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INTRODUCTION

When archaeological salvage projects in the Glen Canyon reservoir and
drainage system of that portion of the Colorado and San Juan rivers were ini-
tiated, and even for the first few years of their operation, but scant attention
was paid to one of the last protohistoric and historic indigenous groups who
had inhabited the area, the Southern Paiute. Archaeologists occasionally
recorded isolated Paiute sites and made passing references to them in their
publications (Fowler, et al., 1959, Part I, 103, 141, 144, 171, 200, 204,
250; Part II, 349, 429, 565, 649; Gunnerson, 1959, 159; Adams, Lindsay and
Turner 1961, 13, 24) and Turner (1960) collected some miscellaneous 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 considerable number of historical records relating to southern
Utah has been published (g.__g_. , Bolton, 1950; Hafen and Hafen, 1954a and b),
and many contain valuable anthropological data relative to the Southern Paiute,
their authors or editors have made little or no attempt to analyze or relate
such data either to the reconstruction of culture-history or to broader anthro-
pological concerns of culture change, behavior patterns, or value systems.
In fact, anthropologists have rarely concerned themselves with this task.
Steward (1939a) analyzed the photographs of Hillers taken on the Powell expedi-
tion of 1872-1873 in the Kaibab and Moapa areas for whatever cultural traits
they revealed. (See Appendix I for additional data concerning these pictures.)
Heizer (1954) briefly discussed the Paiute notes recorded by Edward Palmer
from 1866 to 1877. Volney Jones (1948) has published a few of Dellenbaugh's
recollections from the 1870's even though these were not recorded until 1927
and 1928. Those three studies, however, constitute virtually all of the efforts
by anthropologists to interpret Southern Paiute culture-history from historical
sources. In the present study I have attempted, insofar as the data would
permit, to reconstruct Southern Paiute culture-history using techniques and
data from ethnology and history. This has involved both a direct historical
and an ethnohistorical approach.

Very little remains of Southern Paiute culture today, and few elderly
people have any knowledge of the former way of life. Therefore, my own
ethnographic observations in the field were limited and I have relied primarily
on the published and unpublished data of earlier anthropologists such as
Powell (1874), Sapir (1910), and Kelly (1934; 1964). While even these leave
questions unanswered, and information for certain geographic areas of the
Southern Paiute is scanty, these anthropologists were that much closer to the
aboriginal scene than we are today.



We are in somewhat the same position insofar as the historical record
is concerned. Although Europeans first entered the Southern Paiute country
as early as 1776 and, later, the Spanish Trail and Mormon Road, the southern
emigrant roads to California, crossed the region, travelers' accounts are
notable for their lack of detail about the natives encountered. Nevertheless,
all pertinent accounts, from 1776 until ca. 1900, have been brought to bear.

The Identity of the Southern Paiute

It is generally recognized that a group of Indians, now known to anthro-
pologists as Southern Paiute, occupied in aboriginal times certain portions of
southern California, southern Nevada, southern Utah, and northern Arizona.
These were Numic speakers of Uto-Aztecan (Lamb, 1958) who were essentially
a hunting and gathering people, who practiced agriculture only on a limited
scale. The much discussed but, to me, minor question of their "tribal' na-
ture (e.g., Manners, 1959) will be considered later in this paper; however,
it may be said here that while they lacked territorial-wide political organiza-
tion, the entire group did have, whether they themselves recognized it or not,
a relatively uniform culture. Although the term ""Paiute' is probably not indig-
enous to these people (Kelly, 1934, 548), it and numerous variations were
applied to these and other Numic speaking Indians throughout the historic peri-
od. In fact, Hodge (1907-1910, Vol. 1, 242-43; Vol. 2, 188 and Appendix B)
noted more than sixty names used in the literature for Southern Paiute and
almost fifty for the related Chemehuevi. This seeming confusion was suc-
cinctly emphasized by Steward (1938, 272) who, referring to historic accounts,
noted that:

Farnham (1843, 248-49) located Paiutes and Land Pitches (pos-
sibly meaning San Pete or Sampits Ute) on the Sevier River.

Hurt (1860, 92-3) mentioned Utah or Piedes under Chief Ammon
on Beaver Creek. Irish (1865, 145-46) said the Pi-Edes numbered
about 6, 000 spoke Utah and lived 'through Beaver and Little Salt Lake
Valleys, and on the Rio Virgin and Santa Clara rivers down to the 'Muddy'
River, under Tut-sey-gub-bets and many subchiefs [quotation marks
sic]. They were poor and were often raided by the Utes. The Pah Ute
(pp. 146-7) 'properly belong in Nevada and Arizona' and were very
similar to the Pi-Edes. Head (1866, 124) distinguished 600 Pah-Edes
under Tut-sey-gub-bets from 1, 600 Pah-Utes to their south and 700
Pah Ranagats. (1867, 174-76; 1868, 148-49.) Simpson (1876, 35) said
the 'Pi-eeds' lived south of the Pah-vants, down to Santa Clara . . .



Sale (1865, 155) . . . said Pai-Utes numbered 2, 000 to 3, 000 and
claimed the country from Snake Valley to the Colorado River and from

the Wasatch Mountains west to Pahranagat Valley.

Wheeler (1875, 36-7) stated that Southern Paiute were called Ute
or Piedes while Pah-Utes were the same as Piedes.

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

Powell and Ingalls used Pai-Ute for the Southern Paiute, Pah-Ute
for the Northern Paiute (1874), and Humfreville used Pi-Ute and Pah-
Ute for these two divisions (1897, 281).

Taking into consideration the geographic area delineated by Kelly (1934)
as Southern Paiute, with which most anthropologists who have worked there,
including myself, are in general agreement, an attempt to ferret out those
Indians now called Southern Paiute will be made later in this study. Certainly,
in most cases, the terms Pi-Ute, Pai-Ute, Piede, Pi-ede, Pah-Edes, Pah
Ranagats, Pi-eeds and, frequently, Pah Ute, can be subsumed under the con-
temporary ethnographic term Southern Paiute.

Adding to the perplexion is the problem of distinguishing between the
several groups of Southern Numic (a term advocated by Miller, 1964, 4): Ute,
Southern Paiute, Chemehuevi, and Kawaiisu. It may not be possible to make
such a division linguistically since all spoke mutually intelligible dialects.
Further, as Steward (1952, 2) has said: ''Cultural differences also fail to pro-
vide a consistent basis for distinguishing the so-called 'tribes.''" For example,
Steward (1952, 3-5), in commenting upon a justification which considered Ute
separate from Southern Paiute because of the "horse nomadism' of the former,
found it difficult to ally some of the unmounted ""Ute'' with those farther east:

The San Pete, Fish and Sheberetch '"Ute' lacked horses and lived
in small unstable family groups which subsisted on seeds and small
game. They were in no way part of a Ute political organization or
nationality. The same is probably true of other Ute-Chemehuevi
[Southern Numic] people scattered in inhospitable and remote por-
tions of the Colorado Plateau south of the Uintah Basin and west of
the Colorado border. Linguistically, economically, socially and
politically, these '"Ute'" were identical to the Southern Paiute, whose
territory adjoined theirs immediately to the south, and they were
wholly unlike the Ute.

In the west, where Southern Paiute bordered the Kawaiisu, a people with
a related language (Steward, 1937, 626), the differentiation is more difficult
to make. I am again inclined to agree with Steward who remarked (personal
communication, 1955):



The location of Indians speaking this language in California
cannot be based upon any data prior to 1848 since the linguistic
identification . . . was made only in the present century . . . all
authorities, including Kroeber, seem to have made distinctions
between peoples speaking this language, such as the Southern
Paiute, Chemehuevi, Kawaiisu, and Panamint.

Kroeber (1925, 601) regarded the Kawaiisu as

An offshoot of no great antiquity, apparently, from the
Chemehuevi, the Kawaiisu have become differentiated from the
parent body as a result of a new setting. They lived in the
Tehachapi Mountains. . . . Behind them [east] remained the
westernmost of the Chemehuevi; and nominally the two bodies
were in contiguity. Actually, however, the Chemehuevi tract in
question was perhaps the least frequented of all the barren lands
of that people; and the Kawaiisu had more to gain by clinging to
the timbered and watered slopes of their mountains than by wan-
dering among the rare vegetation and dry soda lakes of the desert.
Intercourse between the two groups was therefore probably not
specially active.

A closer relationship was undoubtedly maintained between Chemehuevi
and Southern Paiute., The statement by Kelly (1934, 548) that 'the Southern
Paiute and Chemehuevi merge so inextricably in language and culture that any
separation of the two would be highly artificial, "' applying to an aboriginal
period prior to the movement of Chemehuevi into the Colorado River Valley
below the Mohave, generally has been accepted by all anthropologists working
among the Southern Paiute.

So, as will be seen, it has been impossible to delimit specifically the
Southern Paiute (including the Chemehuevi) from some of the "Ute'" to the east
and northeast or from the "Kawaiisu' to the west. The ethnohistorical data to
follow bear this out.

Further, since certain theoretical aspects relative to Southern Paiute
acculturation involve a realistic understanding of their adaptation to their
habitat, as well as the nature of that habitat, the ethnohistory is prefaced by
detailed ecological description of their territory.
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