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INTRODUCTION 

When archaeological salvage pro jec ts in the Glen Canyon r e s e r v o i r and 
drainage sys tem of that portion of the Colorado and San Juan r i v e r s were ini­
t iated, and even for the f irs t few y e a r s of thei r operation, but scant attention 
was paid to one of the las t p ro tohis tor ic and h i s to r ic indigenous groups who 
had inhabited the a rea , the Southern Pa iu te . Archaeologis ts occasionally 
recorded isolated Paiute s i tes and made pass ing re fe rences to them in the i r 
publications (Fowler, et a l . , 1959, P a r t i , 103, 141, 144, 171, 200, 204, 
25 0; P a r t II, 349, 429, 565, 649; Gunnerson, 1959, 159; Adams, Lindsay and 
T u r n e r 1961, 13, 24) and T u r n e r (1960) collected some miscel laneous ethno­
graphic data in the vicinity of Navajo Mountain, A more intense effort, using 
other than solely archaeological techniques, seemed advisable and field work 
was initiated in 1962 (Sweeney and Euler , 1963). 

While a cons iderable number of h i s to r ica l r e c o r d s re la t ing to southern 
Utah has been published (e. g . , Bolton, 1950; Hafen and Hafen, 1954a and b), 
and many contain valuable anthropological data re la t ive to the Southern Paiute , 
the i r authors or edi tors have made l i t t le or no attempt to analyze or re la te 
such data e i ther to the recons t ruc t ion of cu l tu re -h i s to ry or to broader an th ro ­
pological concerns of cul ture change, behavior pa t te rns , or value s y s t e m s . 
In fact, anthropologis ts have r a r e l y concerned themse lves with this task. 
Steward (1939a) analyzed the photographs of Ki l le rs taken on the Powell expedi­
tion of 1872-1873 in the Kaibab and Moapa a r e a s for whatever cultural t r a i t s 
they revea led . (See Appendix I for additional data concerning these p ic tu res . ) 
Heizer (1954) briefly d iscussed the Paiute notes r eco rded by Edward P a l m e r 
from 1866 to 1877. Volney Jones (1948) has published a few of Dellenbaugh's 
reco l lec t ions from the 1870's even though these were not r ecorded until 1927 
and 19 28. Those th ree s tudies , however, consti tute vi r tual ly all of the efforts 
by anthropologis ts to in te rpre t Southern Pa iu te cu l tu re -h i s to ry from his tor ica l 
sou rce s . In the p resen t study I have at tempted, insofar as the data would 
permi t , to r econs t ruc t Southern Paiu te cu l tu re -h i s to ry using techniques and 
data from ethnology and his tory . This has involved both a direct h is tor ica l 
and an e thnohis tor ica l approach. 

Very l i t t le r e m a i n s of Southern Paiu te cul ture today, and few elderly 
people have any knowledge of the fo rmer way of life. Therefore , my own 
ethnographic observa t ions in the field were l imited and I have rel ied p r imar i l y 
on the published and unpublished data of e a r l i e r anthropologists such as 
Powell (1874), Sapir (1910), and Kelly (1934; 1964). While even these leave 
quest ions unanswered, and information for cer ta in geographic a reas of the 
Southern Paiute is scanty, these anthropologists were that much c loser to the 
aboriginal scene than we a r e today. 
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We a r e in somewhat the same position insofar as the h is tor ica l r ecord 
is concerned. Although Europeans first entered the Southern Paiute country 
as ear ly as 1776 and, l a t e r , the Spanish T r a i l and Mormon Road, the southern 
emigrant roads to California, c rossed the region, t r a v e l e r s ' accounts a re 
notable for t he i r lack of detail about the natives encountered. Never the less , 
all per t inent accounts , from 1776 until ca. 1900, have been brought to bear . 

The Identity of the Southern Paiu te 

It is genera l ly recognized that a group of Indians, now known to an thro­
pologists as Southern Pa iu te , occupied in aboriginal t i m e s cer ta in port ions of 
southern California, southern Nevada, southern Utah, and nor thern Arizona. 
These were Numic s p e a k e r s of Uto-Aztecan (Lamb, 1958) who were essential ly 
a hunting and gather ing people, who prac t iced agr icu l tu re only on a l imited 
sca le . The much d iscussed but, to me, minor question of the i r " t r iba l " na­
t u r e (e. g . , Manners , 1959) will be considered l a t e r in this paper; however, 
it may be said h e r e that while they lacked t e r r i t o r i a l - w i d e polit ical organiza­
tion, the ent i re group did have, whether they themse lves recognized it or not, 
a re la t ive ly uniform cul ture . Although the t e r m "Pa iu te" is probably not indig­
enous to these people (Kelly, 1934, 548), it and numerous var ia t ions were 
applied to these and other Numic speaking Indians throughout the h is tor ic p e r i ­
od. In fact, Hodge (1907-1910, Vol. 1, 242-43; Vol. 2, 188 and Appendix B) 
noted m o r e than sixty names used in the l i t e r a t u r e for Southern Paiute and 
a lmost fifty for the re la ted Chemehuevi . This seeming confusion was s u c ­
cinctly emphas ized by Steward (1938, 272) who, r e f e r r i n g to h is tor ic accounts, 
noted that: 

Fa rnham (1843, 248-49) located Pa iu tes and Land Pi tches (pos­
sibly meaning San Pe te or Sampits Ute) on the Sevier River . 

Hurt (1860, 92-3) mentioned Utah or P iedes under Chief Ammon 
on Beaver Creek . I r i sh (1865, 145-46) said the P i - E d e s numbered 
about 6, 000 spoke Utah and lived 'through Beaver and Litt le Salt Lake 
Valleys, and on the Rio Virgin and Santa Cla ra r i v e r s down to the 'Muddy' 
River , under T u t - s e y - g u b - b e t s and many subchiefs [quotation marks 
s i c ] . They were poor and were often raided by the Utes . The Pah Ute 
(pp. 146-7) 'p roper ly belong in Nevada and Ar izona ' and were ve ry 
s i m i l a r to the P i - E d e s . Head (1866, 124) dist inguished 600 P a h - E d e s 
under T u t - s e y - g u b - b e t s from 1, 600 P a h - U t e s to the i r south and 700 
Pah Ranagats . (1867, 174-76; 1868, 148-49.) Simpson (1876, 35) said 
the ' P i - e e d s ' l ived south of the P a h - v a n t s , down to Santa C la ra . . . 
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Sale (1865, 155) . . . said P a i - U t e s numbered 2, 000 to 3, 000 and 
claimed the country from Snake Valley to the Colorado River and from 
the Wasatch Mountains west to Pahranaga t Valley. 

Wheeler (1875, 36-7) stated that Southern Paiute were called Ute 
or P i edes while Pah -Ute s w e r e the same as P i e d e s . 

Gottfredson (1919, 15) placed P iedes at Pinto, Washington County, 
Utah. 

Powell and Ingalls used Pa i -U te for the Southern Paiute , Pah-Ute 
for the Nor the rn Pa iu te (1874), and Humfreville used P i -Ute and Pah -
Ute for t he se two divisions (1897, 281). 

Taking into considerat ion the geographic a r e a delineated by Kelly (1934) 
as Southern Paiu te , with which most anthropologis ts who have worked the re , 
including myself, a r e in genera l agreement , an attempt to fe r re t out those 
Indians now called Southern Pa iu te will be made l a t e r in this study. Certainly, 
in most c a s e s , the t e r m s P i - U t e , Pa i -U te , P iede , P i - e d e , P a h - E d e s , Pah 
Ranagats , P i - e e d s and, frequently, Pah Ute, can be subsumed under the con­
t e m p o r a r y ethnographic t e r m Southern Pa iu te . 

Adding to the perplexion is the problem of distinguishing between the 
seve ra l groups of Southern Numic (a t e r m advocated by Miller , 1964, 4): Ute, 
Southern Pa iu te , Chemehuevi , and Kawaiisu. It may not be possible to make 
such a division l inguis t ical ly s ince all spoke mutually intelligible d ia lec ts . 
F u r t h e r , as Steward (1952, 2) has said: "Cul tural differences also fail to p r o ­
vide a consis tent bas i s for dist inguishing the so-ca l led ' t r i be s . ' " Fo r example, 
Steward (1952, 3-5), in commenting upon a justification which considered Ute 
s epa ra t e from Southern Pa iu te because of the "horse nomadism" of the former , 
found it difficult to ally some of the unmounted "Ute" with those far ther east: 

The San Pe te , F ish and Sheberetch "Ute" lacked ho r se s and lived 
in smal l unstable family groups which subsis ted on seeds and smal l 
game . They were in no way par t of a Ute polit ical organization or 
nationali ty. The s a m e is probably t r u e of other Ute-Chemehuevi 
[Southern Numic] people s ca t t e r ed in inhospitable and r emote p o r ­
t ions of the Colorado Pla teau south of the Uintah Basin and west of 
the Colorado bo rde r . Linguis t ical ly , economically, social ly and 
poli t ical ly, these "Ute" were identical to the Southern Paiute , whose 
t e r r i t o r y adjoined t h e i r s immedia te ly to the south, and they were 
wholly unlike the Ute . 

In the west, where Southern Pa iu te bordered the Kawaiisu, a people with 
a re la ted language (Steward, 1937, 626), the differentiation is more difficult 
to make . I am again inclined to ag ree with Steward who r e m a r k e d (personal 
communicat ion, 1955): 
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The location of Indians speaking this language in California 
cannot be based upon any data p r io r to 1848 s ince the l inguistic 
identification . . . w a s made only in the p re sen t century . . . all 
au thor i t ies , including Kroeber , seem to have made dist inct ions 
between peoples speaking this language, such as the Southern 
Pa iu te , Chemehuevi , Kawaiisu, and Panamin t . 

Kroeber (1925, 601) regarded the Kawaiisu as 

An offshoot of no grea t antiquity, apparently, from the 
Chemehuevi , the Kawaiisu have become differentiated from the 
parent body as a r esu l t of a new set t ing. They lived in the 
Tehachapi Mountains. . . . Behind them [eas t ] remained the 
wes t e rnmos t of the Chemehuevi; and nominally the two bodies 
were in contiguity. Actually, however, the Chemehuevi t r ac t in 
question was perhaps the l ea s t frequented of all the b a r r e n lands 
of that people; and the Kawaiisu had more to gain by clinging to 
the t imbered and watered slopes of the i r mountains than by wan­
dering among the r a r e vegetat ion and dry soda lakes of the dese r t . 
In t e rcour se between the two groups was there fore probably not 
special ly act ive . 

A c lose r re la t ionship was undoubtedly maintained between Chemehuevi 
and Southern Pa iu te . The s ta tement by Kelly (1934, 548) that "the Southern 
Paiute and Chemehuevi m e r g e so inextr icably in language and cul ture that any 
separa t ion of the two would be highly ar t i f ic ial , " applying to an aboriginal 
period p r i o r to the movement of Chemehuevi into the Colorado River Valley 
below the Mohave, genera l ly has been accepted by all anthropologists working 
among the Southern Pa iu t e . 

So, as will be seen, it has been imposs ib le to delimit specifically the 
Southern Paiu te (including the Chemehuevi) from some of the "Ute" to the east 
and nor theas t or from the "Kawai isu" to the west . The ethnohistorical data to 
follow bear this out. 

F u r t h e r , s ince cer ta in theore t i ca l a spec t s re la t ive to Southern Paiu te 
accul tura t ion involve a r e a l i s t i c unders tanding of t he i r adaptation to their 
habitat , as well as the na ture of that habitat, the ethnohistory is prefaced by 
detailed ecological descr ip t ion of the i r t e r r i t o r y . 
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Fig. 1. Southern Paiute t e r r i to ry . 
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Fig. 2. Southern Paiute te r r i tory : environmental sub-areas 
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Fig. 3. Southern Paiute te r r i tory : major routes of historical explora­
tion—Spanish period. 
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Fig. 4. Southern Paiute ter r i tory: major routes of historical explora­
tion—Anglo period. 



Fig. 5. Paiute environment: high plateaus sub-area . 
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