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Fig. 1. Map of Kayenta and F remon t Pueblo occupation ca. A. D. 1100 as revealed by 
work of the Upper Colorado River Basin Archeological Salvage Pro jec t . 



Part I 

STATEMENT OF PROBLEM: THE DATA 

From the f i rs t yea r of the Upper Colorado River Basin Archeologi-
cs : Salvage Project (1957), it has been recognized that the Kaiparowits 
Plateau might contain important clues that would aid in answering ques­
tions in the archeology of the Southwest, surrounded as it is by a r ea s 
that were al ready known to be Fremont , Virgin and Anasazi . As the 
Projec t has continued and m o r e data have been accumulated, we have 
looked m e r e and m o r e hopefully to the Plateau for solutions to such prob­
lems as Vi rg in -Fremont , Virgin-Kayenta and F remont -Anasaz i re la t ion­
ships , southern Fremont, boundar ies , and movements or migrat ions of 
Fremont , Virgin and Anasazi peoples. The study presented here was 
wri t ten m 1961-1962 and is an attempt, a l i t t le beyond midpoint in the 
Proiecf, at answering some of the questions with the evidence provided 
by the c e r a m i c s . 

The Kaiparowits Plateau was surveyed in 1958 (Gunnerson, 1959a), 
but the re was no excavation until 1961. Pot tery studies in other Glen 
Canyon regions focused upon the Plateau as a place where answers to 
questions about aboriginal cultural c r o s s c u r r e n t s might be obtained. To 
show- the growing importance of the Kaiparowits Plateau in the total 
regional picture it is nece s sa ry to review some of the major Upper 
Ccicradc River Project c e r amic findings, to point out the place the m e s a 
was thought to hold in the p re -Caucas ian pattern, and to d iscuss the 
tentat ive r e su l t s of sherd analysis after excavation. 

The Fremont Prob lem 

Distr ibution 

It was thought at the beginning of the Upper Colorado River Basin 
Arc heologica.i Salvage Project that two peoples had occupied the b o r d e r ­
lands of the a rea north and west of the Colorado River . To the immediate 
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north the Fremont had been studied along the Fremont River near Tor rey 
and Fru i t a , where the subculture was f irs t recognized by Morss (1931); on 
the Ivie Creek drainage (Gunnerson, 1957; Taylor , D. C. , 1957); and 
Gillin had excavated at Marysvale a s i te that produced a good deal of pottery 
now considered Fremont (Gillin, 1941). The Utah Statewide Archeological 
Survey also had indicated a possible Fremont occupation in the vicinity of 
the town of Esca lante (Gunnerson, 1957, 86-9). To the south, the Kayenta 
branch of the Anasazi was believed to have spread in some undetermined 
and probably minor degree a c r o s s the Colorado River and to have moved 
into the region in question, although no specific survey of Kayenta remains 
had been made. Kayenta pottery, in par t icu lar the ubiquitous Tsegi Orange 
Ware , had been picked up at widely separa ted points. It was therefore 
anticipated that in some portion of the Kaiparowits and surrounding t e r r i ­
tory the two groups may have met, engaged in peaceful t r ade or ser ious 
conflict, or perhaps produced some kind of cul tura l hybridization. 

During the operat ion of the Upper Colorado River Basin Archeologi­
cal Salvage Project (1957-1963) it was observed that F remont types came 
from all par ts of the a r ea studied - - the survey and excavations in the 
Glen Canyon itself, the right bank t e r r a c e s of the Colorado River and the 
r i v e r ' s main t r i b u t a r i e s , the extended survey of the uplands, the recon­
na i s sance down the rugged Waterpocket Fold, the excavations in the 
Esca lan te environs , and the two s ea sons ' excavations at the Coombs site 
at Boulder . When this sp read of F remont pottery is plotted on a map, it 
is noted that five main c lus te r ings of s i t es a r e apparent . F r o m north to 
south (hypothesized as the direct ion of this cul tural flow) they a r e : f i rs t , 
a grouping on the Dirty Devil River , Poison Spring Canyon, and Trachyte 
Creek, second, along Pleasant Creek and down Hall Creek on the eas te rn 
flank of the Waterpocket Fold; third, in the Boulder valley at the Coombs 
si te and assoc ia ted se t t l ements ; fourth, near the town of Escalante and 
southeas tward down the Esca lan te River desert to the Colorado River; and 
fifth, on the Grand Bench at the southeas tern foot of the Kaiparowits Plateau, 
along the dunes to the damsi te , and in the canyon proper . 

Trachyte Creek and north 

Three widely separa ted s i tes in the ex t reme north and one near the 
confluence of Smith Fo rk and the Colorado River produced a total of 17 
T u r n e r Gray :Emery Variety s h e r d s . In two instances Fremont types only 
were present . All four s i tes a r e open camps i t e s , the one in the Henry 
Basin being a much frequented chipping station near a source of rock 
sui table for var ious kinds of tools . 
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Table 1. Distribution of F remont Pot tery: Trachyte Creek and North 

i 

I 

Site Pot tery P resen t 
Number Location Type of Site Tusayan Fremont Sevier F remont 

42Ga433 Trachyte Creek campsi te , wall 0 11 0 

42Ga435 Trachyte Creek pit house 266 103 0 

42Ga437 Trachyte Creek a r c h . , H. 17 1 0 

42Ga438 Trachyte Creek a r c h . , H. 8 1 0 

42Ga439 Trachyte Creek a r c h . , H. 118 11 0 

42Ga440 Trachyte Creek a rch . , S. 8 2 0 

42Ga308 Henry Basin campsi te 0 4 0 

42Ga314 Dirty Devil a r c h . , S. 8 3 17 

42Ga322 Poison Spring Canyon campsi te 4 5 0 

42Ga364 Smith Fork campsi te , S. 0 5 0 

10 s i tes in d is t r ic t contain Fremont pottery. Total of 429 Tusayan she rds ; 146 Fremont she rds 
(including 3 tooled variat ion and 30 Ivie Creek B/W); 17 Snake Valley she rds , ( a r ch . , H. s igni­
fies a rch i t ec tu ra l s i te containing houses; a rch . , S. signifies a rch i t ec tu ra l s i te containing only 
s torage s t r u c t u r e s . ) 



In Trachyte Creek a different situation is obvious. There, Fremont 
pottery was sca t te red on the surface of six s i t es , but was dominant over 
Tusayan types at only one, a campsi te . Tusayan sherds great ly outnumber 
Fremont at the remain ing five s i t es , all of which a r e a rch i tec tura l ( there 
is a pit house at 42Ga435 and one to th ree rooms of drylaid masonry at 
the o thers) . It would appear that Kayenta peoples making Tusayan pottery 
wares had establ ished an outpost in the lower Trachyte , the most nor ther ly 
en m a s s e Kayenta Anasazi penetrat ion of the right bank a r ea . The Fremont 
pottery recovered the re is assumed to r ep re sen t t r ade from known Fremont 
cen te r s north and northwest . On the Colorado River at the mouth of 
Trachyte Creek F r e m o n t - s t y l e petroglyphs a r e cut through the dark coating 
of dese r t varnish on cliff faces (Fos te r , 1954, 7, Fig. 2). 

Waterpocket Fold and Pleasant Creek 

In this physiographic region 21 s i tes yielded Fremont pottery, more 
than half (12) yielding only Fremont c e r a m i c s . Eight o thers contained 
fewer than five she rds of non-Fremont types . When Fremont sherd totals 
a r e added to those of the other Utah Deser t Gray Ware type (Snake Valley 
Gray), they r e p r e s e n t 96% of the total number of she rds recovered . 
Using pottery as an indexthen, this a r e a can be considered unquestionably 
Fremont ; indeed it both includes M o r s s ' s original survey s i tes and borde r s 
immediate ly on other F remont s i t e s . Interest ingly, the re a r e no s i tes 
with any semblance of habitational s t r u c t u r e s . Almost universa l ly these 
s i tes in Hall and Pleasant c r eeks and the i r t r i bu ta r i e s a r e camps i tes in 
rock she l t e r s with occasional rock- l ined c i s t s , but the heavy regional 
F remont concentrat ion points to permanent r a the r than seasonal or 
occasional uti l ization. (This same pat tern of living is to be seen in the 
type s tat ions on the adjacent F remont River /_Morss, 1931~7. ) It can then 
be argued that although the Fremont knew how to construct dwellings, as 
has been demons t ra ted in at least a half dozen locales in cent ra l Utah, 
when na ture provided them a protect ive overhanging ledge they did not 
bother with the erect ion of houses . In Hall Creek the re la t ively smal l 
F remont population had an abundance of suitable natural rock s h e l t e r s . 

It has been shown previously (L is te r , 1959b) that the Waterpocket 
Fold, or m o r e prec ise ly Hall Creek, was another channel cutting nor th­
ward from the Colorado River along which cul tural s t imuli may have passed. 
Sites yielding F remont she rds predominate in the north, with steadily increas­
ing Kayenta influence evident southward (Lis te r , 1959b, 317, Fig . 1). 

On the Colorado River itself, and in the wes te rn ex t remi t ies of the San 
Juan Tr iangle , t he re a r e some Fremont s h e r d s . On the east , or left, bank 
of the Colorado, opposite the mouths of Bullfrog and Hall c r e e k s , from site 

- 4 -



Table 2. Distribution of F remont Pottery: Water-pocket Fo ld-P leasan t Creek 

Site Pot tery Presen t 
Number Location Type of Site Tusaya.n Fremont Sevier F remont 

42Ka606 Hall Creek campsi te 0 4 0 

42Ka607 Hall Creek campsi te 3 1 0 

42Ka609 Hall Creek campsi te 0 21 0 

42Ka610 Hall Creek campsi te 0 1 0 

42Wn8 Pleasant Creek campsi te 3 33 0 

42Wnl03 Pleasant Creek campsi te 0 4 0 

42Wnl05 Pleasant Creek campsi te 0 12 0 

42Ga444 Pleasant Creek campsi te 0 6 0 

42Ga456 Hall Creek campsi te 3 10 0 

42Ga464 Hall Creek campsi te 0 1 0 

42Ga466 Hall Creek campsi te 1 10 0 

42Ga467 Spring Gulch campsi te 0 11 0 

i 
m 
i 



Table 2. Distribution of Fremont Pot tery: Waterpocket Fo ld-P leasan t Creek 
(continued) 

Site 
Number 

42Ga468 

42Ga469 

42Ga470 

42Ga92 

42Ga447 

42Ga448 

42Ga449 

42Ga452 

42Ga454 

Location 

Hall Creek 

Hall Creek 

Hall Creek 

Oak Creek 

Oak Creek 

Oak Creek 

Oak Creek 

Red Canyon 

Red Canyon 

Type of Site 

campsi te 

campsi te 

campsi te 

campsi te 

campsi te 

campsi te 

campsi te 

campsi te 

campsi te 

Tusayan 

0 

3 

0 

12 

1-

7 

1 

0 

0 

Pot tery P r e 
Fremont 

1 

14 

7 

152 

34 

6 

12 

1 

10 

sent 
Sevier Fremont 

0 

0 

0 

31 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

05 

21 s i tes in d is t r ic t contain Fremont pottery. 12 s i tes a r e pure Fremont ; 8 o thers yielded 
fewer than 5 sherds of non-Fremont types . Tota ls : Fremont , 351 (including 2 tooled var ia ­
tion and 4 Ivie Creek B/W); Tusayan, 34; Sevier Fremont , 31. 



42Sa36 7 came 3 Fremont she rds , from si te 42Sa370 in lower Moqui Canyon 
came 1 Fremont sherd , and from si te 42Sa376 on the left bank midway 
between the Hall and Escalante channels came 1 Fremont sherd (Fowler, 
1959b, 48-9, 51). Forked Stick Alcove (42Sa413) and Daves Site (42Sa564) 
in the Litt le Rincon had a total of 17 Fremont she rds (Lipe, et ah , 1960, 
127-32, 141 -9). One plain Fremont sherd came from downstream at an 
excavated ruin called Buried Olla (42Ga36 7), located at the mouth of Smith 
Fo rk on the right bank, and st i l l another was taken from the fill of Mosquito 
Cave (42Sa643) (Lipe, et al_. , 1960). The only decorated Fremont sherds 
(2) recovered from the r ive r s i t es came from Buried Olla. Fifteen addi­
tional Turne r GrayrEmery Variety she rds turned up in excavations at 
Horsefly Hollow (42Sa544) and Pagahri t Dune (42Sa540), both well up Lake 
Canyon. At 42Sa544 also were found 10 Ivie Creek Black-on-white she rds , 
the only examples of decorated F remont s tyle east of the Colorado 
(Sharrock, et al_. , 1961, 206). Thir teen m o r e Turne r Gray :Emery Variety 
sherds were recovered, in further survey of Lake Canyon (Fowler, 1961, 
305). Three came from 42Sa444 in Castle Wash. Thus a grand total of 
6 7 she rds of F remont affiliation came from the Colorado in the upper Glen 
Canyon, and well eas tward from known Fremont range . This occur rence 
suggests that the re was some exchange with the Fremont se t t lements on 
Trachyte and Hall c r e e k s . 

Boulder valley 

Boulder valley, at the southern foot of the Aquarius Plateau, s eems 
to have sustained considerable Fremont occupancy. Archi tec ture and 
pottery, however, indicate that the Coombs si te and other l e s s e r vil lages 
in the valley were a Kayenta stronghold (Lis ter , 19 59c; L is te r , Ambler 
and Lis te r , 1960; L i s t e r and Lis te r , 1961). Technically the pottery is a 
blend of the two t radi t ions , of which more will be said l a t e r . The impor­
tant thing to note he re is that despite a 2 1/2% Fremont figure in the pottery 
frequency tab les , the Boulder valley was dominated by Kayenta Anasazi , 
making the a r e a the l a rges t concentrat ion of these poeples yet to be d i s ­
covered on the right bank and adjacent t e r r i t o r y . 

Table 3. Distr ibution of F remont Pot te ry : Coombs Site 

Pot te ry Recovered 

Tusayan Fremont Sevier F remont 

66. 328 1756 35 

(Of the Fremont pottery 1237 she rds and 22 r e s to r ab l e vesse l s a r e Ivie 
Creek Black -on-white and 33 she rds and 1 vesse l a r e the tooled variation.) 
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Escalante drainage 

Near the present town of Escalante , Utah, a r e th ree s i tes unquestion­
ably represen t ing Fremont se t t l ements . All t h ree show an overwhelming 
preponderance of Fremont pottery. At 42Ga43 Fremont pottery is 74% of 
the total; at 42Ga51 it is 89% of the total (Gunnerson, 1959b, 23, 34), at 
42Ga54 it is 97% of the total (Suhm, 1959, 224). In fact, two- th i rds of the 
Fremont collection from the ent i re Escalante drainage comes from these 
vi l lages . All these s i t e s exhibit a rch i tec tu ra l fea tures , one being a pit house. 
Thus far the se t t lements at Esca lante a r e the most southerly known open 
Fremont s i tes with houses . The principal hear th of F remont a rch i tec tu re 
s e e m s to lie along the eas t e rn marg ins of the nor th-south Wasatch Moun­
ta ins , where a rch i t ec tu re of varying types has been discovered at such 
places as Old Woman si te , Poplar Knob, Snake Rock, the Emery s i te , and 
on F e r r o n Creek on the eas t e rn s lopes . However, much more excavation 
is needed to pinpoint a specific locale as being the core of Fremont a r ch i ­
t ec tu ra l development. 

Throughout the r e s t of the Escalante drainage a rea Fremont sherds 
a r e plentiful but do not outnumber Kayenta she rds (1119, Fremont , exclu­
sive of the th ree Esca lante s i t es mentioned above; 1633, Tusayan). The 
Upper Colorado River Basin Archeological Salvage Project surveys recov­
ered such pottery from Har r i s Wash, the Dry Fork of Coyote Gulch, Cow 
Canyon, and 2 5 s i tes southeastward down the Esca lante River deser t from 
the town of Esca lante to the Colorado River . No Fremont pottery types 
were taken from Davis Gulch, Willow Gulch, Soda Gulch, Fence Canyon, 
the lower Coyote. Very r a r e l y Fremont types come from the Escalante 
River gorge itself. It would seem that F remont uti l ization of the region 
was confined to the dry uplands between the channel of the Escalante and 
the Kaiparowits Pla teau. 

Of considerable import is the type of s i te from which these la t te r 
F remont she rds come. Generally speaking, only in Ha r r i s Wash do s i tes 
producing F remon t pottery a lso contain a rch i t ec tu re . There a r e a few 
s to rage c i s t s in the f loors of a rched she l t e r s in the cliffs of the H a r r i s 
Wash vicinity, which is much the same kind of habitational use the Fremont 
made of the Fremont R ive r -P l ea s a n t Creek a r e a . Other s i tes m the 
Esca lante with habitation s t r u c t u r e s , usually of crude drylaid masonry , 
near ly always produce more Tusayan pottery than Fremont and hence prob­
ably a r e to be cons idered Kayenta. This is t rue of the following s i t e s : 
42Kal72, 42Ka300, 42Ka204 and 42Ka209. Exceptions a r e seve ra l s t r u c ­
t u r e s in Cow Canyon and the immedia te Esca lante River gorge but here 
the total number of she rds is too smal l to be significant. All other s i tes 
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T a b l e 4 . D i s t r i b u t i o n of F r e m o n t P o t t e r y : E s c a l a n t e D r a i n a g e 

S i te P o t t e r y P r e s e n t ~~ 
N u m b e r L o c a t i o n T.ype of Si te T u s a y a n F r e m o n t S e v i e r F r e m o n t 

4 2 K a l 7 1 2 0 - M i l e F l a t c a m p s i t e 53 17 1 

4 2 K a l 7 2 Dry F o r k , Coyote a r c h . , H. 32 2 1 

4 2 K a l 7 3 Dry F o r k , Coyote c a m p s i t e 12 46 0 

4 2 K a l 7 4 Dry F o r k , Coyote c a m p s i t e 14 1 0 

4 2 K a l 7 5 Dry F o r k , Coyote c a m p s i t e 19 3 0 

4 2 K a l 7 9 Coyote Gulch c a m p s i t e 11 10 0 

4 2 K a l 8 0 Coyote Gulch c a m p s i t e 0 13 0 

42Ka204 Willow Gulch a r c h . , H. 9 2 0 

42Ka209 E s c a l a n t e R. a r c h . , H. 43 2 0 

42Ka214 E s c a l a n t e R. a r c h , , H. 1 4 0 

42Ka215 E s c a l a n t e R. c a m p s i t e 0 4 0 

42Ka216 Cow Canyon a r c h . , H. 0 2 0 

42Ka217 Cow Canyon a r c h . , H. 0 1 0 

42Ka.21.8 Cow Canyon a r c h . , H. 2 3 0 

i 

CO 



Table 4. Distribution of F remont Pottery: Escalante Drainage 
(continued) 

• 

• 

Site Pot tery Presen t 
Number Location Type of Site Tusayan Fremont Sevier F remont 

42Ka225 Coyote Gulch a r c h . , H. 3 5 0 

42Ka229 Llewellyn Gulch arch . , S. 4 1 0 

42Ga43 Escalante pit house 19 219 55 

42Ga49 25-Mile Wash campsi te 5 34 0 

42Ga51 Escalante a r c h . , open 35 634 42 

42Ga54 Escalante a r c h . , open 12 1129 19 

42Ga64 Escalante R. Deser t chip a r e a 0 2 0 

42Ga67 Esca lante R. Deser t campsi te 11 1 0 

42Ga69 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 6 128 0 

42Ga70 Esca lante R. Deser t campsi te 199 32 0 

42Ga74 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 8 3 0 

42Ga76 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 71 12 0 

42Ga79 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 6 1 0 



Table 4. Distribution of Fremont Pot tery; Escalante Drainage 
(continued) 

Site Pot tery Present 
Number Location Type of Site Tusayan Fremont Sevier F remont 

42Ga82 Escalante R, Deser t campsi te 17 28 0 

42Ga2 75 Escalante R, Deser t campsi te 0 141 0 

42Ga286 H a r r i s Wash a r c h . , S. 8 15 0 

42Ga288 Har r i s Wash a rch . , S, 5 39 0 

42Ga289 Har r i s Wash a rch . , S. 0 3 0 

42Ga290 Har r i s Wash campsi te 9 1 0 

42Ga292 Har r i s Wash campsi te 0 3 0 

42Ga294 H a r r i s Wash a r c h . , S. 0 1 0 

42Ga298 Har r i s Wash a rch . , S. 1 7 1 

42Ga300 Har r i s Wash campsi te 4 6 0 

42Ka281 Escalante R. Desert campsi te 6 17 0 

42Ka283 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 0 4 0 

42Ka.286 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 48 98 9 



Table 4. Distribution of Fremont Pot tery: Escalante Drainage 
(continued) 

i 

ro 
i 

Site Pot tery P resen t 
Number Location Type- of Site Tusayan Fremont Sevier F remont 

42Ka291 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 0 7 0 

42Ka294 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 0 9 0 

42Ka297 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 71 79 10 

42Ka298 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 12 32 0 

42Ka299 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 0 1 0 

42Ka300 Escalante R. Deser t a rch . , H. 5 1 0 

42Ka301 Escalante R. Deser t chip a r ea 0 1 0 

42Ka314 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 44 18 0 

42Ka315 Esca lan te R. Deser t campsi te 1 16 0 

42Ka318 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 0 2 0 



I 

I 

Table 4. Distribution of Fremont Pottery: Escalante Drainage 
(continued) 

53 s i tes in d is t r ic t contain Fremont, pottery. Totals : Fremont , 3101 (including 2 tooled 
variat ion and 5 Ivie Creek B/W): Tusayan, 970; Sevier Fremont , 148. 

Site Pot tery P resen t 
Number Location Type of Site Tusayan Fremont Sevier F remon t 

42Ka319 Escalante R. Deser t campsi te 145 240 10 

42Ka481 Escalante R, Deser t campsi te 11 10 0 

42Ka482 Escalante R = Deser t campsi te 8 11 0 


