times
(Altschul and Fairley 1989:63).

Surveys in the House Rock Valley area identifie8 &ites, most of which were
surface pueblos with one to 10 rooms. However, @lsmmber of larger pueblos with
up to 35 rooms and associated kivas were identi@ady about half were located in
close proximity to major springs or seeps. Mosisswere located on small knolls and
alluvial fans. Unlike pueblo sites in the nearbylNédla Glades, there was no evidence of
irrigation or water control devices. Haskell (1978t) concluded “enough water for
domestic needs probably could be derived from vexaty pits, springs and seeps on a
year-round basis. Water for horticultural uses delpd solely upon the exigencies of the
weather.” Virtually all of the occupations wereigsed to a late Pueblo Il and/or early
Pueblo Il time period.

That same year, museum crews backpacked through®anyon from the head
of the canyon to about 5 miles above its conflugiEntifying nine sites in the canyon
corridor. Sites were all indicative of temporaryopation during late Pueblo Il and early
Pueblo 11l times. C. Jennings (1978:24-31) belietrexicanyon served as a transportation
corridor between Ancestral Puebloan occupatioikaaorth and other population
centers south of the Colorado River. Despite tbedaeam terraces in some areas could
have been cultivated, no such evidence was located.

In 1967, the School of American Research (SARjata@d an ambitious project in
the Unkar Delta and Walhalla Glades area. Initiavsys in the Unkar Delta area
identified 52 sites, 17 of which were subjectetet excavations; one seven-room
pueblo was fully excavated. In 1968, additionalasations were conducted at 20 sites
(Schwartz, Chapman and Kepp 1980; Schwartz, KedpgCarapman 1981). The ceramic
data were interpreted as evidence of a short-i&edonina occupation about A.D. 900,
followed by a hiatus of 150 years and subsequetictgation by Ancestral Puebloan
peoples about A.D. 1050. Considerable evidencguéwatural activities was identified,
including check dams, terraces, trough metateszenaquash and cotton. Researchers
described the period from A.D. 1050 to 1150 asne f periodic abandonment and
resettlement, each characterized by changes itagiets, settlement locations and
ceramic assemblages (Schwartz, Chapman and Kef®).198
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In 1969, SAR researchers shifted
their attention to the Walhalla
Glades, an extension of the Kaibab
Plateau north of the Unkar Delta on
the southwestern periphery of House
Rock Valley. More than 60 sites were
recorded within three study tracts that
were chosen for their topographic
and environmental characteristics.
One large pueblo site (Figure 5) was

7\ excavated and 21 other sites

subjected to test excavations.
Meanwhile, another crew excavated a
six-room pueblo at the mouth of
Bright Angel Creek (Schwartz,
Marshall and Kepp 1979). In 1970,
additional surveys were conducted on
the Kaibab Plateau and in Unkar
Canyon. Four sites were excavated
and 21 others tested.

Figure 5: Plan view of excavated GC212 (Schwar&pKand Chapman 1981:148)

As summarized in Altschul and Fairley (1989:6& akso Fairley et al. 1994),
researchers concluded that sites in the Unkar BeltidWalhalla Glades sites constituted
a single settlement system involving seasonal mewtsrbetween uplands and lowlands,
and that sites on the Walhalla Glades were summerdiccupations by agriculturalists
who wintered in the Unkar Delta and other innerycemlocales. This hypothesis was
based on the paucity of artifacts and kivas at \AlkHGlades sites, the abundance of
agricultural features at Walhalla Glades sites sih@larity of ceramic assemblages
between the two areas, the severity of wintersherptateau and the accessibility of the
plateau from the inner canyon (Schwartz, Kepp andpthan 1981:130-131).

In the 1970s, Abbott (1979) conducted a studyefdistribution of cultural
resources above 7,000 feet elevation on the Kéithatieau, where he found that
structural sites attributed to Ancestral Puebloacupations from A.D. 1000 to 1150
were uncommon on top of the plateau, but they wbtsdant in the pinyon-juniper zone
along the flanks of the plateau. He attributed nobshe sites to Pueblo Il occupations,
noting the paucity of evidence for earlier or latecupations (1979:134). Donald G.
Wood (1979) conducted numerous small-scale cleasaimcthe Kaibab National Forest
in the late 1970s, but no significant sites weentdied. Recent inventories on the
eastern flank of the Kaibab Plateau and Saddle kauarea documented occupations
by Ancestral Puebloan farmers that demonstrated &gricultural niches around the
flans of the plateau were overlooked during thebRu# period” (McFadden 2004:7).



Elsewhere in the Arizona Strip region, investigas in the Grand Canyon area
were conducted by Douglas W. Schwartz (1957, 19889, in the late 1950s initiated a
series of surveys on the north side of the rivesluding investigations in Shinumo
Canyon (Schwartz 1960), upper Nankoweap Canyorw{&th 1963) and the river
corridor between Nankoweap and Unkar (Schwartz 198ther researchers conducted
additional surveys of Nankoweap Canyon (Kelly 1971¢ river corridor between
Nankoweap and Unkar (Euler and Taylor 1967) andittez corridor from Lees Ferry to
Marble Canyon (Euler 1963). Euler also conductéeélacopter reconnaissance of the
less accessible areas of the inner canyons (EQ&fal 1967b). These surveys revealed a
broad regional Pueblo Il settlement pattern charatd by small dispersed habitations
concentrated along arable portions of spring-famlitaries. Ceramics indicated the
Ancestral Puebloan occupation spanned a 300-ye&ddsetween A.D. 900-1200, with
the period of greatest population density betwedh A050 and 1150 (Fairley and
Altschul 1989:62).

Numerous smaller-scale projects were also indigigring the 1960s and 1970s,
most conducted in response to the National Histraservation Act of 1966 and
Executive Order 11593 that mandated that fede@gs apply NHPA provisions to
cultural resources located on public lands. Theordquired federal agencies to
inventory and evaluate all significant culturalaesces under their jurisdiction. In the
mid 1960s, the Arizona State Highway Departmentfederal Highway Administration
contracted with the Museum of Northern Arizonadtvage archaeological data from 16
sites along the proposed highway right-of-way fa IHighway 389 between Fredonia
and Littlefield. Most of the sites were pithousditations with associated masonry
storage and surface rooms, storage cists, extemsdaens and burials dating to late
Pueblo | and mid-Pueblo Il times (ca. A.D. 850 180Q) (Altschul and Fairley 1989:62-
63; Wade 1967).

In the 1970s, the Museum of Northern Arizona caneld surveys along three
trails in Grand Canyon National Park where 34 sitege recorded, including
pictographs, check dams, artifact scatters, mgstsaéind open and sheltered
architectural sites. The presence of water wagméted to have been a critical factor in
site location, and some evidence of water conteolas was identified, something “that
has not been described for the Virgin, and is oatently being recognized for the
Kayenta” (Brook 1979:89-90).

Numerous projects associated with electrical payeselopment in the
Kaiparowits Plateau and Glen Canyon Dam areastegsin archaeological
investigations, all of them linear in scope and#éraing hundreds of miles, in connection
with proposed corridors for the transmission otgleal power to California, Nevada
and northern Utah. One of these projects, the MaMECullough Transmission Line,
identified significant Archaic occupations in tregion (Moffitt, Rayl and Metcalf 1978).
Additional corridor surveys in connection with tKaiparowits Coal Project (Hunt and
McPherson 1975) identified 16 sites in the Ariz&tap.

Southern Utah State College conducted surveyh@Kaibab Paiute Indian
Reservation in 1974 and 1975, identifying 111 siied a high density of habitation sites

10



(Altschul and Fairley 1989:70; Thompson 1978; dee hindsay and Madsen 1978).
SUSC also conducted numerous investigations ihitde Creek Mountain area of the
Arizona Strip (Heid 1982; Lyneis and Thompson 197M8mpson and Lyneis 1979;
Wise 1986).

Explaining Prehistoric Lifeways: 1975-2004

An important theoretical shift began to emerge agnarizona Strip
archaeologists in the mid 1970s as researchersistubetter explain how prehistoric
peoples adapted to local environments. The evaldtmm descriptive archaeology to
problem-oriented explanatory archaeology forcedraldmental reexamination of the
archaeological record of the Arizona Strip withie ttontext of human behavior. In the
1970s, the Southwestern Anthropological Researduiinitiated a study in the Grand
Canyon area to address the problem of why humaulaiogns located their settlements
where they did. They concluded that domestic wates the most critical resource for
location of habitation, access to canyon trails seond and protection from the
elements was third. Access to food resources wisritigal to site location, the
exception being agave (Euler and Chandler 1978).

In the nearby Powell Plateau area, Effland, JamelsEuler (1981) conducted
studies to develop a model of Puebloan settlemehsabsistence between A.D. 1000
and 1150. They interpreted site size and distroudis evidence of a non-centralized,
locally autonomous society employing a subsistestiaegy based on a combination of
summer horticulture and fall-winter-spring huntexgd gathering. Unlike the biseasonal
movement between inner canyons and plateaus segdestthe Walhalla Glades (e.g.,
Schwartz, Chapman and Kepp 1980; Schwartz, KepgCéwagpman 1981), Effland, Jones
and Euler (1981:46) postulated a settlement andistgince pattern involving seasonal
movements between multi-room winter pueblos andnsenfield houses on the plateau,
but with minimal movement between the plateau anéi canyons. Redistribution
functioned as a complementary strategy to seas@rahumance, and reciprocal
exchange of ceramics, lithic materials, turquoise shell with adjoining populations was
a mechanism for maintaining social networks, paoreygy cooperation and redistribution
of critical resources during periods of localizedaurce shortages.

In the 1980s, Anne Trinkle Jones, working undpraect sponsored by the
National Park Service, conducted several investigatin the Grand Canyon National
Park area (1986a, 1986b, 1986c). In the Walhaltal€ area, she identified 84 sites,
most associated with complex water-control systierogsed toward irrigation of
cultivated food resources (1986a). Jones foundapatultural systems on the plateau
were dominated by linear borders, “the buildingdi®from which all the systems were
constructed,” and that the basic water controlesysivas enhanced by the use of check
dams, reservoirs and gridded borders (1986a:435).

Jones also conducted excavations at three sitéds aicthe Colorado River (Jones
1986b, 1986c¢). Site AZ:C:13:10, located in the BemFlats area, was a large multi-
component Ancestral Puebloan habitation site jpstream from the Unkar Delta. Site
AZ:B:15:7 was a rockshelter with stratified depssit the Tuna Creek drainage. A third
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site, AZ:A:16:1, was a stratified rockshelter andiden upstream from the mouth of
Whitmore Wash. The sites provided the first sulisthohronometric data that the
Colorado River corridor was occupied by Puebloawppes before and after the late
Pueblo ll-early Pueblo 1l time period typicallyaied to Ancestral Puebloan
occupations in this region.

Jones postulated the Furnace Flats site was aatigter than other sites in the
region, perhaps by remnant populations followirggeaeral Ancestral Puebloan
abandonment of the region about A.D. 1150. Sheesigd that prior to Ancestral
Puebloan abandonment of the area, local exchartg®rks may have deteriorated to the
point where local production became necessarydatidual sites. “The evidence for the
local production of ceramics, pendants and gamieggs in the late component of
Furnace Flats supports this. Atypical Tusayan G¥aye ceramics, along with unfired
sherds, more than two dozen worked sherd scragaasan inordinate quantity of
groundstone were found in this same structure”’dddr®986b:324-325).

At Whitmore Wash, Jones identified occupationsrdutate Archaic and Pueblo
Il times, as well as Paiute occupations duringalte thirteenth century (1986b:328).
And the midden at the Tuna Creek site producedeenid of Basketmaker occupations,
concluding there was a temporal gap before reodmuphy Pueblo | or Pueblo I
peoples, “but their Basketmaker period ancestors weesent throughout the canyon by
at least the fifth century A.D., if not by the tirnéChrist” (1986b:324).

Additional surveys were also conducted by GrandyGa National Park in 1990
and 1991 along 225 miles of Colorado River corridom Glen Canyon Dam to
Separation Canyon. More than 100 sites were reddifeirley et al. 1994).
Archaeological data was recovered at several sitebpumerous radiocarbon dates were
obtained. Of note, excavations at AZ C:13:273 eRarnace Flats area identified five
roasting pits in association with groundstone amgmed-stone tools, as well as ceramics
defined in contexts both north and south of theo€@alo River. Although the roasting
pits were similar to those described in SoutheintBaontexts, two radiocarbon dates
placed the occupation within a Basketmaker Il terapcontext (Yeatts 1998).

Most recently, and more relevant to this overvi@sand Staircase-Escalante
National Monument archaeologist Doug McFadden dlesdra cluster of 92 Puebloan
sites located in the Pleasant Valley Outlet area Kane Ranch in House Rock Valley
(McFadden 2004). These sites included agricultigrahces, field houses, room blocks
and formal Puebloan architecture that were paat ©ihgle agricultural system that
operated from about A.D. 1100 to 1150 (Figure &)wiver, the co-occurrence of two
distinct styles of architecture (room blocks and pneblos) may be evidence of two
different influences, one reflecting the Virgindigon and the other the Kayenta tradition
where small family groups with cultural affinity tevo different areas occupied the area
simultaneously.
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Figure 6: Representative examples of room blociatifled near Kane Ranch (McFadden 2004:37)

Interpretive Summary

The Arizona Strip has a long history of human @ation that is reflected in
unique hunter-gatherer adaptations beginning ab®@00 years ago and continuing
through post-Euroamerican acculturation of the Beut Paiute in the 1800s. Wild plant
and animal resources may have been supplementgonbgsticated foods as early as
A.D. 600, but the florescence of agriculture in tbgion did not occur until about A.D.
900 or 1000, when populations expanded, small jpsalere constructed and a variety
of water control measures were employed to askergiability of domestic crops.
Agriculture had been largely abandoned by A.D. 1256 result of persistent droughts,
falling water tables and the collapse of regiong&tiiaction spheres. Archaeological
evidence after that time is indicative of broaddzhseasonal hunting and gathering
involving high band mobility over thousands of scumiles.

Paleoindian Hunters Evidence of terminal Pleistocene big game huntetise
Arizona Strip region is scant. Even though no reaibon dates have yet been reported
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from Paleoindian sites in the region, there remaihggh likelihood, based on recent
research in the Glen Canyon region, that such wilébe identified. The end of the
Pleistocene in western North America was a perfa@markable environmental change.
Entire plant communities were reorganized and tglgeial lakes common throughout
the Great Basin desiccated. Some 35 genera of misnamé 19 genera of birds became
extinct, and the lack of these animal remains podés dating to the last 10,000 years
suggests that the extinctions had concluded poithidt time, or that the animals had
dwindled in number to the point they had becomerisequential (Grayson 1993:68).

Researchers generally believe the plateau regaminvPleistocene times a
sagebrush-steppe upland with a riparian commurigy the streams. As climates
warmed, the botanical communities found in lowezenes evolved. Forage for remnant
populations of Pleistocene mammals would haveeshifd higher elevations, and
highland areas like the Kaibab Plateau would haeoine environmental refuges for
Pleistocene mammals (see Agenbroad and Mead 1999@b). As remnants of these
mammal populations retreated, they were pursuectiivg upland environments by
human groups that had developed “highly mobiletsti@as and manufacturing
sophisticated hunting tools and a diversity of geappropriate for butchering game and
processing hides, wood and bone" (Cordell 1984:TAIRat Paleoindian peoples have
been persistently labeled big-game hunters isnllerge part to the archaeological bias
toward easily recognizable kill or butchering sitiest have yielded abundant evidence of
hunting technologies and meat processing.

Evidence of Paleoindian hunters is limited tordgovery of two distinctively
fluted projectile points. A Clovis Point, typicalfssociated with mammoth hunting about
11,000 years ago, was recovered during surveyistllivan Canyon area on the
western periphery of the Arizona Strip (Miller 1978 possible Folsom point, typically
associated with hunting extinct bison, was recavei@ing surveys of the north bank of
the Colorado River in the Grand Canyon region @nstbuthern periphery of the study
area (Janet Balsom, personal communication 198¢)ekce of later non-fluted
projectile points, dated in contexts elsewherd@é\West to after about 10,000 years ago,
is extremely limited. As summarized by Schroedl9@a:8), "as fluted point complexes
gave way to Plano complexes on the High Plainstb@dreater Southwest, Paleoindian
subsistence patterns on the Colorado Plateau sekavé swiftly shifted to an Archaic
mode with the corresponding artifact assemblagési@eiof a few scattered Plano points
in the region at the higher elevations, there igvidence that Plano complex cultures
played a significant role in the prehistory of #rea."

Archaic Hunters and Gatherers The Archaic in the West is traditionally
characterized as a period of supra-familial, mobédads of about 25 individuals who
seasonally exploited a wide spectrum of plant anohal species in different
environmental niches. Archaic cultures are gengsasen as sharing broadly similar
hunting and gathering lifeways, but with distinegional adaptations to local
environmental conditions (J. Jennings 1978; Schrb@d6). In concept, the Archaic is
defined more in terms of hunter-gatherer lifewdyntby variations in material culture.
In practice, this period of time has been describede in terms of changes in basketry
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(Adovasio 1970a, 1970b), sandals (Ambler 1996yrfiges (Coulam and Schroedl 1996)
and projectile points (Holmer 1978, 1986).

There is growing evidence from the northern CalorRlateau that late
Paleoindian occupations may have been indistingbighfrom Early Archaic
adaptations, and that Archaic lifeways may be rewadple in archaeological contexts
dating to about 8000 B.C. Numerous sites in theoregave produced radiocarbon dates
earlier than 6000 B.C. (the end of the Paleoingimod as traditionally defined on the
Plains), but these are unequivocally associatell Batrly Archaic evidence, like open-
twined sandals and smaller atlatl dart points fsgenbroad et al. 1989; Geib 1989). All
of these sites are indicative of occupations fodusethe hunting of modern fauna and
the gathering of Holocene floral resources.

Geib (1996) has proposed a seven-period tempegalesice for the Archaic on
the northern Colorado Plateau, and he attemptedrtelate these periods to
demographic shifts, changes in projectile poineg/and sandal manufacturing
techniques, and the appearance of split-twig figgibetween B.C. 3000 and 2200.
Generally, Geib’s sequence (and others proposeithiéaregion) can be simplified into
four broad periods of time: The Early Archaic Pdrfrom about 8000 to 5000 B.C., the
Middle Archaic from about 5000 to 3000 B.C., andate Archaic from about 3000 to
1000 B.C. A Terminal Archaic Period from about 1@C. to A.D. 500, was
characterized by dramatic shifts in adaptive lifgsyancluding the addition of
horticulture, bow-and-arrow technology and pithoasghitecture suggesting reduced
mobility (see Spangler 2000).

Generally, hunting and gathering during the Archraimained remarkably
consistent through time, with only minor changeprneferred footwear and evolving
stone technologies that were reflected across meggidns north of the Colorado River.
Based on the distribution of specific atlatl davints that have been dated in Archaic
contexts elsewhere, it appears the Arizona Stgmreand contiguous areas to the north
were occupied to a greater extent during the Eartyaic than were areas to the east, but
that trend reversed itself in Middle Archaic tinvelsen the area was sparsely exploited.
An intense exploitation region appears to havemeshiduring Late Archaic times, which
coincided with the introduction of the Gypsum atikert.

The best evidence of Early Archaic occupationthéregion was reported from
Broken Arrow Cave (42Ka4356), a site located iargé alcove above Wahweap Bay
overlooking Crossing of the Fathers and just nofttihe Utah-Arizona border (and
technically not part of the Arizona Strip). Testaxations produced six radiocarbon
dates demonstrating occupations of the sheltenguiarly Archaic times, and possibly
during Basketmaker Il and Basketmaker Il timeslfdaet al. 1999:1).

The earliest radiocarbon dates from in the eaS#&ip area are those from AZ
B:12:3, a high-elevation base camp on the KaibakeBU that appears to have been
repeatedly occupied throughout the Archaic. Theg;astuated around an alpine
meadow, was apparently the focus of deer huntilagyt procurement and processing,
and tool manufacturing and/or maintenance. Twellal alart points were recovered,
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and one hearth returned a radiocarbon date of 9080 years B.P. (B.C. 8275
calibrated) and another returned a date of 8810 ¥8ars B.P. (B.C. 7928 calibrated).
Researchers suggested the possibility of occuphirdarminal Paleoindian hunters, but
no corroborative evidence was identified (Gary Mown, in Schroedl 1988:157-190).

At nearby Crane Lake Site (AZ B:8:7), analysiswd obsidian samples provided
additional evidence of Early Archaic occupationghie region. The samples, both
exhibiting geologic characteristics from the Wilddde obsidian outcrop, returned
obsidian hydration dates of 5518 B.C. +332 yeacs58Y1 B.C. £+271 years, respectively
(Schroedl 1988). The site provided evidence of titglstrategies incorporating
resources found both north and south of the CotoRiger. The site demonstrated high-
elevation environments were being exploited by @ugatherers from early Holocene
times, and the pattern of resource exploitationaiaed relatively unchanged through
subsequent millennia.

Generally, the Middle Archaic is poorly represehterth of the Colorado River,
and it is seen as a time of more-dispersed ocaupateflecting greater mobility. As
summarized by Geib, “middle Archaic populationslddwave increased the frequency of
residential moves, greatly expanded the territdrseasonal rounds, and decreased the
periodicity of residential reuse. All of these fa&t could have led to a substantially less
visible archaeological record, one greatly dimiewin cultural remains and more
spatially diffuse. The middle Archaic material regzonight be far more dispersed than
that of the early Archaic and thus less subjeetrthhaeological discovery and
investigation” (1996:34). Even if tethered to a anajver corridor like the Colorado
River, hunter-gathers would have moved frequenplyand down the corridor as
resources depleted. Foraging territories would leypanded, residential bases would
have moved more frequently and there may have loeger periods between
reoccupation of certain residential sites.

Middle Archaic occupations have been identifiedlus Kaibab Plateau where the
VT Lake Site (AZ B:12:2) yielded a variety of adtdfts, including chipped-stone tools,
groundstone tools, potsherds, a soapstone pendgmiént and faunal remains. Some
101 dart points and 21 arrow points were recovehetbng the points were Elko Series,
Sudden, Rocker, Hawken, Gatecliff, Northern, SafaB®aDesert side-notched and
Rosegate types. The shallow nature of the depwmsitie it difficult to distinguish
multiple occupations, and no radiocarbon dates wbktained. However, obsidian
hydration analyses of seven samples identified Middchaic occupations ranging from
about 3076 BC £321 years to 3481 B.C. £316 B.C.itaithl samples could reflect
Middle Archaic occupations. The samples indicatqui@tation of obsidian outcrops at
Modena and Wild Horse, implying mobility strategiegolving resources both north and
south of the Colorado River. The site was likelyaanp focused on the seasonal
procurement of mule deer (Gary M. Brown, in Schtd&$88:125-156).

Also on the Kaibab Plateau, investigations atGhene Lake Site (AZ B:8:7),
discussed above, also revealed a McKean lancqmatéindicative of a Middle Archaic
occupation. Obsidian hydration analyses also retlitwo Middle Archaic dates. One
sample from the Modena obsidian outcrop returnddta of 4031 B.C. £297 years, and
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another from the RS Hill obsidian returned a ddt4333 B.C. £177 years. The site was
interpreted as a campsite utilized repeatedly ayagriod of 6,000 to 7,000 years,
although most strata were attributed to Archaiaupations (Gary M. Brown, in Schroedl|
1988:65-113).

Across the northern Colorado Plateau, the increessdiocarbon dates during the
Late Archaic is seen as evidence of reoccupati@reds abandoned during the Middle
Archaic times and perhaps a population expansiba.appearance of distinctive split-
twig figurines and Glen Canyon Linear Style rockiamattributed to this period of time.
Radiocarbon analyses of split-twig figurines frdme Grand Canyon region have
produced dates of 3100 +110 years B.P. (B.C. 13kGrated), 3530 +300 B.P. (B.C.
1837 calibrated) and 4095 +100 years B.P. (B.C82&librated). These dates placed the
temporal context of these distinctive artifactsadig within the Late Archaic (see Euler
1963; Euler and Olson 1965; Farmer and DeSaus&&& Jett 1968; Kelly 1966;
McNutt and Euler 1966; Olson 1966; Reeder 1967wactz, Lange and DeSaussure
1958; Wheeler 1949).

The distribution of temporally diagnostic atlairtdpoints also implies utilization
of the region in Late Archaic times. Teague and M#én (1978), during their
investigation in the Kanab Creek area, identifiadeLArchaic evidence there. And
surveys along the Navajo-McCullough Transmissiamelthrough the upper portion of
the Arizona Strip identified significant numbersAatthaic points (Moffitt, Rayl and
Metcalf 1978). The number and spatial distributddirchaic points suggests a much
greater exploitation of the region during Late Aaicthtimes than the preceding Middle
Archaic (Spangler 2000).

There is little evidence of Late Archaic occupasion the eastern Strip area. Most
evidence comes from the Kaibab Plateau sites disdusbove. Investigations at site AZ
B:12:3 revealed subsurface hearths, burned-rockenisland subsurface pits, and
charcoal from a burned midden area returned aal&8850 +90 years B.P. (B.C. 1658
calibrated). And at the Crane Lake site (AZ B:8dhsidian hydration analysis on four
samples returned dates ranging from 1801 BC +88ye#326 BC +138 years. All four
were obsidian from the Government Mountains (GaryBkbwn, in Schroed| 1988:157-
190). And the VT Lake Site (AZ B:12:2), producedliate Archaic obsidian hydration
dates ranging from 1417 BC £333 years to 2914 Bdb#kars. Eleven samples were
from the Modena obsidian outcrop and three wene filee Government Mountain source
(Gary M. Brown, in Schroed| 1988:125-156).

Additional evidence of Late Archaic occupationsnes from excavations at the
Whitmore Wash Site (AZ A:16:1) where a pit featteturned a radiocarbon date of 2940
+60 years B.P. (B.C. 1181 calibrated). Other fest@t the site returned radiocarbon
dates consistent with Formative and Protohistacmupations, implying the site was
repeatedly occupied over a period of at least 2y8@0s (Jones 1986b:43-52). Of note,
the Late Archaic midden contained wild seeds irualite same proportions as in the
Ancestral Puebloan levels, suggesting the intemdityild floral procurement remained
about the same during Archaic and Formative tirhé8¢b:328).
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The relationship of higher-elevation base campsdoon the Kaibab Plateau to
those reported at lower-elevation alcoves remamssolved. However, it is probable
that small groups of hunter-gatherers seasonapiloérd floral and faunal resources
found in a broad range of environmental settings. ¢ertainly conceivable that human
groups established base camps in the high-elevplaaeaus during the summer and
early fall when plateau resources were most abunédgove occupations in the Glen
Canyon and Grand Canyon areas may be indicativernoér and spring occupations
focused toward the procurement of lower-elevatiamiresources available much earlier
than those found at higher elevations. If the SeuthPaiute ethnographic model (cf.
Kelly 1964) can be considered an accurate indiaaftéwrchaic hunter-gatherer lifeways,
this annual subsistence strategy may have invaveanshumant lifeway involving
exploitation of resources found over thousandsjaage miles.

Changing Lifeways The Terminal Archaic (B.C. 1000 to A.D. 600), aihiis
also referred to in this region as Basketmakeardh be characterized by a continuation of
hunter-gatherer subsistence strategies and sefttgratterns featuring seasonal mobility
focused on the procurement of wild plant and aniresburces. However, this period is
also characterized by a gradual increase in seshentine incorporation of horticulture
into local economic strategies and the utilizatwéthe bow and arrow, which may have
enhanced the efficiency of hunters. These stradeggze augmented by complex storage
strategies that may have mitigated the effectedficed mobility. The development of
more predictable subsistence strategies may haegpgated significant changes in
social structure and mobility.

How and when these lifeway changes appeared iartth@eological record of the
northern Colorado Plateau is not clear from the dé@s investigated. Temporary
architecture associated with hunting and gatheastiyities may have become part of
local settlement patterns by about 200 B.C. Ephahagchitecture appears by at least
A.D. 200, and formal pithouse architecture by asteA.D. 400, becoming increasingly
complex through time. Bow-and-arrow technologiey imave appeared as early as about
A.D. 200, arriving in the region from the north andst. Recent investigations in Kanab
Creek and at Cave DuPont near Kanab have dematsttatt maize farming was firmly
established in the region by about A.D. 50 (McFad2i@06). These fundamental shifts in
adaptive lifeways did not occur uniformly, eith@asially or temporally, across the
northern Colorado Plateau, and little evidencénhsf $hift has been reported from sites in
the Arizona Strip.

Given the adaptability of local populations to lestnvironments, it is certainly
probable that Terminal Archaic or Basketmaker pe®fiving in the Arizona Strip
incorporated a variety of adaptive strategies igicig full-time foraging, full-time
farming, and virtually every combination of foragiand farming conceivable within the
limits of local environments. There is consideradl&ence of Terminal Archaic
occupations in contiguous regions to the northramtheast, much of it described within
the context of Basketmaker farmer-forager adaptatiand such evidence will likely be
found in the Arizona Strip. However, based on aurevidence, adaptive strategies
evident in the archaeological record of the Ariz&tiap suggest fundamental lifeways
changed little during this period. The Crane Lake 8\Z B:8:7) revealed two hearths
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and an ovoid rock alignment, with charcoal retugrrradiocarbon date of 1640 £70
B.P. (A.D. 417 calibrated), but utilization of thiée remained the same as in earlier
periods (Gary M. Brown, in Schroedl| 1988:65-113).

The midden at the Tuna Creek site (AZ B:15:7) m@rand Canyon area
produced evidence of Basketmaker Il and Basketmidlkeccupations, and one level
returned a radiocarbon date 1595 +65 B.P. (A.D.c&@ibrated). The absence of
corrugated wares and the presence of Lino-stykenties were consistent with an early
occupation for the site, perhaps during BasketmHbkemes after about A.D. 600 (Jones
1986b:58-64). The only other radiocarbon date fthenregion is from site AZ C:13:384,
which was described as a campsite along the CadRaekr in the Furnace Flats area.
Charcoal from a hearth feature exposed by erositumed a radiocarbon date of 1490
+80 B.P. (A.D. 598 calibrated), but the site yiela® temporally or spatially diagnostic
artifacts (Jan Balsom, personal communication 1999)

Farmers Who Foraged All evidence to date suggests the Arizona Strfs w
sparsely occupied prior to A.D. 1000, and proballly seasonally. A handful of farmer-
forager families with Basketmaker Ill-like charatsécs may have lived along the
Colorado River corridor, and others appear to travdged mule deer and gathered wild
seeds in the high elevation settings of the Kalalbeau, occupying the same base
camps that had proven productive over many milenhnese farmer-foragers were
undoubtedly familiar with the location of seeps apdngs in the region, and the location
of water probably influenced choices on where totland gather.

The appearance of agricultural farmsteads in thizoAa Strip region has not
been firmly established and is based primarily eramic cross-dating. It is likely that
small populations of Basketmaker Il farmers ocedgiavorable environmental niches,
but there is, as yet, no evidence for water comtevices prior to about A.D. 1000 that
would have facilitated farming in areas withoutrpanent water sources. Excavations by
Brigham Young University at Antelope Cave (Janetsid Hall 1983:47-48; see also
Janetski and Wilde 1989) produced a radiocarboa fiam a Basketmaker-style atlatl
fragment, suggesting Basketmaker hunters wereeiatda during the A.D. 200s, and
that corn was cultivated from about A.D. 680 to 980llen, macrobotanical and
coprolite data from the cave suggested a broaddbadesistence strategy throughout the
occupation of the cave.

These data would appear consistent with the middiéme Tuna Creek site (AZ
B:15:7), which produced evidence of Basketmakant Basketmaker Il occupations,
and the roasting pits at AZ C:13:273, which retdrtveo radiocarbon dates consistent
with a Basketmaker 1l occupation. Both of thegessilocated in the Grand Canyon
corridor, are more indicative of foraging activitimther than farming. The absence of
corrugated wares and the presence of Lino-stykenaies at Tuna Creek were consistent
with an early occupation for the site, perhapsrayuBasketmaker Ill times, or sometime
after about A.D. 600 (Jones 1986b:58-64). The nogglits at AZ C:13:273 were similar
to those used in Late Prehistoric contexts for \lkht processing (Yeatts 1998).
Additional evidence of Basketmaker Il and Basketendk occupations were described
at Broken Arrow Cave, discussed above (Talbot.€1399).
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The Immigrants. Major demographic and social changes occurringutfhout
the greater Southwest appear to have had majoiciatipins for the Arizona Strip.
Beginning about A.D. 900, maize-dependent poputatia the Four Corners area and
elsewhere south and east of the Colorado Rivermbigexpand into areas that had been
sparsely populated before. This expansion undolybked! a ripple effect on existing
farmer-forager populations, who saw increased caitigrefrom the immigrants for wild
food resources that had supplemented maize farnilmgye is no consensus of the social,
environmental and demographic events that prontpieéxpansion, when it began or
the source of the immigration. Surveys in the Gr@adyon region have identified the
appearance of agricultural communities as eark.Bs 900, although the imprint of
these farming communities was apparently minimilrgo A.D. 1050.

The source of the Ancestral Puebloan immigratemains a topic of considerable
debate, as it does elsewhere in the Southwestn@eexidence has been interpreted
invariably to suggest a migration from the Virgiiv& Basin near St. George, from the
Kayenta region of northern Arizona and from the &anegion bordering the Arizona
Strip on the north. Others have argued for an caiwo by many different groups with
disparate heritages. For example, Judd observensalcentury ago that the ceramic
evidence established “a close relationship betwleemccupants of Paria Plateau and
those families that dwelt in House Rock Valley dimel broad drainage of Kanab Creek,”
even though one type of pottery would dominatenat gite, while another type would
dominate the collection at another site nearby §1B822-133).

As discussed by McFadden (2004:7-8), there isg lostory of debate as to
whether Ancestral Puebloan occupations of thisoregre attributable to migration (or
influence) from the Virgin Branch or the Kayentgion. Researchers have expended
considerable energy describing regional differemeegramic preferences from one
region to the other, the presence of agricultmabtes among the Kayenta but the
paucity of such evidence among the Virgin peopes, the Kayenta architectural style
that preferred unit pueblos over the Virgin stylewrvilinear room blocks (2004:51). In
the Kane Springs area, small family groups reptesee of both traditions appear to
have occupied the area concurrently, albeit brilgéiyn A.D. 1100 to 1150, after which
severe droughts prompted widespread abandonmeiv:&4).

Regardless of its source(s), the vast majorithefarchaeological data from the
eastern Arizona Strip are attributable to a majat @anprecedented Ancestral Puebloan
expansion into the area that occurred from abobDt A050 to 1150. Hundreds of small
and medium-sized pueblos were constructed durisgithe in a variety of
environmental settings. House Rock Valley withsiésies of springs and seeds was
heavily occupied, as was the Paria Plateau toakg #he foothills of the Kaibab Plateau
to the west and the Walhalla Glades to the southwedlectively, more than 1,000 sites
have been identified in this area, almost all laditied to the brief Ancestral Puebloan
occupation from A.D. 1050 to 1150.
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As was the case elsewhere in the region, clinchianges appear to have
facilitated dry-land agriculture in arid upland f@aus, like the Paria Plateau and
Walhalla Glades, where irrigation was not possiblany of these pueblos, but not all,
were situated in proximity to intermittent seepsd aprings, prompting Haskell
(1978:271) to conclude that “enough water for darmeweds probably could be derived
from weathering pits, springs and seeps on a yaarer basis. Water for horticultural
uses depended solely upon the exigencies of ththerga

In nearby Walhalla Glades, Ancestral Puebloan éasneonstructed elaborate
irrigation or water control systems focused towiardation of cultivated food resources
in the absence of permanent water. These featuckgled linear borders, “the building
blocks from which all the systems were constru¢t€te efficiency of the water control
system was further enhanced by the utilizationhefc& dams, linear borders, cross walls
and grid borders to apportion rainfall and snowtmkines identified differential
strategies for agriculture on canyon bottoms andhesa tops. In wet years, crops in
canyon bottoms would have thrived, while tempeegtan the North Rim would have
been too cold for crops to have reached maturityirigy dry years, the crops on the
canyon bottoms would have withered, while thos¢henmesa tops would have thrived.
By working in cooperation, groups would have congated for both environmental
extremes (Jones 1986a:435-437).

The movement of local populations in responséecatvailability of food
resources was likely a fundamental component &lladaptive strategies from A.D.
1050 to 1150, with the entire Ancestral Pueblogoeeience on the Arizona Strip
characterized by periods of abandonment and reatioup each characterized by
changes in site layouts, settlement locations anancic assemblages (Schwartz,
Chapman and Kepp 1980). Jones concluded thathasslO percent of the available
land in the Walhalla Glades was actually cultivaded that “replenishment of soil
nutrients in the thin, rocky soil may have beenabfem so that periodic relocation was
necessary” (1986a:436). Because of the relatively distance between sites and the
existence of several distinct site clusters, uguaihsisting of single-habitation units
surrounded by field structures, the highest ordeooial integration was the nuclear or
extended family unit. There was also the possybiitsequential site abandonment and
relocation at various intervals within that 1004ypariod due to soil depletion or other
environmental factors (1986a:435-437; see alsachAlitsand Fairley 1989:73).

Whereas agriculture was a fundamental comporfaheadaptation, foraging
remained a major focus of local subsistence. Data the Pinenut Site near lower
Kanab Canyon, and just west of study area congidegee, indicate a mixed subsistence
strategy that incorporated both farming and forgdor plant resources during the
summer season. The small quantities of animal bopked seasonal abandonment prior
to the fall. “Instead, the site inhabitants mayéawoved and transported their stored
horticultural surplus to a fall-winter settlemeatated elsewhere” (Westfall 1987:182).
In the Powell Plateau area much further to the wefiand, Jones and Euler (1981)
interpreted site size and distribution as evidaesfcibsistence based on a combination of
summer horticulture and fall-winter-spring huntiwgd gathering, with seasonal
movements between multi-room winter pueblos andnsenfield houses on the plateau.
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Dislocation and Redistribution. Whereas climatic conditions from A.D. 1050 to
1150 facilitated population expansion into mostaref the Arizona Strip, climatic
deterioration after that time appears to have teduh widespread abandonment of
certain areas, and population shifts into othemide Rock Valley, the Paria Plateau and
Walhalla Glades appear to have experienced majuulaton declines, but not
abandonment after A.D. 1150. Based on ceramic ses)\366 of the 467 ceramic-
bearing sites in the area had late Pueblo Il ceraminponents, but 172 reflected
continued use during Pueblo 11l times (Altschul &adrley 1989:63).

Remnant populations persisted elsewhere in themegxcavations west of
Kanab Canyon produced radiocarbon dates consistdntontinued occupation of these
sites into the mid-A.D. 1200s, or about 100 yeargjér than the terminal date typically
ascribed to agricultural occupations in the regtmd evidence from the Pinenut Site in
Kanab Canyon suggests a reoccupation of thatrsite A.D. 1200 to 1275 (Westfall
1987:185-186). Additional evidence from the Kanedaanorth of the Arizona Strip also
indicates remnant populations of Ancestral Puebfaemers persisted in selected
locations throughout Pueblo Il times (see Span?0€X0 for an overview).

If the data from the Pinenut Site can be consitlezpresentative of the Arizona
Strip generally, the period from A.D. 1150 to 12@&s a time of deteriorating hydrologic
conditions exacerbated by drought. This resultesidespread population dislocation
and the collapse of regional alliances and intevadpheres. The interval from A.D.
1200 to 1275 was marked by a gradual return tgl Water table and aggraded
floodplains, but it generally featured low precipibn. Beginning around A.D. 1250 and
continuing to A.D. 1300, a resumption of droughtditions dealt the remnant Ancestral
Puebloan populations a severe blow, resulting ditexhal abandonment. The Pinenut
Site was abandoned about A.D. 1275 (Westfall 1H571186).

Rather than total abandonment after 1150 A.D.p#reod from A.D. 1150 to
1275 could be better characterized as a time aigient droughts that prompted a steady
abandonment of small pueblos, with small remnapufaiions persisting in isolated
environmental niches. Insignificantly small in nuenfgthese groups were unable to
maintain social and economic networks that hadtfaned as a mechanism for resource
redistribution. This redistribution was a critica@mplementary strategy to seasonal
transhumance and means for reciprocal exchangerafics, lithic materials, turquoise
and shell with adjoining populations as a mechari@mmaintaining social networks,
panregional cooperation and redistribution of caitiresources during periods of resource
shortages (Effland, Jones and Euler 1981:46). B}, A275, the last remaining
populations had retreated.

Possible evidence of terminal Ancestral Pueblaaupation was identified at the
Furnace Flat Site (C:13:10) in the Grand Canyorerelslab-lined storage structures, a
deep masonry kiva and several masonry rooms wéderdv The fill inside one room
yielded more than 50 groundstone tools, pendangsesin and white-banded travertine,
and fragments of unfired pottery vessels. In additd the pendants found in various
stages of manufacture, more than two dozen potslaerd five pieces of bone had been
shaped and ground into discs and rectangular pigbessite produced three radiocarbon
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dates with calibrated midpoints between about A@®3 and A.D. 1343 (Jones 1986b).
Jones suggested that prior to abandonment locabege networks may have
deteriorated to the point where local productiooamee necessary at individual sites.
"The evidence for the local production of cerampendants and gaming pieces in the
late component of Furnace Flats supports this. ib§f usayan Gray Ware ceramics,
along with unfired sherds, more than two dozen wdrgherd scrapers, and an inordinate
guantity of groundstone were found in this samecstire” (Jones 1986b:324-325).

It should be noted that McFadden believes “thereoi material evidence
(ceramics) for a PlIl phase on the Arizona Strithaugh 138' Century radiocarbon dates
are becoming increasingly common. | might note thase late dates are not supported
by tree-ring dates, however” (McFadden 2006:1).

After the Farmers. The terms Late Prehistoric or Protohistoric amemonly
used to describe post-A.D. 1300 occupations diteabandonment of farming (and the
disappearance of the Ancestral Puebloan and tleequbnt appearance of hunting and
gathering lifeways characteristic of the Southesiute). However, the archaeological
evidence is equivocal in this matter. Some sedgm@pulations just north of the Arizona
Strip appear to have aggregated into larger pueblte A.D. 1200s, and these villages
may have persisted well into the early A.D. 13@sthermore, there is limited evidence
that hunter-gatherer populations in this area \@méteast part-time horticulturalists,
raising maize, squash and beans into historic tig®s Spangler 2000 for an overview of
the data from Kane County). With the exception tkeatdential architecture has not been
documented after about A.D. 1300, Late Prehistdaways may not have been
substantially different than Terminal Archaic lifays that preceded sedentism.

What is clear is that distinctive Southern Paarntéacts, primarily brownware
ceramics, begin to appear in archaeological costaiker about A.D. 1250 and often co-
occur with Ancestral Puebloan cultural materiats. &ample, the Whitmore Wash Site
(AZ A:16:1), a multi-component rockshelter with $loern Paiute brownware and
Shoshonean-style sandals yielded a radiocarborofi@@b +75 years B.P. (A.D. 1288
calibrated). These deposits overlaid Virgin Ancalduebloan deposits that were not
subjected to radiocarbon analyses (Jones 1986I2)3-5

And at the Tuna Creek site (AZ B:15:7), excavatiogvealed evidence of post-
A.D. 1300 Southern Paiute occupations with a diedtmidden and roasting pits with
organic deposits. One level with brownware ceramatsrned a radiocarbon date of 550
+75 years B.P. (A.D. 1406 calibrated). Charcoanftbe lowest level returned dates of
620 £150 years B.P. (A.D. 1354 calibrated) and 1585 years B.P. (A.D. 432
calibrated), suggesting that Ancestral Puebloatuallmaterials had become mixed with
later Paiute deposits (Jones 1986b:58-64).

Another Late Prehistoric radiocarbon date wasmepgdrom AZ B:12:3 on the
Kaibab Plateau where a hearth feature returnedesod®70 +80 years B.P. (A.D. 1486
calibrated) (Gary M. Brown, in Schroedl 1988:150)1L%And a date of 560 +80 B.P.
(A.D. 1390 calibrated) was reported from an erodeakth along the Colorado River
corridor (Fairley et al. 1994). The only other i@dirbon dates come from AZ C:13:10 in
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the Furnace Flats area (Fairley et al. 1994), wprdduced two Late Prehistoric
radiocarbon dates and one terminal Formative da&ssociation with masonry
structures, including a kiva, cultigens and ceramdso present at the site were historic
Hopi ceramics, suggesting Puebloan peoples rediti site after its abandonment
(Fairley et al. 1994).

Summary. The archaeological resources found in the eagtérona Strip,
including those described in the areas of Two I8iieing and Kane Spring, reflect
occupations by large numbers of Ancestral Puebédggitulturalists who exploited
favorable climatic conditions between A.D. 105A.1%0, applying dry-farming
techniques that allowed food production withougation. The area experienced a
dramatic population decline after A.D. 1150, but allandonment as pottery evidence
suggests continued occupation through Pueblonhiési In fact, the entire population
sequence in this area is defined on the basisraftes inasmuch as no radiocarbon
dates have been reported.

The relationship of occupations in the House Réakey to those in contiguous
areas of the Paria Plateau, Kaibab Plateau andalitalBlades remains poorly
understood. Researchers have observed differemoesamic assemblages, site layout
and architecture from one area to another, and eitein the same area. These
differences have generally been attributed to pariabandonment and reoccupation by
different groups with similar but not identical eity heritages. Less attention has been
focused on the environmental differences from aea # the other that may have
precipitated differences in human behavior throtiigie. House Rock Valley farmers
probably augmented their maize production with litda and fauna procured from the
nearby Kaibab Plateau (pine nuts, berries, tubmiishvaule deer), and to a lesser extent
from the Colorado River corridor (mescal).

Given the reliability of the numerous springs aeeéps in the House Rock Valley,
it is anticipated that considerable evidence ofhaic foraging activities will be
identified, and that this evidence will be consi$teith seasonal exploitation of wild
seeds that proliferate around water sources. Tihdess potential for evidence of early
horticultural activities due to the absence of isight water to facilitate sub-irrigation,
the primary method of domestic crop production asBetmaker 1l and Basketmaker I
times. Limited evidence may yet be identified iredt proximity to the springs. More
likely, the wild plant resources of House Rock ¥gllvere exploited seasonally by
farmer-foragers living in the upper Kanab Creek Bada River drainages north of the
Arizona Strip. This pattern is also consistent vathnographic observations of Southern
Paiute populations in historic times (see Chap}er 2
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Chapter 2
Exploration and Acculturation:
A Brief History of House Rock Valley from 1776-1872

Introduction

The history of the Arizona Strip is loosely butmistakably intertwined with the
broader history of the exploration, economic exgkion and colonization of the
American West. However, this participation was jpleeral to events occurring
elsewhere, and there are few historical referetaése terrain or the indigenous peoples
who lived there. Because of its rugged canyon togyauy, early explorers generally
avoided the region, preferring the more efficietd Spanish Trail that bypassed the
region to the north and west. Because of the pao€ivater, there were no beaver and
little economic incentive for Euroamerican fur tpaps to venture into the area. With the
abundance of better agricultural lands and perntamater in the St. George area,
colonization of the Kanab area by Mormon pioneeas delayed, and formal
colonization of the Arizona Strip never maturedtald elsewhere in the territory.

The sources for the early history of the ArizomapSare journals, primarily those
of Fray Silvestre Velez de Escalante, a Spaniskianary in search of an overland trade
route from New Mexico to California; Jacob Hambkm, early Mormon missionary and
ambassador to Native American peoples who piondgbeetiouse Rock Valley Trail;
and various participants of the Colorado River Bxiplg Expedition, who offered
important insights between 1869 and 1880. Alsoveaieto this discussion are the
ethnographic research of Isabelle Kelly, whosermgmnts included Southern Paiutes
who were alive during the latter half of the nireztth century.

The Spanish Entrada

The first Euroamerican sojourn into the ArizonaBivas a near-disastrous affair
undertaken against the advice of local Paiutesli@mvith the area and its paucity of
water. Escalante later lamented that the “maineafi®ur having suffered so much, ever
since we entered Parussi country, was our havimgnedo guide us through so much
difficult terrain. For through the lack of expedlh we made many detours, wasted time
from so many days spent in a very small area, affdred hunger and thirst” (in Warner
1976:100). It is evident from the journal accoundttdifferent bands of Southern Paiute
occupied certain areas of the Arizona Strip, inclgdHouse Rock Valley, and that they
were familiar with routes to river crossings butrgvenwilling to guide the Spaniards.
The tortuous experience resulted near the endeaéxtpedition after the friars had
abandoned their original mission of reaching Catiia.

By the mid-1700s, the Spanish had become firmtye@ached among Pueblo
peoples of the Southwest and had established tretsleorks with Ute bands to the north
in Colorado and New Mexico. Within that contextayiFrancisco Atanasio Dominguez
and Fray Silvestre Velez de Escalante were comamediin 1776 to explore a northern
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route from Santa Fe to the recently establishedsger of Monterey on the California
coast, “... but not without the option to exploenmission possibilities en route”
(Warner 1976:ix-x). That enthusiasm led directlgé&scriptions of Ute and Southern
Paiute peoples in Utah and northern Arizona poaignificant sociopolitical intercourse
with Euroamericans.

Proceeding south from the Utah Lake area, theditipe arrived in the St.
George area on October 16, 1776, where they enemahthe Parussis, who “speak Yuta
so differently from all the rest that neither théerpreter nor Joaquin the Laguna could
make them understand fully.” The Parussis, weartnguoise and conch-shell jewelry
that they offered to trade, were farmers livingha St. George Basin (1976:81). They
were likely Southern Paiutes, but the languageifices raises the possibility they were
Hopi traders, “although this is doubtful” (Euleré34).

Upon learning the Spaniards, who were famishedsalagnant about returning to
New Mexico, intended to veer southeast across timAa Strip, local Southern Paiutes
warned the expedition they “could not go by theteame intended because there were no
water sources, nor could we cross the river byrthuse for its being very much boxed in
and very deep, and having extremely tall rocksdifis along both sides, and finally
that between here and the river there was verydyaain” (in Warner 1976:82). The
insistent Spaniards proceeded south and east altortuous route along the base of the
Hurricane Cliffs, subsequently suffering from lasfkfood and water (Warner 1976:84;
see Figure 7 for a depiction of the route).

On Oct. 18, 1776, about 20 miles north of Mountriibull, they bartered with
four Southern Paiutes for wild sheep meat, driéckjyr pear made into cakes and seeds
from wild plants (Warner 1976:86-87). These Paiutege called Yubuincariri, and they
are believed to have been Uinkarets Paiute who oocepied the western Grand Canyon
region (Euler 1966:34). On October 21, the expediteached Johnson Wash about 5
miles south of Fredonia, and the following day tkiegred north, east and south, crossing
the Kaibab Plateau. While encamped that night, f#aey nearby campfires and found a
small band of Southern Paiute, called Pagampaamped at or near Coyote Spring. The
Paiutes provided food (rabbit and pinyon nuts) lagiged them locate water. Escalante
provides the first description of the springs foumdthe east flank of the Kaibab Plateau,
writing “to the west-southwest from the same litilaffs at the sierra’s base there is also
a little spring of permanent water” (in Warner 188). The Pagampachi are believed to
have been Kaibab Paiutes.

The expedition remained at camp “San Juan Cap@stien Oct. 23, 1776, due to
the fact the members of the party had become duitem eating the wild plant seeds.
Unable to convince local Southern Paiutes to belint meat, they slaughtered a horse.
They were later visited by 26 Paiutes, who endaredrmon and secured a promise that
missionaries would return to instruct them. “Whes agked them where we could find
them on our return, they said it would be on thise sierra and the adjacent mesas” (in
Warner 1976:91).
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Figure 7: Dominguez-Escalante route through thedkra Strip as compiled by Herbert Bolton (courtesMtah Historical Society).

On Oct. 24, 1776, the party departed up Coyotehvitasard the divide that
separates it from House Rock Valley, proceedinghssautheast down House Rock
Valley “over sandy and troublesome country.” No tieanwas made of any springs.
They camped on Emett Hill, a divide between HousekRNVash and Emett Valley on
the east of the southern periphery of the Parite®la They called the camp San
Bartoleme (Warner 1776:92). On Oct. 25, they headest-southeast, then east and then
north before finding a spring in Soap Creek Canydnich they called San Fructo. Don
Juan Pedro Cisneros was dispatched to exploresgopmsrossing in Marble Canyon,
returning to report “the river looked all rightham and had a ford there” (1976:93).
They arrived at the Colorado River (they calleBliRio Grande de los Cosninas) the
following day, and two members swam across the tivexplore the south side. They
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lost their clothing in the crossing and were fortedeturn rather than explore the region
naked (1976:94).

On Oct. 27, 1776, “others went to explore in ddéf@ directions and found
nothing but insuperable obstacles for getting &ftrd without retracing much terrain”
(Warner 1976:94). The expedition remained in tleaamtil Nov. 1, scouting ways
across the river. On Nov. 1, they went up the PRN&r (El Rio de Santa Teresa) a short
distance, and the following day they began workiver way out of Paria Canyon
through a difficult incline (known today as DomirgguPass) and then down the east side
of the plateau, camping at a prominent formatioovkm today as Castle Rock. They
again reached the rim above the Colorado Riverpsippthe mouth of Navajo Creek, on
November 3. Two men were sent to reconnoiter timsite side of the canyon, and
November 4 was spent awaiting their return andrggethe horses to water (1976:97).

On November 5, they moved north through “manyegignd gullies and a very
high-walled canyon” that researchers now believe Warm Creek. They camped near
the base of Ramona Mesa near the head of CottonWasth, a Warm Creek tributary,
where they found forage and water (Warner 197688y resumed their march to the
northeast on November 6, experiencing a flash flad@unsight Canyon before arriving
at a canyon rim above the suspected river ford.félh@wving day, they were forced to
cut steps into the stone cliff to allow the horsedescend to the river bank. The
successful crossing was cause for considerabl&shganng and celebration (1976:99-
100). The crossing later became known as Crosditiged-athers.

Although considered a failure in the annals of Wesexploration, the
Dominguez-Escalante expedition nonetheless madertarg contributions to the history
of the Arizona Strip. They offered the first deptions of the topography of the region,
noting the location of springs and describing feadithat are recognizable today. More
importantly, they offered the first descriptionsSuthern Paiutes living in the region
with some commentary on local adaptive stratediegpears that Paiutes in the region
were hunters and gatherers with settlement patfteocused around permanent springs.
Band size ranged up to about 25 people, a numbeistent with ethnographically
observed hunter-gatherers elsewhere.

Escalante was also the first to recognize geograpand linguistic distinctions
among the Southern Paiute. He assigned the namsdato those who cultivated maize
along river banks in the St. George area; Yubuirisao those who lived in the Arizona
Strip in the area of Mount Trumbull; Ytimpabichasthose living on cliffs and mesas in
the Kanab region; and Pagampachis to those whaitetbsterile mesas above the
Colorado River with no access to irrigation water.

After the Dominguez-Escalante foray into the Anadstrip area in 1776, the area
appears to have been largely ignored by the van@yes of trappers, traders, military
expeditions and Euroamerican colonists for mucthefmext century. The deeply incised
canyons made overland commerce difficult, whileghacity of water resources afforded
few economic opportunities for fur trappers. Mititeexpeditions generally avoided the
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rugged terrain, preferring different variationgloé Old Spanish Trail that bypassed the
Arizona Strip to the north and west. The region wadoubtedly explored by intrepid
travelers through the West, but written accountho$e adventures are rare.

The one exception appears to have an 1829 expedhyi Antonio Armijo, who
led a pack train west and north from Abiquiu, NewxXi¢o, directly toward the Crossing
of the Fathers. The expedition successfully crotisedColorado River and proceeded
west along the Utah-Arizona border (Euler 1966:48)nijo described the Paiute in this
area as inhabiting the Colorado River corridor ehigneir living quarters are jacales,
and they live on grass seeds, hares and rabbig te skins of the latter to cover a
small part of their body” (in Euler 1966:43). Armipffered little commentary other than
the fact the “Payuches” were “gentle and cowardity Euler 1966:44), a condition that
perhaps reflected depredation by Mexican slaveetsadt that time (see Auerbach 1941,
Euler 1966:46-47; O'Neil 1964, 1968; Snow 1929).

Mormon Arrival

The Euroamerican colonization of southern Utah wiisted shortly after the
arrival of Mormon pioneers in the Salt Lake Vallayl847. Within five years, Mormon
colonies had been established throughout southtaim Where Mormons came into
contact with local Southern Paiute populationdjating a process of dispossession of
local indigenous populations from traditional hagtand gathering ranges. Among the
first areas of the southern Utah to be settled were/irgin and Santa Clara drainages in
the St. George Basin. Itis likely that scouts sleiaug for suitable agricultural lands and
exploitable timber ventured into the Arizona Stgion at that time. However, the
paucity of permanent water suitable for cultivateaps appears to have militated against
permanent settlements in this region.

Early Mormons were certainly familiar with the Aoina Strip through the first-
hand accounts of travelers who had braved the dutggeain as early as 1847. William
Bailey Maxwell, along with two other members of tdlermon Battalion who had
mustered out of the military in California in 18406ught to return to Utah through
Arizona, eventually crossing the Colorado Rivethat mouth of the Paria River. Their
route took them along the base of the Vermiliorif€hcross the north end of House
Rock Valley and then over the Kaibab Plateau, wihely had difficulty crossing due to
deep snows. Maxwell later returned to settle in $éoRock Valley (Charlotte Maxwell
Webb, reprinted in Larsen 1998).

The identification of Kanab as a potential setéetlikely occurred in 1855 when
Ira Hatch was dispatched on a mission to the SoutRaiutes living on the north end of
Buckskin Mountain (Kaibab Plateau), where Hatch taadered out alone to seek out
trails, springs, waterholes and places suitablsdtitement” (Richard Elkins, in Larsen
1998:27). There is no indication that Mormon set@@t occurred immediately
thereafter. The official “founding” of Pipe Springsplaced at 1863 and Kanab at 1865.
However, journals of early Mormons in the regiodigate that families had begun to
settle the area years before.
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Jacob Hamblin

Important descriptions of the Arizona Strip resdlfrom Mormon missionary
journals of those traveling through the region legirtway to the Hopi mesas south of the
Colorado River. These missionary expeditions wedebly Jacob Hamblin (Figure 8), a
major figure in the Mormon experience in southetaiand northern Arizona. Hamblin
has been lionized in Mormon and non-Mormon hisarazcounts as a legendary
ambassador to many different groups of Native Acaripeoples. He was undisputedly
adept at diffusing conflicts between Mormons argigenous peoples.

In the fall of 1858, Hamblin
and fellow missionaries Thales H.
Haskell (Figure 9), Frederick
Hamblin, William Hamblin,
Dudley Leavitt, Thomas Leauvitt,
Samuel Knight, Ira Hatch, Andrew
Gibbons, Benjamin Knell, Ammon
M. Tenney, James Davis and
Naraguts (a Paiute guide) departed
the St. George area, later arriving at
Pipe Springs where they visited a
Paiute encampment. They
continued southeast across the
Kaibab Plateau to House Rock
Valley where they met and traded
with a band of Southern Paiutes.
Hamblin indicated that “we
camped at the foot of the Kibab
[sic], or Buckskin Mountains, with
the chief and nearly all of the tribe
of Kibab Indians. They provided
supper by cooking a large number
of rabbits. They put these in a pile
Figure 8: Jacob Hamblin (Photo courtesy Utah HistiSociety) and covered them with hot ashes and

coals” (Little 1909). East of the Paria

River, on a trail to Crossing of the Fathers, nféagutes visited the expedition (Euler
1966:70-71; Little 1909:62-64).

In late 1859, Hamblin led another expedition ofrMon missionaries consisting
of Marion J. Shelton, Thales Haskell, Taylor CradBgnjamin Knell, Ira Hatch and John
W. Young, following and returning by the same roused in 1858 (Little 1909:68-69).
This expedition likely exposed John W. Young to ttbgion where he would later
become a major historical figure. Another missigrexpedition was launched in the fall
of 1860 that included Jacob Hamblin, Thales Haskddlorge A. Smith Jr., Jehiel
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McConnell, Ira Hatch, Isaac Riddle, Amos Thortorarieis M. Hamblin, James Pierce
and an Indian guide called Enos. On the return tinig expedition camped with Paiutes
in the Buckskin Mountain area, where Jacob Hambtiote “the Paiutes brought us an
abundance of pine nuts. The supply was very acoleptas edibles were scarce in camp”
(Little 1909:78).

There is no doubt that Hamblin
was intimately familiar with the House
Rock Valley and other contiguous areas.
Wixom (1996:233) writes that Hamblin
spent “many cold nights in the 1860s,
watching and guarding with the Piutes to
keep Navajo raiders from crossing” and
that he “sometimes crossed Buckskin
Mountain when the snow was waist dee
Wixom marveled at length at Hamblin’s
ability to find his way through the canyon
country of the Arizona Strip without ‘
assistance of maps, and in some cases
without guides. The original Hamblin trail
from St. George, called the “Mid
Mountain” trail, led to Pipe Springs along
the modern route of Utah Highway 59 an
Arizona Highway 389, then over the
Kaibab Plateau near present-day Jacob
Lake, off the east flank and then through
House Rock Valley. Hamblin forged a
new route from Kanab through “The
Gap,” located 15 miles east of Kanab, a
became “almost certainly the first white Figure 9: Thales Haskell (Photo courtesy Utah Hiis Society)
men to use the Gap route as they headed
for the Colorado River via House Rock Valley in #arly 1860s” (1996:184-187).

In fact, Hamblin is credited with blazing mosttbé routes in the region. For
example, although Isaac Riddle is credited witkidg the first wagon across the Kaibab
Plateau, he certainly followed the earlier trad4#d by Hamblin (Wixom 1996:195).
Many of these routes inevitably led through HouselRValley, a name formalized in
1871 by the John Wesley Powell expedition and teddb a local guide named Riggs or
to a member of an earlier Hamblin missionary exoeli According to Frederick
Dellenbaugh’s account of his November 1871 vigihdut sunset we passed two large
boulders which had fallen together, forming a rablelter, under which Riggs or
someone else had slept, and then had jocoselygraitove with charcoal words Rock
House Hotel” (1991:160). Hamblin and others haday assigned the name House
Rock Spring to a nearby water source and House Raliky to the broad expanse
between the Kaibab Plateau and Paria Plateau,vemddlled it the same, and finally it
went on the maps and is now permanent” (1991:160%en maintains Dellenbaugh
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mistook the shelter for “House Rock,” and that Ho&®ck actually refers a prominent
square-shaped formation on a nearby cliff face witlat could be viewed as an open
door, giving it the appearance of a “house” (198849).

The House Rock Valley route(s) led eventuallyhte Paria River confluence
where William Maxwell had first crossed in 1847tdugh the Crossing of the Fathers
further to the northeast was easier, it was alsgdoand potentially more dangerous
depending on the mood of Navajos living in thainity. Hamblin was certainly aware
that a river crossing could be made at the PararRionfluence, and Wixom mentions
the construction of “crude skiffs or rafts” andaatical strategy of starting the crossing
farther upstream to compensate for the swift carf&#06:189-191). The precariousness
of the crossing apparently prompted Hamblin to reint® a partnership with John D. Lee
in the early 1870s for construction of a ferryhas fpoint to accommodate the growing
number of Mormon colonists dispatched by Brighanuiygto settle Arizona south of
the Colorado River.

The paucity of water was a frequent topic inrtlissionary journals, and often
they would travel days without finding water. Lo@aiutes, who continued to camp at
the springs throughout the 1860s, were adept avikgpothe location of springs, seeps
and rock cavities holding rain water, but Hamblimyooccasionally used local guides
(Wixom states guides were used only on the firpeelition, although a Hamblin journal
reference mentions a guide on a later trip, as)witle frequent thirst prompted one
missionary to quote Shakespeare and “wished She&sswas in hell and that he was
with him if they had such a commodity as water ¢li¢Thales Haskell, in Wixom
1996:191). The journal accounts mention they oocesly found springs along the
eastern escarpment of the Kaibab Plateau, buptirgsnames are not mentioned.

Hamblin was arguably the first “cattleman” in tHeuse Rock Valley region,
taking dozens of cattle along on some missionamgn@ys for sustenance and trade with
the Hopis. “It was one thing to get a man and lisé across the Colorado; quite another
to push reluctant oxen up the narrow Paria Gorge/ndhe precarious ledges to the Ute
Crossing, then across the river with its trickyagsiand bottom and frightening currents.”
More often, the missionaries ate rabbits, and m case crows (Wixom 1996:189). There
is no indication Hamblin grazed cattle in House IRdalley any significant period of
time, although he clearly saw the potential ofdhea for livestock and intended to
occupy the region more permanently.

Hamblin’s missionary journeys continued through mhid 1860s. Another
expedition was dispatched to the Hopi mesas in 1B62by a more southwestern route
(via Pierce Ferry), and in January 1863, the extjmedieturned by way of the now-
familiar route through House Rock Valley and acrihesKaibab Plateau toward St.
George. Jacob Hamblin’s narrative also includedidietsons of efforts in 1869 and 1870
to negotiate peace with the Navajos, his impressudrthe Moquis (Hopis) and the
vigilance of local Paiutes and Mormons ranchers whee always guarding against
Navajos who crossed the Colorado River to raid eand Mormon livestock in the
1860s (Little 1909:101-102).
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Jacob Hamblin had a remarkable relationship welkivlé American groups that
proved beneficial to Mormon colonists during pesad increased hostility with
indigenous groups, particularly after Mormon expamsnto traditional hunting and
gathering territories. At one point, Hamblin obsaththat “when natives resorted to
gather seeds, they found they had been destroyedttyy ... only the poor consolation
was left them of gathering around their campfined talking over their grievances” (in

Wixom 1996: 231).

Hamblin’s journal also offers a description of peaegotiations with Paiute
peoples of the upper Sevier River and Johnson CGeaseas (Little 1909:103; see also
Wixom 1996:245), and his journey in 1870 to the Miotrumbull area with John
Wesley Powell to negotiate with Shivwits Paiutesgeaceful passage of Powell’'s 1871
river expedition (Little 1909:103-106). He also aespanied Powell in the fall of 1871 to
Fort Defiance and the Hopi villages to further rigage peace with the Navajos, whose
raiding of Mormon livestock north of the Coloradiv& remained a persistent problem

(1909:106-109).

10: Emma Batchelder Lee (Photo courtesy Utah

Historical Society)

Hamblin was apparently associated with
the construction of Lee’s Ferry, deemed the only
means of transporting wagons of Mormon
colonists seeking to settle in Arizona south of
the Colorado River. The ferry was operated by
Emma Lee (Figure 10) while her husband was a
fugitive wanted in connection with the Mountain
Meadows Massacre, and “it appears Brigham
[Young] wanted Hamblin to look after her from
time to time in her key role at Lee’s Ferry”
(Wixom 1996:304). Hamblin stated “In 1871-
72, 1 explored many places between Lees Ferry
and Uinta Valley; assisted in locating a
settlement on the Pah-reah, in starting a ranch in
House Rock Valley, and in building a small boat
at Lees Ferry” (Little 1909:118). The reference
to a ranch in House Rock Valley may be
evidenced by a notation in Walter Clement
Powell’s journal entry for July 13, 1872,
wherein he states the members of the John
Wesley Powell expedition reached House Rock
Springs and “found a stone hunt built near the
springs, but no one in it.” He also says they
proceeded to Jacob’s Pools 14 miles awga

where they found “a brush hut and a couple
of pretty Mormon girls,” whose father, John
D. Lee, was elsewhere on the Paria River

(W. Powell 1948:432; see Figure 11). The referencg®rmanent or semi-permanent
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Euroamerican residences in House Rock Valley suglgasMormon settlement in areas
around springs may have begun to disrupt indigesaughern Paiute lifeways at about
the same time John Wesley Powell began his ethpbigratudies in the same area.

Figure 11: View of John D. Lee brush house at Jad®bols. Date and photographer not indicatedpbafbably about 1872 (Photo
courtesy Utah Historical Society)

Jacob Hamblin left the area briefly in 1867, butrs returned to “Fort Kanab,” a
lonely outpost established two years before (Wixd@86:255). He remained in the area
several years, claiming rights to all of House Ruelley. He later relinquished those
claims to John D. Lee, while Hamblin left to estsibla ranch south of the Colorado
River. Lee, a fugitive facing arrest by federalrausities, later traded his holdings at
Jacob’s Pools back to Hamblin for Hamblin’s farrMpenave, Arizona. Hamblin never
used the Jacob’s Pool ranch and it was soon abedddtogether (Larsen 1998:57).
Hamblin sold his rights to House Rock Valley in 488 the church-owned New Canaan
livestock cooperative, and again left the aread@4l this time to settle in Pleasanton,
New Mexico. Several of his adult children remaihethind in the Kanab area, and some
remained involved in ranching in House Rock Vabeyl on the Paria Plateau.

Fort Kanab and Early Ranching

The nature of early livestock ranching in the Ana Strip was certainly small,
consisting of a few dozen head of cattle belongintpe handful of early pioneers (see
Lucy I. Isom’s account, reprinted in Larsen 1998:8Bfadley indicates that Kanab-area
ranchers first began running cattle on the Ariz8trg in 1863 (1999:61), although no
details were offered and the date appears too patsee. She also states that Jacob
Hamblin and others constructed “crude dugouts” am&b as early as 1858, and that
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small parties of settlers began arriving in 18589@60-61). Inevitably, regions to the
south would have been explored for suitable livelsforage and potential agricultural
enterprises.

Elsewhere in the area, William B. Maxwell, arguatble first Mormon to see the
Arizona Strip country in 1847, laid claim to Mocoa$Spring and the surrounding valley
in 1860. He sold it in 1863 to a man named Rhodas built the first cabin there that
same year (Larsen 1998:70). Elsewhere, John Cdaedle (originally Naile) first
established a ranch at Big Springs on the wesk ftdnhe Kaibab in 1866 after
negotiating a financial settlement with local Paitribal leaders. Naegle and his sons
continued to run cattle and sheep on Buckskin Maiarfor the next 25 years (Rosanna
N. Lunt, in Larsen 1998:34-35).

Armed hostilities with indigenous groups were diga threat in the early years
of white settlement. In 1863, James M. Whitmoreuaregl rights for 160-acre ranch at
Pipe Springs, which had been a popular layovetifeHamblin missionary expeditions
(from whom Whitmore acquired the rights is not digatated). He built a dugout just
downhill from the spring, as well as corrals fotesst 50 milk cows. He planted
grapevines, peaches and apple trees, and broutjbtarad sheep to the area. In late
December 1865, Whitmore and his brother-in-law RolkIntyre were killed while
trying to recover stolen livestock. Reprisals by Mormon militia resulted in the deaths
of two Paiutes and capture of five others, or tifleng of seven Paiutes and the capture
of one other, according to the differing accoufitse Paiutes maintained their innocence,
blaming the killings of Whitmore and Mclintyre on raading Navajos, who had camped
with the Paiutes the night before and left behimeldead men’s personal effects that
were recovered by the posse. The stolen livest@kmvever recovered, lending support
to the Paiutes’ version of events (see Larsen 1948103).

Other Mormons were later killed in the same aaeagntuating concerns
throughout the region of widespread conflict (HettrStapley, in Larsen 1998:104).
Consequently, construction of Fort Kanab was itatlan 1865 and continued through
1869 with the erection of two rows of five to sevabins on the east and west, and one
or two cabins on the north. The south was a cedstrgiockade or fence tied with
rawhide strips. The cabins and stockade enclodd@a&quare-foot area. Among the
early builders of Kanab were Moses Farnsworth, Edwaigh, John Rider, Allen Frost,
James Lewis, Reuben Broadbent and Charles Crargtteeof whom would play a
prominent role in the history of House Rock Vall8gttlement of the region was
apparently slow. The personal history of John RiarBrown indicates that he arrived
with his family at the age of 13 to settle Kanalthia spring of 1871, and “at that time
there were only two houses in Kanab, one was ttle mouse of Edward Pugh, the other
was a lumber one room shack belonging to Abrahamsvf (in Larsen 1998.76).

It is likely that Indian hostilities in the laté@0s that forced the temporary
abandonment of Kanab and Pipe Springs also braudramatic reduction to nascent
cattle ranching on the Strip. Families began retgyito the area in 1870, and a
resumption of small-scale family livestock operaigesumed throughout the region.
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Among the most prominent of these early ranchessdsan D. Lee (Figure 12), a
fugitive openly protected by the Mormon populaceDecember 1871, Lee, apparently
in partnership with Jacob Hamblin, began constomctin a ranch at Lee’s Ferry (also
known as Lonely Dell), where his wife Emma remaibetiind to operate the ranch and
ferry. Lee moved frequently throughout the Stripparently to avoid arrest by federal
authorities. Of note, the earliest pioneer insaipat House Rock Springs is that of John
D. Lee, dated Christmas Day 1871 (Larsen 1998).

Figure 12: John D. Lee (Photo courtesy Utah HistdiSociety)

Lee was optimistic about initiating
other ranches in the area. In the fall of
1872, Lee rode with Almon Harris
Thompson of the Powell Expedition to
assess ranching opportunities at Kane
Springs (Larsen 1998:55). And Lee also
considered ranching prospects on the
Kaibab Plateau. In late 1872, while serving
as a guide to the Powell expedition, Lee
wrote that he had “learned through our
Indian guide a splendid ranch could be
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In 1872, Lee decided to
construct a second ranch at Jacob’s
Pools, arriving with a wife Rachel Lee
in early May of that year. They
completed a one-room willow
residence within a week. This is likely
the same structure mentioned by
Walter Clement Powell, who arrived at
Jacob’s Pools on July 13, 1872, to find
two of Lee’s daughters living in a
temporary willow structure (Powell
1948; see citation above). John D. and
Rachel Lee (Figure 13) apparently
brought a herd of 40 cows to Jacob’s
Pools that were to provide the stock for
a permanent cattle ranch. Within six
months, Lee had constructed a short
distance away a rock corral, a second
shelter and a 35 by 30 foot stone house
with a cellar, two parlors, two
bedrooms and a kitchen. Rachel and
the children rolled stones to the
building site from the Vermilion Cliffs

accumulating enough building
material “to enclose five acres of
garden” (Larsen 1998:55).



made on the Buckskin or Kaibab Mountain,” descganvalley 15 miles long and three-
fourths of a mile wide with three springs, grandan@vs and forests (Cleland and
Brooks 1983:215). Lee never pursued the idea ahelr at what is today known as
DeMotte Park or VT Park.

Figure 13: Rachel Lee (Photo courtesy Utah HistbiSociety)

Lee was not the only local Mormon rancher lookimgxpand into rangelands
south of Kanab. Levi Stewart, the Mormon bishogKahab, in early 1871 claimed water
rights at Big Springs on the west flank of the KdilPlateau and transferred a sawmill at
Skutumpah north of Kanab to his new ranch therav Btewart acquired the rights from
John Naegle, who reportedly arrived there in 1860t specified. After serving a
church mission to Germany in 1873, Naegle retutnatie “Nail Ranch” at Big Springs
where the family cattle ranch was still operatind 885 (Murbarger 1958:31).

Members of the John Wesley Powell expedition etthe Stewart ranch in
February 1872, describing two cabins, a corralthedarrival of a younger Stewart who
“drove up a band of horses” (Powell 1948:398).&Miean Rich (1941:5) indicated that
Brigham Young sent Stewart and the steam sawmBligaSprings. Local tradition
maintains Stewart was the first to bring cattléhi® Kanab area when he arrived in 1870,
but as discussed above there were many others/ewvah cattle operations at the same
time, including Joseph Hamblin and Charles S. Ciaoth) of whom had extended their
operations into the Arizona Strip at this time (@ey 1999:84).

Sheep ranching also emerged about this sameAlltsehul and Fairley (1989),
citing Haskett (1936), described significant drotsgh California in 1870 and 1871, and
again in 1876 and 1877, that resulted in large rermbf sheep being driven into the
Arizona Strip. Other sheepherders followed, andriscalifornia and Nevada sheep
men began using the Arizona Strip for winter raage regular basis, and a number of
men from St. George and Kanab took up sheephefdirtge first time” (1999:193).

This is supported by an April 1872 entry in Wal#ement Powell’s journal that
indicates 11,000 sheep were grazing near Pipe @&panthat time (1948:403). Bradley
indicated that Mormon sheepherders James A. latieRoyal Cutler first brought sheep
to the area in 1871 from the Glendale area (1929:13

Dramatic economic changes occurred in the earP48hat would transform the
Arizona Strip from a little-known wilderness knownly to a handful of small family
farmers into an Eden for large-scale cattle opanatiln 1870, Brigham Young
purchased the Whitmore estate in the name of therldo Church and assigned Asnon
Winsor to improve the spring and manage the charghowing livestock herds, all
acquired as payment of tithes. Young returned laigryear to outline the construction
of a ranch headquarters that could also functicmfast if continued hostilities
warranted. This structure, which became known assw/iCastle, was completed in
1872 (Lavender 1982), and became the headquafterajor Mormon Church cattle
operations throughout the Arizona Strip (Figure.14)
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Figure 14: Early view of Winsor Castle, date unkndi@ourtesy of Utah Historical Society)
Southern Paiute Ethnographies

The establishment of Fort Kanab in 1865 and J&tanhblin’s passing reference
to Southern Paiute discontent over the loss ofticexdl seed gathering areas to cattle
suggest that Mormon expansion into the ArizongpStias occurring prior to the arrival f
John Wesley Powell, whose descriptions of Paiteg/hys in the region remain a
hallmark of early Native American ethnography. Plbwehose expedition camped south
of Kanab, described the Southern Paiutes of th@<.8% a nomadic people who engaged
in the seasonal exploitation of wild plants andhaads.

A tribe will move around a grand circuit which hiasen previously
determined in council, often taking for its comjgletseveral months or
even a year. This constant moving is necessamdoessful hunting. Also
every season has its peculiar nuts, seeds, fruitsais, and the place
where such articles of food are found in abundaamoe largely determine
the course of their wanderings. Thus early in geng) when meskelle
[sic] is in good condition for food their camp shdibe on the side of the
mountain where that plant is found in great aburagror late in the fall
when the pine nuts are ripe, and the deer aretlfigty will be found
encamped on the high plateaux [sic]. Late in theser and early in the
fall when the seeds of grass and various weedsieaing, and these
afford a rich and abundant subsistence, they mafpbed camping on the
plains [in Fowler and Fowler 1971:38].
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The nomadic lifeway of the Southern Paiute undediytbrought them into
contact with other peoples exploiting the sameusses. The hunting and gathering
rights of other bands appear to have been a maiped of discussion in tribal council
meetings (Figure 15), and delegations were oftspaiched to neighboring bands to
ensure no interference in food-gathering activitisfact, this is a source of much
disagreement, and many feuds and wars arise congeheir right to favorite regions.
Tribes are very tenacious in clinging to their tgybver such places, and very jealous of
the encroachments of other tribes ... usually sligutes require the holding of many
councils, and sometimes they are not settled theilvhole nation meets in grand
council” (Powell, in Fowler and Fowler 1971:39).Ulwern Paiute lifeways at the time of
the Powell expeditions were illustrated in a langenber of photographs by J.K. Hillers,
but there is some question as to whether they staged to appeal to Eastern audiences.

Figure 15: Southern Paiute tribal council photobeapby J.K. Hillers ca. 1872 (Photo courtesy Utdstdiiical Society)

Ethnographer Isabelle Kelly, who in 1932 and 1B®8rviewed informants who
were alive in the latter quarter of the nineteerghtury, expanded on the issue of
territoriality, describing Kaibab claims of owneigsto the springs along the Buckskin
Mountain escarpment. Kelly divided the Kaibab bartd 10 local units, of which the
seven more populous ones had a headman who dirgzdsdnal movements and
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activities (Park et al. 1938:633-634). These l@llomits may be similar to those listed
by William Palmer (1933:99-100, see also Palme8)9&ho identified those around

Pipe Springs and Moccasin Springs as Pa-spikaavatd)Jnka-kanig-its; those in

Johnson Canyon as Pa-epas; those on the northcfltipe Kaibab Mountains as Kaibab-
its; those of the Glendale and Orderville area@&®Ru-e-i-at; those on the western
slopes of the Kaibab Plateau as Timpe-sha-wa-tgtand those north and east of Mount
Trumbull as Timpe-ab-ich-its, Timpe-pa-caba and Férab-its.

Generally, the Kaibab Paiute occupied territobesdered on the north by the
Pink Cliffs area near the headwaters of Kanab Caeekthe Virgin River, on the east by
Johnson Canyon, on the west by Zion Canyon antdesduth by the north rim of the
Grand Canyon. Kelly observed that the higher plateagere well watered, but were
generally unsuitable for permanent habitation bseani the depth of winter snows. The
lower elevations were likewise unsuitable becadsbepaucity of reliable water.
Permanent streams were of little importance, prighladcause of the absence of any
need for irrigation. Consequently, the determirfeaxggor in human settlement was the
location of springs, which occur “in a long, almasthtinuous line” along the base of the
Vermilion Cliffs, including the western and southdronts of the Paria Plateau and along
the western edge of the Kaibab Plateau” (1964.5).

Kelly described the annual economic cycle in teofnf®od resources being
exploited.

Fall was one time of plenty; then most househoidde trips to the
plateaus, to collect yucca fruit, harvest pinenatsg hunt deer. Stores
were cached for winter use but ordinarily ran shdate winter and
especially spring were seasons of near faminehdtiime, many traveled
to the rim of the Colorado and several tributaryngans to gather mescal,
the standby when all else failed; cacti and juniperries also were
starvation foods. With the approach of summer pénaple returned to
what they considered home base, at the foot gbldteaus, to resume
residence at their privately owned springs. Ondbgcent flats, they
harvested valley seeds, and late in summer sormamgst to the higher
elevations to gather "plateau’ seeds and berrieiarge number of plant
foods supplemented those just enumerated, and garak, available
throughout the year, must have been the principatee of meat
[1964:22].

There is considerable evidence of inter-group actrdnd social aggregations at
all times of the year. In fact, it was difficult ¢hstinguish some groups from others
because of the amount of seasonal movement frorspirgg to another, the
interrelationships bringing migratory groups inépeated and regular contact with other
groups. Almost all of the social or economic clusteere based upon extended family
units. In many cases, these family relationshigsreded into other economic clusters
(Kelly 1964:22-24), further blurring Kelly’s distitions among economic clusters.
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Although Kaibab Paiute populations were conceattaround springs, Kelly
observed that camps in these areas "were semi-pennim the sense that the occupants
returned to them following hunting and foragingi The sites were strategically
situated. Drinking water was at hand; the junipettet slopes of the backing scarps
provided fuel; the desert flats were nearby fobrabunting and seed collecting; and the
higher plateaus could be visited periodically feed pinenuts and yucca fruit" (1964:7).
Southern Paiute residences were consistently destas temporary brush structures
(Figure 16).

According to Kelly's
informants, the springs were
owned by individual families
who occupied the area adjoining
the spring year after year.
Typically, the oldest child
inherited the spring, although in
practice ownership passed to the
nearest male relative in the
family group who continued to
live at the spring. However,
Kelly doubted that ownership
was as formal as her informants
indicated, suggesting instead
that ownership rights were
determined more by "habitual
occupation” (1964:7). She
identified 77 springs or watering
places, not all of which were
permanent sources of water or
were claimed by any particular
family group. Based on the
utilization and/or ownership of
these water sources, she
identified 10 "economic

Figure 16: Southern Paiute brush structures (Jilersl photocourtesy clusters” generally delineated as to
Utah Historical Society) the location of their semi-permanent
camps at particular water sources.

These clusters varied greatly in size of poputaind the extent of the local
environment being exploited. One cluster includ&dsprings, but only one camp.
Another included three springs but 14 or 15 houkkshdder utilization of "economic
clusters” to delineate various social units wasaothowledged by her Southern Paiute
informants, who recognized no distinctions betwiéengroups. Only one group, those
living along the western base of the Kaibab Plateas given any distinctive appellation
(1964:22). Even Kelly admitted her economic clustarthe Kaibab area may be
somewhat arbitrary given (1) the fact that all gi@shared the same annual cycle of
hunting and gathering, (2) the considerable amofimter-group contact and shifting of
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camps to various springs without apparent consideraf spring ownership and (3) the
Kaibab Plateau, Paunsaugunt Plateau and the rinedérand Canyon were viewed as
communal lands accessible to all Paiute groupsA:22623).

Kelly expended considerable effort determininggedous names for and
defining ownership of the various springs in thgioa. In House Rock Valley, she
identified Si ivac, or squawbush water, on the aastve Kaibab Gulch; Pagampaci, or
cane water, south of Kaibab Gulch; Kankwi, or waiaging, which is House Rock
Spring; Oarinkanivac, or salt-cave water, at KaaeadR; Uinpikavoc, or pine tree pot-
hole, which is Jacob’s Pools; Panwiavac, or muctwyait the base of the cliff below
Jacob’s Pools; Sovinokwicic, or cottonwood runnwbijch is Soap Creek; and
Pagampiaganti, also identified at Kane Ranch (stieates pagampi is a word for cane)
(1964:9-10).

Kelly’s account offers clues as to the first clagrmownership of the Kane Ranch
area. It appears from Kelly's account that Oarimkanand Pagampiaganti refer to two
different springs on ranch property (she spelléghihe Ranch). Oarinkanivac was
initially not “owned” by any single group, but wise focus of repeated visitation. The
family of Tasiaci, claimed ownership of nearby Kwaspring, and the family of Sakic
claimed ownership of Mukuvac spring (location madicated). Both families would pass
the winter at Oarinkanivac where they lived in &eganaking return trips to Kwanki to
retrieve caches of seeds throughout the winter h$ofi966:18). Ownership of Kwanki
later passed to Kwaganti and Keno, who then claiovedership of Mukuvac and
Oarinkanivac (1966:19).

Dellenbaugh (1909) later wrote that Powell nantedwagunt Valley for
Kwaganti, who claimed “that his father, who usedie there, had given it to him.” He
discouraged visitors to the valley “because he aditd keep the sage seeds for himself.”
Kwagunti later moved to Kanab and finally to theilkéd Reservation. “Nobody owned
the springs then” (in Kelly 1964:19).

Early Kanab cattleman B.A. Riggs purported to n#eseven-page “life story” of
Kwagunt (or Quag-unt). Although Euler (1966:87)edlRiggs’ account “suspect,” it
offers good descriptions of Southern Paiute subyscet activities, presumably in the
House Rock Valley area. According to the account,

We would find a place where rabbits like to run aetlup our nets. The nets were
made of yucca strings. They were from ten to twiveyyards long. We would

put all we had out in a long string, sometime adned yards long. We would put
them up on stakes driven into the ground. Whenavew nets set we would take
a circle out around the part of the country we veahto make our drive through.
We then formed into a half-circle a short distaapart and would go towards the
net. The rabbits would go to the nets and follo@nglit. There would be an
Indian stationed at each end and some times aloriga center. When the rabbits
came along the Indians would shoot them. We wakiel the rabbits to camp,
build a large fire out of sagebrush, and would tekeugh rabbits to make a meal
for the camp and put them in the fire and burntthe off, when we didn’t want
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the hair to make ropes with. When the hair wadathed off we moved the coals
and ashes away and put the rabbits in a pile, thenry them in hot ashes and
coals. When they are cooked we take them out dhthplears off and give them
to the older people, chief or Medicine man. Thas Wee best part of the rabbit.
The children got a leg or a piece of the back. vex and heart were eaten, then
the intestines were removed and the stuff waspgdmut with the finger and the
thumb, then eaten. The eyes and brain and evenf tie rabbit was eaten but
the hide and bones. There were not many rabbitE{iler 1966:87].

The account attributed to Kwagunt also mentionedgdthering of grass and weed seeds
in the summer and fall, pinyon nuts, acorns and@gand the hunting of antelope and
deer (Euler 1966:87).

Pagampiaganti spring was owned by Kisaici, whorlly “camped alone.”
However, others also camped at the spring withauntsoship rights, including two
shaman brothers, Saitimpi and Kwiuinimpi, and tisester. Kelly indicated they wintered
just below the rim of the Grand Canyon, sometinass ef the southern tip of the Kaibab
Plateau and sometimes at the mouth of Kanab Cafymy would return to
Pagampiaganti in the spring, bringing mescal widgnt. They remained there through the
summer, harvesting wild seeds, and they were somastjoined by residents of
Oarinkanivac. In the fall, they hunted deer onKlagbab Plateau, as did all Southern
Paiute families in the region (1966:20). Subsequtaiins of ownership were not
identified. Kelly’s account does not mention Twol&15prings.

Of note, Wixom, citing a 1948rizona Highwaysrticle, claims the Southern
Paiute gave House Rock Valley to Jacob Hamblinssoav of respect, “although it is
not known if it was theirs (or some other tribegs)give” (1996:188). Given that claims
of ownership was to springs and that ownershiprdanvolved many different families
without centralized governance, the claim is likgbyrious. Hamblin, for whom Jacob’s
Pools was named, had planned to construct a ranttie iHouse Rock Valley, but it is
not known if this was ever completed (see discumsalmve). His son Joseph did become
a prominent rancher in the House Rock Valley.

It is apparent that the dispossession of the &aiott House Rock Valley was well
underway by the 1870s. As summarized by Julian &&\{¥1939), the Southern Paiute in
the areas of St. George and Kanab “were too pabuanrganized to offer effective
resistance to settlement. They lingered in thegioal habitat in the vicinity of the newly
founded Mormon villages and, as the destructiotiheif native foods by cattle, sheep
and farming made life difficult, they graduallyathed themselves to these
communities” (1939:2). When John Wesley Powell'siragrived in Kanab in the fall of
1871, they found several hundred Mormons with abohtivestock, and Kaibab Paiutes
were camped nearby (Figure 17).

The Great Surveys

An important historical component of the House IR@alley area can be found
in the journals of participants of the second Cadlar River Exploring Expedition (the
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first expedition bypassed the area), commanded &pNohn Wesley Powell (Figure
18), who was nonetheless absent for most of tlex tip. The second expedition arrived
at the mouth of the Paria River on October 21, 18HEere several days later they met
Jacob Hamblin, Isaac Haight, George Adair and Jaedih, along with a party of
Navajos, returning from Hopi Mesa. Expedition mermskieansported members of the
Hamblin party across the river in their boats, ahtbast two members of the party,
Mangum and Chief Agna Grande, were sent ahead naliKwith a letter to send wagons
from Kanab to transport sick members of the Popaity. The relief train did not arrive
until November 3, having attempted a descent abRaanyon rather than through House
Rock Valley (Thompson 1939:60-61). This impliestthavagon route through House
Rock Valley was not yet established in 1871, amad the location of water sources was
poorly known by local residents.

Figure 17: Representative examples of J.K. Hilgrstographic views of Southern Paiutes in the Kaarah ca. 1872 (Photos
courtesy of Utah Historical Society). There is s@uglence the photographs were staged by Powell.

The Powell expedition eventually returned to Kanatih the relief train through
House Rock Valley, mentioning Spring and CleareBrgnow Badger Creek), Soap
Creek, Jacob’s Pools and House Rock Springs (Pd®é8; Thompson 1939). The
expedition reached Kanab in early November andtsggsout two weeks there
socializing. According to expedition member Johev&trd (Figure 19), Brigham Young
was among the many who visited the Powell expetitidKanab at that time. Steward
left the expedition at this point, traveling to Sahke City and returning to the East by
train (Steward 1948:250-251). The remaining membeétke expedition left Kanab on
November 16, 1871, to resume explorations of thibddaPlateau.
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They first camped at Eight Mile Springs, but reed often to visit Kanab. In mid
December, the camp was moved to The Gap. A bridrgeion of House Rock Valley
topography was offered on January 22, 1873, anghcaas again moved the following
day to Mount’s Spring (Thompson 1939:66). The cavap moved frequently as the
crews mapped the region, again to Eight Mile Sprihgn to the Buckskin and then to
“Stewart’s Ranch” in Stewart or Jump Up Canyon #rah to Kanab Creek. They spent
most of 1872 mapping and exploring the Kaibab Rlatdlount Trumbull and other
areas to the west. The expedition, with variousigba in personnel, continued to survey
the area throughout much of the 1870s.

The journals make numerous references to Housk Raltey, but they generally
offer few detailed descriptions of the area (Bisi®@7; Jones 1948; Powell 1948;
Steward 1948; Thompson 1938). Dellenbaugh (19a8¢a&ted the group camped at
House Rock Spring in January 1872 and then folloav&ad” about 10 miles into
House Rock Valley. In this area, they encounteredmap of Navajos on their way to
trade in Kanab. None of the journals mention Paaémeampments or Mormon cattle
herds in the House Rock Valley at that time. Ratther valley was described primarily
as a transportation corridor between the crosditigeaParia River confluence and
Kanab, and House Rock Springs was frequently meedias a preferred campsite.

Members of the
Powell expedition were
apparently not the only ones
traveling about the Arizona
Strip. Walter Clement
Powell, a member of the
Powell expedition, observed
in March 1872 “a constant
stream of miners to and
from” the Grand Canyon,
apparently in response to a
nonexistent gold rush.
Those going to it were
hopeful and confident, and
those returning were
despondent and disgusted.
“The excitement broke out
Figure 18: John Wesley Powell and Southern Paiuteithern Arizona SO suddenly, the fever ran so high,
(J.K. Hillers Photo 1019 courtesy U.S. Geologicah@y) that people crowded to the auriferous
shore without food, without
knowledge of mining, and without proper impleme#tier prospecting for a time, and
getting but a few fine grains of gold, provisions out, hopes fall, starvation stares them
in the face. The dismal reports of the lucklessssmwnetimes cause new-comers to turn
back when within 10 miles of the river” (1948:10@3).

Powell was also not the only government survegdhe region. Lieutenant
George M. Wheeler was surveying in New Mexico, Ana, southern California, Nevada
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and southern Utah, even overlapping the Powellesisrin the Arizona Strip (Wheeler
1889). One irony of the apologetic histories theaténlionized John Wesley Powell, often
to the discredit of Wheeler, is that Wheeler’s sys/were staffed by competent scientists
who epitomized the “Great Reconnaissance.” Thetardy were better than those of
Powell's expedition, producing a wealth of richlipstrated scientific reports of the U.S.
Geographical Surveys West of the 100th Meridiamh dn@ among the finest such
documents ever produced by a military expeditioogi@mann 1967).

In 1871, Wheeler surveyed
portions of the Virgin River drainage as far
north as the St. George area and the Grand
Canyon as far upstream as the Paria River
(1889:33). Wheeler’s report contains
panoramic sketches (all drawn from
photographs by W. Bell and T.H.
O’Sullivan) of the Paria River (1889:Plate 5)
and Kanab Canyon (1889:Plate 6).
Wheeler mentioned the presence of Native
Americans in the region, noting “the
roaming Indians lead a precarious
existence, alternating between valley and
plain, foot-hills and mountains north of
the Colorado River, subsisting on pine
nuts, seeds of all kinds, jack-rabbits,
lizards and a few small birds ... In the
valley of the Colorado, small Indian fields of
corn, melons and squashes were seen.
From among the Utes and Pah-Utes found
north and west of the Colorado River it  Figure 19: John Steward (J.K. Hillers Photo 56@ytasy U.S.
Was possible to obtain friendly guides, Geological Survey)
many of whom proved most valuable in
pointing out the little hidden springs and streaifi889:34).

Wheeler continued his surveys in 1872 in the Mgrklanab, Paria, Virgin and
Grand canyons (1889:46). He also mentioned coalsiespin the Paria River and Kanab
Creek areas (1889:50), both of which were extehspteotographed (Figure 20). Other
illustrations included a sketch of the Crossinghef Fathers (1889:Plate 7). Walter
Clement Powell mentions in his Nov. 10, 1872, j@lentry that on his way to House
Rock Springs he met the Wheeler expedition witlo230 men and a six-mule team
(1948:470-471). The 1873 Wheeler field season adediuexplorations and topographical
work in Colorado, central Arizona and southern Utalparticular the Paria River and
Castle Valley drainages (Wheeler 1889:58). Thecwifireport also included an
illustration of the mouth of the Paria River andcBskin Mountains (1889:Plate 8).

The presence of Wheeler's men north of the ColmRider was certainly

disconcerting to Powell, who saw Wheeler not orslyaarogant and ambitious, but as a
threat to his own congressional funding. Wheeler firat invaded Powell’s field in 1871
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by using Mojave Indians to drag three boats upQberado River in lower Grand
Canyon as far as Diamond Creek — clearly territoithin Powell’'s domain. During
subsequent years Wheeler had prowled the VirgierRand Dirty Devil drainages, and
in 1873 he had even named some of the westerrtaribs of Glen Canyon (Lavender
1982:130). The overlapping surveys provoked thefireongressmen and further fueled
the professional jealousy that existed between RoWaeeler and leaders of two other

Figure 20: T.H. O’Sullivan photo view of Paria Canyca. 1872 (Courtesy of U.S. Geological Survey).

great Western surveys, Clarence King and Ferdilen. As discussed earlier,
Wheeler, and later Hayden, would lose their battig€Songress to maintain their surveys,
while Powell and King continued their meteoric riegorominence. King became the
first director of the U.S. Geological Survey andvet the second. Powell also founded
the U.S. Bureau of Ethnology.

Summary

The early history of the House Rock Valley ardéeots the transitory missions of
Euroamerican exploration and the mobility of thealocSouthern Paiutes who exploited
wild food resources around springs and plateause®an the journals of Escalante,
Hamblin and members of the Powell expedition, fiegrs the region was lightly
occupied, and that the paucity of water precludedterm occupations by anyone.
Southern Paiute claims to the springs at Kane Raughgest that longer-term occupations
were part of the Native American adaptation tortéggon, but these claims are poorly
documented by the various journalists (only Esdaland Hamblin make references to
large groups of Paiutes in the House Rock Vallegpar
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It is evident that the arrival of Mormon colonistsPipe Springs and Kanab likely
precipitated dramatic changes to indigenous lifetAyough the introduction of herds of
livestock. Journal accounts suggest that Southaiutds were living around the Mormon
settlements, but they also maintained an intimatevkedge of the location of water
sources throughout the Arizona Strip. These waterces were critical to the selection of
transportation routes from Mormon settlements tghotlne Arizona Strip to areas south
and east of the Colorado River. These routes wiereepred primarily by Jacob Hamblin
during his many missionary and peacemaking tripgsacthe Colorado River. It appears
that the route through House Rock Valley to theadPRiver crossing had become a
preferred route by 1871, and that wagon traffic imégated about this time or shortly
thereafter. It was about this time the route bectamgliar to scores of prospectors, and
perhaps non-Mormon sheepherders.

Aside from Walter Clement Powell's 1872 referetea stone cabin at House
Rock Springs and John D. Lee’s willow hut at Jasd®ools, there is little convincing
evidence of Mormon ranches in that area prior & time. However, Kanab-area
ranchers had been expanding onto the northern Aai&trip since the 1860s, and
ranches had been established at Moccasin SprirgBigrSprings on the northern
periphery of the Strip. The purchase of Pipe SgrimgBrigham Young in 1870
demarcated a radical shift from small family ramchoperations with small herds to
large, profitable cooperatives involving thousantleead of cattle and sheep.
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Chapter 3

Livestock Cooperatives, Cattle Barons and Homesteads:
An Overview of Ranching History in the House Rock lley
From 1872 to 2005

Introduction

The history of Euroamerican activities in the Ana Strip generally, and the
House Rock Valley specifically, is a confusing migdof squatters’ rights, conflicts over
water and range, and shifting ownership claims dnamnot clearly documented in the
historic or legal record. However, two overridiragfors are unequivocal: (1) Early
economic exploitation of the region was focusedasinexclusively on cattle ranching,
with lumbering in the higher elevations playingiamportant but less significant role; and
(2) The early history of the Arizona Strip is inegably intertwined with the evolution of
The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saintsr(ivn) economic enterprises in the
region, although this relationship was, at timegyrmal and conducted through
surrogates. In this regard, the history of theexas$trip is clearly an extension of the
settlement history of the Kanab area, whereas #stasn Strip is generally an extension
of the settlement history of the St. George regidns overview focuses primarily on the
events and individuals relevant to the House Roakey and Kaibab Plateau, and hence
is relevant to a discussion of Mormon settlemerihefKanab region (see Altschul and
Fairley 1989 for a superb overview of the Arizortagsgenerally).

As discussed earlier, the identification of Kamaala potential Mormon colony
would likely have occurred in the mid 1850s as exph parties set out to discover new
areas suitable for agricultural endeavors. Jacahbia, renowned as a Mormon
ambassador to various Native American groupsgtlailozens of cattle through House
Rock Valley on his way to missionary assignmentglsof the Colorado River during
the late 1850s and early 1860s, but there is nicatidn he grazed cattle there any
significant period of time or established permamesidency there, although he may
have intended to do so. In fact, permanent settiewfehe region generally appears to
have been slow, dispersed and confined primarithémorthern portions of the Arizona
Strip in proximity to Kanab.

The Mormon Cooperatives

The origin of major cattle enterprises in the Ana Strip is deeply rooted in the
economic history of the nineteenth century Mormdmi€h in southwestern Utah. Two
events, in particular, prompted the dramatic gbifarge cattle operations: (1) Scheduled
construction of the Mormon temple in St. George tir@dconsequent need to feed a large
work force, and (2) the economic Panic of 1873,clwiprompted an experiment by the
Mormon Church in communalism that had profoundaff@n regional economics,
resulting in large pools of financial capital tleélowed Church business enterprises to
expand exponentially and, for a time, to the exolusf non-Mormon interests.
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The construction of the St. George Tabernacle,neented in 1867, and the St.
George Temple, started shortly thereafter, was uipigally a driving force behind the
involvement of the Mormon Church in Arizona Strgttte ranching. Both were, in a
sense “public works” projects providing employmenfamilies whose fathers and sons
were away on church missions (Arrington 1958). Woekers were paid from church
tithing receipts, which at that time consisted ity of livestock and farm produce paid
by members. With rangelands around St. George a¢ar capacity, Brigham Young
immediately saw the potential of the Pipe Springado accommodate the church’s
growing cattle herds and thereby maintain the suppfood necessary for the temple
workforce (Lavender 1982).

In 1870, after Indian hostilities in the regiordidiminished (see Chapter 2),
Brigham Young toured the “Dixie” colonies, in theopess visiting Pipe Springs and
Kanab. In April of that year, Young and other praemnt Mormons from the St. George
area organized the Canaan Cooperative Stock Compiimpssets owned jointly by the
Mormon Church and selected individuals (Larson }98bung then purchased Pipe
Springs from the Whitmore estate and assigned ABnMiinsor to improve the spring
and manage the livestock, all of it derived frothitig payments by members. In late
1870, when Young returned to outline the headqrsafte the ranch, there were already
about 500 cattle and a number of horses at thénr@isen 1969:19), undoubtedly the
largest cattle herd anywhere in the area.

In 1871, the company was reorganized as the Neva&aStock Company, with
James Andrus as superintendent, and the headguarez moved to Canaan Spring
about 20 miles northwest of Short Creek. “For thetrsix years, the New Canaan Stock
Company subsidized the temple work by contribubegf and dairy products to sustain
the massive labor force” (Altschul and Fairley 198F). In 1873, the Winsor Castle
Stock Growing Company, headquartered at Pipe Springs organized as a subsidiary
to New Canaan, and like its parent company it wasea by the Mormon Church and
selected local officials. The reason for the subsyds not indicated, but it may have
been a pragmatic one designed to better manage berithe eastern portion of the
Arizona Strip far removed from the new headquarterSanuary 1879, Winsor Castle
Stock Growing Company again became part of New @aflaarson 1961:242).

The presence of large Church-owned cattle herde@northern part of the
Arizona Strip did not preclude others from expagdimto the area. Bishop Levi Stewart
of Kanab and his sons expanded their own cattleatipas onto the Kaibab Plateau in
1871, and later into DeMotte Park. In 1878, DavidgUdall (Levi Stewart’s son-in-
law) and two of Udall's brothers-in-law, LawrenceMariger and William T. Stewart,
acquired water rights in DeMotte Park from the Stdvestate and started a ranch there in
the fall of 1879, planting trees and harvestinigast one crop of wheat. The operation
was dissolved in 1880 when the three partners a&signed to church missions
elsewhere (Nelson 1959). Altschul and Fairley ssgte partnership had about 100
head of cattle in DeMotte Park when the partnershiged. The water rights in DeMotte
Park subsequently passed to the Orderville UniteteQOUO) (1989:188).
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Orderville United Order

The United Order movement, or more formally knaagrthe United Order of
Enoch or the United Order of Heaven, was a sheedliexperiment in communal
cooperatives that had profound effects throughdaahldnd northern Arizona. Economic
cooperation and self sufficiency had always beemdamental tenet of Mormonism,
which upon its arrival in Utah fostered the locedguction of all food, clothing and other
materials needed for human sustenance. Howeveastival of non-Mormon merchants
in the Salt Lake Valley in the 1860s and 1870s peaseived as a threat to the Church’s
economic self-reliance, and the Church respondettdsting a variety of cooperatives
wherein Church-produced goods were traded excllysiseChurch members. Church
members were even forbidden to patronize non-Mormerchants. “Virtually every
important enterprise organized by the Mormons &f8&9” was a cooperative (Arrington
1958:314), including the New Canaan cattle coopeyat

The United Order, initiated in 1874 in the wakelg# economic Panic of 1873,
took cooperatives to a radical new level. As désdiby Arrington (1958:324), “Under
stimulus of the church, each community was askezktend the cooperative principle to
every form of labor and investment, and to cuttiée which bound them to the outside
world. The resources of ward members were poolsdiaa attempt was made, under the
aura of religious sanction, to root out individsat profit-seeking and trade, and achieve
the blessed state of opulent self-sufficiency amahéty.”

Across Utah, communities embraced the United Qpdeciples, pooling their
assets (in return for equivalent stock in the grded creating an environment where
they “would eat together, pray together and wodetbher” (Arrington 1958:326). Orders
were created in Kanab and nearby Orderville, armdast instances the entire adult
population added their names to the United Ordés wath the pledge to devote all of
their “time, labor, energy and ability” (1958:328)ost of the 150 United Orders that
were created during this period, including the onkanab, failed within a few years.
The United Order of Orderville survived the longast was not formally disbanded until
1900 (Woodbury 1944:184), although it had ceasezhasconomic force by 1885.

Orderville was founded in Long Valley north of Kdmin 1875 by 24 families,
most economic refugees from a failed farming endean the Muddy River, expressly
to practice the United Order. All were zealous degs, deeding all personal possessions
to the order. Each was given capital stock, bwiis formally decided the stock did not
entitle the owner to dividends or profit sharingt that it would all belong to God.
Adherents built a store room, shoe shop, bakeagksimith shop, carpentry shop, cooper
shop, tannery, school house, telegraph office, aédctory, dairy barns, garden house
and sheep sheds (Arrington 1958:334).

The Orderville United Order’s aggregated livestbekds were sent to open

ranges on the Arizona Strip where UOU cattle soerewabiquitous (Bradley 1999;
Woodbury 1944). “They early recognized the couafifgrded for stock and sheep
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raising, and lost no time in controlling the ratyeacquiring possession of watering
places in southern Utah and northern Arizona. Thasehes included House Rock,
Jacobs Pools, Cane Springs, Castle, Elk and ordréaiiand fifty acres on the Pahreah
River” (Pendleton 1939:149). As the OUO becamesdasingly successful, and as other
local United Order experiments failed, Mormonsunreunding communities also joined
the OUO, subsequently contributing their persoaath holdings and water rights to the
effort (Altschul and Fairley 1989:190-191).

The Order apparently was grazing cattle herd$ierkKiibab Plateau (summer
range) and in House Rock Valley (winter range) 8Y7, a move that reflected the rapid
expansion of the Order’s cattle operations intosthigthern reaches of the Arizona Strip.
In 1875, the Orderville United Order owned onlynaai band of sheep and 50 cattle. Six
years later, the Order paid taxes on 5,000 sheejthe number of cows had increased
ten times (Pendleton 1939). The rapid growth of@#O from 1875 to 1880 “led to a
growing unease among neighboring communities taQUO might eventually absorb
the whole region, since it alone had the finaneaburces at its disposal for the
purchasing of property and water claims” (Altschnt Fairley 1989:191; see also
Larson 1961:306).

The VT Brand

The OUO was clearly the greatest economic forg#ag on the Arizona Strip in
the 1870s. What is not clear is if the Order wasahly major force in the region, or
whether there was a second, competing cattle apenatith the distinctive VT brand. As
summarized by Altschul and Fairley (1989), the évanirrounding the VT brand in the
1870s are confusing and may never be resolved. 2cem{1965) believed the Order
acquired cattle in the mid 1870s from non-Mormamcteers in the House Rock Valley
who branded their cattle with “VT,” which stood @i Park, an alternate name for
DeMotte Park, a summer headquarters on the Kalbadbgin (1962) suggested two men
named Thompson and Van Sleck purchased the cattrethe Order and then branded
them with the first initial of their surnames.

Cleland and Brooks (1983), quoting Walter Hamldnggested VT stood for
“Valley Tan,” a reference to a Church-owned tanneriong Valley. Gery and Smith
(1915) believed the VT brand was used by ranchgesabing in the area alongside the
United Order, and Granger (1983) suggested thatSfack and Thompson were both
members of the Orderville community, but that thebfand referred to Valley Tan.
Altschul and Fairley (1989) concluded that the \f&riml came into existence in the mid
1870s or early 1880s, and that the VT operatioxisted for a time with the United
Order. “The VT outfit apparently concentrated theinter operations in the lower
portion of House Rock Valley, south of Kane Sprireysd used the southern portion of
the Kaibab Plateau during the summer, while OUOidatad the northern areas”
(1989:191; see also Woodbury 1944:190).

There is support for the idea that other, perlmgpsMormon cattle ranchers were
operating in the DeMotte Park area during the lgtéet of the OUQO’s tenure in the
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region, but not in the 1870s. John Franklin Bromtticated he was hired by the “VT
Ranch outfit” in 1884 to fence in the DeMotte PRdnch. He indicated the ranch was
then owned by J.B Elsie, a Mr. Gibson, W.E. Kenniaad H.J. Jillett, all from Missouri
and Indiana (in Larsen 1998:78). Brown, who latentwon to own and operate sawmills
on the Kaibab from 1901 to at least 1912 (in Lark@98:76), offered no additional
clarification on the origin of the VT brand. Thexee no other references in the historical
record to these particular ranchers.

Researchers have been reluctant to accept th&efWban” explanation of the VT
brand, noting the paucity of evidence for a tanmeryong Valley. This reluctance seems
ill-founded inasmuch as tanneries were clearly ajireg in both Kanab and Orderville at
the time of the United Order experiment. Early Kanasident Frank M. Hamblin,
interviewed in 1937, indicated that the first intysn Kanab was an “old tannery” (Judd
1938). Bradley also indicated the United Order ahlb, initiated in 1874, created a
company to build a tannery, among other projec99190) and that the tannery and
shoemaking shop were operated by Edwin Ford, LyBEndi#amblin and James Bunting
(1999:91). Arrington (1954:334) stated the Ordéevidnited Order built a tannery, and
that shoes manufactured there were referred toaley tan” shoes (1954:336).
Furthermore, when the Orderville United Order wizsaved in 1885 under the direction
Kanab LDS Stake President Edwin D. Woolley, “thdasrretained ownership of three
entities: the tannery, the woolen factory and tieep enterprise,” all of which were
leased to individuals who managed them (Bradley919%7).

Further support for the “valley tan” explanatian the VT brand is the minimal
convincing evidence that a second cattle outfit e@erating on the southern half of the
Kaibab Plateau and House Rock Valley by non-Mormmners in the mid-1870s. An
encroachment by non-Mormons into Mormon range whalde been greeted by hostility
and suspicion that would have been noted in therisl record. This was certainly the
case when non-Mormon cattle baron Preston Nutterechato the region in the 1890s.
But references to non-Mormon cattlemen are glayiaplsent in the 1870s and most of
the 1880s. The only evidence for non-Mormon catenm the area is Brown’s account
(in Larsen 1998) of building a fence for them inNDte Park in 1884. Given that
DeMotte Park was part of the Levi Stewart familydings in the mid to late 1870s when
the brand was instituted, and the strong averdidineoMormon culture to non-Mormon
economic interests, it is unlikely that the VT kdtarf derived from non-Mormon
ranchers, would have been retained by church stiere

Also unresolved is the relationship of the OUOragiens and the Levi Stewart
ranch operations in the same area. Stewart comticai®e operations in the DeMotte
Park area at the same time OUO herds were on timalK®lateau, and the Stewart
holdings were later passed on to surviving memobgktise family, who in 1880 deeded
them to the OUO (Altschul and Fairley 1989:188)vébi Levi Stewart’s ecclesiastical
role in the community and the dedication of hisifgro church principles, it is more
likely the Stewart cattle operation operated incahwith OUO. It is also possible that
Stewart’s operation was one and the same with thieetl Order operations there. It
seems highly unlikely that Stewart, the Mormon bsland spiritual leader of Kanab,
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would not have participated in the United Orderexkpent. Instead, he or his family
would have transferred ownership of family herdghes United Order of Kanab. One
reasonable possibility is that after the Kanab éthiDrder failed in the late 1870s, the
ranch operation reverted to the Stewart family,ctihen deeded it to the surviving
Orderville Order in 1880.

New Canaan

The Mormon Church-owned New Canaan Stock Compaasyalso running cattle
in House Rock Valley at the same time as OUO, lpeimtered the region in 1874 when
it purchased House Rock Valley and Kane Spring®s flacob Hamblin. By 1877, it was
operating in tandem with the Orderville United Qtdenning cattle on the Kaibab
Plateau in the summer and House Rock Valley imtinéer. Also in 1877, the two
cooperatives built a rock house, out buildings emalals four miles south of House Rock
Springs that became known as the House Rock Rahehsouthwest cornerstone on the
ranch house bears the names E.P. Adair, superanienflherds for the Orderville United
Order, and J.G. Bleak, the secretary treasurdreo€Canaan Cooperative Stock Company.
The joint names are further evidence there wds pitactical distinction between the two
cooperatives (Larsen 1998:59). Initially, the Caneaoperative was a huge success,
returning a dividend to shareholders of 38.5 pdraéar the first 14 months, and a
dividend of 30 percent for the fiscal year endingel 30, 1875 (Larsen 1998:41).
However, the New Canaan cooperative, more oftesrned to as “Canaan,” was in
financial trouble by the early 1880s. In 1883 aidsits Oak Grove Ranch to non-
Mormon businessman B.F. Saunders of Salt Lake @itg,the following year
management of the struggling cooperative was tesresf to the Orderville United Order
(Arrington 1958).

The northwest cornerstone bore the names of \WilBailey Maxwell and his son
John, both members of the Orderville cooperative adnstructed the building. Another
name is listed only as Ephraim, which is “undoubtédat of Ephraim Hanks.” In the
summer of 1877, Hanks was advised by Brigham Ydarmurchase Lee’s Ferry, but the
plan fell through when Young died that year. Theyfevas later purchased from Emma
Lee by Warren Johnson, reportedly as an agenhéMormon Church, for 100 cows the
church had received as tithing from Mormons in Beut Utah and northern Arizona
(Larsen 1998:59-60). W. Dart Judd related thaghesdfather, Warren Johnson,
operated the ferry from 1874 until 1894.

It was during Johnson’s stewardship of Lee’s Férgf it was visited by members
of an ill-fated Denver, Colorado Canyon and Pad#ailroad Survey, which attempted to
establish a railroad route along the Colorado Rir@n Grand Junction, Colorado, to the
mouth of the Colorado River at the Gulf of Calif@nThe expedition was launched
March 28, 1889, with 16 men under the supervisioRrank C. Kendrick and railroad
president Frank M. Brown. However, it was the jalmof engineer Robert Brewster
Stanton (1965) that provided the details of thastious adventure during which Brown
and two others were killed in Marble Canyon. A setexpedition of 12 men, led by
Stanton, embarked in early December 1889 neardaé bf Glen Canyon, arriving at

54



Lee’s Ferry in time for Christmas dinner (Figure @nly eight men completed the
journey, arriving at the Gulf of California on Ap#6, 1890. Stanton subsequently
prepared a 1,038-page manuscript of the expeditidihge process establishing himself as
one of the first great historians of the ColoradeeRand the authority on what has
become known as the “Stanton Expedition” (Stant@82).

In 1896, the Johnson family either sold the féoryhe Mormon Church, or
simply reassigned title to the church, which thesigned ferry operations to James
Emett (there are various spellings of the last naiftee Emett family subsequently
purchased the ranch holdings in the area, but thedd retained ownership of the ferry
(Larsen 1998; Rider 1985).

Figure 21: Christmas dinner at Lee’s Ferry with $tanton Expedition in 1889 (Photo courtesy of Utdidtorical Society)

House Rock Road

At the same time Church cattle cooperatives wepaedting throughout the
eastern Arizona Strip, Brigham Young issued aioall876 for scores of Mormon
families to colonize Arizona south of the Colordeioer. The preferred route to the
Arizona colonies at that time was south from theidion settlements in Utah through
Kanab, across Buckskin Mountain and down House Rfadley to the crossing at Lee’s
Ferry. House Rock Spring was a natural camp wigntyl of water, forage for livestock
and fuel wood. It also allowed time to rest drafinaals and to carve names and dates in
the sandstone faces of the Vermilion Cliffs. Selviadls off the Kaibab converge at Two
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Mile Spring a few miles north of House Rock Spr{hgrsen 1998:47, 50-51). House
Rock Spring subsequently became a major destinatary the route. At least two
pioneer graves are located at House Rock SprirggpbBusan N. Robbins who was born
there and died nine days later in July 1873, aeddther of 20-year-old May Whiting,
who died there in 1882 while being transportedifeatment of tuberculosis (1998:51).

Many Arizona Mormons returned via the same roatget married in the St.
George Temple, so many that it became populargrmed to as the Honeymoon Trail.
Despite the heavy traffic, the route was arduouspassable primarily by horseback,
even into the early 1910s (Hall 1975). The firdibawobiles had traversed the Kaibab
Plateau to the North Rim in 1909 (Rich 1941:11}Y dns likely that auto traffic through
House Rock Valley was attempted at this time ortbhthereafter, although the route
would have remained largely impassable to all betmhost determined. By 1929
hundreds of vehicles traveled the route to theadidin of a suspension bridge (Figure
22) at Marble Canyon that eliminated the need &’ Ferry. Even then, the dirt road
proved onerous, and “pairs of men were stationeal@hg the route up the hill to give
the cars, especially the large and heavily loadexspa boost out of the deep chuck
holes... exposed rocks, too added to the difficuftydrson 1979:435)

Figure 22: Suspension bridge in 1929 at its deidincgPhoto courtesy Utah Historical Society.
John W. Young Legacy

The economic dominance of the Mormon Church begavane in the mid 1880s
in the wake of a national campaign against polygadpagsage of federal laws, in
particular the 1882 Edmunds Act and the 1887 Edmswindtker Act, allowed the
government to seize church property not linkecetmious practices, as well as the
holdings of practicing polygamists. In this polgiclimate, church leaders advised the
dissolution of the Orderville United Order, andLi885 it began selling its commercial
holdings, although in most cases the property wgsieed by faithful members of the
Church who served ate factotrustees for the Church’s interests (Arrington&93wo
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of thesede factotrustees appear to have been John W. Young (F&f8)rea son of
Brigham Young, and Anthony Ivins, who would lateserto prominence in the First
Presidency of the Mormon Church.

The imminent passage of the Edmunds-Tucker Actweaged as inevitable by
the Church hierarchy and prompted a preemptive rbgstbe Church to avoid
confiscation of its assets by divesting direct oh@ to surrogates (see Arrington
1958). Edwin D. Woolley, named the Kanab StakeiBeas$ in 1884, was a “committee
of one” assigned by the Church in 1885 to disstluged Order holdings in southern
Utah and northern Arizona. The ranches in Hous&kRf@dley were listed for sale, but
no one bought them. “It took two or three yearfirtd a buyer, and he finally sold them
to John W. Young for $5,000” for which Woolley réced a $1,500 commission (Larsen
1998:60-61). This would have placed the sale ofdédRock Valley to John W. Young at
about 1887 or 1888.

Young may indeed have been
operating as de factotrustee for the
Mormon Church, or at least in close
cooperation with Church authorities. When
the Edmunds-Tucker Act accelerated the
divestiture of church cooperative assets,
some of those assets were passed to
individual shareholders. One was John W.
Young, who acquired several hundred head
of cattle that he used to stock his newly
created Kaibab Cattle Company, and
another was Athony lvins, who acquired
600 head of cattle that he used to start the
Mojave Land and Cattle Company,
headquartered at the Oak Grove Ranch.
This appears to have been about 1887 or
1888, and it occurred in tandem with the
creation of the Kaibab Cattle Company and
the Mohave Land and Cattle Company
(Altschul and Fairley 1989:192-193).

Figure 23: John W. Young (Photo courtesy Utah Hiiséh Society)

Range conditions in the late 1880s did not portgalli for new cattle ventures. A
series of droughts in the 1870s had devastatedtiges. In addition, throughout the
1870s Mormon ranchers maintained an open policatdwhe limited water sources on
the Arizona Strip. Ranchers who assumed respoitgital the maintenance of the
springs were considered to be the rightful ownastaad priority use of the water. But
other ranchers were not barred from the springseifsupply was sufficient to support
additional use. “This informal and open policy moty encouraged over-use of the
range, but it also left the water sources and tine@sanding range, open to use by
stockmen from outside the area, some of whom diginare the local ranchers’ time-
honored approach towards range and water userigtitschul and Fairley 1989:193).
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Young embraced the new cattle enterprise withueadism and apparently with
capital. In addition to House Rock Valley, he acgdimajor holdings on the Kaibab
Plateau (perhaps from the non-Mormon ranchers weedi by Brown, given that
Young's holdings apparently included DeMotte PakHg.soon embarked on a major
expansion that included a log cabin summer heatiepsaat DeMotte Park, and two new
stone buildings, one at Jacob’s Pools and the atthi€ane Springs. Dan Seegmiller was
placed in charge of operations and Woolley wasdheieforeman of the herds (Bradley
1999:132). Both were experienced veterans of th©@éltle operations. The operation
was apparently based out of Kanab with local wrarsghired to actually move the herds.

Larson maintained the Canaan cooperative wasaamegd (in about 1887) as a
guasi-private enterprise and that it maintainetiasse Rock Ranch headquarters and
brand until 1895, when it sold out to B.F. Saund&g61:247). The headquarters of John
W. Young’s cattle operation was also the House RRaikch, constructed earlier by the
Canaan and Orderville cooperatives (Larsen 1998% Juggests that Canaan was
operating herds alongside Young’s Kaibab Cattle gamy on the same range, if indeed
it was not indistinguishable from the Kaibab Ca@lempany. This is further evidenced
by John W. Young’s brand, which was a simple madtion of the cooperative’s Y
brand, which had stood for Brigham Young, himsetiaor stockholder in the
cooperative. John W. Young's brand added a J t¢efheving of the W and a Y to the
right wing of the W (Paulsen 1975:53).

The ranch headquarters were clearly the focaltdiranching and social
activities in the region for some time. The ranaswocated along a major transportation
thoroughfare to and from Lee’s Ferry and the Morroolonies in Arizona south of the
Colorado River. This apparently resulted in thalelsthment of regular mail service
through House Rock Valley area in the 1880s. Brautidicates that Zadok K. Judd and
his sons, Zadok Jr., Eli and Samuel, carried maiherseback to and from Lee’s Ferry
(1999:134) and all would have been regular visiadrthe ranch.

William Cody and the Englishmen

It is also evident that Young, Woolley and Seetgnilvere partners in a scheme
to transform the area into a tourist Mecca. Whileaamission to England (about 1890),
Young convinced some English aristocrats to vistKaibab Plateau, which Young had
pitched as a destination for sport hunting. Youlsg aonvinced Buffalo Bill Cody, who
was in England at the time with his Wild West Shtavact as guide for the English
sportsmen in return for replenishing his Wild W8kbw stock from Young'’s ranch,
which was still referred to at that time as the R@nch. The adventure was later joined
by American army officers, businessmen and poteimv@stors (Rich 1941:8). Larsen
(1998:62) lists the names of the Englishmen as MdgKinnon of Queen Victoria’s
guard, Lord Ingram and Lord Milmey.

The expedition arrived by train at Flagstaff ie summer of 1891 where they
were met by Dan Seegmiller, who transported theymar a three-week, bone-jarring
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journey by wagon (Figure 24) from Flagstaff to K&ench, where they met up with
Edwin Woolley, who had procured wranglers and ¢atement for the venture. The
participants toured the North Rim area and “wererfbowing in their praise for the
grandeur of the forest and the Grand Canyon arlsiastic for its wonderful resource
potential” (Larsen 1998:63). A number of historlwopographs depict the travelers at
Kane Ranch (Figure 25), hunting deer on the Ka®lakeau (Figure 25) and sightseeing
at North Rim of the Grand Canyon.

Figure 24: Buffalo Bill Cody and English aristo@ @t route to the Kaibab Plateau (Photo courtedytah Historical Society)

However, the guests “declined the invitation teeist in the Kaibab as a hunting
ground and tourist center for sportsmen and sightsesaying it was too remote and
inaccessible for commercial development. And rathan return on the arduous route
through House Rock Valley, they opted for a nomheute through Kanab and other
Utah settlements. “Their presence in Kanab was stita@ much for the inhabitants. ...
On the return trip, Col. Cody was entertained Hy.BVoolley, whose wife Emma had
prepared a sumptuous dinner which included hercespegood custard pies. Woolley
surprised Col. Cody by asking him to say gracedideharged this duty by saying, ‘Dear
Lord, please bless the woman that made this wouldauttard pie” (Rich 1941:8-9).

Figure 25: Buffalo Bill Cody at Kane Ranch whileroute to the Kaibab (Photo courtesy Utah Histdr&aciety)
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Figure 26: Buffalo Bill Cody posing with deer cassas, Kaibab Plateau (Photo courtesy Utah HistdBineiety)

Figure 27: Buffalo Bill Cody at Grand Canyon, NoRim (Photo courtesy Utah Historical Society)

Bradley (1999:159-160) maintains that Young ancoléy concocted the scheme
to bring the aristocrats to the Kaibab Plateau,thatiSeegmiller was placed in charge of
the enterprise. She also stated that Young init@alirchased lands on the Kaibab in
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anticipation of the region becoming a tourist desgibn, and that the failure of the
venture eventually prompted the VT Ranch ownergliaquish ownership claims to the
Kaibab Plateau in favor of the establishment oaiomal forest reserve there in 1893.

Anthony W. lvins

The failure to find investors apparently resulitedinancial difficulties for
Young, who reorganized the company as the Kaibatol lzamd Cattle Company using
money borrowed from New York bankers (Woodbury 1998). Another account
suggests that Young was bought out by “Grant amth@a’ of Salt Lake City through
the redemption of bonds, and that Anthony W. Ivires assigned to manage the
operation (Mann 1941:8). A biographical sketch preg by the Utah State Historical
Society indicates Ivins (Figure 28) became involirethe Arizona Strip cattle industry
in 1884, and that he was a manager of the Mojawel laad Cattle Company and an
owner of the Kaibab Cattle Company (Utah Statedtiishl Society 2001). This is at
odds with Altschul and Fairley (1989) and otherowhggest lvins’ involvement was
limited to the Mojave Land and Cattle Company.

As mentioned above, Ivins
was a major stockholder in the
New Canaan cooperative, and in
the late 1880s he acquired 600
head of cattle from the cooperative
to start Mojave Land and Cattle
Company. lvins had earlier worked
for B.F. Saunders, a non-Mormon
cattleman who arrived in the Strip
in 1883 when he purchased the
Oak Grove Ranch from the Canaan
cooperative. lvins later purchased
the Oak Grove Ranch from
Saunders in the 1890s, after which
Saunders purchased the Pipe
Springs Ranch (Belshaw and
Peplow 1978). Lucy Isom (in
Larsen 1998:44) indicates that
Ivins had also been a manager of

Figure 28: Anthony Ivins (Photo courtesy Utah Hiital Society) the VT Ranch, but for whom is not
specified. After Saunders purchased
Young'’s holdings, Saunders

employed Antoine Ivins, Anthony’s son, as his agenthe purchase and sale of cattle.

When asked to speak at the September 15, 192Ratied of the Grand Canyon

Lodge, Ivins said he came to the Kaibab Plateddcdtober 1875, where “I too became a
tender of flocks and herds, first for others andrléor myself” (1935:7), indicating he
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became the representative of the “people who witerewners of the entire Kaibab
Mountain and the Great House Rock Valley which liethe east” (1935:9). He did not
specify who those owners were.

lvins was clearly among the most prominent of Monnofficials in the region,
serving as mayor of St. George in 1890, being etktd the Utah Territorial Legislature
in 1893 and serving on the Utah State Constituti@mavention in 1894. In 1907, he
was chosen as a member of the Church’s Quorum efvEsApostles, and in 1921 he
was nhamed second counselor to Church President He@eant, his cousin (Utah State
Historical Society 2001:4-7). Given his ecclesizgtresponsibilities and relationships
with Mormon Church hierarchy, Ivins’ involvementtime Kaibab outfit, however
peripheral, lends credence to the suggestion tet W. Young was a “front man” for
Mormon Church ownership to avoid the complicatiohanti-polygamy laws that
targeted Church-owned property (cf. Lavender 1982).

Edwin D. Woolley

There is no dispute that the VT Ranch venture ialéolved Edwin Woolley, one
of the most prominent local ecclesiastical leadétsis time and a man who had been
involved in House Rock Valley ranching since hstfmanaged OUO herds in 1877. As
of 1941, his heirs still owned a “goodly portiontbé House Rock Valley and Vermilion
Cliffs area” (Rich 1941:5-6). Woolley and Seegnilléoung’s ranch manager, would
later go on to organize the Utah Cattle Compariy9id5, as well as sponsor various
ventures with Persian sheep and Angora goats (&yd®99:165).

Woolley remained a major influence in the regialmays pursuing the grander
dream of the Kaibab Plateau as a tourist destimaliovas Woolley, while traveling with
John W. Young, who reportedly exclaimed “This i€ aif the Wonders of the World.
People will come from all quarters of the globe anlill pay great sums of money to gaze
on what we now behold” (Rich 1941:10). In 1901 ahd Jim Emett built a trail down
Bright Angel Canyon to the Colorado River, and @98, with the financial assistant of
Utah mining magnate Jesse Knight, built a cablgssttpd tram over the Colorado River.
He also engineered the first automobile trip toNleeth Rim in 1909, and he lured Utah
politicos, journalists and others to the ArizongBtWoolley said of these expeditions,
“some [were] for enjoyment, others for publicitygmomotional purposes, all of which
served to focus public attention more and moreheratea” (in Bradley 1999:190).

Grand Canyon Cattle Company

There is little agreement about the events sudingnthe sale of the Kaibab Land
and Cattle Company, which was still referred tohesVT Ranch, and to whom it was
sold. Most historical accounts suggest that BemamiSaunders, a non-Mormon
businessman from Salt Lake City, purchased thegrtpiin 1896, and created the Grand
Canyon Cattle Company. However, another accounttaias Saunders did not
consummate the purchase until 1899 (Gery and Sifith). One account claims
investors named Farnsworth and Fotheringham froav&e Utah, acquired the ranch in
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1886 and quickly sold it to Saunders (Gery and Bri#@l5). Another account is that
“Grant and Cannon” had foreclosed on Young, andttiey installed Anthony Ivins as
the ranch manager (Mann 1941). Another implies 8ars) who was friendly with the
Mormon Church, was the latest in a long line ofegate owners acting on behalf of the
Church (Lavender 1982). Yet another claims it wabf@rnia businessman Henry
Stephenson who bought out the Church’s cattleasterunder the name Grand Canyon
Cattle Company and instituted the Bar Z brand (Saull975).

There is little doubt that B.F. Saunders and tleerivon Church had a close
business relationship prior to the acquisitionh&f YT Ranch. In 1883, Saunders
purchased the Oak Grove Ranch from the Canaan o which he later sold to
Ivins. He also purchased Pipe Springs when the ¢bhput it up for auction, and he
acquired financial interests in at least three masdn the western Strip. When the
Canaan cooperative liquidated the last of its mgslin House Rock Valley in 1895,
Saunders sold Pipe Springs and his other holdmgsetwest. And in 1896 he acquired
the cooperative’s ranch headquarters (House Ronkiafollowed later by his purchase
of the VT Ranch from John W. Young (Gery and Sr@i5).

A review of the limited historical information alable suggests that B.F.
Saunders indeed purchased the Kaibab Land and Caithpany holdings in House
Rock Valley and the Kaibab Plateau, probably in6l88is also clear that he had a
partner, Ara Farley (or Haley) of Laramie, Wyomiagd that the partnership was known
in official court records as Farley and Saundérs. possible that Saunders renamed the
operation the Grand Canyon Cattle Company, butteeaords indicate Farley and
Saunders sold out to the Grand Canyon Cattle Coympacorporation registered in Los
Angeles, California. It is also possible that HeBryStephenson of Los Angeles was a
silent partner in the venture who later acquiredmtrolling interest. Rowland Rider,
who worked for the Bar Z outfit, insists it was €8enson” (actually Stephenson) who
bought out the Mormon Church’s holdings (in Paul$8i5; see also Rider 1985). This
is not supported by the historical record.

Controlling Water

It is apparent that Saunders was a shrewd busiassand like his rival on the
western Arizona Strip, Preston Nutter, he emplayedriety of legal strategies to acquire
legal control of permanent water sources in tha.g8aunders continued to operate as his
predecessors had done. He hired local wranglersitiiisbd the House Rock Ranch as a
headquarters. Saunders began acquiring water 8gbts after his purchase of the
property from John W. Young. “Until that time, trenge had been used in common, and
watering places were not restricted to individ@adahers. Most of the watering places on
the Kaibab Plateau became legally entitled to Sexspdhough the nature of this legality
was questionable” (Younghan and Rogers n.d.:7).

One such attempt was Saunder’s filing in Febrd®&@4 of a placer mining claim

on the lands around Kane Springs. The Forest Sedisputed the mining claim and its
inherent implications for ownership of Kane Sprinigst in September 1905 granted
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Saunders a permit to maintain a pipeline from grengs to the Kane Ranch. The permit
was renewed in 1908 after Saunders and Haley sldr1935, Henry S. Stephenson
challenged the Forest Service ruling that Kanerfggrivas federally owned, but the
Kaibab Forest Supervisor successfully argued tfesprings were non-flowing seeps
not subject to Arizona Water law and therefore hielceserve by the federal government
(Mann 1935).

Given that all of the springs in east Arizonastare non-flowing seeps, the same
argument made by the Kaibab Forest supervisor weesgdn to have applied to all of
Saunder’s claims made under mining claims. Howewetegal determination on the
other mining claims was located, and it is unknaithe federal court ruling in the Kane
Springs case was ever applied to other holding&dt) it appears that mining claims
recognized as valid today (e.g., Sunset Lode, Etrirode) are remnants of Saunders
legal efforts to acquire land patents to the sgrimgeded for his cattle operation. These
mining claims became part of the rights transfethedng subsequent sales.

The Cattalo Scheme

Saunders was apparently not immune from Edwin Wg@l enthusiasm for
financial schemes. In 1905, he became involved Witolley, James T. Owen, Frank
Ascott, Ernest Pratt and C.F. “Buffalo” Jones ia fiian to cross-breed bison and
Galloway cattle. Saunders was likely involved baeale owned or controlled all of the
range lands in the Kaibab and House Rock Vallgfiatime. Woolley acquired stock in
the company in exchange for some of his own catttech were to be traded for
Galloway cows. In January 1906, Jones receiveder& permit to allow fencing of a
large area on the Kaibab for the experiment, andwinths later the first buffalo arrived
(Easton and Brown 1961; see also Bradley 1999gs]dPratt and Woolley also dabbled
in the breeding of Persian sheep at the same &E&agt¢n and Brown 1961:133).

The “cattalo” venture failed after four years hesa either the cows and bison
failed to breed (Bradley 1999:166) or the resulffgpring had undesirable traits
(Altschul and Fairley 1989:195; Easton and Browf1:941). Sharlot Hall's account in
1911 suggests the cattle and bison indeed hadrimifspnd that “they are lighter and
smaller than the full-bloods, with sharper hornd aithout the beautiful manes”
(1975:57). There is little dispute that the bisefused to stay on the Kaibab Plateau,
preferring instead the open ranges of House Rodleyavhere Hall observed them.
Owen, a purported former member of the Jesse J&aweg (Rich 1941:15), later went on
to become a game warden and well known huntingegwiab claimed to have eradicated
1,100 cougars from the Kaibab Plateau. Among lesitd were Theodore Roosevelt and
Zane Grey (Larsen 1998:100).

Jones bought out Woolley and Saunders’s intenesbe bison and managed the
herd on his own, apparently in House Rock Valleye$ sold the herd to the government
in 1934 for $10,000 (Welton n.d.:8). It is unknoifithe failure of the enterprise
contributed to Saunder’s decision to abandon theoAra Strip in 1907. More likely, it
was the deteriorating condition of the range, iasheg federal restrictions on grazing and
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the pending designation of Grand Canyon Nationahiuoent. It also appears that
Saunders sold his interests in the cattalo expetiteeo or three years after he had sold
his other holdings in the region.

E.J. Marshall Company

The historical record is clear that the ArizonaSgenerally had suffered
considerably from overgrazing by Saunders and Nuitieo collectively ran tens of
thousands of cattle on the Strip. The overgrazsgyell as a growing public awareness
of the unique scenic and wildlife attributes of tegion, had prompted increased scrutiny
by federal authorities, who sought tougher grazesgrictions even before Saunders
acquired House Rock Valley and the Kaibab Plat€hae.Kaibab Plateau forests had first
been set aside as forest reserves in 1893, antha gaserve was established in 1906.
Additional federal restrictions were seen by laeaichers as inevitable.

According to Coconino County land records, Saunded Farley (listed as co-
partners) sold a portion of their holdings in Hoes®k Valley, including specifically
Two Mile Spring and Jacob’s Pools, in December 11@0he Grand Canyon Cattle
Company, registered in Los Angeles. Less than amater, on Jan. 11, 1908, Theodore
Roosevelt created the Grand Canyon National Monuriére following May, The
Grand Canyon Cattle Company acquired the remaiiddie Farley-Saunders
partnership assets in the Arizona Strip, includhmgmining claims, water rights and
Kane Ranch. This was the same year the Kaibab iNdtiorest was created, bringing
even more restrictions on open range cattle ouffitss prompted the Kane County
Independent to lament at the time, “Do we want&y & the cattle and sheep raising
business or be lackeys for big brewers, soap-maletstock gamblers and their wives,
for the wages a tourist agency would pay?” (in Brpd 999:168).

No signature was recorded for the new ownergdists the Grand Canyon Cattle
Company, but both deeds were “recorded at the stquii€=.J. Marshall.” It does appear
that little changed with the new ownership. The pany retained the Bar Z brand and
either instituted or bought the rights to the naBnand Canyon Cattle Company, with
E.J. Marshall as president and Harry E. Way aspiesident. Rowland Rider, a
wrangler for the Bar Z, even referred to the owt§itthe E.J. Marshall Company (Paulsen
1975; see also Larsen 1998; Rider 1985). Rider tauaied the Bar Z outfit ran 100,000
head of cattle on the Kaibab Plateau at this tib®8%:47), although other accounts place
the number at 20,000 to 60,000.

The new owners retained the House Rock Ranchyapihacontrolling most but
not all of the water rights and private lands iae House Rock Valley. The Kane Ranch
facilities were expanded as a seasonal headquéRieler 1985), apparently a reflection
of the loss of DeMotte Park facilities through tireation of a national forest on the
Kaibab. The historical record at this point becomm@stradictory as to whether events
occurred at the House Rock Ranch or Kane Ranchdc$en 1998). President Theodore
Roosevelt and two sons reportedly stayed in thesel®ock Ranch in 1913 while on a
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lion hunt to the North Rim. The ranch was lateruacg by John Rich, operator of the
Jacob Lake Lodge (Larsen 1998:60; see also Rich:19%

James Emett

The new owners of the Bar Z apparently inheritgaablem that they
immediately set out to resolve. Although the Baradtrolled an area 45 miles square
that included most of House Rock Valley and grazigbts on the Kaibab Plateau, it did
not control Lee’s Ferry or the small family cattletfit there. With access to no summer
range, James Emett ran cattle year-round in this [Eegry area, where he had also
operated the ferry for the Mormon Church since 1&3Bett had acquired the rights to
run the ferry after Warren and Permelia Johnsod isoéb the Church. Travelers using the
ferry would pay Emett in cows, Navajo blankets titeo supplies, but most of the
livestock was “scrub” cattle not needed by the ignaunts. Over the years, Emett had
built up a considerable herd, but he had no placart them other than lower House
Rock Valley, which was the Bar Z winter range (Riti685:47).

The Bar Z cowboys suspected Emett of allowingshrsib cattle to drift among
their high-quality breed stock. These suspicionseevggven added weight after Emett
“produced a herd of white-faces that were just &lbswgood and looked about as good
and were the same breed as the Bar Z stock.” Th& Babsequently invested $30,000 in
a barbed wire drift fence to keep the two herdsssp, running from the base of the
Paria Plateau near Jacob’s Pools to the head @h [@anyon, about seven miles. Emett
reportedly would stampede buffalo through the fefmiéwed in short order by his own
drifting herd. “As a result of this, the Bar Z athe Emetts were bitter enemies. They
carried guns” (Rider 1985:48; see also Altschul Banlley 1989:196).

On two occasions, the Bar Z filed formal cattlstling complaints against Emett
in Flagstaff, but he was acquitted for lack of evide (Rider 1985:57). During one of
these trials, probably in April 1907, Emett met dadriended Zane Grey, a young
easterner who had gone west because of poor h€a#ia.lived with the Emett family at
Lee’s Ferry, performing various ranch duties. Or oncasion in 1907, Emett and Grey
stopped to water their horses at Kane Ranch whenwviere confronted by the Bar Z
foreman Charles Dimmick and wrangler Rowland R{gRder described himself as
Emett’s only friend among the Bar Z outfit). Rid&6 years old at the time, relates that
when Dimmick pulled his gun that Rider kicked itaynand then held Dimmick down to
avoid bloodshed. When Emett pulled his own guneZarey begged Emett not to shoot
Dimmick. Grey and Emett then rode off “to meet UWndim Owen, with whom Zane
Grey hunted lions” (1985:58). Grey later went omézome one of the greatest writers of
fiction about the American West, liberally utiligjrthe stories told to him by Emett and
other cowboys on the Arizona Strip.

The new owners of the Bar Z soon initiated effeotbuy out competing land
owners in the area, in particular to acquire Lée&gy to facilitate quicker access to
railheads in Flagstaff rather than the long roat®bdena in southwestern Utah.
According to Coconino County land records, in Audl&09 the Grand Canyon Cattle
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Company purchased what was left of the Mormon Ghbaddings at Lee’s Ferry from
church President Joseph F. Smith, (an event tohaibitwin D. Woolley was an official
witness) for the sum of $1,750. The acquisitiothef ferry not only deprived Emett of
his primary source of income, but ensured Bar £ss¢o the railheads in Flagstaff
(Reilley 1978). Rowland Rider indicates he wasdberier between Bar Z officials and
the Emetts, transporting offers to purchase Emgdtish, cattle and other assets
(1985:49-51). On the same day, the Grand CanyaditeGadmpany bought out James
Emett. In a separate transaction Emett sold t&tiaed Canyon Cattle Company for
$1,000 all of their water rights, water improvengeahd mining claims in House Rock
Valley, including specifically a spring four milesrth of Jacob’s Pools, according to
Coconino County land records. Rider indicated isWwa who rode from Kane Ranch to
Lee’s Ferry to finalize the deal, and while at Eraett ranch he filled in a blank check
from Grand Canyon Cattle Company to the Emett$&&,000 (1985:64).

The land sale documents indicate that E.J. Mdralaa president and Harry E.
Way vice president of Grand Canyon Cattle Compgioyvever, Rider insists that it was
a man named “Stevenson, one of the main ownefrseafdmpany” and “president of the
Board of Directors of the Grand Canyon Cattle Comypavho was personally on hand
during the sale negotiations and who gave Ridetewrinstructions on how to fulfill the
terms of the contract (1985:49-51). It is unknowthis was Henry S. Stephenson, who
acquired the Bar Z from the Grand Canyon Cattle @aimy in 1930, but it is possible.

The ultimate disposition of Lee’s Ferry is notiexly clear. It has long been a key
strategic asset that effectively controlled thgstent of cattle to railheads in Flagstaff
(Figure 28). According to Coconino County land melsp in July 1927 the Grand Canyon
Cattle Company sold all of its holdings at Lee’srifdack to the Mormon Church. But
this is inconsistent with Altschul and Fairley (89896), who maintain that the Grand
Canyon Cattle Company sold the ferry to Coconinar@pwhen it left the Arizona Strip
in 1924. They also indicate that “water rights aaach facilities were sold to D.E.
Woolley of Kanab, a prominent member of the LDS €hthierarchy” (1989:197).

Figure 28: Lee’s Ferry in operation, probably e&d Century (Photo courtesy of Utah Historical Sodiety
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No record of the transaction described by Alts@nd Fairley was located in the
Coconino County Recorder’s Office. In fact, landaels indicate that the Grand Canyon
Cattle Company did not sell its holdings until Nouger 1930, when Henry S.
Stephenson and Genaro Fourzan purchased all obthpany assets. Harry E. Way, who
had been vice president of the company since g@sisition of the ranch from B.F.
Saunders 23 years before, signed the deed traBsémhenson retained the Grand
Canyon Cattle Company name until he sold the otatfihe Woolley family, in
partnership with other Kanab ranchers. By 19324 Eerry appears to have been
largely abandoned as a key transportation linkagg$taff (Figure 29).

The Land Patents The Grand Canyon Cattle Company, both beforeaéied
Stephenson’s purchase, used different federal tawsquire title to lands around springs
and seeps. Among these were the Forest Reservéeleation Act, the Homestead Act
and various Indian treaties whereby signers tdréay were given “Indian scrip” that
could be purchased and exchanged for public dotaads. These means, all legal but
highly questionable, had been mastered on the meAtezona Strip by Preston Nutter,
who used his wealth in tandem with a variety oefadl laws intended to open the public
domain to settlement, acquiring title to most sgsion the west side of the Strip.

Figure 29: Views of Lee’s Ferry ranch buildings1882 Steward Expedition (Photos courtesy Utah HztbSociety). Additional
photographs are on file.

A letter written in 1935 to J.N. Darling, chieftife U.S. Biological Survey,
details how Nutter acquired title to the springsng the same methods later applied by
the Grand Canyon Cattle Company to acquire patenster sources in the eastern
Strip. Nutter wrote:

“ The Strip country was public domain and unsueewand there was
really no way to obtain title to lands until Congsepassed a law, known
as the Forest Reserve Lieu Selection Act, whidwaltl citizens to locate
40-acre legal subdivisions on the public domains™Mas a great benefit
to the cattleman as it gave a person the righbtate springs or water
holes. The speculators entered into this game aftd'scrip’ covering
these lands. | purchased a lot of this scrip angligg it on various
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selections, and as Arizona began to survey thamttgumade application
for surveys, thus through patents | acquired titléwenty-one 40-acre
tracts, all covering springs. Then there were otimerans of acquiring title.
| purchased Sioux Half Breed scrip and in laterngeaought two 640-acre
proven up homesteads, also 80 acres of cultivated known as
Parashant Field, and in more recent years a purehafsland from the
Santa Fe Railroad. This gives me more than 7,00€8sgeatented land
practically all of the living water on that rang€1935:1-2).

While Nutter's approach to land acquisition wagale it was viewed locally with
disdain (similar criticisms of the Grand Canyont@aCompany’s identical strategies
were not identified). “Just as the Mormons hadchid the water from the Indians, so he
in turn filched it from the Mormons. They had pé&ud it, they thought; they held the
springs, and in this country possession was alptents of the law. But they had not
taken time and trouble to have their claims surdegiad recorded” (Brooks 1949:297).
An oral history with Reed Mathis, whose father cattle in competition with Nutter,
indicates Nutter “never did shut the waters offhirother cattle.... But he owned it and
he let you know it. This country wasn’t fenced; thaters weren’t even fenced; it was all
open range” (Dixie Pioneers 1998:9). The Grand Garyattle Company was more
parsimonious, restricting access to their sprifjddr 1985).

A review of land patent records reveals the Gi@adyon Cattle Company was
aggressively acquiring lands in House Rock Valtd#ien through intermediaries. For
example, Congress, through ihdieu provisions of the Forest Reserve Act, allowed
those with lands inside forest reserves to exchémge properties for public domain
lands elsewhere. In September 1930, F.A. Hyde & fiaory, a company involved in land
speculation throughout the West, exchanged their&Forest Reserve parcels for lands
in House Rock Valley. That same day, F.A. Hyde @othpany sold their House Rock
Valley holdings to the Grand Canyon Cattle Comp&hmnilarly, Mary E. Coffin owned
lands in the Gila River Forest Reserve in New Mexf@n June 18, 1930, she applied for
anin lieu exchange for lands in House Rock Valley, and ipt&aber of the same year
she sold the parcels to the Grand Canyon Cattlep@ogn

The company also used Indian scrip to buy progeriAccording to General Land
Office records, on October 16, 1916, Indian sdsgibnging to Joseph Montre or his
descendants was exchanged for parcels in HouseRalgy, all under terms of an 1858
treaty for the benefit of mixed blood Indians infviesota. Joseph Montre is listed a¥ “1
Chief of the Mississippi half-breeds” in a treatigftwthe Chippewa of the Mississippi and
Lake Superior in 1847 (9 Stat 904). In July 1928eph Montre’s legal representative
sold the parcels to the Grand Canyon Cattle CompEmg attorney for the Montre heirs
was E.J. Marshall, president of the Grand Canydti€€8ompany. The same year Henry
and Margaret Ortley acquired holdings in House Réalkey under terms of an 1842 law
and immediately sold the parcels to the Grand CaiGattle Company.

The new owners of the Grand Canyon Cattle Compahife buying up most of
the private land, apparently allowed some smatlecattfits to use the range and
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watering holes. Rowland Rider, his father and InigHer ran their own cattle among the
Bar Z, using the Bar JR and Bar DR brands (Paul8&5:197). However, the Bar Z
found itself in disputes with other smaller catifgerators on the Kaibab Plateau, who
complained their permits to run cattle were beielgitdown by the Forest Service, which
had blamed the reductions on overgrazing. Locallrars in turn attributed the
overgrazing to the heavy drift of Bar Z cattle fréime east. At a grazing summit held in
late 1908 and early 1909, the Forest Service agreednstruct a drift fence to keep Bar
Z cattle away from other operators (Altschul andl&p 1989:197).

The federal grazing restrictions were apparewibyrhuch for the Bar Z owners,
who “sold and moved all their cattle off of hereThey wouldn’t pay the grazing fee
that the Forest Service imposed on them. Theyedriid Arizona through House Rock,
across Lee’s Ferry to New Mexico where they haainge. That was the end of the Bar
Z” (Rowland Rider, in Paulsen 1975:57). Altschutldrairley place this event in 1924
(1989:196), although Coconino County land recondicate the Grand Canyon Cattle
Company retained all of its private lands and watgdts after that time, and that it
actively increased its private holdings in HouselRdalley even after the company was
supposed to have abandoned the Arizona Strip.

The Great Roundups

The movement of tens of thousands of cattle tofeord rangelands on the
Arizona Strip to railheads was an annual speciad@anab and St. George (Bradley
1999:84-85). In the 1870s and 1880s, eastern &ittfe were driven to Salt Lake City. A
later railhead at Nephi shortened the distance pgrttie early twentieth century a
railhead at Modena about 100 miles from St. Gebsgme the preferred shipping point
for Arizona Strip cattle operators. For the BartZyould have been closer to push the
herds south to Flagstaff, but until 1909 they weffectively limited in their use of the
Lee’s Ferry route by James Emett. Given the preaaness of driving cattle across the
Colorado River, the Modena railhead remained a ntajb of cattle shipping through the
1920s. Donald Kraack (1965:38-39) offered one palarly colorful description of the
annual cattle drives in the early 1920s when Ar&8irip drovers would move thousands
of head of cattle through St. George. “The cowboysirovers, carried sale-guns and
revolvers, and we kids would ride our ponies todhtskirts of town to meet them — a
sort of self-appointed escort. We were awed atittegs in their chaps, scuffed boots,
leather wrist cuffs, battered Stetsons and stuldéeds, and at hearing them holler and
swear at the herd.”

Breaking Up the Bar Z

The sale of the Grand Canyon Cattle Company tayH8&nStephenson and
Genaro Fourzan in November 1930 marked the enldeofiteat cattle empires on the
eastern Strip, although this transition is not tledocumented in the historic record.
Rowland Rider indicated that it was “Stevenson” vitadl bought out the Mormon
Church’s holdings and started the Bar Z brand yeefsre, but this is clearly incorrect.
But Stephenson could have been involved as a GZangilon Cattle Company investor
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with B.F. Saunders, or more likely with E.J. Mar$h#ter Saunders sold out in 1907.
There is no indication that Stephenson, who residéads Angeles, and Fourzan, a
resident of New Mexico, continued to use the Gr@adyon Cattle Company name after
1930, although they are referred to in legal doausas “trustees and successors of the
Grand Canyon Cattle Company.”

There is no indication that Stephenson, who ovaieubst all of the water rights
and most of the private land in House Rock Vallegs ever a major figure in cattle
ranching. He may have leased his lands and wafletsrto other smaller operators and
homesteaders, who had staked claims throughou Baritory at that time. By the mid-
1930s, the House Rock Ranch headquarters were blizgd by a cowhand assigned to
winter saddle horses from Zion, Bryce and GrandySarNational Parks (Larsen
1998:63). The manager was Charley Lewis, a “governtrman” who looked after the
buffalo and lived in a “western style governmenta$® with a large pond of water just
north of the house.” The horses were apparentlyeoMoy Gronway and Chauncey Parry,
two brothers from Utah, and the horses remainétbase Rock Ranch from September
15 to May 15 from 1933 to 1936 (Park Beatty andal©ampbell, in Larsen 1998:64).
Rowland Rider also indicated that LeRoy Woolle kst baby born at Winsor Castle,
took over Kane Ranch about this time and ran il tietdied in 1973 (in Paulsen
1975:57). Both facilities would have been ownedStgphenson in 1933.

Soon after acquiring the Grand Canyon Cattle Camp3tephenson expanded
the ranch holdings by acquiring the homesteadsightlames G.B Van Brunt and John
Martin Fritz, and proving up on them in May 1938 shenson sold off Jacob Lake to
Margaret McDowell, also in 1933, but the ranch tsetherwise remained static for five
or six years. The only change is that Fourzan ienger listed as a partner in the later
documents. Little is known about Stephenson anthiktery as the largest landowner in
the eastern Strip. It is clear that Stephensorficstsfto keep the Grand Canyon Cattle
Company intact disintegrated within a decade ofiagtg the properties.

Homesteaders and Family Ranchers

Whereas grazing fees and federal restrictions imaag been a factor in the
demise of his predecessors, the reason for Stepihisrabandonment of House Rock
Valley and the fragmentation of Bar Z holdings agomany different owners appears to
be far more mundane: A divorce settlement. In J9i§9, Stephenson sold off Two Mile
Ranch and all associated water rights to a patiipecs 18 Kanab-area ranchers,
including members of the Woolley and Hamblin fagsli Stephenson also sold additional
parcels around Haycock Spring to Hoyt Chamberl&idamab. Both land deeds list
Stephenson as “a divorced man,” a notation absemt the earlier deeds. In MartB45,
he sold the remainder of his holdings, includingds, water rights and mineral claims in
House Rock Valley, to Hoyt Chamberlain.

It was inevitable that the era of single ownerdifithe entire House Rock Valley

and Kaibab Plateau would end. Years of overgrazatjdevastated the range, prompting
federal land managers to institute greater andegreestrictions on the number of cattle
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that could graze on the public domain. Passageeot aylor Grazing Act of 1934 was a
death blow to large cattle outfits, including Nutdeon the western Strip. Before the
Taylor Grazing Act, herd sizes were limited by tgyto access water. But the new law
divided the range into grazing allotments withagdard to water rights, which created a
confusing (to the ranchers) process where catti@®would have the right to graze a
certain number of cattle in certain areas, but thidynot necessarily own concurrent
rights to use the water.

The law was intended to “stop injury to the pulgifazing lands by preventing
overgrazing and soil deterioration; to providettogir orderly use, improvement, and
development; and to stabilize the livestock indudependent upon the public range” (in
Muhn and Stuart 1988:37). The result was the dinisif public lands into grazing
districts with strict limits on the number of catthllowed within each district. This had
devastating effects on the outfits like Nutter #mel Bar Z, which were accustomed to
open ranges with tens of thousands of cattle.

The Taylor Grazing Act also allowed the Secretdrinterior to open grazing
lands to homesteading. Alexander Cram is crediyeféulmily members as the first
homesteader in the area (Younghans and Rogersaltdgugh his was not the first
homesteading claim to be patented. As mentionedeal®iephenson had acquired the
homestead rights of James Van Brunt and John Méaritin, with Stephenson acquiring
title under the Homestead Act on May 19, 1933. Craho had been ranching in the
Kane Springs area for years, acquired title tdhbimestead near Kane Springs in January
1939, according to General Land Office records.dbow County land records indicate
it later passed to his wife Maggie in September319ho in turn sold it in December
1955 to Sherman and Farrice Jensen of Fredoniardiog to Cram’s son, Cecil, the
Cram Ranch became part of the Kane Ranch in th@sl®®ounghans and Rogers
n.d.:9). The third successful homestead entry appgeae that of Earl Parker, who
proved his claim on July 1, 1942. Less than a i{aar, in March 1943, he sold the
homestead to Melvin Schoppman and C.H. Vaughah, dfdhem Kanab ranchers who
were buying and selling of lands in House Rock &atht that time.

The House Rock Valley was not only crowded witimesteaders, but with
newcomers from the Flagstaff area who were, teeatgr or lesser degree, land
speculators. When Congress expanded the NavajovRése in 1931, they added a
provision that allowed private land owners withie expanded boundaries to selact
lieu parcels elsewhere. Among those who selected garcélouse Rock Valley were
John H. and Francisca Page, Kinter and Maisuna &pand David B. Morgan, all of
whom were speculating on lands throughout norteizona at the time, and who
acquired parcels in House Rock Valley in Novemi&39l According to Coconino
County land records, they sold the parcels in M&@40, to Hoyt Chamberlain, who had
already purchased most of Henry Stephenson’s hygdimere.

According to General Land Office records, in Jagd®37 John A. Adams

exchanged lands within the Navajo Reservationgnds in House Rock Valley. Adams
had been buying and selling lands in the areatft@ast four years, including one 1933
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sale to John Page, Kinter Koontz and David Morddms suggests that Adams may also
have been a land speculator. It is also possillethiis person is the same “Johnny
Adams” referred to by Kelsey (1998:160-161) as hgyurchased the Sand Hills ranch
from Nephi Hamblin in 1926. The disposition of tHeuse Rock Valley parcel acquired
by Adams in 1937 was not determined, but Kelseicatdd that Johnny Adams was
forced out of the area when he was foreclosed adihylennings in 1941. Jennings
subsequently sold to Phoenix cattleman A.T. Spedteaote, Page was the attorney of
record for most of the land deals involving HousRValley at the same time he was
buying and selling lands in the same area.

The Kanab Cowboys

County land records indicate that Hoyt Chamberiteid become the primary
owner of most private lands in House Rock Valleythwy early 1940s. However,
Chamberlain appears to have been an owner in naimeamd was likely acting on
behalf of his uncle, Royal Woolley. According todhberlain’s son, Monte
Chamberlain, his father never owned propertiesondé Rock Valley, and “it's a
mystery to me” why Hoyt’'s name is on the land teant®ns. Hoyt Chamberlain was a
small cattle operator, running a few cattle in\Wiehweap area. Woolley later gave him
permits to run about 100 head of cattle in the Sdifld. “But Uncle Roy owned the
whole thing, all of the Bar Z” (Monte Chamberlapgrsonal communication 2006). It
remains unclear why Chamberlain was used as aifnantto purchase the Bar Z
holdings from Stephenson.

Additional evidence that Chamberlain was actingpehalf of others is found in a
1942 sale of one small parcel to Earnest and Fsa@oetis that specifies that
Chamberlain was a trustee, and the beneficiari#iseofrust were C.H. Vaughan, John V.
Schoppman, Rubin Broadbent, Royal Woolley and Aexlay, all of who were “in the
cattle business” in House Rock Valley, accordin@txonino County land records. The
Curtis place was later purchased by John Rich, stifidias a small cattle operation in
the area (Ara Schoppman, personal communicatio)200

In March 1955, Chamberlain sold all holdings inude Rock Valley to Alex
Findlay, C.H. Vaughan, Mel Schoppman and John Viofpman, according to
Coconino County land records. This sale appeadletearcate the removal of the
Woolley family from House Rock cattle ranching cgterns. Monte Chamberlain
(personal communication 2006) remembers that URolesold out to the “Bowmans,”
although that name does not appear on the landd®dob also appears from land records
that the Woolley, Schoppman, Vaughan and Findlaylfas owned, either individually
or in partnership with each other, other landhadrea.

Ara Schoppman, the son of John Schoppman, inditesefather first went to the
Arizona Strip in 1932 to work for his uncle, Johrhgams, in the Sand Hills. “When the
Bar Z came up for sale, he and four other guys wetdgether and bought it. My father
ran Roy Woolley’s cows for 20 years.” This is catent with the land records that
indicate John and Mel Schoppman, Rubin Broadbemy,\Roolley and Alex Findlay
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were beneficiaries of a trust for which Hoyt Chamnidoa was trustee. These five men, all
local Kanab cowboys, ran their cattle “in commoor’ years before they divided up
House Rock Valley among themselves. The Schopparaiiyf still owns a major portion
of House Rock Valley, “the first 10 miles comind tife Kaibab going east, on both sides
of the road” (Ara Schoppman, personal communicai@®6). The Broadbent family

lived in Rachel's House (Younghans and Rogers10jl.:

Some of the five original partners began selliffgsome or all of their holdings
in the 1950s. The Woolley family sold out in 1988d in April 1958, Alex Findlay sold
the Emmitt and Sunset lodes, along with surrountiings and water rights to Jacob’s
Pools, Haycock Spring, Emett Spring, Soap CreektHihtden Springs, to Darl Delmer
Robinson. The Robinsons held on to the property 1887, when they sold to Laverna
and Emil Graff. In 1991, the Graffs gave the prdipsrto the Mormon Church, which
later that year sold them to Dean and Donna Cdrtdr997, the Carters sold their
holdings to David and Monica Gelbaum, who the feiloy year transferred them to the
Kane Ranch and Land Stewardship Company, whichism®005 to North Rim Ranch.

Alex Findlay acquired other properties in HouselRdalley in 1962, holding on
to them until 1984 when he sold out to the Two Milerporation. In 1988, the Two Mile
Corporation sold out to Mark A. and Nedra T. Steygos, who in 1992 sold to C. Kay
and Norma Sturdevant, who operated as Flying X R&artners and Two Mile Ranch
Inc. In 1998, the Sturdevants sold a portion toiD&elbaum, and a year later they sold
the remainder of their holdings to Kane Ranch L8telvardship and Cattle Company.
This entity then sold in 2005 to the North Rim Ranc

The history of ownership of other parcels is fetdy delineated in the Coconino
County Land records. For example, the One Milerwriarea was purchased in June
1969 by A.P. and Pearl Sanders from Trevor antdich, but there is no indication
from whom the Leachs purchased the property. Inedaper 1969, the Vermilion Cliffs
Cattle Company sold its holdings at North Two Mlering to the Sanders in exchange
for One Mile Spring and South Two Mile Spring. Aggaihere is no indication from who
the Vermilion Cliffs Cattle Company acquired theperties, although Kelsey, citing
local informants, indicates the company acquiregrbperties from the Ramsey Cattle
Company, which had acquired it the same year flerHndlay family (1998:160-161).

Two Mile Spring had been part of the holdings @jon cattle operations from the
nineteenth century, but the ownership history efdldjacent Sand Hills is not as well
documented. Joe Hamblin, one of three sons of Jdeatblin, established a ranch in the
Sand Hills in 1884, with Two Mile Spring and Coy@&pring the only nearby water
sources. Hamblin was, at best, a squatter, althbisgblaim was never disputed. This
would have been the Hamblin ranch visited by Nedldls archaeological expedition in
the early twentieth century (1926).

Kelsey (1998:160-161), quoting local informant Dan Findlay, indicates that

Johnny Adams acquired the ranch in 1926, purchdalmgquatter’s rights from Nephi
Hamblin, Joe’s son. Adams is credited with buildgtgck tanks and ponds on the Paria
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Plateau. As a consequence of the Great Depregsiams was foreclosed on by Jim
Jennings, who sold to A.T. Spence in 1941, a catttefrom Phoenix, who in turn sold
out to the Findlay family in 1944. In about 196&0¢tFindlay brothers (Duncan and
Lynn) divided the family holdings. Lynn sold hisrpto John Rich, who operated under
the name Vermilion Cliffs Cattle Company. In 198@ncan Findlay sold his outfit to
the Ramsey Cattle Company. That same year, theMieaCorporation took over the
Ramsey outfit and Vermilion Cliffs Cattle Company

The history of ranch ownership after the demisthefGrand Canyon Cattle
Company is confusing and incomplete. Some recamsssing from the Coconino
County Recorder’s Office, and others are illegifmaller cattle operations, usually
Kanab area ranchers, apparently purchased pameshd there, but partners dropped
out of the ventures frequently, prompting the répeéaale of lands after only a few years
of ownership. This could also explain why nameseaping on the initial purchase of
lands do not appear on the subsequent sales. Tiselmation of parcels under the
umbrella of North Rim Ranch in 2005 marked a retorsingle ownership of most (but
not all) of House Rock Valley. A review of the laretords reveals there are many small
private holdings within House Rock Valley area luiding ranches operated today by the
Schoppman, Rich and MacElprang families.

Summary

The history of the eastern Arizona Strip, andHloeise Rock Valley specifically,
is one intertwined with religious and economic @gerccurring elsewhere during the late
1800s and early 1900s. The emergence of massitie cabperatives in the 1870s
demarcated the beginning of cattle empires whexaimgle entity owned most, if not all,
of the springs needed to water livestock, and otlett access to most, if not all, summer
forage on the Kaibab Plateau and winter range insddrock Valley. This control was
further accentuated by control over Lee’s Ferryicllafforded a quicker transportation
route to railheads in Flagstaff. The early owngrysbkicord of properties in the eastern
Strip is clouded by fact the official owners app&ahave acted as surrogates for others,
primarily the Mormon Church hierarchy that was @péing to avoid confiscation of
assets under anti-polygamy laws during the lasttquaf the 18 Century. Even the
transfer of the VT Ranch from official (or unoffat) church control to private, non-
Mormon interests is not clearly delineated in offidand records.

It is evident that the sale of the church’s cattlech holdings in the area
coincided with a dramatic deterioration in the dgyadf the range, and that this
deterioration precipitated the creation of wildli&ied forest reserves on the Kaibab
Plateau designed to better protect the landscape divergrazing. These restrictions
culminated in the passage of the federal Taylozi@gpAct, which placed severe
restrictions on the number of cattle on any gividstraent of public lands. This law
proved to be the death knell of the Grand CanyatiecC@ompany on the eastern Strip, as
well as the Preston Nutter operation on the wessétip. Collectively, the two outfits had
run tens of thousands of cattle on open rangesshwiad contributed to the deteriorating
range conditions that prompted federal intervention
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The breakup of the Grand Canyon Cattle Comparidryy Stephenson marked
the end of the big cattle outfits, although it @bbk argued that the Woolley family,
through another surrogate, Hoyt Chamberlain, reththe legacy for a short time. The
purchase of the Grand Canyon Cattle Company bytagyahip of Woolleys, Hamblins
and other Kanab area ranchers actually markednieegence of the small family cattle
outfits that characterize southern Utah and nontieizona today. It is likely not
coincidental that these ranchers are in largeqestendants of the original Arizona Strip
ranchers involved with the church cooperative ligek, and who have deep historical
ties to the area. However, these small family eatflerations have rarely proven to be
economically viable, and official land records eefl that property holdings — land, water
rights and minerals — were repeatedly sold oveptst four decades. The return of most,
but not all, private holdings in the House Rocklghalto single ownership under the
North Rim Ranch is a symbolic throwback to the cdttle empires of the past, while
marking the beginning of a new chapter in the Injstd the region that will be,
according to the new owners, characterized by enuiental stewardship.
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Appendix A
Timeline of Major Events

Franciscan Friars Atanasio Dominguez ............
and Silvestre Velez de Escalante explore

House Rock Valley during aborted expedition

to Monterey, California, becoming the first
Euroamericans in the region.

1829

William Bailey Maxwell, upon discharge ............
from the Mormon Battalion, returns to Utah
through House Rock Valley and the Kaibab
Plateau, becoming the first Mormon to travel

the region. Maxwell became a major figure in
the history of the Arizona Strip.

1855

Jacob Hamblin and 12 other Mormon
missionaries, many of whom became
prominent in local history, pass through

House Rock Valley in route to Hopi Mesas.
Hamblin is credited with establishing the

first trails in the area. He built a dugout home

in what would become Kanab, and settlers began
arriving the next year.

1860

James M. Whitmore acquires rights to
Pipe Springs, building a dugout home
and corrals, and planting an orchard.

Whitmore and his brother-in-law, Robert
Mclntyre, are killed two years later while
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Antonio Armijo leads a pack train
from New Mexico to Crossing of
the Fathers and across the northern
Arizona Strip in route to California.
The trading route was never
developed further by the Spanish.

Ira Hatch becomes the first
Mormon missionary sent to
Buckskin Mountain to preach to the
Kaibab Paiutes. Hatch was also
ordered to seek out areas for
Mormon settlements and would
likely have identified Kanab's
potential for farming and ranching.

William Maxwell lays claim to
Moccasin Spring and surrounding
areas. He sold it three years later to
a man named Rhodes, who built the
first cabin there.



trying to recover livestock reportedly stolen
by Southern Paiutes or Navajos.

1865........... Construction of Fort Kanab begins
in the wake of increased hostilities
with Navajos. It is completed in
1969, but not before the hostilities
forced many families to leave.

John Conrad Naegle (originally Naile)............... 1866
establishes a ranch at Big Springs on the
west flank of the Kaibab Plateau.

1869(ca.) ... The Southern Paiutes purportedly
“give” House Rock Valley to Jacob
Hamblin as a show of respect.
Hamblin may have begun
construction on a ranch house there
in 1870 or 1871.

Brigham Young creates the Mormon ................ 1870
Church-owned Canaan Cooperative

Stock Company, based at Pipe Springs.

Within a year, some 500 head of Church

cattle are grazing on the Arizona Strip.

1871.......... In partnership with Jacob Hamblin,
John D. Lee begins construction in
December on a ranch at the Paria
River confluence. The ranch
became known as Lonely Dell, and
the ferry as Lee’s Ferry. The same
year, Levi Stewart claims Big
Springs and transfers Lee’s sawmill
operation from Skutumpah. In
October, the second John Wesley
Powell expedition arrives at the
Paria confluence and travels with
Mormon guides through House
Rock Valley.

John D. Lee begins construction on a............... 1872
second ranch at Jacob’s Pools. An initial

brush structure built in May was replaced

by a stone ranch complex within six months.

Lee also serves as a guide for the Powell

surveys on the Arizona Strip. A stone fort,

called Winsor Castle, is completed at Pipe

Springs, and Lt. George Wheeler’s

surveying expedition arrives in House

Rock Valley to explore the Paria River.
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Kanab United Order established, followed ........ 1874
a year later by the Orderville United Order.

The same year, the New Canaan Livestock
Cooperative purchases House Rock Valley

from Jacob Hamblin. And the Warren Johnson

family takes over operation of Lee’s Ferry.

1875

The Orderville United Order begins .................. 1877
running cattle in House Rock Valley and

the Kaibab Plateau in tandem with the

New Canaan cooperative. The two cooperatives
construct the House Rock Ranch four miles

south of House Rock Springs. John D. Lee is
apprehended and executed for his role in the

Mountain Meadows Massacre.

1879
The financially troubled New Canaan ............... 1883
cooperative sells its Oak Grove Ranch
to B.F. Saunders, a non-Mormon businessman
from Salt Lake City.

1884

The Orderville United Order begins divesting .....1885
assets, but there are no offers for the ranches
in House Rock Valley.
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............ John D. Lee, sought by federal
authorities for his role in the
Mountain Meadows Massacre,
flees to Hamblin's farm at
Moenave, Arizona. Lee trades his
rock house and land at Jacob’s
Pools to Hamblin for the Moenave
farm. Susan Robbins, a 9-day-old
infant, dies at House Rock Spring.

............ The New Canaan Livestock
Cooperative begins running cattle
in House Rock Valley in the winter
and the Kaibab Plateau in the
summer.

............ David Udall and two brothers-in-
law start a ranch at DeMotte Park,
acquiring water rights from the
Levi Stewart estate.

............. Joseph Hamblin, a son of Jacob
Hamblin, establishes a ranch in the
Sand Hills near Two Mile Spring.



John W. Young, Edwin Woolley and ............... 1891
Dan Seegmiller host Buffalo Bill Cody

and English aristocrats on a tour of the Grand

Canyon. The visitors refuse to invest in the

Kaibab as a hunting and tourism retreat.

John W. Young, a major
stockholder in New Canaan, starts
the Kaibab Cattle Company with
Canaan livestock, modifying the
Brigham Young “Y” brand into his
own initials. At the same time, he
purchases House Rock Valley and
the Kaibab Plateau from the
Orderville United Order.

1893.......... The federal government creates the
Kaibab forest reserve, bringing the
first federal scrutiny of grazing
practices on public domain lands.
The Kaibab Land and Cattle Company ............. 1896
sells out to B.F. Saunders and Ara Farley
(or Haley) of Wyming. They may have been
the ones who instituted the famous Bar Z
brand and renamed the outfit the Grand Canyon
Cattle Company. Saunders also buys out the
remnants of the Canaan livestock cooperative,
including the House Rock Ranch. The same year,
James Emett takes over Lee’s Ferry and
establishes a cattle ranch.
1901............ Edwin Woolley and Jim Emett
construct a trail down Bright Angel
Canyon to the Colorado River.
B.F. Saunders attempts to gain title to .............. 1904
Kane Springs by filing a placer mining
claim. The claim is rejected by the U.S.
Forest Service.
1905............ B.F. Saunders, Edwin Woolley,
James Owen and C.F. Jones
embark on a scheme to cross-breed
bison and Galloway cattle. The
experiment fails after four years.
The Kaibab Plateau is established ................... 1906

as a game reserve.
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President Theodore Roosevelt creates ............ 1908
the Grand Canyon National Monument.

Edwin Woolley and Jesse Knight construct a
cable-supported tram over the Colorado River.

1909
President Theodore Roosevelt visits ................ 1913
the House Rock Ranch and hunts
cougars on the Kaibab Plateau.

1924....
Johnny Adams acquires squatter’s rights .......... 1926
to the Joseph Hamblin ranch in the Sand Hills.

1927.....
A bridge over the Colorado River ..................... 1929
at Marble Canyon is dedicated, opening
the House Rock Valley to vehicular traffic
and eliminating the need for Lee’s Ferry.

1930.....
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...... Zane Grey witnesses a near-

gunfight between Bar Z foreman
Charles Dimmick and rival rancher
James Emett. In December,
Saunders sells the Bar Z to the
Grand Canyon Cattle Company,
headed by president E.J. Marshall
and vice president Harry E. Way.
The Bar Z brand is retained.

The new owners of the Grand
Canyon Cattle Company finally
buy out James Emett, giving them
access to Flagstaff via Lee’s Ferry.
They also bought the ferry from the
Mormon Church.

....... Some accounts say the Bar Z outfit

quit House Rock Valley and the
Kaibab Plateau for New Mexico.
Land records indicate they
remained and acquired more land.

....... The Grand Canyon Cattle

Company sells Lee’s Ferry back to
the Mormon Church.

....... The Grand Canyon Cattle

Company acquires private holdings
in House Rock Valley through
various federal laws. In November,
Henry S. Stephenson and Genaro
Fourzan purchase the Grand
Canyon Cattle Company and all of
its holdings in House Rock Valley.



Henry Stephenson expands the e 1933
Bar Z holdings by acquiring the homestead

rights of James Van Brunt and John Martin

Fritz. He also sold Jacob’s Lake to

Margaret McDowell.

1939........... Henry Stephenson sells Two Mile

Johnny Adams loses his Sand Hill ranch ..........1941
to Jim Jennings, who sold it to A.T. Spence.

1942............
A.T. Spence sells the Hamblin Sand Hills .......... 1944
Ranch to the Alex Findlay family.

1945............
The Woolley family divests itself of .................. 1955

House Rock Valley to the remaining four partners.
About this time, the partners divide up House
Rock Valley among themselves. The Schoppmans
still retain their holdings in the area.

Alex Findlay acquires other properties ............ 1962
in House Rock Valley. Two Findlay brothers,
Duncan and Lynn, later divide up the estate.
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Ranch and its water rights to 18
Kanab-area ranchers, among them
members of the Woolley, Hamblin,
Vaughan, Findlay and Schoppman
families.

Henry Stephenson sells a small
parcel to the Curtis family, who
later sell to John Rich.

Henry Stephenson sells the
remainder of the Bar Z holdings in
House Rock Valley to Hoyt
Chamberlain, who was a front man
for Royal Woolley, Mel and John
Schoppman, Rubin Broadbent,
C.H. Vaughan and Alex Findlay,
all Kanab-area ranchers. Roy
Woolley is said to be the real
owner of House Rock Valley and
the old Bar Z.

Alex Findlay sells the Emmitt and
Sunset lodes, as well as land and
water rights around Jacob’s Pools,
Haycock Spring, Emmett Spring,
Soap Creek and Hibben Spring to
Darl Robinson.



Lynn sold his share to John Rich and
the Vermilion Cliffs Cattle Company.

1969.
Duncan Findlay sells out to the Ramsey ........... 1980
Cattle Company, which was acquired by
the Two Mile Corporation.

1984
Darl Robinson sells out to Emil Graff................ 1987

1988.
The Graff family donates its holdings to ............. 1991
the Mormon Church, which then sells them
to the Dean Carter Family.

1992.
The Sturdevants sell part of their holdings ......... 1998

to the David Gelbaum family, and a year later
the remainder of their holdings to the Kane Ranch
and Land Stewardship Company.
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One Mile Spring purchased by A.P.

Sanders from the Leach family.
Sanders exchanges Two Mile
Spring with the Vermilion Cliffs
Cattle Company for One Mile
Spring.

Alex Findlay sells out to the Two
Mile Corporation.

The Two Mile Corporation sells

out to the Mark Stephenson family.

The Mark Stephenson family sells
out to C.Kay Sturdevant, who
operated as Flying X Partners and
Two Mile Ranch. The Dean Carter
family sells its holdings to the

David Gelbaum family, who
transferred them a year later to the
Kane Ranch and Land Stewardship
Company.

The Kane Ranch and Land
Stewardship Company sells its
holdings to North Rim Ranch.



