SEVENTEENTH CENTURY NAVAHO-SPANISH
RELATIONS

By FRANK D. REEVE

avaho people are a branch of the Athapascan In-
\ﬁwmwwmsmzmwm %ozm In this respect they are one group
of the Apache people who lived in .mnm#muom vmummwﬁ.ém. a
large part of the Southwestern United States. ws istoric
times, the Spanish gave Apache bands a name in wmwmwswm
with some cultural characteristic or mmwom‘nmwgo& Hoomﬁosw
northeastern New Mexico the Jicarilla, or mmmwmﬁ Ma mw
Apaches made their homes. Along the eastern side roame
various bands known as the Natages mu@ Faraones and oﬁmﬂ.
tually as the Mescalero, or mescal eating Apaches. MOM ﬂw
western New Mexico was the habitat of Apaches H.mmmﬁ.m
as the Faraones, Salineros, Mescaleros, and later as Gi w.m om.
Gilefios. The Apaches of Navaho, or farmer >ﬁmormm. :mM
in northwestern New Mexico from deo:mg.goﬁmnms to the
Province of Navaho in the Rio San Juan drainage. o
There are several suggested sources for the m.oH.Zmﬁo.u of
the word Apache. It is “probably from dpachu, enemy, apm
Zuiii name for the Navaho ...,”2 or else the mwmmEmw picke
up the word from the Yavapi Indian term ‘Axwa, msOEE.&
‘Axwiaatca, meaning “Apache person.”? “May 1 H:z; the case
for another explanation? — namely, that the Zufii M\qoam is
derived from apddje, “people,” the name by which \Em
wamnwmm of Yuman speech call themselves; ﬁrmﬁ these Apadje
were, at an early period, the typical enemies of the pueblo
people; and that when the Athapascan Diné whom we Hgodm
as the Navaho arrived, they were classified as a variety o
1. For a detailed discussion .On the origin of the name “Navaho” and their location,

! TORICAL REVIEW, Vol
see Frank D, Reeve, ‘Early Navaho Geography,”’ NEW MEXICO HIS! ,

, Dp. 280-808.
H vMovozog Mountain, sometimes marked on maps as San Mateo Hou:”ﬁ:mon Ohﬂ“o
Mesa, is topped at the southern end by Mt. Taylor, also one time :wEon— .y ewuiq»u.uo.
2. Frederick Webb Hodge, ed., Handbook of American Indians No )

Pt. 1, Washington, 1907 (Smithsonian Institution, Bureau of Amecrican Ethnology, -

wE~M:nwwMW.. P. Herrington, “Southern peripheral Athapaskawan origins, divisions, and

migrations.” Essays in Historical Anthropology of North America. Smithsonian Misce
laneous Collsotion, 100 :512. Washington, 1940.
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Apache.”* The Apaches call themselves Tinnedh,” meaning
“man” or the “people,” sometimes spelled dinek or diné.

The word Apache first appeared in Spanish documents in
the time of Juan de Ofiate and the colonization of New Mex-
ico (1598). Earlier contacts with these people were friendly,
but now they were classed as a warlike people and soon be-
came a serious foe for the Spanish who struggled to keep a
foothold in New Mexico in order to maintain Christian mis-
sions among the Pueblo people. It is reasonable to assume
that they had been troublesome toward the Pueblos before
the advent of the Spanish,® and that relations alternated
mildly between war and beace, a common condition among
all the peoples of the earth, even to the earliest times. The
fact that the Apaches were troublesome in the seventeenth
century is made amply clear in Spanish records, but which
group of Apaches wasg guilty at a given moment is another
question. -

When Governor Ofiate (1598-1607) prepared to punish
the people of Acoma for their unexpected attack on Spanish
soldiers in 1599, he agsembled a punitive expedition at his
headquarters in the Pueblo of San Juan. “The natives, seeing
these things, quickly became alarmed and sent messengers
to the neighboring provinces, calling upon the savages one
and all to unite and wage war against the Spaniards with
blood and fire.”" This call to arms may have been only a bit
of poetic imagination, but if such a call was issued the
Apaches would have been the people summoned, and espe-
cially the Navahos and the Jicarillas. There is no evidence
that the Navahos or other Apaches rallied to the defense of
Acoma, but Villagra’s story reveals a Spanish awareness of
the existence of the Apaches nearby the settlements of the
Pueblos, and their potential ag an enemy,

4. Barbara Aitken, NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW, 26 :334 {October, 1951).

8. J. P. Harrington in R. H. Ogle, Federal Control of the Wegtern Apaches, 1848-
1286, p. 5, note 18. New Mexico Historical Society, Publications in History, IX, or NEW
MEIICO HISTORICAL REVIEW, 14 :818 note (October, 1939).

. F. W, Hodges belloves that the Navahos were “Raiders of the sedentary Pueblo
Indians from as early as the latter part of the sixteenth century ... . Foreword in
Charles Avery Amsden, Navaho Weaving: itg technique and Aistory. Santa Ana,
California: The Fine Arts Press, 1984.

7. Gaspar Pérez de Villagré, History of New Mezico, p. 219, Tr., Gilberto Espinosa.
Los Angeles: The Quivira Soclety, 1933,
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The nearness of Apaches to the Pueblo settlements is sup-
ported by words of Ofiate himself: “We have seen other na-
tions, such as the Querechos or Vaqueros, who live among
the Cibola cattle in tents of tanned hides. The Apaches, moBm
of whom we also saw, are extremely numerous. Although
. was told that they lived in rancherias, in recent days I have
learned that they live in pueblos the same as the vm‘oEm here.
They have a pueblo eighteen leagues from memn with mﬂ.,mmm
plazas. They are a people that has not yet publicly rendere

obedience to his majesty, as 1 had the other provinces do. ...k

i fi dv acquainted with the geveral Pueblos
Since Ofiate was already acq O e S avahos,

Mexico, this reference indeed co

Mm&ﬂwﬂé@ in a scattered fashion on the mesa tops of eW%
Rio San Juan country (the Province of %mﬁwov. but su w
ciently concentrated to give the impression of a mmgmgmﬂo
or pueblo, and the estimated distance of eighteen HmmMsMM
their country is close enough in imw of the lack of exactness
in mileage recorded by the Spanish. , .
" dm,wm Mom\n Villagra also wrote that the >moEm.€mH. chief
gent a messenger to an Apache chief, wmasmmﬁs.m him to come
to Acoma for a council of war. This chief lived far from
Acoma,? which could mean the Apaches to the south of the

Pueblo, that is, the Gila Apaches, or the Navahos who lived

bolleta Mountain.
o m.wﬂm fact that the Apaches in general were S.ocEmmoBm
was soon made clear in the time of Oifiate. UEUEN his years
of service in New Mexico, “numerous complaints had ,c.mmu
received concerning his failure to deal in an appropriate
manner with the Apaches and Navahos.” 10 HWm thought oc-
curred to the Viceroy that perhaps the Spanish had gmﬁngo
aggressive toward the natives outside of the wnwﬂo ared, S0
an initial move was made to curtail further punitive expedi-

! i Hammond and Agapito Rey, eds.,
8. Ofiate to Viceroy, March 2, 1699. George F. B .

Don Juan de Ofiate: Colonizer of New Mexico, 1595-1628, 1:484. .“._.qrm d.::.mnmmnw of MMMN
Mexico Press, 1963. 2 vols. (vol. 5, Coronado Cuarto Centennial Publications,

0. George P. Hammond, general editor) - . .
194 9. For & more detailed discussion of the location of the Gila Apaches, see Albert

H. Schroeder “Fray Marcos de Niza, Coronado and the Yavapai,”” NEW MEXICO HIS
TORICAL REVIEW, 30:2986 (October, 1955).

10. France V. Scholes, “‘Church and State in New
HISTORIOAL REVIEW, 11:28 (January, 1936), or Historical
lications in History, VIL

Mexico, 1610-1650,” NEW MEXIC0
Society of New Mexico, Pub-
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tions under Ofiate’s successor. This order was quickly
countermanded under pressure from the religious. Father
Ximénez “informed the viceroy that the Spaniards and
Christian Indians were regularly harassed by the Apaches,
who destroyed and burned the pueblos, waylaid and killed
the natives, and stole the horses of the Spaniards.” 1!

Governor Don Pedro de Peralta’s (1610-1614) instruc-
tions from the Viceroy when appointed to office in New
Mexico included the statement: “Some villages and tribes are
on the frontiers and lands of the Apaches who are usually
protectors or hosts of enemies and among whom are the
planners and plotters against the entire country and from
which they issue to do damage and make war.”*? In the light
of later information concerning the Apaches and relations
with them, this quotation more nearly implies the Navahos’
country as the alleged “refuge” than any other region of the
widespread Apaches. Since the Navahos were a more settled
folk than their kinsmen elsewhere because of growing corn,
they would have been a more natural refuge for Pueblo people
fleeing from Spanish abuse, and a potential ally despite past
differences with them.

Their Northern Province near the Rio San Juan lay west-

" ward from the headwaters of the Rio Chama, and they had

direct entry in peace and war to the Pueblo region at the con-
fluence of the Rio Chama and Rio Grande by way of the
valley of the Rio Chama. When Fray Alonso contacted these
people in September of 1629, his emissaries departed from
Santa Clara Pueblo on September 17, which fell on a Thurs-
day. They arrived home on a Friday with a delegation of
Apaches. At least one week had passed between the two
events, which was sufficient for making a round-trip to the
near-part of the pagan’s homeland.!® From the standpoint of

11, George P. Hammond, ‘“‘Ofiate and the Founding of New Mexico,” NEW MEXICO
HIBTORICAL REVIEW, 2:139 (April, 1927), or H. S. of N. M., P. H,, IL ’

12. March 80, 1608. Translation by Prof. Watt Stewart, State Teachers College,
Albany, New York, from the Spanish document published with a translation by Ireneo
L. Chaves, in the New Mezico Historical Review, 4:183 (April, 1929).

18. The Memorial of Fray Alonso de Benavides 1630. Tr., Mrs. Edward E. Ayer.
Anno., Frederick Webb Hodge and Charles Fletcher Lummis, p. 47. Chicago, 1916. Cited
hereafter as Benavides 1630. Warren R. Good, Perpetual Calendar. Ann Arbor, Michigan:
‘The Ann Arbor Press, 1943.

HP6022 -




40 NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

proximity, these frontier folk were closest to the heart of
Puebloland. From the vantage point of Santa Clara Pueblo,
Fray Alonso Benavides wrote: “Thither more than usual
[elsewhere] these Navajd Apaches repaired to do havoe.”’1*

Jemez Pueblo was another focal point of Navaho relations
with the Pueblo folk and the Spanish. Shortly after the ar-
rival of Ofate in 1598 the missionaries laid plans for
Christianizing the Indians. “Fray Alonso Lugo was assigned
to the Jemez pueblos, ‘and also all the Apaches and Cocoyes
of their mountains and districts.” 13 This mission field, inso-
far as the Apaches were concerned, was not actually culti-
vated until years later, but an occasional peep is afforded in
documents about relations with their neighbors: for instance,
“in the spring of 1614 some Jemez Indians, together with

some Apaches (Navahos?), killed an Indian of Cochiti. Sev~

eral of the Jemez captains were brought to Santo Domingo,

and there one was hanged.”1® A decade later the Jemez
people, apparently with the approval of the Governor of New
Emuaoo.mm;mammﬁo abandon their new mission church and

settled way of life. They decamped to the hills. “The incident

doubtless had serious repercussions throughout the entire

Jemez area, and it is not unlikely that the Navaho took ad-
vantage of the situation to raid the Jemez pueblos and inflict

further damage.”"
Shortly after the arrival of Fray Alonso Benavides in

New Mexico in 1625 as Custodian of the Missions, serious .

efforts were made to gtrengthen relations with the Navahos
with a view to converting them to Christianity and maintain-
ing peace between them and the Pueblo folk. Having learned

14. Benavides 1630, p. 45.

The Jicarilla Apaches of course were 8 possible refuge for fleeing Puehlos, but they
only touched upon the northeastern corner of Puebloland.

The Pueblo of Santa Clara “where the Apaches [de Navaho] killed people every
day and waged war on them.” Fray Alonso de Benavides' Revised Memorial of 1634,
p. 86. Edited by Frederick Webh Hodge, George P. Hammond and Agapito Rey. Albu-
querque: The University of New Mexico Press, 1945. Hereafter cited as Benavides 1634.

16. France V. Scholes, “Notes on the Jemez Missions in the Seventeenth Century,”
El Palacio, 44:61 (1888). Or, “all of the Apaches and Cocoyes of the neighboring sierras

and settlements.” Hammond and Rey, Ofiate, p. 845.
te. Scholes’ supposition that these Apaches were Navahos is sound

16. Ibid., p. 68 no
ou.zuouwumuom geographical proximity and in the light of the later story ahout relations

between the Apaches and Jemez.
17. Ibid., p- 69.
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wrmn one of their Captains named Quinia had been wounded
mw%mﬂ mB.oM. mw,m.w Pedro de Ortega, missionary of Santa Fe
ray Gerénimo de Pedraza, a trained apoth i
. e
Mwwmmop wentto N m<.u.ro§um to tend the Sosd%om EHQ.PMMW
%m%wmwmw,w. ?m OmMeME came to the Rio Grande <m:m%. in the
and asked for baptism. “To console him, 1
. . ,I[F

.>~Ho=mo“_ went to his rancherias, as he had retired mmmawwww
in wzmm‘ and planted ?m.um the first crosses.” The following
mew : ray Pedro vmws.xmm Quinia and a fellow chieftain
ame Manases. Sometime during the spring of 1629, the

gerious work of planting a mission was started. Ommﬁmwb

Quinia once more came to the Valley to escort the Friars

M_Jsﬁsmwmm with the task, Fray Bartolomé Romero and Fray
m%wwmwwmw H,msdmm.wewm% were also accompanied by Governor
o ¥ .
Francis. ylva (1629-1632) with a detachment of
:H:HM M M\E%m Awm éwmwmm by these laborers in missionary work
ay they built a church of logs, which th .
and they plastered these walls on t outsi AN
: he outside.” Th
Mwwwww m_mﬂwwﬁwm wmeg for Fray Bartolomé as H.mmammm HMWQ
. e Apaches quickly grew restless und is
MMMMMm Eﬁ\n&ﬂﬂm. They attempted to kill the m.imwn&MM MWH
on to other haunts. Fray Alonso att i
the situation. He sent a .mEgom bo retriere
- He peaceful delegation to these
W open domoﬁmﬁodm for better relations. They mcoommMMm&M
w :mm %smmw.wmf%mo%u@ a delegation of Apaches came to the
o of Santa Clara for a conference. It w
this meeting that Fra, i “ide o et
. y Martin de Arvide “entered thi
Eodﬂﬂﬁ the extreme end,”’!8 that is, the Province of N M,m\mww.
Puch e %mmHHm U%Mmmm with missionary work confined to ﬁwm
o people. The Navahos carried on as usual i
: 0 , somet.
trading with the settled Indians, and occasionally SmwﬂmﬂMM
18. This story is pieced together from scattered informatf in B ideg 1
on in Benavides 1630,

Benavides 1634, and Fra;
» y Agustin d ;
1871 (Teatro Mexicano, vol 4) m de Vetancurt, Menologio Fronciscana, p. 144. Mexico,
Fray Martin de Arvide :
, with permissi £
Govern § ik on from Fray Alon
e MM H...w_mrum Sotelo Ossorio (1625-1629), had earlier m:nMMm%mMm mvw authority of
g Jemez people to their former settled status. Jbi n nnmwwluw the
D. .Ncu.au . Ibid.,, p. T5f. Benavides 1434,
ay Pedro de Ortega was
January, 1626. stationed at Santa Fe for about two years, beginning in
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off an attack from the Spanish and Pueblo folk. Smb g.m
individual Pueblo person could no longer suffer the imposi-
tions of his new masters, he fled :E the wmmﬂms, Umrmﬁmum
that they enjoy greater happiness with them, mpdom:mwwh ive
according to their whims, and in complete mwmmmoa. gain
it is reasonable to assume that these “heathen” were the Mﬁ.ﬁu
growing Navaho Apaches rather Epmﬁ. the buffalo FM: wﬁm
Apaches of the eastern plains or the distant vwmgmm 0
Puebloland.
moﬁ%ﬂﬂmﬂumwgwm of aggrieved Pueblo refugees mH.E.Em the
Navahos no doubt acted as an incitement to N.Em.Em_ gm
settled people; and to distinguish Umg.gmmu Spanish MM .
Pueblo (or friend and foe) was mBﬁo.meEm because the M
were so closely interlocked. The missionary wmm. wmbmﬂ,mﬁm ,
a1l the Pueblos with varying success and ﬁpw Spanish m&&m&m
prime task was that of protecting the religlous and their new
nverts to Christianity. The Spanish conquerors mu.mé
heavily on Pueblo manpower for both defense mdm mmmwmmmﬁw
against the frontier foe. So there .Smu.m more .EmcomBmu
for the frontier people to attack their settled neighbors ?.md
stories of hardships suffered at the hands of the mme.mr
as related by refugees. Furthermore, “The cause of the in-
creasing enmity was doubtless resentment against the Qﬁv
mon practice of seizing Apache mﬁ@. Navaho boys and %HE S
by Spaniards during trading expeditions 8 the lands of Mwm
tribes, in order to impress them into service on w%m ranches
or as house servants, and to sell them as slaves in the labor
f New Spain.”? .
EmH.H_MmM. M mocvﬁzw assumption that the nomads raided the
Pueblos in order to benefit substantially from Eﬁ.:aﬁ.. A
pueblo dwelling was also a fortification, and very difficult to
capture as the Spaniards themselves had learned from ex-

19. Petition [of Father Juan de Prada, Convent o~n Um»u m,nw“nmwwnwmn“ﬂnhnw wm“
) i istorical Documen
26, 1688]. Charles Wilson Hackett, His " . ’
MMMH.MM Z.:a:n Vizcaya, and Approaches Thereto, to 1778, 8:11L. Washington: Car
e In tion of Washington, 1837. . . » .
:mw-m.wwwwn“mﬂ Commissary-General of New Spain. In preparation for MM““MM his
report, he consulted missionary eyewitnesses, either umwmonw; or by noﬂ.mwms e KMES
P 20. France V. Scholes, “Troublous Times in New Mexico, Hamwmaqo. N
HISTORICAL REVIEW, 12:150 (April, 1937), or H. 8. of N. M., P. H., XI.
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perience.?! Within the fortress were stored the corn and other
produce of the field, likewise any supply of cotton goods or
other items that the Apaches could use. These supplies could
have been obtained-more easily by peaceful barter.??

The encomenderos, or citizen-soldiers, were the military
core of provincial defense. They were responsible for guard-
ing the missions, the settlers, and escorting travelers. They
only numbered about thirty-five in the first part of the cen-
tury. Their ranks were strengthened, when necessary, by a
levy on the Pueblo folk and Spanish settlers. All told there
were about 200 Spaniards able to bear arms.?® It is not too
far fetched to state that the military resources of New Mexico
‘were always inadequate for the work at hand. The Spaniards
felt themselves to be on the defensive, and usually insuffi-
ciently armed. They even fell short of horseshoes in the 1630’s
and could not make punitive expeditions because the enemy
“lives in rough mountainous country and on stony mesas. .. .”
The description certainly points the finger of suspicion at the
Navahos who lived in just such a country.?*

This suspicion is strengthened by the allusion of Fray
Thomas: “Since it is clear and manifest that in their [the

21. Cf: “All the information which we have from regions other than the Southwest
indicates that prior to the introduction of the horse, American nomads were impotent
against settled agricultural groups. The assured food supply of the latter gave them
an overwhelming superiority of numbers, while they were better organized and at least
equally well armed and mobile.” Ralph Linton, “Nomad Raids and Fortified Pueblos,”
American Antiguity, 10:29 (July 1944).

22. “These Indians [Pueblo] are notably poor and live a wretched life, for their
entire property is limited to the raising of a little cotton, from which they weave the
blankets with which they clothe themselves and which they sometimes exchange for
buffalo and deer skins which the unconverted Indians are accustomed to bring, who
live adjacent to our people and with whom they maintain peace, although always in-
secure, because these people do not keep their word.” Petition [of Father Juan de
Prada, Convent of San Francisco, Mexico, September 26, 1638]. Hackett, Historical
Documents, 8:108.

28. Petition [of Francisco Martinez de Baeza, Mexico, February 12, 1639]. Ibid.,
8:119. France V. Scholes, */Civil Government and Society in New Mexico in the Seven-
teenth Century,” NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIBW, 10:79 (April, 1935). Benavides 1630,
p. 22f,

24. Report by Cabildo to Viceroy, Santa Fe, February 21, 1639. Hackett, Historical
Doouments, 8:78 ; see also p. 54.

Fray Diego de San Lucas fell a victim to the Navaho at Jemez Pueblo in 1689.
Benavides 1634, p. 277 note.

‘““The first reference to Jemez subsequent to the time of Benavides is for the year
1689. Sometime during that year . . . ‘los yndios de los hemes habian tenido un rebato y
acometimiento de los yndios apaches (Navahos?) ynfieles enemigos de los cristianos y
que en el havian muerto a flechazos al Padre Diego de San Lucas, . . .” "’ Scholes, *Notes
on the Jemez Missions .. .," 44:94.
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Cabildo] time [1641-42] they maomsmm ﬁ:.w whole »W%mowa Hw_oum
tion that had harassed the Hmu.m in the time of %o %M | Don
Luis de Rozas [1637-41], burning more than 20, N o mﬂﬁ d
of Indian corn, killing and capturing a large num wmqo
dians, so that he forced the Apaches to make mammm.m ' the

How much of the warfare can be attribute ~ oFﬁmm
Navahos among all the frontier foes o.gbow vﬂ %Mwom -
with mathematical exactness, but there is no dou a

i ﬁwgmmﬂomog@.
were involved, even though the records a B o e

i ded that th
Fray Alonso de Benavides recor :
moBMHmm at one time more than thirty thousand ﬁmH.JoH..w. WM.M
figure is nonsense, of course, but he went on to explain

r of the Spanish soldiers told me that once whe
Hmwﬂu%; them in a war he EN.M mmmu Hmmw %WMﬁ&MNw&WMM%M%
thousand, as near as he could estimate. . e
this statement lies not in the figure of fighting men, rhich

completely ignored, but in the fact that even ‘
MMMOWM Mnm%vaozuwo,m time, mo.mno&% a n:wn.mmu onSMM Mmﬂw
the arrival of Ofiate, the Spanish had campalgned aga
26 .
Zm«%.WMmEoﬁE.m of conflict vmooﬂ.mm a little Qowmnou MM W”M
1640’s. Drawing upon his memory in 1681 for mﬁaﬁ.m 0 m.mnom
years in the past, Juan Dominguez de H,\Hm.umoum. &mmﬂmpmﬁ oy
soldier in seventeenth century New Mexico, Hmﬂmﬁw >m 2 e
Knows particularly that [Gov.] Don m‘om:wnmo e Hﬂﬂmgm
[1644-1647] in his time had gmbﬁ%‘ﬁﬁw J mBmNm ndians
hanged in the pueblo of Los Jemez mm.awm;.owm M% c nfed-
erates of the Apaches, and that he had mﬂvﬁmon U.m nu ber
of them for the same crime and for having killed Diego

tinez Naranjo.”? . )
The geographical location of Jemez In relation to the

26. F Thomas Manso to Padre Nuestro Reverendisimo [Prada], Huprﬂ.wH M_ M“.“.W
18 :I.m »M,w umw 1., Sevilla, 2-4-1/22, No. 7. (Ayer Collection transcript, Hnaﬂﬂ MNM.ME. br Eh
Or.?wﬂo.v. .E.m O.wv:ao at Santa Fe was actually in power from the fall o

fall of 1642. . o

26. Benavides 1634, p. 8b.

27. Charles Wilson Hackett, ed., and O._..
Pueblo Indians of New Mezico and Onaﬂw:.?; b.nnmss.i
p. 266 (vol. 9, Coronado Cuarto Centennial Puhlications,

the
ion Clair Shelby, tr. Revolt of

*at ed Recomquest, 1680-1682, pt. 2,
George P. Hammond, general

n&»b.m.w._o same passage 18 in Documentos para la Historia del Nuevo Mezico, 8 summary

of the Otermin documents, A. G. N., Hiatoria 26 f162r (pt. 2, enlarged microfilm,

€
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Province of Navaho again indicates that the Apaches in-
volved in the punishment of the Jemez Indians were or
included Navahos. The inference is strengthened by the fact
that a mere three or four years earlier the Navahos were
probably a direct target of military action. Despite the juris-
dictional strife between the Church and State in the seven-
teenth century, the Friars were not above helping the civil
arm in controlling the troublesome frontier people, so on
one occasion “The prelate [Custodian Hernando de Cova-
rrubias] also aided the governor in other ways, such as lend-
ing horses for a campaign against the Navahos and Pacheco
[Governor Alonso Pacheco de Heredia, 1642-1644] expressed
warm appreciation of such whole-hearted codperation.’”’28

‘Whether Governor Pacheco actually attacked the Navahos
at this time is not certain, but after the hanging episode
under his successor, another bit of light is thrown on the state
of affairs when, in the administration of Governor Luis de
Guzman y Figueroa (1647-49), punitive action was taken
against them “in the campaign of the Rio Grande, Nabajo,
and Cassa-Fuerte.” Juan Dominguez participated in this
campaign.ze ' .

Governor Hernando de Ugarte y la Concha (1649-53)
was also faced with a conspiracy between the Pueblos and the

Coronado Library, University of New Mexico). The microfilms will be cited hereafter
as New Mezxico Archives.

In 1646 Gov. Fernando de Argliello, “For these crimes hanged, whipped, and im-
prisoned more than forty Indians, all of whom were Jemez and were assoclated with
the Apacbe enemies. . . .”” Fray Vélez de Escalante, Extracto de Noticias,” Bibliotsca
Nacional de Mézico 3 (pt. 1, photo 77, New Mezico Archives). The enlarged microfilm
copy In the New Mexico Archives does not have the original pagination, so the photo
number must be used for specific page reference.

The authorship of the “Extracto de Noticias” is attributed to ¥Fray Vélez by J.
Manuel Espinosa, Hispanic American Historical Review, 22:422-26 (May 1042). Pre-
pared in 1778, it is a lengthy resume of New Mexican Affairs to 1717 based on the
8panish Archives at Santa Fe, New Mexico.

A portion of the “Extracto” can be found in A. G. N., Historia £ (pt. 2, New
Mexico Archives). A printed versfon is in Documentos para la Historia de Mexico,
Tercero Serie. Mexico, 1866.

Juan Domfinguez de Mendoza arrived in New Mexico in 1684 at the tender age of
twelve. Egcalante, op. cit.

28. Scholes, “Church and State...,” 12:85. .

29, Commission issued to Domfnguez by Governor Miranda, Santa Fe, July 27, 1671.
Bibliotaca Nacional de Madrid, ms. 19268, photos 62-66, document 23. I am indebted
to France V. Scholes and Eleanor B. Adams for the use of these translations from a
microfilm. The documents are a part of the Juan Domfingnez de Mendoza papers which
they plan to publish in the Coronado Historical Series. They will be cited hereafter as
Dominguez Papers.
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80. Escalante, op. oif., photo 77. Declaration of Diego L6

d Shelhy, Revolt . .., pt. 2, P. 299. 256

an_mg,m.wﬂmaw:mu. statement in Hacket and mn.ume. Revolt . . . , pt- 2, D. 266
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Governor Ugarte punished Indians o Ne

the Naveho, and of Matanssas. The latter term Umwnﬂ a similar
a5 used by Benavides in reference to the Apache Navaho.

i bid.
igned against the eastern Apaches. [ )
M%Bm%” wﬁ%”““ﬂmnsmﬁmm . .., 12:150. Dominguez Papers, photos 24-26,
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military commander performed his task in a satisfactory
manner. Juan Dominguez led his troops on a campaign to
“the Rio Grande, where severe punishment was again meted
out to the Apache enemies, many of whom were captured and
killed.””3s
If Governor Lopez had any genuine desire for peace with
the Navahos, his actions certainly belied his words. He com-
mitted an act that seems beyond the capacity of ordinary
men, but was convicted on the charge at the close of office:
“Lépez intensified the hostility of the Apaches by acts of
treachery. For example, certain Apache warriors were per-
mitted to come in peace to Jémez, only to be cut down and
killed by the governor’s order. An expedition was then sent
out immediately to seize the women and children who had
been left behind.” 3¢
The decade of the 1660’s opened with the subdivision of

New Mexico into two administrative districts, the Rio Arriba
(up river) and the Rio Abajo (down river) with Santa Fe
as the headquarters for the Rio Arriba. This action was

partly due to the ‘“need for a more active defensive policy in

the lower area where the Apaches were especially active.”37

Juan Dominguez was appointed Alcalde Mayor for the juris-

diction of Sandia and Isleta pueblos, and Lieutenant General
for the larger region from Cochiti Pueblo on the north to the
pueblo of Senecii on the south (all a part of the Rio Abajo)
and eastward to the pueblos of the Salinas district which lay
southeast from the Manzano mountains.38

of heathen who have entered the pueblos of Las Salinas, the camino real, and the farms
of El Rio, and also into the pueblos of Hemes, San Ildefonso, and San Felipe.” Declara-

tion of September, 1661, in Hackett, Historical Documents . . . , 3:187.
86. Dominguez Papers, photos 62-66, doc. 23.
86. Scholes, “Troublous Times . . . ,” 18:69. The episode is retold with the state-

ment, “having induced a group of Apache (Navaho) warriors’ to visit Jemez in peace.
8choles, ‘‘Civil Government ...,” 10:85.

The Pueblo of Taos was also listed as the site of similar action. Scholes, “Troublous
Times ...,” 18:74.

“Relations with the Apaches and Navehos were characterized by occasional peace-
fu] trading ventures and by a series of raids on frontier pueblos followed hy counter
attacks on the Apache-Navaho strongholds,”” during the 1650°s. Ibid., 12:896.

87. Scholes, ‘‘Civil Government . . . ,” 10:91.

88. Appointment by Governor Lépez, Santa Fe, November 19, 1659. Dominguez
Papers, photo 28, doc. 11.

The Piro Pueblos in the region of Senecii (near present day Socorro) were involved
in the Intrigues with the Apaches of the Southwest. Hackett and Shelby, Revolt . . .,
pt. 2, p. 289. Escalante, op. ¢it., photo 78,
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May 11, 1668. Hackett, Historical

89. Testimony of Captain Nicolés de Agullar,

.e., 8:143. ) ) .
Ucaﬂﬂoﬂa E. Twitchell, The Spanish Archives of Za...u Mezico, 2:2. mmmwu. w.wo UUJMM“MN.
The Ha..nnm Press, 1914. (2 vols.}. H. H. W.Ennowﬂm waﬂwoﬂma ”.Ew NMMQ:FMNHMM -B*.nnoEB ”

{ i Archives, -83, .
San Franclsco, 1888. New Mexico : , o N, B

ibrary of the Colonial Spanish Archives at 5al 3
OonoMH.vnm..;WW ununo Bernal to the Tribunal, Santo Domingo, April 1, 1669. Hackett,

Historical Documents ..., 8 1272,
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and southwest no doubt utilized the sheep and cattle for food
and the horses for transportation. It is quite possible that the
well-known livestock (especially sheep) holdings of the
Navaho Apaches in the eighteenth century had their origins
in these years immediately preceding the pueblo uprising*?
because of their more settled way of life.

It is certain that the Navahos were active in contributing
to the general distress during this decade. In addition to cam-
paigns against the Apaches to the east and southwest of
Puebloland, Dominguez was commissioned by Governor Juan
Francisco de Trevifio (1675-1677) in September of 1675 to
campaign against the enemy “to the cordilleras of Navajo,
Casa Fuerte, and the other places necessary’”’4® to punish
them and check their marauding. And again in 1678 a full-
scale attack was launched by Governor Antonio de Otermin
(1677-1683). Juan Dominguez once more was the com-
mander. With a detachment of fifty mounted Spanish fighters
and 400 Pueblo allies, he was instructed to follow the trails
leading westward from Zia Pueblo “to the cordilleras of Casa
Fuerte Navajo, Rio Grande, and their districts,” returning
by way of the mountains of Piedra Alumbre, a jumping off
point for enemy forces bent on raiding the Rio Arriba. He
succeeded in destroying some crops and capturing thirteen
horses.#4 .

Once more that same year the veteran soldier took the
field against the enemy. He achieved marked success, al-
though of an impermanent nature: “He burned and destroyed

42. Petition [of Fray Francieco de Ayeta. Mexico, May 10, 1679]. Hackett, Historical
Documents . . ., 3:302. See also Fray Francisco in A. G. N., Duplicados Reales Cédulas
31, £36 (Ayer Collection tranacript, p. 80). Or see quotation in Licenciado D. Martin
de Solis Miranda to Exmo. Sefior, September 5, 1676. A. G. N., Historia 25, £162.

Bancroft, Arizone and New Mexico, p. 170, discusses the general situation due to
Indian raids in the 1670’s. Of. Francisco Fernandez Marsilyo, October 2, 1676, quoted in
Historia 25, £162 (pt. 2, Coronado Library microfilm).

The Apache raid on Zuifii in 1672, resulting in the death of Fray Pedro de Avila y
Ayals, was more likely the work of the Gila Apaches than the Navaho, The latter had
a more fruitful field for raiding in the Rio Grande Valley. Vetancurt, Menologio, 4:846¢,
merely accuses “los birbaros.”

The exact date of this raid and the death of Fray Pedro is a moot point. A re-
oxamination of the evidence can be found in Eleanor B. Adams and Fray Angelico
Chavez, The Missions of New Mexico, 1776, p. 197 note. Albuquerque: The University
of New Mexico Press, 1956.

48. September 24, 1676. Dominguez Papers, photos 78-81, doc. 29.

44. Ibid., July 12, 1678. Photos 184-36, doc. 82 ; photos 189-41, doc. 81.
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November 26, 1678. Dominguez Papers, photos

46. Governor Otermin, Santa Fe,
128-180, doc. 88.
aw.. Commission to Dom{nguez, Santa Fe,

& Do hotos 96-87, doc. 86
Papers, pho -97, . 86. .
”MM“HMWMN& MM O.E.duo was the “title of 8 top-ranking Spanish army officer o

N s !
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New Mexzico, 1776, p. 356.

December 28, 1678. Ibid.
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struggle for independence is not clear. They are frequently
referred to as being allied with the Pueblos against the
Spanish, but again they are mentioned as being hostile to
the former and taking advantage of the situation after the
protection of Spanish arms, for whatever they were worth,
had been removed. The Apaches are seldom mentioned by a
group name, but the few references are to the Faraones and
Achos who lived along the eastern frontier of New Mexico.
The latter were the Jicarillas of later times.. The Ute Indians
are mentioned at least once as taking advantage of the times.

The Navahos too played a shadowy part in the uprising.
There are implications that they took advantage of Pueblo
distress after the Spanish withdrawal. A handful of Pueblo
Indians reentered New Mexico from El Paso shortly after
the rebellion for some vague purpose of their own. One of the
group, Shimitihua, reported that he met a Navaho Apache
chief at the pueblo of Santo Domingo engaged in negotiations
for peace between the two peoples. The meeting had been
solicited by the Pueblo people.*®

One fact in Navaho history does emerge clearly in the
seventeenth century. They became involved in a persistent
warfare with the Spanish. The conquerors exploited the
Pueblo people for economic advantage despite the laws and

- the Friars to the contrary, and the latter aimed at a revolu-

tion in the Pueblo way of life. Both practices kept alive dis-
content among the Pueblo people. Their grievances in turn
worked toward making the frontier people anti-Spanish. The
harsh treatment of the latter by Spanish slavers, and puni-
tive expeditions in retaliation for raids into the valley of the
Rio Grande, gave the frontier people their own set of griev-
ances against the white man. Adding to these factors a prob-
ably normal but mild sense of antagonism between the Pueblo
and frontier people before the arrival of the Spanish, and the
use made by the latter of Pueblo manpower in military activi-
ties, it was not surprising that the Spanish and Pueblos be-
came entangled in a relationship with the frontier people
that was more marked by war than peace. The Navahos

49. B. N. M. 3 (pt. 1, photo 89, New Mexico Archives). Vina Walz, History of ths
Kl Paso Area, p. 46. University of New Mexico, 1951, ma.
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art in the story. After the Pueblo War

for Independence against their Spanish Bmwﬁww mew wwmwmmﬂmm
ir subsequent reconquest, the legacy 0

NMMMMQ Smﬂ another quarter century of warfare UmQMde

the Spanish and Navahos before they settled mo,éu for a long

era of peaceful relations.
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played a prominent p

JOHN SIMPSON CHISUM, 1877-84
By HARwo0D P. HINTON, JR.

(Concluded)

In the early fall of 1880, civil authorities in Lincoln
County launched another determined and concerted move to
rid the range of rustling. Operations, in the main, were
directed against its principal head, William Bonney. Support
from only a few indigenous stockmen was proffered however,
for the previous range war’s aftermath ebbed slowly. The
campaign was actually set in motion by investigations under-
taken by small groups of cowboys sent by ranches in the
Texas Panhandle to locate evidence regarding the disappear-
ance of their cattle from the eastern drainage of the Pecos.
Periodically, the animals had drifted into that region during
the winter.1?

In corrals at White Oaks, northwest of Lincoln, and in
the government slaughter pens at Fort Stanton, they found
hides bearing brands which were obviously altered or from
known unauthorized ranges. From this evidence, the party
quickly traced last ownership of the cattle to Pat Coghlin, a
Three Rivers rancher who held the local government beef
contract. Bonney was his known procurer.2

In the spring of 1879, Chisum had suggested to Governor
Wallace that Patrick F. Garrett, a resident of Fort Sumner,
be appointed to direct periodic scouting east of that town for
stolen cattle.?r When Garrett, who had previously befriended
Bonney, settled at Roswell the following fall, he was depu-
tized by George W. Kimball, Sheriff of Lincoln County, at the
urging of Chisum and other major cattlemen in the locale.
Kimball’s posses waged such a vacillating, unsuccessful cam-
paign to curb stock losses during the summer of 1880 that

18. McCarty, Tascosa, pp. 83-6. In the early fall of 1880, four men, each represent-
ing a major Panhandle ranch, arrived in Lincoln County and reconnoitered a short
while. A second group arrived from the Panhandle on November 16, 1880, and in
December joined Garrett's posse south of Anton Chico.

20. Ibid.; Siringo, A Texas Cowboy, pp. 126-63. The LX ranch in the Texas Pan-
handle sent Siringo with a group. In the spring of 1881, he located evidence that con-
clusively linked Coghlin with Bonney’s rustling.

21. Chisum to Wallace, April 15, 1879.
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