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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this thesis is to analyze both the 
influence of the Western landscape on the development of 
the character of the Southern Arizona guest ranch, and the 
ways in which the guest ranch has influenced the perception 
of the Western landscape by those living in other regions. 
The guest ranch grew out of the romanticism resulting from 
the closing of the frontier, and for more than a generation 
helped provide a way for Americans to realize a Western 
experience. The exact nature of the guest ranch experience, 
however, has changed over time. Guest ranches began as 
simple, relatively unmodified cattle ranches, and during 
this initial period were mainly attractive for their ranch 
life. As the industry grew, however> a second phase 
evolved, when exemplary aspects of symbolically Western 
life became dominant. This period coincided with the peak 
of guest ranch popularity, when guest ranches greatly 
influenced the image of Arizona. In recent years, a third 
stage has appeared? due to changing tastes and the 
tremendous growth of the state guest ranches began to lose 
the Western character that typified them during the second 
period, and became more like resorts in the rest of the 
United States in terms of activities offered. This created

xi
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a continuing decline in the number of ranches, 
which continues in the mid-1970's.

a condition



CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

There is some that like the city—
Grass that's curried smooth and green 

Theatres and stranglin' collars 
Wagons run by gasoline*—

But for me it's hawse and saddle 
Every day without a change 

And a desert sun a blazin'
On a thousand miles of range.

— Clark (1925, p. 13)

The Guest Ranch in Its Western Setting 
As a state, Arizona has much of distinction to offer 

the visitor. Its sunsets are legendary, its cacti varied 
and picturesque, its historical and cultural mixture 
refreshing. With all its special qualities, Arizona has 
one of the most well-known of state images; as one of 
America's primary winter vacation areas, it offers the 
Visitor beauty and novelty in abundance.

Several factors have been responsible for the 
formation and success of this image. Chief among them, 
however, has been the guest ranch, an institution of which 
little has been written, and which the general public 
perceives in only vague terms. Nevertheless, the Southern 
Arizona guest ranch (or dude ranch^) was a primary

1, See Definitional Note, p. 25.
1
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determinant of the character of Arizona, the image of which 
is essentially intact today. It has succeeded at this in 
two ways: first, it was the most popular way for tourists 
to see Arizona in the years when the state was first 
becoming well-known to the rest of America; and second, it 
provided a foundation from which other advertisers of the 
state could build. Thus, its importance in the history of 
the state can hardly be overemphasized; to prove its 
success, one need only look at the tremendous tourist and 
residential popularity which the state has consistently 
enjoyed in the last thirty years.

The guest ranch is a fascinating institution for 
study. On the surface, its impact has been primarily 
economic, since it has served the obvious function of pro
viding a vacation spot for tens of thousands of primarily 
out-of-state visitors to Arizona, However, its beauty lies 
on a deeper level, for as part of its appeal, it has helped 
broadcast a regionally distinct culture to its patrons. The 
guest ranch, in other words, has served as a, showplace for 
what Arizona has uniquely offered to the American vaca
tioning public, and for over fifty years has presented the 
patron with an attractive fusion of Western and Southwestern 
elements. It is thus a mirror of the realities of Arizona 
life, as well as the attitudes that vacationers hold toward 
that life.• But these realities and attitudes have hardly 
remained static; therefore, the guest ranch industry has had
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to continually modify itself, in order to adjust to that 
change. This thesis is a discussion of the guest ranch in 
light of its changing symbolism. Equally important, how
ever, it is a discussion about Southern Arizona, the area 
that guests see in microcosm while at the guest ranch.

Perceptions of the West
In order to fathom the success of the guest ranch, 

it is perhaps best to begin by historically outlining the 
several attitudes that Americans have shared toward the 
West. During America’s pioneer period, as long as good land 
still remained for settlement, Americans traditionally 
viewed the West in terms of its opportunities. Many, of 
course, saw it bluntly and realistically. Abstractly, 
however, the West was symbolized as an unknown quantity, 
thus seen mostly in terms of its potential.

However, the pioneer West, in geographically 
realistic terms, came to a symbolic if not effective close 
with the elimination, in 1890, of large-scale Western 
rangelands (Clark, 1937). Therefore, Americans in more 
recent years (Turner, 1920) have had to internalize many of 
their original notions toward the West.

To romantics of the twentieth century, this 
internalization has been perfected to a high degree. To 
them, the West still lives on, as a storehouse of unique 
lifestyles and values now long defunct. Of course the
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romantic West, a victim of half-truths and hybridization, 
was hardly a realistic entity at any one time and place; 
even so, its popularity has remained strong over the years. 
The Western appeal represents an idealized version of our 
American past; therefore, it bears an image of consistent 
virtue, in a setting with which almost all Americans can 
easily relate (Vogeler, 1973, p. 1).

The Western Appeal as a Commercial Entity
Because the American West, as a geographic area and 

as an historic region, has been popular over such a long 
period, it has inevitably been turned into commercial uses. 
Depending upon the time-period of recent American history 
and on public temperament, this expression of Western 
appeal has taken many different forms.

For example, its popularity in the media has been 
immense. It has long been a major topic there; the "sod- 
buster" is a permanent fixture in the world of the silver 
screen and television, while in the literary field, the 
"Western" is still "the hardiest weed on the literary land
scape," to quote one prominent historian (Branch, 1961, 
p. v), A readership of Western books well into the millions 
(Floren, 1968, p, 43), along with an equally impressive 
popularity in pulp magazines, attests to this continuing 
interest. In the field of music, this same feeling finds
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expression in country and western music, a form deeply 
interwoven into the American fabric.

Business establishments have also been major 
benefactors of America's love for the West. Western 
clothing, from Stetson hats to cowboy boots, has long been 
popular all over the United States. Also financially 
important, however, are the many, many service establish
ments (such as bars, restaurants, amusement parks,, and other 
tourist services) that owe some or all of their patronage 
to consumers' attraction for Western values and symbols.
These establishments have developed into "Western" towns in 
some areas; whether located in the western United States or 
not, they exist primarily because of the drawing power of;
their Western atmosphere, however conglomerate or artificial

2that atmosphere might be.
Thus, it can be seen that the guest ranch is not 

alone as an outward sign of America's attachment to her 
Western culture. Compared with other modes that economically 
benefit from Western appeals, the economic impact of the 
guest ranch has probably not been particularly outstanding. 
Historically, however, the guest ranch deserves high 
priority, as the form which generated and nurtured much of

2. These towns have included Wickenburg and Tucson, 
Arizona, within the study area of this effort, and the 
following towns outside of the study area: Jackson and 
Dubois, Wyoming; Bandera, Texas; and at one time, Victorville* 
California.
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America's love for the West and the ranching experience.
The guest ranch is a direct product of the Western ranching 
environment and has traditionally offered elements of dis
tinctively Western living; therefore, it has been a key 
symbolic factor in relating the public interpretation of the 
Western lifestyle. However, most regional histories and 
geographies have given this institution only a passing 
mention, and though, in a cultural sense, scant attention 
has been paid them, guest ranches have played a major role 
in "perpetuating America's continuing romance with the 
West" (Rodnitzky, 1968, p. 111).

Purpose
As has been suggested, there appears to be an 

assumption, fully backed by popular opinion today, that 
indicates that the guest ranch embodies various traits of 
what is "Western" to the visitor, and that these dis
tinctively Western qualities on the guest ranch have had a 
great deal to do with its success. Such an assumption 
implies that the guest ranch is serving a geographic as well 
as an economic function by making available to visitors the 
activities and lifestyle of the West.

However, the guest ranch may also be seen, quite 
logically, as a place where a conglomerate of appealing 
activities' and situations exist, which by themselves are 
sufficient to attract persons to the ranch without these
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persons necessarily desiring the Western experiences which 
the guest ranch has traditionally espoused. Such a situa
tion would exist if it could be shown that either (1) guest 
ranches were not necessarily related to elements of culture 
perceived to be Western, or that (2) despite the appearance 
of Western symbols and other regionally-distinctive 
trappings, that ranches did not necessarily attract patrons 
desiring distinctively Western experiences.

Recognizing this, the overall purpose of this 
venture is to investigate the importance of the West, and 
all that it represents, in the success of the guest ranch. 
Not all guest ranches shall be studied, however; instead, 
this study shall limit itself to those ranches which have, 
been located in the lower-elevation deserts of Arizona.^
This study shall involve a comparative investigation of the 
guest ranch during the several functional time-periods 
composing its history, and in each period, shall pursue 
three major questions gained from an examination of this 
Western emphasis. First, has the guest ranch, consistently 
been a manifestation of Western culture to its patrons? 
Second, has the Western culture that has been directed

3, Because those ranches which are located in the 
lower deserts of Arizona (generally below 5000 feet in 
elevation) are generally coincident with those ranches which 
cater to wintertime trade, these designations shall be used 
interchangeably; Southern Arizona shall be an additional 
descriptive term, though somewhat less geographically exact 
than the others.
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toward the patron been altered over time, and if so, how and 
why has this Western emphasis changed? Third, to what 
extent has the image and success of the guest ranch been 
related to the changing image of the Arizona cultural 
landscape?

Methodology
Investigation of the questions posed above shall 

follow a similar pattern in each of the three major time- 
periods of guest ranching history. First, a brief explana
tion is made of the rationale behind the evolution of that 
form. Second, the ranch itself is described— its location, 
appearance, lifestyle, and the characteristics of its 
patronage. The kind of image or appeal which the guest 
ranch offered are explored next, and finally, the inter
relationships between the guest ranch industry and other 
aspects of Arizona growth are discussed.

As is easily evident when one initially investi
gates the guest ranch, essentially all aspects of its 
operation— its advertising, its physical appearance and 
arrangement, its clientele, and particularly its activity 
complement— play a part in conveying the degree and type 
of regionality demonstrated on the ranch. The specific 
questions, as outlined in the previous section, encompass 
much of the spectrum of the guest ranching field. There
fore, the author has conducted, in effect, a rather broad
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research-oriented assault upon the field of guest ranching 
as it has existed in the low-elevation deserts of Arizona; 
also, due to obvious linkages which shall be explained in 
the next section, research efforts have encompassed the 
scope and image of Arizona tourism in general. In this 
investigation, the author has obtained the greater part of 
his data through personal interviews and the perusal of 
popular publications. However, scholarly literature and 
organizational material has also provided valuable (though 
more limited) information.

Written Material
Investigation into the first three of the problems 

set forth above involves research into the guest ranch 
itself. Unfortunately, however, research about the 
industry is sadly lacking, and in regards to the special 
brand of ranching found in Southern Arizona, is essentially 
non-existent.

However, those academic sources that do exist on 
dude ranching are of substantial value. Though of somewhat 
marginal interest to this study in terms of the study area, 
the single most comprehensive work on the industry in 
general has been a recently-completed dissertation entitled 
"Farm and Ranch Vacationing in the United States." Written 
by Ingolf Vogeler (1973), this work provides an excellent 
overall view of the present extent and popularity basis for
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dude ranching as it exists in the United States; also, it 
discusses its popularity in light of America's agrarian and 
Western myths, and postulates its relation to the similarly- 
motivated farm vacation movement.

What Vogeler1s work lacks in historic perspective 
is compensated for by Jerome Rodnitzky1s (1968) "Recapturing 
the West: The Dude Ranch in American Life," a generalized, 
entertaining history of the industry. However, like the 
above work, it is lacking in a particular concentration upon 
the unique conditions of the industry (explained in the next 
section) that have existed in Southern Arizona,

Because of a general dearth of information concern
ing guest ranching as presented through standard academic 
channels, popular publications (principally magazines and 
newspapers) have also been relied upon. More than other 
sources, they provide the necessary material to compile an 
adequate history and interpretation of the form; however, 
they are also important because the differing images of the 
rgnch over time are best available in this form. Pertinent 
data of this type have been found most plentifully in the 
newspapers of large Eastern cities (such as The New York 
Times, The Chicago Tribune, etc.) and in the larger local 
magazines which have been published in Arizona in the last 
fifty years. Local newspapers have also been of some 
assistance, and a 1971 article (Nancy Sortore's "Where Did
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the Dude Ranch Go?") deals directly with the question under 
study.

The magazines published in Arizona that were used in 
this study have been relatively similar; that is, most have 
been published with the express purpose of promoting a 
particular area, and in fact, many have been published by 
local chambers of commerce. They include (1) Progressive 
Arizona (also entitled Progressive Arizona and the Southwest 
or Ward Shelby's Southwest Magazine, published in Tucson 
from 1925 to 1933, and in Phoenix in 1934 and 1935); (2)
Yavapai (Prescott, 1914-1932); (3) Tucson (1928-1940);
(4) Arizona; the State Magazine (Phoenix, 1910-1925); (5)
Arizona (Tucson, 1937); (6) The Magazine Tucson (also
entitled Western Ways, 1948-1954); (7) Point West (Phoenix, 
1959-1966); and perhaps most significantly (8) Arizona 
Highways (Phoenix, 1925-present). Not surprisingly, the 
majority of articles about the industry were written 
between 1930 and 1950, for it was during this period that 
the industry was growing, and influential in many of the 
local tourist economies of the low-elevation Arizona 
deserts.

In addition to the above publications, there have 
been a number of informal full-length works about the guest 
ranch industry. Some have been written about the industry 
as a whole, often to prepare the prospective ranch guest, 
while others have been more personalized accounts about
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individual guest ranches. Those written about the industry 
in general [Dude Ranches and Ponies (Smith, 1936); Diary of 
a Dude Wrangler (Burt, 1924); and Hi, Stranger! The Complete 
Guide to Dude Ranches (Carhart, 1949)] have been useful 
general sources of information, though they touch only 
lightly upon guest ranches in Arizona; however, those works 
about individual guest ranches have been more marginal in 
value. The latter have usually been highly personal in 
nature, and while they provide valuable insight into the 
flavor and operations of particular ranches, they are of 
little use in describing characteristics of the industry as 
a whole.^

Owner Interviews
To supplement, clarify and enliven the available 

published material, the owners or managers of several 
ranches— -both current operations and those now defunctf-have 
been interviewed by the author, either in the field or by 
telephone (Appendix I). Methods differed, however, in 
interviewing the two categories of ranch owners mentioned 
above.

To obtain a broad base of data on the present-day 
guest ranch industry, in-depth field interviews were made to

4. Although such a list is not critical to this 
study, the following works exemplify the genre: Hoopes 
(1963), Hopton (1956), Humphrey (1938), Lockhart (1921), and Taylor (1947).
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the owners or managers of approximately a fifty per cent 
sample of existing ranches; these owners are listed in 
Appendix I. The list of these ranches was obtained through 
the state economic development department, with supple
mentary data provided by telephone directories. At these 
interviews, the respondents were asked various questions—  
not structured, per se, but similar in intent— concerning 
the lifestyle, activities, patronage, and history of his or 
her ranch. In all cases, these persons proved to be willing 
and valuable sources of data.

Obtaining data for the industry in previous decades, 
however, was more difficult. Only a few present owners have 
been involved with the industry for more than a few years, 
and many previous owners have deceased or moved away. 
Therefore, the author sought out other persons in the 
industry, either through referrals, or by more indirect 
means. In rural areas, many persons were contacted by 
telephoning the post offices in the communities near where 
guest ranches have been located. By and large, the local 
postal personnel have been longtime residents themselves, 
and were able to refer me to the most knowledgeable sources. 
In urban areas, calls to local chambers of commerce, 
colleges, and historical societies also brought promising 
results. The persons whom I did contact (Appendix I) were 
either former owners, guests, or employees, By and large, 
they were quite helpful; as well as providing data on their
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own ranches, many proved to be key sources of more 
generalized guest ranch history as well.

Lists of Patrons
In addition to the many oral comments provided by 

the various ranch owners, patrons, and other personnel, 
several ranches had also compiled written data concerning 
their patronage. At some ranches, these data were somewhat 
sketchy and haphazard, presented as they were in informal 
logbooks or guest registers. However, other ranches have 
kept detailed card files of their past clientele, in which 
were included their addresses and occupational data, their 
length of stay on the ranch, their years of patronage, the 
size of their party, and even peculiarities in their prefer
ences for rooms and food.

Patron Interviews
To augment the information provided above, a survey 

was made of the guest ranch clientele at several (ten, 
specifically) of the thirty-odd currently-operating ranches 
in the state.

In this interview (Appendix A), which was conducted 
orally by the author, various questions were posed to the 
patron concerning his visitation habits; questions exploring 
this theme concerned his choice and intensity of activities, 
his choice of apparel, the amount of time the guest spent on 
the ranch property, alternate choice of vacation
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possibilities, and so on. Also, however, he was asked how, 
and to what degree, he was looking for a Western experience, 
however he wished to define it. This survey was relatively 
small in coverage, and was made during a relatively short, 
possibly biased time of year; that is, the total sample size 
numbered only thirty-two, and data were collected only 
during the months of March and April, the tail-end of the 
1973-74 guest ranch season. However, because of the breadth 
of ranches in the survey (no one ranch having more than five 
interviewees) and the geographic and functional diversity of 
the ranches used in the survey, it was felt that a repre
sentative, if only diagnostic, sample of guest ranch patrons 
was collected. The results of this survey constitute 
Tables 9 and 11 (pp. 203 and 215).

Guest Ranch Listing
In addition to orally-based sources and written 

textual material, it was felt that in order to most fully 
account for the impact of the guest ranch in low-desert 
Arizona, that a compilation of the winter-oriented guest 
ranches which have existed in the state should be made.
Such a list has therefore been compiled (Appendices C, D,
E, F, and G), For each ranch, the following data, believed 
to be the most important for this study, have been supplied 
if available; (1) its exact name (or names); (2) its 
function— that is, the general type of lifestyle that is led
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at the ranch, as explained in the Definitional Note; (3) its
location, described as precisely as possible; and (4) its 

* 5years of operation. Such a list proved relatively easy to 
procure, and the sources, with few exceptions, were 
essentially complete in supplying the bare details of the 
ranches as mentioned above.

In many ways, the progression of the ranches, as 
documented principally by the sources in Appendix H, in 
itself tells a large part of the dynamics of this highly 
regionally-sensitive industry. This is because everything 
about a particular ranch— -its name, location, and function-- 
are all important indicators of how that ranch fits into the 
appeal of the industry as a whole. For this reason, every 
attempt has been made to make this list as accurate and 
complete as possible, The individual lists which helped 
create the overall listing came from a number of source 
areas; among them were railroad tourist brochures, the 
state and local promotional magazines mentioned above, 
telephone books, descriptive materials of the individual 
ranches, promotional material written by government

5. The size of the ranch, in terms of its maximum 
guest occupancy, is not considered to be an important factor 
in this tabulation. The reason for this is that most of the 
ranches, regardless of their time, place, and function, have 
been roughly the same size in regards to the number of 
guests allowed. Those ranches with a capacity of ten to 
thirty-six guests have comprised the large majority; however, 
recent changes in the industry (described in Chapter IV) 
have caused this average to rise somewhat,
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development agencies, chamber-of-commerce pamphlets, The 
Farm and Ranch Vacation Guide (an annually-published listing 
of farms and ranches which has been made since 1949), and 
other material. After this list was formulated, it was 
cross-checked and amended by contacting the owners, 
employees, and guests specified in Appendix I.

Location of the Study Area
This study is essentially limited to those ranches 

which exist, or have existed, in the state of Arizona; 
within the state, it includes only those ranches which have 
catered principally to wintertime trade (Fig. 1). This 
study thus includes all of the state below about 5000 feet 
in elevation. However, because of public preference con
cerning dude ranch locations, the main study area, where 
the high majority of ranches have been located, lies either 
in selected rural valleys at elevations between 3000 and 
5000 feet, or around several lower-elevation urban areas. 
These areas of guest ranch concentration are delineated in 
Fig. 2.

Relation of the Study Area to Other 
Guest Ranch Locations

The area thus described is certainly a significant 
one for the American guest ranch industry as a whole. 
However, Southern Arizona guest ranches are only one 
relatively small part of the entire industry; as shall be
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seen, guest ranches have existed in a surprisingly large 
number of different places. Their "heartland" area, where 
they initially became well-known and where they still are by 
far the most plentiful, is that area comprising the high- 
elevation mountain valleys of the northern Rocky Mountains 
(Fig. 3). Ranches are particularly dense in those valleys 
near Yellowstone and Rocky Mountain National Parks, and to a 
lesser extent near Glacier Park (Rodnitzky, 1968, p, 120).^

Due to the popularity of the form, however, each of
the eleven Western states has had at least a few examples of
guest ranches. As well, the guest ranch has spread to many
areas outside the Western United States, to areas entirely

7foreign to a ranching economy. Nearby British Columbia/. 
Canada, and Sonora, Mexico, have each had several ranches 
established in a fashion similar to guest ranches in the 
American West. In addition, at least seventeen of the 
eastern United States (particularly in such resort areas as

6, More traditional working guest ranches are even 
more localized. Such ranches, included in the current 
membership list of the Dude Ranchers1 Association (1974), 
are a relatively small portion of the industry today. 
However, of the seventy-two ranches on that list, sixty-two 
are located in either Montana, Wyoming, or Colorado.

7. Brooke Burnham (1943, p. 14) suggests, however, 
that since ranching as practiced in the Western United 
States is duplicated nowhere else, that the genuine dude , 
ranch is peculiar to that area.



Fig. 3. Guest Ranching in the United States, 1974
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the Poconos, Berkshires, Catskills, Adirondacks, in Florida 
and on the central Gulf Coast) have also had guest ranches.**

The guest ranch idea has even spread to trans
oceanic areas. In the 1940's, the Philippines and Japan 
bore examples patterned after the American model. However, 
more recent transplants— such as in the outback of 
Australia, the Guatemalan borderland of Mexico, the south 
of France, England, Wales and Germany-— appear to be less 
direct products of the original American guest ranch 
(Burden, 1974; NBC Television, 1976).

Given such a large and varied distribution of guest 
ranch locations, it appears obvious that the industry could 
not have grown and changed as a unified whole. Therefore, 
it appears that any in-depth analysis of the entire industry, 
if applied on a general scale, would be so huge in scope 
that it would be impractical to complete; also, it would be 
inconclusive, and divergent in purpose as well. The study 
area for this project has thus been severely limited in a 
geographic sense, in order to minimize this diversity.

Rationale Behind the Selection of the 
Study Area

There are several reasons why Southern Arizona was 
chosen as a study area. Admittedly, the author's proximity

8.' For information regarding eastern ranches, see 
the following works: "More Ranches for Dudes" (1936, p. XI: 
6); "Ranches Come East" (1937, p. XII:1); Markland (1939, 
p, X:5), and Searl (1941, p. 12),
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to the area was.one factor. Also important, however, is the 
fact that the selection process creates a surprisingly 
cohesive, well-defined study area. The political boundary 
lines are, of course, exact and arbitrary (Fig. 1). More 
important, though, the climatic dividing line between 
summer- and winter-oriented ranches is surprisingly clear- 
cut; there are relatively few ranches open the year round, 
and of those that are, essentially all of them have definite 
tendencies toward seasonal participation (Appendix B).
Also, the climatic dividing line coincides quite closely 
with a demarcation between activities, physical atmosphere 
and other traits that help determine ranch character.

As a corollary to the above division, the study area 
selection allows for a close enough similarity of ranches 
in any one historical period to make a consistent historical 
outline. As suggested above, this has not been true of the 
industry as a whole. However, patrons all over the study 
area appear to have responded to much, the same stimuli in 
their decision to patronize Arizona ranches, and as a 
result, it appears reasonable that ranches throughout the 
area should be viewed similarly. Further research has 
strengthened this assumption.

Most important, though, the study area was selected 
because it has been popular as a guest ranch area; what is 
more, it has had a special appeal to it, one that appears to 
have left its mark on the state as a whole. Southern
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Arizona ranches.have offered an appeal unique among guest 
ranch areas. This specialization was perhaps inevitable in 
an industry as widespread as that of the guest ranch, and 
many of the other ranch areas also offered particular 
advantages. Nevada ranches, for example, offered its 
patrons a fulfilling period while they waited the requisite 
six weeks for divorce residence (Butterfield, 1949). 
California ranches advertised reputed movie-star hideaways 
("Relaxation on a Ranch," 1938), northern Rocky Mountain 
ranches offered spectacular mountain beauty and nearby 
National Parks, and Eastern and Texas ranches offered easy 
accessibility to their respective markets (Falkner, 1955).

However, Arizona ranches were distinct in their ; 
ability to offer mild, sunny wintertime climate to their 
patrons. While there were several other areas that have 
catered to wintertime guest ranching, such as the low- 
elevation portions oj; California, and New Mexico and Texas 
to a minor degree, it is desert Arizona which has been most 
generally equated with wintertime guest ranching by the 
American public (Southern Pacific Railroad, 1953; "Sunshine 
for Sale," 1951, p. 18). This is hardly a surprising 
conclusion; not only have Arizona wintertime ranches vastly 
outnumbered those in other states with wintertime ranches, 
but they have also outnumbered the many summer-oriented 
Arizona ranches (Appendix H; The Dude Wrangler, 1937).
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Also, Arizona guest ranches were established earlier than in 
any other winter-oriented locale, and have affected local 
communities to a greater degree; thus, they have been better 
publicized than in other areas.

While its unique wintertime climate may have given 
the Southern Arizona ranch its distinction, its appeal 
offered far more— "a peculiarly Southwestern culture," to 
quote one source (Smith, 1936, p. 31). The land offered the 
visitor an enticing mix of cultural elements, where the bad- 
man, miner and cowboy, the Apache, Mexican and Anglo had all 
contributed. The land, too, was distinct and inviting— it 
offered the visitor an atmosphere of "adobes, mesquite, 
chaparral, and cactus" (Smith, 1936, p. 31). The guest 
ranch had a great deal to do with the dissemination of these 
Arizona elements to the visitor, and because the Arizona way 
of life and the guest ranch became so successfully mated, 
the selection of low^desert Arizona as a guest ranch study 
area is intrinsically interesting and important.

Definitional Note
As mentioned before, the guest ranch is an inexact 

functional form. Because guest ranching has had such a 
great amount of success in many parts of the West, the terms 
connected with the industry have, as have many successful 
terms, been interpreted in a variety of ways, then copied 
by less genuine articles and thus definitionally abused.



26
Also, as the industry has undergone change, different terms 
have found acceptance to describe the different types of 
ranches in existence.

Therefore, many names have been used in the descrip
tion of the recreational ranch in general. The terms 
"guest ranch," "dude ranch," and more recently "ranch 
resort" are the most popular forms of nomenclature. How
ever, more minor terms which have also described actual 
guest ranch forms include ranch hotel, lodge, ranch club, 
ranch inn, and other appellations, as noted in Appendix B.
As "dude ranch" and "guest ranch" are the most popular of 
these terms, and are both relatively non-specific, they are 
often used interchangeably; whether they are indeed inters 
changeable often depends upon the age and knowledge of the 
user of the term.

Historically, the term "dude ranch" is the name used 
right from the beginning of the industry to describe, in the 
words of Arthur Carhart (1949, p. 18) "an establishment 
which is basically engaged in livestock growing, but has 
installed facilities for guests." Even today, however, this 
term is still used when speaking of working ranches in those 
areas in which dude ranching became initially popular— that 
is, the high mountain valleys of Wyoming, Montana, and 
northern Colorado.

However, in the 1920's and 1930's, the term "dude 
ranch" grew out of favor; for one thing, many new ranches
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did not follow Carhart1s definition, and somewhat later, the 
term grew out of favor with the general public. Thus, the 
term is somewhat less popular today than previously 
(Rodnitzky, 1968, p. 118).

In Arizona, where recreational ranches did not 
become well-known until the late 1920's or early 1930's, 
the.term "dude ranch" is seldom used. Instead a dichotomy 
of terms is used; "guest ranch" or "ranch" is the label 
given almost exclusively for a particular ranch (for 
example, Lazy K Bar Guest Ranch or Seven Dash Ranch), while 
"dude ranch" and "guest ranch" have been used inter
changeably when describing the industry or any one ranch in 
more general terms. "Ranch resort" is a more recently given 
term to describe those ranches, usually near urban areas, 
which contain features of both a resort and an actual guest 
ranch.

When describing the form by its specific function, 
the term "guest ranch" has been equally non-specific in its 
use. Depending upon the time-period, the term has 
encompassed working cattle ranches with guest facilities, 
ranches begun specifically for the entertainment of guests, 
and some pure resorts, as well as such irrelevant forms as 
housekeeping set-ups, apartments, lodges, motels, and other 
designations. Predictably, the earlier, traditional ranches 
(in which a heavy accent is placed upon a more historically- 
derived Western lifestyle and activity base) make pains to
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distinguish the."true" guest or dude ranch from the more 
recent "imitations," while many of the later ranches, less 
tied to the singular, old-fashioned orientation of the older 
ranches, are less strict in their definitional requirements 
(Burnham, 1943, p. 14; "What is a Dude Ranch Like?," 1953, 
p. 24). At any rate, this lack of preciseness of definition 
is a source of some confusion; in some articles, both terms 
have been used to describe the same ranch or industry, and 
in popular parlance, they are often definitionally inter
changeable.

Without attempting to be academically obtuse, then, 
this study attempts to clarify this confusion by defining 
guest ranches into five major, specific types. They are ;
(1) working guest ranches, (2) non-working guest ranches,
(3) resort-oriented ranches, (4) non-active guest ranches, 
and (5) special-purpose guest ranches. The latter two 
categories are not considered by the author to be genuine 
guest ranches, but instead have been included because they 
represent the influence of genuine guest ranches in their 
strength, simply because they are imitations of more 
genuine forms. When speaking of the form in general, the 
term "guest ranch" or simply "ranch" is used; except when 
describing the earliest ranches, the term "dude ranch" shall 
not usually be used, as it was seldom popular as a given 
term in Arizona after about 1930,



Specifically, the "working guest ranch" is a form, 
important in the guest ranch industry until about 1940 and 
again in the late 1940's, in which guests vacationed on the 
property of an operating ranch (usually a cattle ranch, 
though occasionally horses were added or substituted in the 
livestock income of the ranch) which gained its principal 
earnings from its stock. Such an arrangement normally 
implied that the guests had the opportunity to actually 
help the ranch crew with the work of the ranch.

Second, the "non-working guest ranch" is the guest 
ranch form that was most dominant in the industry between 
about 1940 and 1955, though it has always been a significant 
part of the industry. This is a form which has resembled- 
the working ranch in many aspects of atmosphere and 
clientele; however, it does not operate on the property of 
an actual ranch, and the primary source of income is the 
guests themselves. Like the working ranch, it operates on

9the American Plan, and features horseback riding, along 
with a variety of other activities primarily determined by 
its location and the time-period in which it was open. 
However, it could not offer genuine cattle-ranch activities.

9. American plan— a method of payment in which a 
single charge includes all activities necessary to the 
patron's stay. In the case of the guest ranch, this 
includes all lodging, meals, participation in organized 
off-ranch activities, and unlimited riding privileges.

29
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Third, the "resort-oriented guest ranch" is a form 

that has played a major role in the guest ranch industry 
since the mid-19501s. In this form, also on the American 
Plan, many of the same attractions of the non-working guest 
ranch exist. However, several of the activities of the non
working guest ranch form, which were distinctively Western 
in orientation, have been replaced by a greater variety of 
activities on the resort-oriented ranch, such as tennis, 
swimming, golf privileges, bird-watching, and so on. How
ever, in other respects, they are the same as non-working 
guest ranches; in fact, most resort-type guest ranches are 
simply non-working guest ranches which have, over time, 
modified their activity emphasis.

Fourth, the "non-active guest ranch" is not actually 
a guest ranch at all. It is an accommodation form which has 
been important to this study only because it owes most of 
its success to the existence of the actual guest ranch, 
from which it is patterned. In other times or in other 
parts of the country, these facilities would be named 
lodges, apartments, housekeeping cottages, guest homes, and 
other forms. However, because they were so tied to the 
appeal of the other, more genuine ranches, they assumed 
various aspects of guest ranch flavor and symbolism by 
changing their names to that of a guest ranch, "rancho," 
or similar, term, and by copying the guest ranch in certain 
traits of its architecture and physical appearance. Though
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non-active guest ranches have been quite numerous— at 
certain times the most numerous functional type in Arizona's 
two major urban areas— they were never dominant as an 
independent force. However, their strength is a valuable 
indicator of the popularity of the guest ranch idea, and 
are included here only because, by their very imitation, 
they indicated the importance of the Western image upon 
Arizona tourism in general.

Similar to the non-active ranch in its appeal is the 
special-purpose ranch, a form which, by name and location, 
has also appealed to several of the same qualities which 
popularized the genuine guest ranches. However, the 
special-purpose ranch is not a general accommodation form at 
all, but instead serves such disparate functions as a boys' 
or girls' school, pack station, tennis resort, or other 
non-ranching pursuit. While several facilities have been 
included in this category, it is a relatively minor classifi
cation; in fact, it has never numbered more than a small 
percentage of ranches at any given point in time.



CHAPTER II

THE EARLY GUEST RANCH PERIOD

Now, mister, these [30,000 acres and a 
horse] are yours as long as you want to stay. 
Be as wild as you like. Lose yourself if you 
want to. You needn’t come to meals unless you 
get hungry. Only don’t get killed, and have a 
heart for your horse.

—  The Head Wrangler
(1926, p. 12).

Introduction
For purposes of this study, the early Arizona guest 

ranch is the form that was predominant on the Arizona land-' 
scape between the early 1920's, when guest ranches first 
emerged in the state, and the mid-1930's, when the industry 
began to change much of its emphasis. The early guest ranch 
period was primarily a time-period when most ranches were in 
rural, often isolated locations, Unlike later periods, 
guests during this period basically wanted to live the life 
of a Western rancher, though they desired this lifestyle 
amidst minimum comforts.

Historical Evolution

Early History of the Dude Ranch Industry
As mentioned previously, the guest ranch in Arizona 

can be best traced to guest ranches in other areas of the
32
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Western United States. Arizona guest ranches were by no 
means the first guest ranches; indeed, by the early 1920’s, 
when the first Arizona guest ranches were opening, there 
was already a fairly well-established "dude ranch" industry 
in the northern Rocky Mountains.^

The establishment and commercialization of the dude 
ranch was the final result of a long process, extending 
seventy-five years or more previous to the initial.establish
ment of guest ranches in Arizona (Logue, 1934). In an 
informal fashion, ranchers in the West had been accommodat
ing small numbers of transients on a gratis basis for many 
years; it was one of the courtesies-t-and exigencies— of the 
spread-out, isolated early Western lifestyle (Rodnitzky, • 
1968, p, 119; Van Orman, 1964, pp. 5-9). The dude ranch 
was essentially a formalization of this arrangement (Smith, 
1936, pp, 6, 9-10),

As far as is known, the industry had its formal
beginnings in 1879, on a ranch near present-day Medora,

oNorth Dakota (Adams, 1930, p. V:4). It was begun by the 1 2

1. Quotes, used because the term was a coined one 
until generally accepted in the middle-to-late 1920’s.

2. There is a considerable amount of disagreement, 
however, as to the first year of the industry. Rodnitzky 
(1968, p. 111) suggests a starting date of 1884, and 
Pomeroy (1957, p. 167) implies a beginning in about 1883.
By any reckoning, however, Frazier's (1952, p, 19) assertion 
of the industry's birth "in Wyoming somewhere after the big 
freeze of ’87" is erroneous, as is that of The Head 
Wrangler (1926, p, 12) who suggests a beginning "in 1905 or 
thereabouts,"
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three Eaton brothers— Howard, Willis, and Alton — who were 
rather recent immigrants to the area from Pittsburgh, 
Pennsylvania, They enjoyed sharing their ranch for the 
summer with old friends "back home." However, as the 
number of these visitors grew, it became increasingly 
difficult, time-wise and financially, to manage the ranch. 
Several guests finally suggested that their hosts receive 
some compensation for their efforts; the idea was eventually 
accepted, and the ranch subsequently expanded into a more 
formal operation. This first ranch was called the Custer 
Trail Ranch (colloquially the Eaton’s Ranch), and was 
located in the rolling hills and badlands of what was then 
the Dakota Territory (Borland, 1940a, p. 8). It was at this 
ranch that the term "dude ranch" was first applied (Burt, 
1938, p. 53).

In its early d^ys, the industry grew quite slowly,^ 
It went through, an informal period of experimentation 
before being recognized as a separate form, and added to 
its numbers through chance or economic need (Rodnitzky,
1968, p, 114; Burt, 1924, p. 48). Droughts and recessions 
both had an effect on early ranching*— at these times, "many 
ranchers found they couldn't make a go of it any longer with 3 4

3. Rodnitzky (1968, p. 113) mentions four brothers.
4. The next recorded dude ranch probably opened in 

western Wyoming, just before the turn of the century. See 
Harpower and Bagley (1974) for a description of such a 
ranch and its lifestyle.

3
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cattle and horses, and so they tried to piece out by taking 
boarders and running an occasional pack or hunting trip" 
(Smith, 1936, p. 31).

From its high plains origin, most new ranches were 
located well to the west and south, and by the 19201s most 
ranches were located in a small number of valleys near 
Rocky Mountain or Yellowstone National Parks (Adams, 1930, 
p. V:4; "Wyoming's Dude Ranches," 1919, p. 236). By this 
time, the industry had already weathered its first, 
struggling stages of development; its numbers were over 
twenty-five strong, and its future appeared bright. Rail
road publicity, instituted in the mid-1920's, made the form 
well-known and began a more rapid growth (Rodnitzky, 1968, 
p. 116; Goodsill, 1974, p. 1). Beginning at this time, 
however, a sharp drop in cattle prices— all over the West'—  
brought about significant changes into the structure of the 
industry (Adams, 1930, p. V:21; Rodnitzky, 1968, pp. 115- 
116) .

This maturation of the industry portended several 
things. First, it brought a large increase in dude ranch 
activity as ranchers, faced with bankruptcy as an alterna
tive, began to open their ranches to an increasing number of 
Eastern visitors who were willing to pay to live the newly- 
elite life of the Western range cowboy. It also, inevitably, 
resulted in a diversification of ranch types, in order to 
please the varying demands of the clientele. A major part
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of this diversification resulted in ranches in which cattle 
ranching came to be de-emphasized entirely as the central 
part of the dude ranch experience.

Simultaneously, elements of contrived Western 
pageantry, which had been in evidence at dude ranches as 
early as 1913, began to assume greater significance 
(Williams, 1913, p. 22). In many instances, the ranch 
flavor became overshadowed by other, more resort-type 
activities such as tennis, golf, and even snow-skiing 
during the off-season (Dallas, 1936; "Ranches Go Ski- 
Minded," 1937). To give the patrons their fill of the 
symbolic Western experience they desired, this new type of 
ranch invented many colorful, but usually crassly artifi
cial, ways of re-creating a "true" Western atmosphere.^
Some ranches were like the Western romantic novel come to 
life; they featured guitar-strumming "Broadway buckaroos" 
whose stories, songs and manner made them the romantic 
object of a generation of young females. Some ranches even 5

5. Some ranches featured blatant, artificial 
Western symbolism more than others. One ranch, as described 
in a contemporary article ("Dude Ranches Keep Alive Old 
Western Traditions," 1927, VIII;2) had an arrangement with 
the local railroad, where "incoming patrons are set out in 
open country several miles from a fine but prosaic railroad 
station; thence they are taken by buckboards to the ranch, 
thus avoiding the station. As the train comes to a halt, 
the waiting wranglers ride up and down the track firing 
blank cartridges in token of welcome." One ranch had its 
guests carry empty six shooters in their holsters, while 
guests at another ranch (Smith, 1926, IV;2) "hunted" 
buffalo with.rubber-tipped arrows.
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went so far as to insist that the wranglers and other 
employees look and act more like motion-picture heroes than 
cowhapds (Dallas, 1936).

To the more traditional ranches, without all the 
obvious romantic frills, these vulgarities amounted to no 
less than cultural prostitution. Therefore, it is not 
surprising to note that this period also brought about a 
much-needed institutionalization of the industry, to help 
preserve the original pure nature of the bona fide ranches. 
To this end, the Dude Ranchers Association was founded in 
1924, organized both to coordinate the activities of its 
members, and to reassert, if on an official level, the 
dominance of the traditional working guest ranch 
(Rodnitzky, 1968, p. 115).

However, perhaps the most important characteristic 
of this period of growth and change was that this increased 
popularity caused the dude ranch idea to spread geo
graphically— to Arizona, among other places— until by 
the mid^l920's, the dude ranch idea had found physical 
expression in each of the eleven states which then 
constituted the Western United States^-and was beginning to 
be felt in several non-Western states as well (Rodnitzky, 
1968, pp. 115-117).
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Establishment of the Guest Ranch in 
Arizona

Continuing many of the same features of the northern 
Rocky Mountain dude ranches before their maturation, the 
first Arizona ranches opened for commercial purposes in the 
early 1920's. Pinpointing a more exact date or location for 
the first ranch is difficult to discern, however.̂

6. There are two reasons for this difficulty.
First, the informality and small scale with which the 
industry began played a part. Second, there was little 
consistent criteria, in the earliest years, as to what 
exactly made a genuine ranch. Specifics concerning the 
earliest guest ranches follow.

The first known, published list of guest ranches 
appeared in a list of all Arizona resorts in the early 
summer of 1924 (see Appendix H). This list identified three 
winterT-oriented ranches-t-The Carlink Ranch in Redington, 
the Seven Dash Ranch near Johnson, and the Cordes Ranch 
near Cordes^’-as well as one summer-oriented ranch.

However, earlier examples appear to exist. The 
Triangle T Ranch near Dragoon, for example, which long pro
claimed itself as "Arizona's Pioneer Dude Ranch," claimed a 
beginning date in its advertisements of 1922 or 1923, Other 
evidence, however (Cosulich, 1929, p. I;10) suggests a 1928 
beginning date. The Hacienda de la Osa, near Sasabe, like
wise claims guest activities back to the 1921-22 season 
(Cosulich, 1926), but guest rapch lists in 1924 and 1925 
fail to recognize its presence.

Documented evidence of even earlier guest ranch 
forms exist, but their definitional authenticity is somewhat 
questionable. The Garden of Allah near Wickenburg, though 
not called a guest ranch at the time, was probably the first 
wintertime guest ranch worthy of the name. Described in a 
contemporary article (Young, 1913, p. 4) as "a place where 
travellers from other states may rest and recuperate during 
the Arizona winter," it operated from about 1912 to 1916, 
and later in the 1920's and 1930's. However, other persons 
claim that Wickenburg1s Kay-El-Bar Ranch, begun in 1916, was 
more realistic, and was thus the first (Marjorie Wilson,
1975, personal communication), An even earlier ranch form 
was the 3-N Ranch in Oracle; it was not a guest ranch, 
however, but a short-term name, used about 1910-1911, for 
the Mountain View Hotel (Arizona Historical Society, n.d.).

An even earlier claimed guest ranch is Molly Butler's 
Guest Ranch, a summer-oriented operation located near Greer. 
It is reputed to have been open as a guest ranch either
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Early guest ranches in Arizona evolved slowly, in a 
fashion similar to that of their northern counterparts.
Like the early guest ranches in the northern plains and 
high mountain valleys, the earliest Arizona guest ranches 
began accepting guests in a very modest, almost secretive 
fashion; moreover, they did so out of pure economic neces
sity. Ranches opening before 1925 usually did so simply 
because they had to; due to drastically slumping cattle 
prices and a prolonged drought, many ranch owners needed 
extra revenue just to remain solvent (Burden, 1974). The 
influence of the economics of cattle-raising upon the early 
days of dude ranching was heavy; as has been related by Ira

since 1907 (Lloyd interview, 1975) or 1910 (KCUB Radio, 
1975). Other authorities, however, including members within 
her own family (Crosby interview, 1975) dispute these 
earlier claims and suggest instead that it did not become 
an actual guest ranch until the early 19201s. The earliest 
claim, however, is made by Fergusson (1952, p. 108); in her 
Our Southwest she comments that "in 1898 a New Yorker 
advertised the Triangle T Ranch near Oracle . . . as a place 
for riding and getting Western atmosphere." However, this 
unsubstantiated claim hardly implies the existence of a 
guest ranch, and furthermore, the ranch described exists 
nowhere near Oracle.

Irregardless of the first actual guest ranch, the 
facility popularly believed to be the first was most likely 
Rancho Linda Vista, near Oracle. Opened in mid-1925, its 
early fame was due to its reputed connection with Harold 
Bell Wright's well-known novel Mine with the Iron Door, 
which was apparently written on the ranch property. Open 
soon afterwards was the first continuous ranch in the 
Wickenburg area (Remuda Ranch, September, 1925), the first 
ranch in the Tucson basin (Tanque Verde Ranch, September, 
1928), the first ranch near the Phoenix urban area (The Old 
Homestead, 1929), and the first urban-oriented Tucson 
ranch (Harding Guest Ranch, 1930), Sources—-Burden (1974) 
and early ranch lists.



Frazier (1952, p. 19), "the paying dudes did not begin 
coming to Arizona until . . . after the bankrupting drouth 
of 1921; and the Arizona dude business {did not] really get 
into stride (until] after the drouth of 1934."

Numerically speaking, the industry grew quite 
slowly at first (Table 1). In the early 1920’s, there was 
little provocation to induce the cattle ranch owner into 
accepting guests. In fact, many owners of cattle ranches, 
being unaccustomed to the ways and habits of visitors from 
outside the West, were leery and uncomfortable with the 
idea of becoming hoteliers. Therefore, many ranchers first 
opened for guests in a modest, rather experimental fashion; 
in other cases, the ranches operated informally before 
allowing guests on a regular, commercial basis (Borum,
1929, p, 22; Pomeroy, 1957, p. 168). Once established, 
however, the majority of early guest ranchers appear to 
have accepted their dual role, and most enjoyed it enough 
to remain open for guests until well after the worst of the 
financial crisis was over (early ranch lists; see 
Appendix H).

The guest ranch enjoyed growing, consistent 
success through the 1920's. By 1925, the worst of the 
cattle price crisis was over, and with the elimination 
of those owners who did not prefer guest ranching, the 
industry changed in character and scope. In that same 
year, the first general advertising was made. In response,
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Table 1. Chronology of the Early Guest Ranch Period

Total, Urban-Area Guest Ranches3 Ranches Ranches,
All Total, -----------------------------------  Near No Urban
Ranch Actual. Tucson Phoenix Wick. Urban Orienta-

Year Types Ranches Total Area Area Area Areas3 tiona
1923 5 4 0 (0) — — — 3 (2) 2 (2)
1924 9 7 0 (0) — — — — 6 (4) 3 (3)
1925 12 9 2 (2) — — — 2 (2) 5 (3) 5 (4)
1926 15 13 3 (3) — 3 (3) 5 (4) 7 (6)
1927 16 14 4 (4) -^ —— 4 (4) 5 (4) 7 (6)
1928 20 18 5 (5) 2 (2) — — 3 (3) 6 (5) 9 (8)
1929 28 25 10 (10) 2 (2) 2 (2) 6 (6) 7 (5) 11 (10)
1930 36 32 11 (11) 2 (2) 3 (3) 6 (6) 12 (10) 13 (11)
1931 36 33 13 (13) 4 (4) 3 (3) 6 (6) 11 (9) 12 (11)
1932 45 42 17 (16) 6 (6) 6 (5) 5 (5) 15 (14) 13 (12)
1933 50 47 18 (18) 6 (6) 7 (7) 5 (5) 18 (16) 14 (13)
1934 56 53 23 (23) 10 (10) 7 (7) 6 (6) 16 (15) 17 (15)

aFor guest ranch area boundaries, see Fig. 2. Parentheses indicate 
number of actual ranches only. Sources: Appendices D, E, F, and G.
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the various ranches began to become more aware of themselves 
as a standard vacation form, with generalized public 
expectations. With the preservation of these standards in 
mind, the industry organized into the first of several 
organizations in 1929.^

Description
Unlike many of the forms which had characterized 

dude ranches in other parts of the United States in this 
time period, the typical early Arizona guest ranch was the 
paragon of down-home, unadorned simplicity. Most of these 
ranches were, quite simply, ranches which took in a few 
guests for payment. The number of guests that usually 
stayed at any one ranch was fairly standard; most ranches 
allowed about ten to twenty-five guests at a time, though a 
few ranches were larger, providing facilities for about 
forty to fifty guests (.early descriptive ranch lists) .

Early guest ranches in Arizona were of two basic 
functional types, working ranches and non^working ranches. 7

7. These organizations included: The Arizona Dude . 
and Guest Ranchers' Association (late 1920's to early 
1930's), The Arizona Hotel (and Dude Ranch) Association 
(late 1930's), The Southern Arizona Guest Ranch Association 
(middle to late 1940's) , The Southern Arizona Dude and Guest 
Ranch Association (mid-1960's), and in the late 1960's, the 
Tucson Innkeepers, Ranch and Resort Association in the 
Tucson area and the Desert Sun Ranchers in the Wickenburg 
area. Though the Wickenburg organization still exists, 
Tucson-area ranches have since lost their identity and are 
now affiliated with the Tucson Innkeepers.
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During the early years of guest ranching, and particularly 
before 1930, most of these ranches were actual working 
ranches; they were, almost exclusively, cattle ranches, 
though horses were occasionally herded in addition to 
cattle. The working ranches were quite expansive. The 
majority of them ranged in size from 25,000 to 60,000 acres. 
Though thus large by Eastern standards, they were repre
sentative of most Arizona ranches. They included neither 
the largest nor smallest ranches; the largest ranches 
showed no desire to adopt guest ranching, and the smallest 
could not offer the expansive riding land desired by most 
patrons (early descriptive ranch lists; Brinkerhoff 
interview, 1975).

Though somewhat less numerous than working ranches, 
there were a significant number of non-working guest ranches 
that dotted the early Arizona cultural landscape, too. The 
early non-working ranches were similar to their working 
counterparts in some aspects; however, the few contrasts 
were quite obvious. First, there were few or no cattle on 
the grounds; also, non-working ranches were of course much 
smaller in size. Finally, because they were freer in their 
choice of location, several of the non-working ranches 
could, and did, agglomerate around certain of Arizona's 
cities and towns.

Though all ranches in this study are winter- 
oriented, the early ranches varied (as did ranches in later
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periods) somewhat in the length of their seasons. Some of 
the ranches— particularly the isolated working ranches-—  
were open for guests all year long, but most were open 
only for the extended winter season. The maximum length 
of the winter season was about October 1 to June 1, while 
the minimum was abdut December 1 to April 15 (guest ranch 
lists); this choice depended upon the elevation of the 
ranch, and often upon the disposition of the owners. Re
gardless of the exact dates of operation, however, the 
majority of guest ranch revenue was realized during the 
winter and early spring, particularly in the months of 
December (especially around Christmas time), February,
March, and early April (consensus of guest ranch owners, ; 
see Appendix I).

Location
Of the two ranch types mentioned in the previous 

section, both, were located in several parts of the study 
area. Nevertheless, a majority of the early guest ranches, 
as seen in Figs. 4 and 5, were located in the south
eastern part of the state. Most were quite isolated from 
large towns. A few ranches, however, clustered around 
towns. Wickenburg was the first town to be so affected, but 
by the early 1930's, this clustering had also occurred 
around Rimrock, Phoenix, and Tucson as well.
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WINTERTIME GUEST RANCHES 
IN ARIZONA, 1927

NUMBER OF  RANCHES

FUNCTIONAL TYI-ES

| | Non-Genuine Ranches

Source1
; Appendices D, E, F and G

Working HonchnsMajor Arizona  
communities, no 

guest ranches Non Working Ranches

Fig,-4, Wintertime Guest Ranches in Arizona, 1927



WINTERTIME GUEST RANCHES 
IN ARIZONA, 1935

FUNCTIONAL TYPESNUMBER OF RANCHES:

Resort - Oriented Ranches10-19

Non-Genuine RanchesNon-Working Ranches

Source: Appendices D, E, F and G

Fig.: 5. Wintertime Guest Ranches in Arizona, 1935
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Most of the rural ranches were located at the 3000 

to 5000 foot levels of elevation (Arnold, 1925, p. 13).
They were scattered in a rather random fashion among the 
grasslands and mixed chaparral-grassland vegetation zones 
(termed the "woody grasslands" or "plains and desert 
grassland") of the state (comparison of Figs. 4 and 5 
with maps by Turner, 1974 and Brown, 1973). A high majority 
of them were located in the southeastern part of the state, 
an area described in one early brochure as a "land of snow
capped mountain ranges, rocky canyons, wide level valleys, 
and stretches of seemingly illimitable desert, with a 
climate unequalled anywhere in the world" ("The Seven Dash 
Ranch," n.d. (1928?]). Because a significant majority of 
the early ranches were working ranches, their locations were 
functionally rather than scenically delineated; thus their 
locations tended to generally correspond with the locations 
of the more equable lowerr-elevation ranching areas in the 
state (comparison of Figs. 4 and 5 with map by Wright,
1967).

In contrast to the rural ranches, located essentially
in southeastern Arizona and independent of each other, were
the guest ranches located near urban areas. Chief among
these were the guest ranches in the vicinity of Wickenburg.
These ranches, catering to the Central Arizona guest ranch • * .
vacationist, were lower in elevation (about 2100 feet above 
sea level) than most guest ranches of the time, and because
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most were not operating cattle "spreads," they were grouped 
closer together than were guest ranches in the rest of the 
state.

This nucleation was due primarily to the centripedal 
effects of the history and character of the town of 
Wickenburg. Wickenburg was an exceptionally well-located 
dude ranch community; that is, it was easily accessible to 
Phoenix by highway or railroad, but it was small, scenic, 
separate and colorful enough to retain a quite attractive 
individuality (Burden, 1974). The town was fortunate in 
that it had never entirely lost many of the physical traces 
of its pioneer mining past, and due to the cooperation and 
community consciousness fostered by the first few guest 
ranch owners, the area became a fertile climate for the 
nascent industry (Burden, 1974). By the late 1920's, the 
community had become well aware of its popularity as a dude 
ranch center (."Wickenburg Rapidly Gaining Fame," 1927), and 
even as early as the 1930's, she had proclaimed herself as 
the "Dude Ranch. Capital of the World," a title she kept 
until well into the 1970's (Dana Burden interview, 1975; 
"Tucson Offered Dude Title," 1975). Around this focus, the 
town was undergoing an economic recovery, and eventually 
began to resemble the appearance of the archetypical 
nineteenth-century Western town.

A .similar nucleation of ranches took place in the 
Middle Verde Valley-Beaver Creek areas where, around the
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tiny community of Rimrock, a number of well-known guest 
ranches were established. These ranches, while not as 
numerous or well-known as those in Wickenburg, are notable 
because they represent the earliest successful attempts of 
established Montana and Wyoming guest ranch owners (the 
Eatons and Lowdermilks) in establishing winter-oriented 
counterparts (Pomeroy, 1957, p, 170? "Soda Springs Ranch," 
n.d. [1931?]).8

In addition to following general locational 
parameters, most early guest ranches were located in similar 
physical situations. While this, again, differed slightly 
between working and non-working ranches, the majority of 
guest ranches in the early period were located at the 
interface between an alluvial slope and the adjacent, more 
precipitous mountain backdrop (Rodnitzky, 1968, p. 119).
It allowed the guest a variety of riding country (yege— 
tationally and scenically), and as well, the backdrop proved 
a scenic asset. Although, in these early days, some ranches 
were located for purposes of maximizing scenery, this was in 
all cases demonstrated by ranch owners in scenic areas 
having a greater tendency to open for guest business, rather 
than any relocations or major new construction solely for 
the sake of the guests (early descriptive ranch lists).

8. Among other ranches to follow this precedent 
were the following: Spur Cross Ranch (Cave Creek), Elkhorn 
Ranch (Three Points), and Lazy K Bar Ranch (Tucson).
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In the early days, the great majority of ranch 

guests arrived by railroad, although a scattered few did 
travel by motorcar (Sophie Burden interview, 1974). Most 
guests traveled to the early guest ranches via the Southern 
Pacific, as it provided the access to points in south
eastern Arizona (as far north as Phoenix), while the Santa 
Fe (Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe) provided rail service for 
points north of Phoenix. Common destinations for ranch 
patrons were Tucson, Phoenix, Douglas, Hereford, Dragoon, 
Cortaro, Wickenburg, and Clarkdale (early descriptive ranch 
lists). While a few ranch guests preferred to be picked up 
at the smaller stations, a disproportionate number of guests 
chose to be picked up in either Phoenix or Tucson. This • 
was because a visit to these towns gave patrons an oppor
tunity to shop for the Western clothes and other necessary 
items for their stay.

Due to the random scattering of ranches in south
eastern Arizona, several ranches in this area were quite 
isolated from these transportation routes. The reason for 
this is apparent when one glances at early maps; railroad 
routes, though, more plentiful than today, were still 
relatively scarce on the Arizona landscape in those early 
days, and easily traversible roads were even rarer (Arizona 
Highway Department, late 19201s).

Therefore, once the traveler had reached his rail
road destination, it was often quite an effort to gain
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access to some of the ranches. This was primarily due to 
the poor condition of the early road system, which was 
particularly evident in areas well away from major cities 
and towns. Heightening this geographic isolation was the 
independence of the ranch infrastructure, which gave the 
ranch patron little necessity (or inclination) to venture 
away from the immediate environment surrounding the ranch; 
as shall be elaborated upon in the following pages, the 
ranch, in a very real sense, was the "real world" to the 
early ranch guest.

V
Activities

The activities offered at the early ranches were 
few and simple; of the activities that did exist, most 
involved horseback riding, the single activity most commonly 
associated with guest ranching.

The most popular activity on the ranch, in the early 
period of the guest ranch, was riding the range. In order 
to allow the guest to take part in this and the other 
activities, the owner gave him a horse for the duration of 
his stay; in this arrangement, he was allowed the full use 
of a horse for as much time, or as little, as he pleased. 
Essentially all of the guests loved to ride, and took their 
horses everywhere in the vicinity, using them much as a 
modern vacationist might use his car. Guests enjoyed 
exploring the surrounding countryside on the ranch,
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sometimes under.the guise of a ranch chore (such as rounding 
up stray cattle), but more often, they rode with no 
responsibility intended (Carhart, 1949, p. 29). In those 
early days, guests often rode to neighboring ranches as 
well, and sometimes went to truly distant points, thirty to 
forty miles away from the ranch (Arnold, 1925, p. 14; "The 
Seven Dash Ranch," n.d. (1928?]). In their promotional 
brochures and magazine advertisements, the early ranches 
prided themselves with their string of horses ("we have the 
right horse for you, from the most gentle to the most 
spirited" was an oft-quoted statement IStewart, 1927, 
p. 14]); they also promoted the large acreage of the ranch 
and the natural diversity to be found there. The descrip
tions given also often mentioned the simple spartan pleasures 
that were to be gained from the unique lifestyle of the 
ranch: the incredible vistas offered from-the peaks and 
ridges, the fresh, pure air, and the comraderie to be felt 
between horse and rider (early guest ranch lists). To 
accommodate the riders, a few ranches built small, rustic 
cabins in a more isolated portion of the ranch, where a 
person might spend a day, night, or longer— away from almost 
everything civilized, and with nothing to accompany him but 
his horse and the few provisions supplied him by the ranch 
(Wilson, 1974).

Op.the working ranches, there was a complement of 
other activities to observe and participate in. On these
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ranches, of course, the primary business of the ranch 
revolved around maintaining the ranch and its stock. The 
many different chores of the ranch, centered around the 
cattle herd, were normally performed by the ranch crew; 
however, being romantic in nature, these chores were 
available for guest participation as well. The ranch 
routine included many different equestrian activities; 
there was calf roping, cattle herding, riding the fences 
(for repairing purposes), rounding up strays, and branding 
("Ranch Life Furnishes a Real Vacation," 1936, p. 35).
These activities, of course, varied according to the time 
of year; the spring and fall, when the round-ups took 
place, were the times when the greatest amount of ranch 
work was performed (Borland, 1940b).

The guest was allowed, and usually encouraged, to
participate in the regular complement of ranch chores; he
wa,s free to help as much as he liked. However, on a
majority of the ranches, guests do not seem to have
participated in ranch, work to a very large degree (consensus,

9early ranch owners), Most guests did, however, try "cow- 
punching" on a few occasions; it gave the guest the realistic 
taste he needed to fulfill his Western expectations. On a 
practical level, however, the guest usually found the work 9

9, The Quarter Circle V Bar Ranch, near Mayer, was 
one of a few ranches which were exceptions to this rule, by 
having a clientele which participated often in actual ranch 
work. Source; Brinkerhoff interview, 1975.
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dirty, sweaty, and hard— something to try a few times, and 
then reflect upon, rather than something in which to con
sistently participate. As romantic as working with the 
stock was, the guest soon found that roping, herding, and 
sundry other cattle-ranch activities took a considerable 
amount of skill, which was developed only over long hours 
of practice. Thus, the first few times, the guest looked 
un-coordinated, at the very least. Indeed, much of the 
entertainment on the ranch, for the guests and ranch crew 
alike, came in watching the neophyte ranch guest in his 
initial riding and ranch work.

Some ranches provided additional equestrian 
activities. Pack trips proved popular for guests at some 
ranches, and occasionally a hunt was organized for deer, 
bear, javelina, mountain lion, or other game (Grace Miller 
interview, 1974; Southern Pacific Railroad, 1929, p. 3). At 
some ranches, individual or small-group hunting trips were 
a major part of the activity basis for guests, and were 
prominently mentioned in the brochures and descriptive ranch 
lists; at other ranches, however, the main importance of the 
hunt to the guests was not the capturing of the animal, but 
the romantic experience of the hunt and the scenic benefits 
of the trip (Weaver, 1928, p. 21).

Accessory activities were varied, but like other 
activities, were usually performed on horseback. Such 
activities included picnics or barbecues, or riding trips to
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local points of.interest— Cochise Stronghold, the Wonderland 
of Rocks, or other spots (early guest ranch lists). A few 
border-area■ranches took advantage of their location for 
horseback rides into Mexico, and others organized fishing 
trips to the Gulf of California. Another border ranch, the 
Hacienda de la Osa near Sasabe, featured cattle-deticking
vats. A smattering of other ranches even offered their

.

guests polo fields. Such specialized activities lent 
atmosphere to that ranch, and helped identify and popularize 
its image.

Not all ranch activities, however, were equestrian 
in nature. Automobiling was a major exception. Though 
advertised at only a few ranches, it was popular throughout 
the early guest ranch period. Trips took guests to local 
towns, Indian ruins, and other scenic and historic points of 
interest.

Around the main ranch, house, guests not wishing to 
ride found other things to do. There was often a game of 
bridge or poker to be found, engaging guest and owner alike, 
Reading material (which only occasionally suggested Western 
themes) and hiking trails were available to those who wished 
creative relaxation.

In comparison to other guest ranching areas, how
ever, the winter sun was a major part of the early Arizona 
guest ranch. The warmth of the sun easily induced an 
atmosphere of restfulness, and to this end, techniques of
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creative relaxation were perfected to quite a high degree.
In fact, people occasionally spent the entire day in 
abject, utter non-activity, sunning themselves or otherwise 
"loafing." The rules of the ranch were few, and scheduling 
of activities was often quite lax (if existent at all), as 
illustrated by this description of a ranch near Elgin:
"Some guests rise early; breakfast on steak, fried potatoes, 
and coffee; sling their gear on a bronc and are out in the 
hills by sunrise. Less strenuous visitors sleep until 
noon" (Federal Writers' Project, 1940, p. 393),

Clientele
The early guest ranches attracted a fascinating, 

often peculiar lot of patrons. Though it is difficult td 
categorize them easily, the greater percentage of them were 
big-city Easterners; they were normally rather social, 
substantially wealthy, somewhat adventurous, and probably 
more than a trifle romantic,

' This social nature was partly happenstance, and 
partly imposed; it was largely brought on because of the 
high selectivity used in inviting guests. This was due to 
the fact that most early guest ranches (unlike their later 
counterparts) were elitist in nature, and composed of close 
groups of friends. As shall be explained, many ranches had 
begun informally, through a loose structure of personal and 
distantly-familial relationships centered around the owner.
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Therefore, if successful, many of these ranches in later 
years were patronized almost exclusively with old-time, 
mutual acquaintances. Consequently, little advertising was 
needed for most of the old ranches, as most guests, being 
socially close, returned to the ranch with some regu
larity— often every year (consensus, early guest ranch 
owners).

However, even those ranches which began on.more of a 
commercial basis had their own screening process; that is, 
they advertised very selectively, and limited their 
advertising to magazines catering to persons from the 
higher socioeconomic strata, such as The Spur, Country Life 
in America, Country Gentleman, and others of a similar 
caliber (Wilson, 1974; Rodnitzky, 1968, p. 115). However, 
even at these ranches, most of the new patrons eventually 
came from word-of-mouth sources. Still others were drawn 
to the ranch in other ways, by either contacting urban 
chambers of commerce or by answering generalized or specific 
ranch advertisements (Burden, 1974),10

Typically, many of the early ranches required 
references. While this was the custom at most of the more

10. Though not a major factor in drawing patrons to 
the ranches, written promotional material included (1) dude 
ranch bureaus in a few large Eastern cities, (2) descriptive 
articles written in the travel section of large Eastern 
newspapers, (3) railroad brochures, and more rarely, (4) 
individual, ranch advertisements in selected Eastern news-r 
papers. Cooperative advertising by Arizona dude ranch 
associations (see footnote 7) was not done.
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reputable resorts of the day, and was thus consistent with 
social protocol, it was done for very practical reasons as 
well; that is, with the relatively long vacation periods 
spent on the ranch (occasionally as long as the entire 
season) and the isolation of the ranch, it was necessary to 
be selective in order to avoid unnecessary personal conflict. 
It also appears to have served to exclude those with an 
"undesirable" race or religion (Rodnitzky, 1968, p. 121).

Locationally, most of the people which, the early 
guest ranches attracted to the Arizona environment hailed 
from the midwestern and eastern United States, and 
predominantly from the larger urban areas--Cleveland, New 
York, Pittsburgh, Washington, Detroit, Chicago, and so on; 
much of the remainder came from California, and to a.lesser 
extent, from Western Europe (Adams, 1930, p. V:4; logbooks 
and registers at various early guest ranches). On any 
particular ranch, however, the geographic scope was usually 
more limited. In a few cases, most of the clientele is 
reported to have come from a single metropolitan area or 
state (consensus, early guest ranch owners).

The time of year in which the guest ranches of 
Arizona were climatically equable for guest visitation has 
coincided closely with the school year. Therefore, except 
during vacation periods, the ages of the guests at Arizona 
guest ranches usually has been more exclusively adult, and 
more advanced in age, than on the ranches in the northern
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Rockies which, being open chiefly in the summer season, have 
catered to many family groups (Carhart, 1949, p. 34). How
ever, this has not implied that all the parents at the guest 
ranches have vacationed without their children; on the 
contrary, some ranches had tutors, or even a small school on 
the property. Guests at other ranches sent their children 
to one of the many excellent, well-known ranch schools whose 
development— stylistically, locationally, and historically—  
has closely paralleled that of the guest ranch in Arizona.

In an economic sense, Arizona ranch guests were 
normally fairly wealthy. Many of them were financially 
able to spend the entire winter season at a ranch (which was 
a relatively expensive vacation in those days), and a.few 
did so. However, the average stay was from three weeks to 
three months in duration (early ranch logbooks and files; 
consensus of early guest ranch owners), Occupationally, the 
persons who could afford such a lengthy vacation normally 
came from the professional or managerial/executive classes, 
gnd more than a few were independently wealthy (Catalan 
interview, 1974; Thompson, 1975). Persons from lower income 
brackets also visited some of the guest ranches on occa
sion; however, this class of people was not financially able 
to stay as long, or come as often, as the more moneyed 
classes (Burden, 1974).

11, For related articles, see Ellinwood (1974) and 
Myrick (1971).



Healthwise, the patronage to the early ranches was 
in all cases in good health; they may not have been robust 
physical specimens, but at least they carried no 
communicable diseases. As a rule, the ranches did not 
accept tuberculars or asthmatics. In fact, to counter the 
earlier image of Arizona as a haven for health-seekers, 
some of the early ranches even required medical examinations 
previous to a patron's initial visit (early guest ranch 
lists).. The ranches therefore bore a healthy, active image, 
and through their popularity helped to modify Arizona's 
previous tourist image.

Socially, the guest ranches were always highly 
regarded; and almost from the first, persons of some note, 
tended to frequent certain "outfits," though not often the 
most well-known ones (Wilson, 1974), This social attraction 
began early, in fact long before the first Arizona dude 
ranch began. Many first became aware of the form because 
of Theodore Roosevelt, himself a health seeker, who went to 
the first known guest ranch (the Eaton Ranch) in the 
Dakotas in the mid-1880's (Borland, 1940a). Though 
relatively unknown at the time, he soon afterwards bought 
the nearby Chimney Butte Ranch in the Badlands area, from 
which he proceeded to write his landmark The Winning of the 
West (Rodnitzky, 1958, p. 119). He later became a national 
symbol for the virtues of ranching and the West.
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Some noteworthy people— motion picture luminaries 

in particular— frequented the ranches during certain 
periods because it was "the thing to do" on the social 
calendar (Wilson, 1974; Rayburn, 1935, p. 2). Persons 
lending greater impact to the success of the industry, 
however, took part in the experience offered by the guest 
ranch on a more regular basis; these included leaders of 
business, politics, and industry (Wilson, 1974; Thompson, 
1975) .. The intermittently high social sanction of the guest 
ranch brought many of the curious to the ranches, but over 
the long run, the early guest ranches, were influenced little 
by the strictly "fad" element.

Atmosphere
In what at first might appear to be a paradox, the 

typical guest ranch was as homey and comfortable inside as 
it was rough and rustic outside. To quote Pomeroy (1957, 
p. 168), it was a "judicious mixture of comfort and color," 
in effect a cultural meeting-ground in which "the West is 
willing to be not quite so woolly, if the East is willing 
to be not quite so effete" ("More Ranches for Dudes," 1936, 
p. XI:5), This warm, pleasant atmosphere, expressed both 
physically and interpersonally, was one of the principal 
attractions of almost all of the early Arizona guest ranches.

As mentioned before, the early cattle ranches did 
not undergo extensive changes in their physical appearance
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when they began accepting guests._ The size of the main 
ranch house, as seen in Fig. 6, was normally fairly large to 
begin with; thus no physical alterations were necessary when 
guests began to come, save the possible addition of a 
veranda or patio (Stewart interview, 1975). On ranches 
where the main ranch house was not so large, however, guest 
cabins-'-by themselves or in small rows-—-were constructed 
around the main ranch house (Fig. 7) to augment the other
wise limited inside space. An exemplary early cabin is 
shown in Fig. 8; as may be seen, most were of simple, even 
rude construction.

The inside of the guest rooms was equally Spartan 
in appearance. As seen in Fig. 9, few luxuries or frills 
were offered. By and large, the rooms’ were simple and 
utilitarian, yet functional in design and warm in its choice 
of colors and textures. They were well-heated and 
comfortable (thus "strictly modern in every detail," to 
quote a common descriptive phrase of the time), but small 
and rarely luxurious (Arnold, 1927, p. 18), Toilet 
facilities, for example, were usually communally arranged.

As has been illustrated, the provision of good food 
and shelter, was important to the guest during his stay at 
the ranch (Murphy, 1936b), This minimal, standard of comfort 
allowed the Arizona guest ranch to be equally popular with 
men and women; thus, it was in direct contrast to the 
earliest years of the industry, when many of the earlier
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Fig. 6. Main Building, Faraway Ranch, Wonderland of Rocks 
(Chiricahua National Monument) Area —  Early 
guest ranch (1923-1948) where guests stayed in the 
main ranch house. Source: Stewart (1974, p. 58).

Fig. 7. Main Ranch House and Cabins, Triangle L Ranch,
near Oracle —  Early guest ranch (1924-1930) with 
outlying cabins. Source: Arnold (1925, p. 16).

f



Fig. 8. Exterior of Early Guest Cabin —  Bar 0 Ranch, near 
Gleeson. Source: Arnold (1925, p. 39).
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Fig. 9. Interior of Early Guest Cabin —  Rancho de la Osa, 
near Sasabe.
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ranches had interpreted the Western lifestyle to be rough- 
hewn, uncomfortable, and in other ways more functional than 
romantic (The Head Wrangler, 1926; "More Ranches for Dudes," 
1936, p. XI:5). Therefore, the stress on comfort at the 
Arizona guest ranch represented a new level of sophistica
tion in guest ranching.

At the earliest ranches, often operated in conjunc
tion with extended pack trips, no real attempt had been made 
to attract the general vacationist. In a very basic sense, 
the "dude" before the first World War duplicated many facets 
of truly pioneer living; the patron did not want a 
particularly genteel existence, nor did he get it. One 
account, which reflects upon these early days, suggests that 
"the food was for men with iron digestions, the accommoda
tions and facilities were primitive, and all in all it was 
pretty rough" (Frazier, 1952, p. 19). Shaving, for 
example^ was a ritual performed "from a tin wash basin on 
the wooden bench outside the kitchen door, with a cracked 
mirror hanging on the wall above it" (Dallas, 1936, p.
XII;1), Guests ate primarily corn bread and beans, served 
on rough tables along with the rest of the ranch crew; like 
the other cowboys, they slept either on lumpy straw 
mattresses, or under the stars (Stewart, 1928, p. 14).

However, the Arizona guest ranch represented a clear 
break from these early days. The latter-day, Arizona ranch 
patron did not really want such an uncivilized lifestyle;
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indeed, the common opinion in the early 19301s was that "not 
one dude in a hundred comes West with the conviction of 
facing the homely realities of ranch life" (Kuhn, 1931, 
p. 8). However, a minority of the older ranches did offer 
a few rough cabins, devoid of improvements, for those that 
desired them (Wilson, 1974). Indeed, an owner's acceptance 
of guests to his ranch proved a civilizing influence. For 
rarely was the proper guest ranch without basic comforts; 
though few early ranches had telephones, the guest demanded 
— and got— running water and electricity, at a time when 
these services were not standard throughout much of the 
rural West.

As mentioned previously, the main ranch buildings 
changed little from their original appearances when they 
became guest ranches. Nevertheless, they broadcast a great 
deal of regional appeal to patrons, simply due to the unique 
Architectural style and layout inherent in them. Bits of 
local color around the ranch house, however, were not 
altogether ignored. As a New York Times article relates,

The ancient civilization of this land, with 
its superimposed four hundred years of Spanish 
culture, colors everything that is said and done 
and built here. Ranch houses are of adobe, with 
wide patios. There will be bits of Indian pottery 
in the living room, Spanish carving, an old wrought 
iron out of some ancient ruin, decorated doors 
rescued from a tumble-down church.

All of it has an air of age and dignity which 
is in.curious contrast to that very young civiliza
tion which has already become the treasured past of 
the North (Adams, 1930, p. V:4),
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In addition to the physical atmosphere of the ranch, 

the warmth generated by the mutual familiarity of the 
clientele helped make the atmosphere of the ranch pleasant 
and comfortable. In some ways, this warmth was reminiscent 
of a large, amiable home ̂ environment, and has consistently 
been one of the cardinal virtues of the guest ranch vaca
tion. It actually was, of course, a home for the ranch 
owners, but in another, very realistic sense, it was also 
a second home for the many regular guests > who often con
sidered the guest ranch every bit as much a part of home as 
their domicile "back East" or elsewhere. Quotes one source, 
"stopping at a guest ranch is like visiting old friends. 
Everyone has an at-home attitude, stimulated by the in
formal and hearty welcome extended by the ranch host and 
hostess" ("Sunshine for Sale," 1951, p. 18). This quasi- 
familial environment, which implied a strong dose of 
democracy among the guests, was important to almost all 
the early ranches. This "hominess" was a direct, natural 
extension of the well-known Western hospitality that had 
been given non-commercial guests at Arizona (and other 
Western) ranches for many years (Fergusson, 1952, p. 116). 
This Western hospitality was demonstrated at the ranch in 
various ways.

One of the major ways in which the ranch showed its
Western character was in the large amount of role-playing
done. For instance, many ranch owners played a permanent



69
fatherly role; they dispensed advice and resolved the many 
petty, interpersonal disputes among guests (Wilson, 1974). 
Similarly, the guests themselves were usually called by 
their first names while on the ranch, a trait the guests 
perceived to be Western, and which they enjoyed as one of 
the characteristics of their stay (Burden, 1974).

Other practices further emphasized the down-home 
atmosphere of the ranch. Dining, for example (Fig, 10) 
was probably conducted differently from that of any other 
commercial vacation accommodation, in that meals were 
normally served "ranch style," In this system, similar to 
that used in many private homes or at a present-day 
children's summer camp, no menu was used. Instead, there 
was one main dish served for each meal; it and the other 
meal dishes were placed on the table, and food was passed 
around by the guests. The food served was wholesome and 
plentiful, and though not exceptionally fancy in its day-to- 
day variety or its methods of preparation, it was usually 
notable--even renowned--for its hearty, delicious taste,
Many of the ranches, being quite self-sufficient, grew many 
of their own vegetables and had their own cows for milking.
A few even slaughtered their own meat (early guest ranch 
lists; Murphy, 1936a, p. 241),

This air of relaxed unpretentiousness was reflected 
in other areas of ranch life. Standards of clothing, for 
example, were very liberal; they depended, by and large, on
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Fig. 10. Dining Room, Early Guest Ranch —  Rancho de la 
Osa, near Sasabe.



the individual’s taste, but as one ranch pamphlet phrased 
it, "comfort is the ideal rather than style" ("Seven Dash 
Ranch," n.d. [1928?]). "Levi's" jeans (which, in the early 
days, had to be described for prospective vacationists as 
"bib overalls without the chest covering") were a fairly 
standard item on the range because of their protection from 
the sun and brush (Corle, 1941, p. 222; Weaver, 1928, p. 21). 
However, distinctive head-to-toe Western styling, complete 
with leather jacket, "jodhpurs" (close-fitting shin 
coverings), and other paraphernalia was also occasionally 
worn as well ("More Ranches for Dudes," 1936, p. XI:5). A 
complete outfit was both unnecessary and garish; the wearing 
of such apparel, particularly when new, identified the 
"dude," for it caused the wearer to look even more dis-r 
tinctively "Western" than did the native ranchers them
selves ("Dude Ranchers, Inc.," 1927, p. 1:22), Unglamorous, 
easyr-fitting riding clothes were consequently around-the- 
clock togs at many ranches; but at others, off-range clothing 
really had no set pattern, leaving guests to choose from a 
wide variety of styles. On one ranch in southeastern 
Arizona, this latitude was described as follows:

Each guest dresses to suit his activities. A 
pair of dollar dungarees are as popular as fifty- 
dollar chaparejos I"chaps," leather leggings]; 
imported shorts are enlivened with a gaudy ten- 
cent bandanna; Indian jewelry of hammered silver 
and turquoise is worn with costumes designed in 
Hollywood or Paris (Federal Writers' Project,1940, p. 393).
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Patrons dressed in other, often highly individualistic 
ways, and while their dress did not necessarily reflect 
Western styles, they were almost exclusively informal.

The informality which pervaded the ranch often 
resulted in homey, low-key activities away from the 
range, which by today's standards might be regarded as 
almost stiltingly wholesome. For instance, there were 
usually no planned evening activities, but in its stead, 
the evening served easy social purposes where, in the 
living room of the main ranch house (Fig. 11) a good book, 
conversations of the day's activities, or a pleasant hand 
of cards often constituted the evening's entertainment. 
Square dances and the occasional invitation of Indian 
traders provided times for planned entertainment, but more 
often, people made their own spontaneous fun. There was 
often piano playing and singing, and to further stress the 
family-oriented role of the ranch, home movies of previous 
years at the ranch were occasionally shown (Wilson, 1974), 
Because of Prohibition, liquor was not an important factor 
in evening entertainment at the early ranches (Smith,
1926, p. 2). Though most ranches did allow liquor in later 
years, those ranches which did so had it separated from the 
ranch house, either by small-group private consumption or by 
bring-your-own "bottle clubs" (Fig. 12) which were located 
in buildings separated from the main ranch house (Wilson, 
1974; Robert Cote, Jr., interview, 1974), Bedtime was early
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Fig. 11. Living Room, Early Guest Ranch —  Rancho de la 
Osa, near Sasabe.



Fig. 12. Present Example, Bottle Club 
Guest Ranch, near Tucson.

Tanque Verde
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for most; the next day's activities began early, and after a 
day's riding, a good night's sleep was a well-earned time of 
rest.

Image of the Early Guest Ranch 
That there was a large amount of inherent Western 

flavor in the guest ranch schema appears to be indis
putable, based upon the given description of the early 
guest ranch. But determining the motivation behind this 
early patronage— of assembling a scale of priorities that 
brought about the popularity of the early guest ranch'— has 
been more difficult, because evidence concerning the 
rationale behind the rise in this unique phenomenon has 
been unclear and at times contradictory (Carhart, 1949,
P. 18).

Published accounts provide one basis for discovering
motivation patterns. The few early advertisements, for
example (Fig. 13), stressed the reality of the Western
ranch situation in attracting guests to the ranch, as a
place where the patronage

might roam at will, ride horseback, without 
dodging automobiles, eat wholesome, man-building 
food, hunt big game without restraint, fish from 
clear sparkling mountain streams, and return at 
night with the chickens and get up in the morning 
to meet the sun. In other words, they were look
ing for a place where they might meet nature in 
all her ruggedness and still lead a "white man's 
life" ' (Arnold, 1925, p. 13) .
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Spend the Winter 
in the Scenic Foothills of the 

Catalina Mountains

The Trian&le L Ranch
Oracle. Arizona

offers the advantages of a care-free, out-door 
Western life amid attractive and congenial sur
roundings.
Comfortable cottage^ with modern conveniences 
and electric lights. I^irge main buildings with 
dining rooms, living-room and card rooms.
A limited number of accomnwxlations are avail
able for winter guests.

For literature writeMRS. M. J. TUTT
References Required

Spend this Winter in Arizona’s Warm 

Sunshine - See Something of the old 

West on a Real Cattle Ranch.

Rancho Linda Vista
Oracle, Arizona

Horseltack Riding. Hunting, Trailing. Tennis 
ami Camping Trips that will make your visit 
delightful.

Rest of accommodations, hot and cokl water and 
bathroom in all cottages.

Absolutely no Tuix-rcular!, Accepted

For detaiUri information write

GEO. S. W ILSON

O racle, A rizona

o BAR O RANCH o
One of the Oldest Cattle Ranches 

in Arizona
comprising over 20 miles of range

Forty miles from Mexican frontier, altitude 5500 feet, 
commanding views of eleven mountain ranges and an in- 
linite variety of valley, plain and canyon. No humidity. 
New individual cabins.

Ride the cattle trails on your own cow pony, take part 
in the round-up. calf branding and other work of the 
range; hunting; special trips.

Write for booklets, or consult any "Ask Mr. Foster 
Service" office.

HARRY C. KENDALL.
Tombstone, Arizona

Ranch Life in Arizona
In the Heart of the Western Cattle Country

SEVEN DASH RANCH
Mountain trails and range riding 

on first class cow ponies or gaited 
horses. Roundups, cow hoy sports, 
picnics.

Cowboy Guides with Hunting and Camping Trips 

For illustrated booklet write to

Seven Dash Ranch
P. O., JOHNSON, ARIZONA

Fig. 13. Early Guest Ranch Advertisements —— Source:
Progressive Arizona Magazine, September 1925, 
pi 51
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Keying into the public's conceptions of the state, advertise
ments also focused on the early history of the ranch and 
bits of well-known pioneer history gleaned from the 
vicinity; as well, they advertised the nearness of the 
ranch to any local Indian ruins, or present Indian reserva
tions, that might be within a day's ride of the ranch.
Most ranches did not stress climate as an obvious advantage 
of the ranch, but did mention it as a subliminally necessary 
factor making possible the other virtues of the ranch— the 
many hours of riding possible, the jaw-dropping sunsets to 
be enjoyed, and similar pleasures, many of which were 
climatically derived (Arnold, 1925, p. 13). Stan Adler 
(1947, p. 5), a well-known writer and early ranch guest, • 
writes; "In those early days of guest ranching, most of 
the dudes made the trip to participate in the traditions 
and color of Western life. The lures of sunshine, climate 
hnd health had not yet been generally emphasized."

In its own way, however, it was the sunshine, 
probably from the yery beginning, that made it possible for 
the Western lifestyle on the guest ranch, specifically in 
desert Arizona, to be sold to the rest of the country as 
completely as it did. As one early account described the 
patron's priorities, "Arizona is selling more of her sun
shine than of her guest ranches. Take away the sunshine for 
thirty days, and there would not be a guest on a ranch in



the state. Invariably, the guest is looking for climate" 
(Weayer, 1928, p. 21).

However, all these new visitors to Arizona were 
obviously not looking solely for climatic benefits, for if 
they had, they would have opted away from the rustic, 
active ranch atmosphere for the sake of convenience and 
cost to the easy relaxation of the many hotels and resorts 
that existed in other parts of the western United States 
during, this time period (Pomeroy, 1957, p. 166).

It appears deductively apparent, then, that the 
particular appeal of the ranch situation had a positive 
effect on drawing people to the ranch. But what was it 
about the ranch experience that attracted them? Several • 
hypotheses shall be advanced here.

One primary appeal of the early guest ranch is that 
it provided a location which allowed the patron to realize 
a total, complete vacation experience; in other words, the 
novelty of the ranch appealed to him. To the typical guest, 
living as he did in the urban East, the life of the western 
rancher was something totally new; thus, it was for him a 
delicious break from reality-— a "curiosity," in the words 
of historian Harwood Hinton— both from home life and from 
the vacation destination or mode that he usually fre
quented (Hinton interview, 1974). The activities and 
lifestyle were altogether different; after all, the guest 
ranch was a distinctively Western form, and in adjusting to

78



79
the genre de vie, it was, for some patrons, like learning 
how to live all over again because he had to envelop him
self in a new lifestyle as well as vacate himself from his 
old one. Whitman (1928, p. 1) elaborates upon this aspect 
of the attraction of the ranch:

The novelty of outdoor life on the ranch is 
one of its greatest attractions— the absence of 
convention, horseback riding over the desert, 
the smell of boiling coffee over a sage-brush 
fire, cowboy biscuits, juicy steaks broiled over 
the coals'— all has its appeal; we have had many 
guests who have told us that just the privelege 
of laughing aloud was worth the price, and a 
lusty cowboy whoop clears the senses of emotion.

This hypothesis is also backed by Smith (1936, p.
33) who declared that "most of them (the early ranch guests] 
didn't have a hankering for the West, so much as a chance 
to shake out the wrinkles of a fed-up society life,"
Persons seeking status or social prestige occasionally 
visited the guest ranch for this reason, if for no other 
reason than to "tell friends about how they made coffee in 
a bucket" (Stewart, 1928, p. 15). For the same type of 
reasoning, the early guest ranch also attracted many of the 
purely curious, or those who desired a wide breadth of 
vacation experiences,

A second aspect to the unique appeal of the guest 
ranch emanated from the standpoint of the activities 
available; that is, the guest ranch provided a place where 
horseback .riding, and ranch activities, could be enjoyed. 
There is some evidence to indicate that, by the activities



offered alone, that the early guest ranch succeeded to the 
point it did. Whitman, writing in 1928, related that 
"without exception, the horseback riding has the greatest 
appeal of life on a ranch" (p. 1). He elaborated upon this 
theme by explaining the beauty and functionality of the 
cowboy outfit, the healthful benefits to be found in riding, 
the uniquely virtuous "roughing it" feeling one became 
involved in while riding, and the satisfying hunger that 
developed from a good day's ride. Finally, he emphasized 
the role of his horse in bringing about this satisfaction; 
"After a visit to the guest ranch, the visitor finds that the 
horse is not the machine he formerly believed, but a real 
personality— a friend, and one to be respected, at that" - 
(Whitman, 1928, p. 1).

However, in reconsidering the above reasons for 
guest ranch patronage, it becomes apparent that the attrac
tions of novelty and activity, appeal are by their very 
nature temporary in an industry available only to a limited 
clientele. Novelty extinguishes itself over time, and 
activities alone are not conducive to long-term vacations. 
Therefore, if only these aspects of the ranch had been 
paramount in the patron's decision to travel to the guest 
ranch, it is doubtful that the industry would have survived 
as long as it has, nor would it have had the same character 
as if it had appealed more to other, more long-term
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satisfactions. .Consequently, there must be other sources
of patron satisfaction as yet unexplored.

But what constituted this more consistent base of 
patron satisfaction? Considering the clientele that 
composed the greater part of the guest ranch populace, it 
appears that a third, and possibly most cogent appeal in 
bringing about the success of the early guest ranch form 
was the unique, symbolic aspect of the Western ranch 
situation. For, in several ways, it was the meanings and 
perceptions attached to the ranch, as well as its activities 
and novelty, that provided the opportunity for the patron 
to obtain a mental as well as physical vacation. In other 
words, the ranch helped provide for the patron's psycho
logical needs and desires.

This vacation experience was accomplished in two 
major ways. First, the guest ranch- gave the patron a new 
lifestyle to involve himself in, this lifestyle being that 
of a Western rancher. This was a role which has been con
sistently romantic in character to Americans (Rodnitzky, 
1968, p. 123); however, it was especially so during this 
period when the passing of the West, brought about by the 
closing of the range, was most deeply felt (Atwood, 1925, 
p, 12), Second, the ranch provided the patron with the kind 
of home-type environment in which a person's physical and 
social needs were taken care of.
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To elaborate upon the first of these two points, the

role of becoming a Western rancher, aside from its obvious
novelty to the ranch guests, was also a mental experience
of a highly sophisticated order because the guest ranch, as
part of the historically-conscious West, helped to fulfill
many of the patron's desires concerning what the West was
really all about. Consistent with this view, the average
vacationist had many expectations of the virtues of Western
living brought to him through a plethora of Western writers
and film makers, and dude ranching allowed the guest to
realistically imagine himself in this setting (Carhart,
1949, p. 12). Speaking in retrospect, one early guest
commented that "almost all dudes aspired to stomp a bronc,
rope a steer, or shoot the corks out of bottles at thirty
paces before returning to effete civilization" (Adler, 1947,
p. 4), Another guest, obviously satisfied with his lot,
remarked about his trip in this fashion:

I never understood what complete contentment 
wes until I went to live for awhile on a remote 
cattle ranch and chased . . , cows over so much 
landscape that I became aware of my own little
ness. I, who always regarded a horse and a 
tarantula with equal aversion, discovered that 
a saddle is a sort of pulpit from which you preach 
to yourself, and the subject of your sermon is;
"I am captain of my soul" (Kelland, 1938, p. 18).

Many other articles appeared containing material that
espoused a similarly romantic viewpoint.

Incorporated into the romantic advantage of the
guest ranch was its ability to offer its patrons a
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distinctly American vacation, in a situation deep-rooted in 
American history and thought. The guest ranch was the ideal 
setting for a true Western experience because climatically, 
vegetationally, and historically, as well as locationally, 
the guest ranch represented the physical perceptions of the 
patrons' Western ideals. Ranches took due note of this 
advantage in their advertisements; that is, many ranches 
insisted upon the "genuine" nature of their operations, 
often by insisting upon being called simply a "ranch," 
rather than a dude ranch or guest ranch (early guest ranch 
lists). Other ranches intimated this realism by describing 
"the truly Western fashion" of greeting the guests, or by 
describing the ranch as "strictly Western," or as "old 
. . . and entirely Western" (Arnold, 1925, p, 13).

Thus, in this framework, patrons were able to 
imagine themselves as part of their own highly virtuous 
Western dreams, an amalgam of. their images gained from Zane 
Grey, Owen Wister, Tom Mix, and all of the other writers, 
artists, playwrights, entertainers, and storytellers who 
had so successfully forged the image of the West (Peterson 
interview, 1974). It was as if, in their search for a 
part of the old Western lifestyle, they were discovering 
a part of themselves as well'— because so many of the 
stronger, more virtuous American traits have been linked 
to this Western image. Mildred Adams, writing in a 1930 
issue of the New York Times, describes the guests' feelings



by suggesting that "for many of them, there is something 
more than a casual vacation. This is a kind of return to 
the young days of the nation, a sort of finding of roots, 
of going back to the elemental simplicities of the 
pioneer" (p. V : 4) ,

The hominess of the ranch was the second major 
appeal of the ranch environment. Because of the peculiar 
nature of the guest ranch, in which the patrons were, in 
effect guests of the hosts (instead of roomers or visitors 
as in other accommodations), there was, as explained 
previously, an implied social equality among guests that 
was part of the guest ranch scheme of things. Because of 
this lack of social stratification, plus the other qualities 
of friendliness and privacy, the ranch provided the patron 
a place where he or she could really be "at home" by 
allowing him to more totally relax than he could elsewhere. 
The ranch environment provided the possibility for relaxa
tion without the worry about becoming stale from relaxing 
too much; thus, the ranch appealed especially to persons 
who, in the outside world, held very responsible and thus 
high-pressured positions,

Because the patron perceived such a great 
psychological change between the outside world and the 
ranch environment, a great deal of evidence exists to 
suggest that the transition between the two lifestyles at 
times brought about strange and remarkable insights into
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the effect of the guest ranch upon an individual's
behavior. Because of the influence of the many images of
the Western ranching life, which often became interpreted
as being rustic or backward, leaders of the business,
professional or political worlds sometimes took definitely
common, or even submissive roles— such as mending fence
lines or even cleaning corrals— and expressed themselves
in other, occasionally fanatical ways (Thompson, 1.975;
"Ranch Life," 1936, p. 35). According to one early account,

men whose lives are bound up in ticker tape un
cover a secret ambition to twirl a rope. Women, 
to whom meals are rituals of silver and crystal 
performed silently by perfect servants, will 
exhibit with pride the smudged face and burned 
fingers acquired in circumventing the stubborn 
ways of a Dutch oven. It is all a play world, 
where grownups may follow unabashed the ways of 
childhood heroes, and no one will cock an eye
brow, whatever you do (Adams, 1930, p. V:5).

This laxity of social decorum varied from ranch to 
ranch, of course (as did all other facets of the guest ranch 
experience) , but while the above examples may be con-r 
sidered surprising, they should not be regarded as extreme 
(Thompson, 1975),

Influence of the Arizona Environment Upon 
the Early Guest Ranch"

Reality of the Western Experience on the 
Guest Ranch

From the description and images that have been 
given of the wintertime Arizona guest ranch, it appears



indisputable that there was a high degree of Western 
motivation involved in the patron's visit. However, it 
has also been shown that the ranches themselves were not 
overly self-conscious or symbolic in their appeal to these 
Western motivations? instead, they inherently broadcasted 
their realistic Western flavor. True, the West displayed 
at the guest ranch reflected a glamorized, somewhat 
sophisticated West, but patrons did actively participate 
in those activities that helped them fulfill their own 
Western satisfactions,

While there were many values of the guest ranch- 
social, psychological, locational, climatic, and historic—  
that contributed to the increasing appeal of the early . . 
guest ranch, the one quality which gave credence to so many 
of these values, and justified their very existence, was 
the genuine qualities of the Arizona ranch environment f and 
its existence in a relatively primitive area. More often 
than not, it was an actual cattle ranch, and except for the 
addition of guest cabins and possibly the addition of 
running water and electricity, it copied the appearance and 
living habits of a cattle ranch. Thus, there was essen
tially nothing trumped-up, blatantly artificial, or 
commercialistic about it. There were few, if any, 
deliberately Western "affectations,11 per se. There was 
little unnecessary symbolism, such as existed at later 
ranches Cfor example compare Fig, 14 and Fig. 27 Ip, 136]),
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Fig. 14. Entrance Gate, Early Working Guest Ranch —  
de la Osa, near Sasabe.

Rancho
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Even the ranch names, which had originated from an 
historically-derived brand system or from more conventional 
sources, remained unchanged (early guest ranch lists).
Indeed, the industry’s image was sufficiently cattle- 
oriented during this period that many sources still con
sidered guest ranches to be a legitimate part of the 
cattle ranching industry.

To the patron, the most obvious items suggesting 
the type of atmosphere were the realities surrounding him—  
the informality and friendliness of the ranch, the simple 
but fulfilling way that the basics of life were satisfied, 
the expansiveness of the countryside and the desire to 
explore it, the joy of horseback riding, and similar 
virtues. These were virtues that might be best described 
as rustic, rural, or informal, and were not by themselves 
particularly Western to the patron, However, the guest 
ranch, incorporated these qualities together into an environ
ment that portrayed Western meaning.

Influence of the Early Guest Ranch Upon the 
Arizona Tourist Image

As this chapter has shown, the early Southern 
Arizona guest ranch gave its patrons a definite Western 
experience, . Of course, guest ranches all over the West 
shared much the same goal? in Arizona, however, this 
Western orientation soon came to be equated with the image 
of the state. How did this happen? A brief account of the
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image of Arizona previous to the guest ranch shall suggest 
several reasons, among them (1) her lack of development,
(2) her lack of knowledge by tourists, (3) her Western 
historical tradition, and (4) an intellectual trend toward 
an appreciation of the Southwestern desert environment.

Before guest ranches became popular in Arizona, the 
state, in practical terms, was small in population, 
politically young, and relatively undeveloped economically. 
Her 1920 population, as seen in Table 2, was only a third 
of a million, fourth smallest among the states. This 
population was almost entirely rural; in fact, her largest 
city numbered less than thirty thousand residents. Her 
political lack of maturity was obvious; being the last of 
the contiguous states to gain statehood, Arizona had been 
a state less than ten years. Her economy, like that of 
most Rocky Mountain states, was also undeveloped. She was 
dominated by a few large, primary industries, such as 
copper, cattle, and the railroads. However, this smallness 
was an asset to the early ranch guest, since it provided 
more realistic surroundings for his or her ranch experience.

As well as being small in demographic and economic 
terms, Arizona was relatively unknown to tourists, As a 
consequence, tourism in the state was moderate and 
localized. In northern Arizona, the Grand Canyon was 
certainly.a major attraction; it had been commercially ' 
viable since 1901, when the Santa Fe Railroad had built a



Table 2. Selected Statistics, Arizona Cities, 1920-1970

City 1920 1930 1940 1950 1960 1970
Phoenix:

City Proper
Area (sq. mi.)a 5.1 6.4 9.7 17.1 187.4 247.9
Population13 29,053 48,118 65,414 106,818 439,170 581,562

Urbanized Area ■
Area (sq. mi.)c 55.1 248.4 388.0
Population" 216,038 552,043 863,357

County or SMSA 
Population6 89,576 150,970 186,193 331,770 663,510 969,425

Tucson:
City Proper
Area (sq. mi.)^ 5.8 7.2 8.0 9.5 70.8 80.0
Population" 

Urbanized Area
20,292 32,506 35,752 45,454 212,892 262,933

Area (.sq. mi.)c 
Population" — — — — — — — 86.4

227,433
105.0

294,184
County or SMSA 
Population6 34,680 55,676 72,838 141,216 265,660 351,667

Arizona: ,
Population1 334,162 435,573 499,261 749,587 1,302,161 1,773,428
Rank of Pop. 45th 43rd . 43rd 37th 35 th 33rd

a1920 and 1930 Phoenix figures: McPhine interview, 1975. 1940 figures:
U. S. Department of Commerce, 1949, Table 5:289. 1950 through 1970 figures:
Valley National Bank, 1975, pp. 12-13. 1920 and 1930 Tucson figures: Breed
interview, 1975.

U. S, Department of Commerce, 1970b, Table 7, VOo



Table 2.— Continued

1950 figure: Bloom communication, 1975. 1960 figures: U. S. Department
of Commerce, 1962, Table 4:201. 1970 figures: U. S. Department of Commerce,
1972 edition.

^1950 figures: U. S. Department of Commerce, 1960, Table 10. 1960 and
1970 figures: U, S. Department of Commerce, 1970b, Table 11.

e1920 and 1930 figures: U. S. Department of Commerce, 1930. Arizona, 
Table 4. 1940 through 1970 figures: Valley National Bank, 1975, p. 11.

^U, S, Department of Commerce, 1970a, Table 14.
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there. There were a few other attractions--principally 
tourist lodges and camps— in the state, but they too were 
located in the more high-elevation, forested areas.

The deserts and grasslands of Arizona, howeverf
offered the general tourist little. Tucson and Phoenix
did have some attraction as health centers; their sunny,
balmy winters "lured those suffering from tuberculosis,
asthma, and a number of other respiratory diseases.
(Langdon, 1975, pp, 79-80). But the only other desert
attractions of any significance were a few hot springs
resorts, such as Castle Hot Springs, where wealthier
tourists relaxed and recuperated in opulent, socially
prestigious surroundings (Gilcrease interview, 1975).
Because of this scarcity, most considered the region simply
something that had to be passed through to get to
California, at that time an immensely popular Western
tourist area (."More Ranches for Dudes," 1936, p, XI;5) ,

Because the region was generally unknown, and
because of Arizona's well-known pioneer history, it is not
surprising that visitors assumed that many pioneer elements
were still part of the contemporary scene. Popular
opinions varied widely as to what might be found in
Arizona, but few opinions reflected the realities of the
state at the time. Post (1935, p. 3) related that

The average visitor to the Southwest expects to 
find the exotic and strange. He expects to see 
Indians and war paint and feather head-dress. He
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expects to see the cowboy in wide-brimmed sombrero 
and chaps and jingling spurs. He expects to see 
gay senoritas in the graceful high comb and 
delicate lace mantilla of romantic Spain.

Similarly, a contemporary article in Arizona: the State 
Magazine stated that "people suffer under the deception 
that the entire population of the state is either brown 
or black" ("There Is Only One Grand Canyon," 1922, p, 10). 
Others (Whitman, 1928, p. 2) perceived the state in terms 
of its physiographic excesses— its "desert wastes and barren 
mountains"— while still others imagined the state only in 
terms of its summer climatic extremes. To elaborate upon 
the cultural image of the state, some saw it as "a locale 
for 'Wild West' stories and movies," while others saw it 
in even more pioneer terms. A pamphlet issued about 1910 
to potential Tucson residents stated that "It is no uncom
mon thing for people to come to Tucson from the Eastern 
states, expecting to find it the same wild-and-woolly town 
that it was thirty years ago back in the wild gunfighting 
frontier days" (Wilson, n.d. 11910?], p. 23), while a 
similar pamphlet found it necessary to assure prospective 
winter visitors that "shooting Indians is a sport now 
considered quite out of style" (Tucson Chamber of Commerce, 
1917, p. 3).

The development of the dude ranch in Arizona helped 
modify, and partially eliminate, this pioneer stereotyping. 
True, the guest ranch industry gained a great deal of appeal
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from its Western romance. But more important, guest ranch 
patrons saw too much of the state, over too long a period, 
to continue believing their previously-believed pioneer 
images.

A fourth factor helped fuse the image of the guest 
ranch to that of the state; that was a growing intellectual 
and popular movement toward appreciating the American 
Southwest (Brinkerhoff interview, 1975). Before the coming 
of the dude ranch to Arizona, Americans had traditionally 
viewed their Western ideals into a primarily northwestern 
physical framework. However, the 1920's and 193O's saw 
Americans in general beginning to pay closer attention to 
the lesser developed Southwest. This change was noted in 
1930 thusly:

There is a drift away from the pioneer, non- 
developed qualities of the north this year. The 
great stress is being placed upon the dude ranches 
of the Southwest. The factor that Arizona offers 
both summer and winter accommodations is largely 
responsible. Another factor in the trend is the 
fact that lovers of the outdoors find grassy 
plains a trifle too effete , . . they prefer wild 
nature , . . not nature in a pastoral mood 
(Bruce, 1930, p. 8) .

Part of this change in Western locational preference 
was due to simply a change in tastes. However, it was also 
due to an acknowledgment by the public that the Southwest 
offered a more pioneer-based lifestyle than any other area 
in the United States. Therefore, attraction within the 
Southwest naturally was focused upon its more isolated,
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rural areas, and the early guest ranch ideally satisfied 
this pioneer urge.

Because of the four factors just explained, the 
dude ranch fit into a much-needed niche; in doing so, it 
greatly influenced Arizona's tourist image. Dude ranches 
were the first tourist form of any significance in many 
parts of the state. As such, it proved a boon to many local 
persons who were awakened to the fact that there were cer
tain traits of Arizona— particularly ranch living— that were 
of commercial interest to out-of-state visitors. Realizing 
this, many locally-based magazines capitalized on this 
opportunity to advertise their local areas. Chambers of 
commerce, along with special tourist organizations in the 
larger cities, also felt the impact of the guest ranch, and 
several shifted the orientation of their advertising to 
offer a greater Western emphasis. Large-scale image 
changes, however, did not occur until later years, and 
except for minor changes in Wickenburg mentioned earlier, 
the early guest ranch did not cause physical changes in 
off-ranch areas.

The beneficial effect of the guest ranch upon the 
state's development cannot be overstated. To quote one 
source, "guest ranches have probably done as much to put 
Arizona on the map as any one factor" CSeeing the Guest 
Ranches,".1935, p. 10). Another contemporary account was 
similar in intent; it stated that "too much credit cannot



be given to the dude ranches of Arizona. They are the 
magnets which attract the visitors who come to play and 
remain to work" (Bruce, 1930, p. 8).

This last point is a key to the whole success of the 
guest ranch industry. Because it did not usually cater to 
the middle-class or poorer vacationist, it was a major 
accommodation form, percentagewise, only in the years before 
large-scale tourism to the West took place (Arizona 
accommodations lists, various dates [Appendix Hj). However, 
it was successfully able to transfer its image to that of 
the state because it presented an image which was active, 
healthy, appealing, and virtuously Western. .These were 
aspects of Arizona living that most Americans positively 
related to. In doing so, the guest ranch industry was able 
to distribute a significant amount of economically- 
measurable good will, both to the rest of the state's 
tourist industry and to many other aspects of the economic 
and social life of the state as well.
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CHAPTER III

THE TRANSITIONAL GUEST RANCH PERIOD

A vacation at a dude ranch means good food, 
good fun, good friends. It is living at its 
best, in a wholesome environment, in a climate 
that is unsurpassable. It is a memorable 
experience for each and everyone who feels and 
learns the meaning in the simple Western 
greeting, "Howdy, Podner."

— "Why a Dude Ranch Vacation?"(1949, p. 18)
Introduction

The transitional guest ranch period encompasses the 
industry as it existed in Arizona between the mid-19301s and 
the early 1950's. It covers the period of guest ranch 
history between the time when working guest ranches were a 
dominant part of guest ranch activity, and the time when 
the non-working guest ranch form, emphasized in this 
chapter, began to give way to more resort-oriented forms, 
Functionally, the years encompassed within this period were 
the years when the patron's primary desire changed from an 
attempt to be a Western rancher, to a wish to engage in a 
western experience more symbolic and thus less active than 
before. Because of this shift, the industry was forced to 
undergo a large number of changes.
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Historical Evolution 

Early Evidences of Change
The movement toward modifying the early guest ranch 

form became apparent to the general observer in the mid
decade years of the 1930's. As has been mentioned, there 
had been a large grouping of generally-recognized guest 
ranches during the first years of Arizona dude ranching 
which were not actually working cattle ranches; indeed, 
they consistently made up thirty to fifty per cent of the 
guest ranches that existed at any one time (Fig. 15), 
However, this first group of non-working ranches were not 
really obvious as a special type, because they offered a 
lifestyle quite similar to the working ranches. Because of 
these similarities, therefore, the growth of the non-working 
guest ranches was overlooked until the mid-19301s, when the 
different location and emphasis of the newer non-working 
finches caused them to be recognized separately.

Evidences of an imminent change in guest ranch 
emphasis*— away from the isolated ranch— appeared early in 
the history of Arizona dude ranching. Even in the late 
19201s to early 1930's, when the industry was still in a 
relatively adolescent stage in Arizona, several of the 
existing guest ranches, particularly in the Tucson area, 
began to supply activities that were not appropriate to the 
environment of a working ranch (early descriptive ranch
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lists [Appendix H]). Such changes, specifically in the 
activity complement of the ranch, were minor; for example, 
a swimming pool or tennis court might be added. However, 
such changes were often followed, in later years and on 
other ranches, with further demands for recreational 
diversification by the guests, such as auto trips or other 
generalized, non-ranching pursuits. It also brought about 
a de-emphasis of the working aspects of the ranch; a 1930 
report noted that "now large investments are made for the 
exclusive purpose of catering to visitors, the corrals, 
cattle and other necessities of a cattle ranch taking more 
the place of local color and to serve the visitors" 
("Southern Arizona Guest Ranches," 1930, p. 6). This 
growing need for greater recreational opportunity forced 
ranchers into a peculiar dilemma, of being forced to choose 
between cattle and guests as a primary means of sustenance. 
With the passage of time, it became increasingly obvious 
that the economically profitable maintenance of both 
cattle and guests (."the two most incompatible animals yet 
invented," to quote Dana Burden, one longtime owner) in a 
competitive framework was becoming more and more untenable.^

1, To avoid this dilemma, a few ranches, such as 
the Flying V Ranch, Tanque Verde Ranch, Rancho Linda Vista, 
and Y-Lightning Ranch, chose to increase their guest 
capacity in order to keep both functions.
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This change in tourist taste, and the dilemma in 

which the industry found itself, was evidenced by three 
major changes in the structure of the industry. First, it 
was evidenced by the slow but inevitable decline of the 
more isolated ranches and working ranches, which repre
sented the more rustic, archaic and specialized existence 
of the early guest ranches (see Figs. 15 and 16), For 
instance, in 1935, ten rural working ranches were in 
existence; however, by 1941, this number had dwindled to 
three. Nevertheless, the working ranch never did die out; 
it enjoyed a period of resurgence after World War XI, and 
in fact, a few examples of this type still exist today.

To further exemplify the strength of the urban 
area upon the fortunes of the industry, there was a 
corresponding growth in the size and popularity of those 
guest ranches fortunate enough to be located relatively 
close to the state's two urban areas (Table 3). Because • 
of their location, these ranches appealed to a new kind of 
guest ranch clientele that preferred the amenities of town- 
activities that might include "up-to-the-minute stores, 
taking in a movie, night club, or for the sports-minded 
prize fights, football games and polo matches," as well as 
theatres and local points of interest (Rayburn, 1935, p, 2; 
descriptive transitional-period ranch lists), However, by 
the same token, this group desired a greater variety of 
on-ranch activities as well. The patrons of these ranches,



URBAN ORIENTATION OF WINTERTIME 
ARIZONA GUEST RANCHES, 1925-1975

Rurol Ronches, No 
Urbon Orientofion Rural Ranches Near Phoenix 

(includes Wickenburg ranches)

/  Rural Ranches Near Tucson

Phoenix Urban Area Ranches

< 4 0  -

Tucson Urban Area Ranches

1925 1930 1935 1940 1945 1950 1955 I960 1965 1970 1975
(N-12) (N-36) (N=63) (N=8I) (N=8I) (N-II5) (N-81) (N=6I) (N=5I) (N*43) (N=35)

NOTE1 See Figure 2 for area boundaries. Source1 Appendices D, E, F and 6 
N=All ranches.

Fig. 16. Urban Orientation of Wintertime Arizona Guest Ranches, 1925-1975
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Table 3. Chronology of the Transitional Guest Ranch Period

Total,
All
Ranch

Urban-Area Guest Ranches' *
Total,
Actual Tucson Phoenix Wick.

Ranches
Near
Urban

Ranches, 
No Urban 
Orienta-

Year Types Ranches Total Area Area Area Areas3 tion3
1935 63 58 26 (24) 12 (11) 8 (7) 6 (6) 20 (19) 17 (15)
1936 56 50 22 (19) 13 (10) 4 (4) 5 (5) 19 (18) 15 (13)
1937 57 52 23 (21) • 15 (13) 3 (3) 5 (5) 19 (18) 15 (13)
1938 59 51 22 (19) 11 (10) 6 (4) 5 (5) 22 (20) 15 (12)
1939 55 48 21 (19) 11 (10) 5 (4) 5 (5) 20 (18) 14 (11)1940 81 60 35 (26) 22 (16) 6 (4) 7 (6) 26 (23) 20 (11)1941 61 45 29 (21) 18 (13) 6 (3) 5 (5) 18 (16) 14 (8)
1942 62 44 30 (20) 18 (12) 7 (3) 5 (5) 18 (16) 14 (8)
1943 63 46 31 (22) 19 (14) 7 (3) 5 (5) 18 (16) 14 (8)
1944 69 51 34 (24) 23 (17) 7 (3) 4 (4) 20 (18) 15 (9)
1945 81 60 37 (26) 23 (18) 9 (3) 5 (5) 25 (23) 19 (11)1946 89 63 46 (29) 34 (23) 7 (1) 5 (5) 25 (23) 18 (11)
1947 136 85 77 (39) 59 (31) 12 (2) 6 (6) 35 (32) 24 (14)
1948 153 99 81 (43) 58 (32) 14 (3) 9 (8) 39 (35) 33 (21)
1949 116 76 72 (41) 53 (31) 12 (3) 7 (7) 30 (27) 14 (8)
1950 115 77 68 (40) 48 (29) 12 (3) 8 (8) 33 (29) 14 (8)
1951 101 68 62 (39) . 42 (28) 12 (3) 8 (8) 26 (22) 13 (7)
1952 91 60 63 (40) 42 (29) 13 (3) 8 (8) 20 (15) 8 (5)

*For guest ranch area boundaries, see Fig. 2, Parentheses indicate 
number of active ranches only. Source: Appendices D, E, F, and G.
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by their very choice of ranch type, had indicated some 
desire for a vacation experience designed around other 
pursuits than strictly ranching activity. Therefore, as 
time went on, the location of any ranch in relation to 
Tucson or Phoenix came to determine ever greater importance 
in its character and success. Accessibility was a key 
factor here; the construction of a good road into a 
marginally-accessible area, for example, often helped 
these areas become more attractive to the patron (.Wilson, 
1974).

A third indicator of the changing patron desires 
toward the guest ranch was the founding of urban-oriented, 
non-working guest ranches, such as have been described in 
this chapter. These ranches first appeared in their urban 
fringe locations about 1930 (see footnote 6, Chapter II). 
Being located close to urban amenities, these newer ranches 
tended to cater to a more refined, less rustic patronage, 
and the atmosphere and activity complement of this new form 
tended to reflect this mixture of urban and rural desires.

As shown in Fig. 16, these urban-oriented ranches 
were the exception rather than the rule in the early- to 
mid-1930's. Being relatively rare, they offered a somewhat 
different lifestyle than did later urban-oriented ranches, 
whose lifestyle traits were more dominant over the industry 
as a whole,
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At these early urban ranches, horseback riding was 

still the major activity. However, unlike most ranches of 
the time, they did not offer a wide array of other 
activities, such as pack trips, hunting, or ranch work. 
Instead, riding was often the only major activity offered 
in the out-ofrdoors; though some hiking and group activities 
also existed, they were less popular (descriptive ranch 
lists, early at mid-1930's). Though lacking in their 
variety of activities, early urban-area ranches appear to 
have offered a very active riding program; a high per
centage of guests used horses, and guests often took their 
mounts individually for substantially long rides (."Harding 
Guest Ranch," 1934).

The relative simplicity and paucity of activity on 
these ranches was a real contrast to the rural or working 
ranches, which stressed a rougher lifestyle; however, urban 
ranch patrons were obviously looking for a more sophisti
cated, less active alternative to the more predominant 
lifestyle at ranches in the hinterlands. Except for 
riding, the activity emphasis at these more urban ranches 
was focused on much less stringent pursuits. For example, 
resting and relaxing in the sun were a principal "activity"; 
unlike most later ranches, however, this inactivity was 
usually accomplished without the benefit of a swimming pool 
(descriptive ranch lists, early and mid-1930's), Urban



off-ranch activities, described previously, were other 
sources of diversion.

However, by the late 1930's, the urban-oriented 
ranch had become more fully pronounced. The number of 
activities began to grow, for example, and elements of 
Western symbolism first became significantly apparent.
Not all these guest ranches had a large variety of 
activities; indeed, the smaller ranches continued to have 
relatively few. Nevertheless, enough Western-styled 
activities were usually offered, usually to the detriment 
of more generalized resort activities, that the more fully- 
developed urban ranch form was becoming quite a conscious, 
symbolic reflection of the West and its lifestyle.

Reasons for the Change
Attempting to pinpoint the change in function, and 

consequent rise in popularity of the guest ranch is no 
simple task. Indeed, a combination of factors is 
responsible; while changes in preference among the actual 
and potential guest ranch clientele are largely attributable, 
the change in image that Arizona began to have as a result 
of tourist exposure discussed later in this chapter, was 
also a factor.

The primary reason that the guest ranch began to 
trend away from the state's distant hinterlands to the lip 
of the urban areas, and changed from a primarily
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working-ranch environment to an environment centered around 
the Westernized entertainment of guests, was due to the 
growing sophistication of the guest ranch clientele 
(Sortore, 1971, p. 8). Specifically, in terms of ranch 
atmosphere, this change meant that there came an increased 
desire to be less rustic (Burden, 1974). The patron still 
wanted to be active, and still desired a real ranch 
environment, but instead of the realistic but monotonous 
working-ranch setting, he began to prefer a wider variety of 
ranch activities, less exertion in those activities, and 
the variety that a nearby town was able to offer. Put 
another way, he wished to become less of an elite, part- 
time ranch hand, and more of a tourist, Perhaps this 
change was inevitable, because of the changing national 
touristic attitudes toward the West. At any rate, however, 
these new ranches did not place such an emphasis upon 
hardy, outdoor activity, and the stress that had been 
placed upon ranch living came to be interpreted, in its 
less rustic form, as Western living instead.

Impact of World War II on the Guest 
Ranch Industry (

With the Japanese bombardment of Pearl Harbor in 
December of 1941, the southern Arizona guest ranch 
industry began to assume a somewhat different role.
American vacationing habits changed; because of the war, 
some guests chose not to vacation, while others vacationed
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in areas closer.to home while overseas areas were actively 
engaged in combat (Kolbe interview, 1975).

Different ranches reacted differently to the war
time situation. Some guest ranches, probably as a patriotic 
or energy-saving move, closed down once the war commenced 
(descriptive ranch lists, early 1940's). Others operated 
at lower capacities than usual.

However, it was not a critical or depressing time 
for the industry; indeed, the number of ranches at war's 
end, as indicated in Table 3, precisely equalled the 1940 
total. Though a few ranches which closed down "for the 
duration" did not reopen, the period was generally one of 
stability.

In an indirect way, though, wartime gave a sub
stantial boost to the industry. First, the war brought 
about the establishment of several large military bases in 
the state; this and large numbers of cross-country troop 
movements exposed hundreds of thousands of Americans to 
Arizona for the first time. Also, however, it created the 
social and economic conditions of the postwar era, a time 
in which guest ranches reached the height of their popu
larity.

Postwar Growth
After the war, the guest ranch immediately rose in 

popularity to its greatest numbers ever. From a prewar
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(1940) total of sixty active ranches and an identical 
number five years later, this total grew over sixty-five 
per cent in just three years (Table 3). This last burst of 
growth had two accessory effects; first, it naturally enough 
caused the more prominent, older ranchers to have especially 
high occupancy rates (Burden, 1974), and second, as seen in 
Fig. 15, it saw the first significant growth in non-active 
ranches. By 1948, in fact, fifty such establishments 
existed in the study area (Appendices D, E, F, and G).

Though later seasons never quite matched the winter 
of 1948-49 in terms of guest ranch numbers, the industry 
still retained its high popularity well into the 19501s.
By the mid-1950's, however, it began to steadily diminish 
in importance, and many simultaneously began to change 
their function into more resort-oriented accommodations.
The description and evolution of this type is examined more 
closely in Chapter IV.

Description
The transitional guest ranch was a fundamentally 

different entity on the Arizona cultural landscape than the 
earlier guest ranch had been. Changes in consumer 
preference, a shift in consumer attitudes toward the state, 
and physical alterations of the state demanded such an 
alteration; The change was not a wholesale, complete 
change; however, by the late 1940's, there was actually



little relation between the existing guest ranch industry 
and the form which had first lured vacationists to 
Arizona's rangelands some twenty-odd years previously.

Location
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General Characteristics. One of the major differ
ences between the early Arizona guest ranches and those in 
existence in the transitional period was their differing 
distributional patterns.

Unlike the predominantly rural early guest ranch, 
the majority of ranches begun after 1935 were located close 
to urban areas, particularly Tucson and Phoenix (Table 4). 
The large number of these new ranches caused the industry 
as a whole to grow substantially during this period. As 
shown in Figs. 17 and 18, these new ranches were in evidence 
in most areas in the state. This growth, however, was not 
random. Instead, dude ranches near urban areas grew much 
faster than those farther away. This, in turn, made urban 
ranches proportionately more important to the industry, 
as Fig. 16 demonstrates. Specifically, this proportion 
increased from fifteen per cent in 1930, to 35 per cent by 
1940 and 55 per cent in 1950, In rural areas, however, two 
slower rates of growth applied. As shown in Table 3, a 
modest increase in guest ranching activity was registered 
in those areas fairly close to the urban areas mentioned. 
Truly rural areas (locations over about seventy^five miles



Table 4. Number of New Ranches Per Year, 1923-1973

Working
Ranches

Non-working
Ranches

Resort
Ranches

Non-genuine
Ranches

Total New Ranches
Years Urban Rural Total
1923-25 8 2 0 2 0 12 12
1926-28 6 5+1 0 0 2 9 11
1929-31 10+1 11+1 1 2 5 19 24
1932-34 10+1 13 2 3 12 16 28
1935-37 6 12 0 4 12 10 22
1938-40 6 9+2 0 18 13 20 33
1941-43 0 2 0 4 6 0 6
1944-46 6 14 2+1 12+2 22 12 341947-49 8+1 34 5 47+2 57 37 94
1950-52 2 3 0 13+2 12 6 18
1953-55 1+1 2 • 0+2 10+4 10 3 13
1956-58 0 0+1 0+1 9+2 5 4 9
1959-61 0 3+1 1+1 4 3 5 8
1962-64 0 1 0+1 3 2 2 4
1965-67 0 0 0+1 3+2 1 2 3
1968-70 0 0 1+1 5+2 1 5 6
1971-73 1 0 1+1 2 1 3 4
Sub-totals: 
1923-34 34+2 31+2 3 7 19 56 75
1935-52 28+2 84+2 7+1 98+6 122 95 217
1953-73 2+1 6+2 3+8 36+10 23 24 47
Totals 66+4 110+6 13+9 151+16 164 166 330

Note: Numbers after "plus" sign (+) indicate ranches which have changed 
their function to the given type during the given period.
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WINTERTIME GUEST RANCHES 
IN ARIZONA, 1940

Wickenburg

Tucson-

NUMBER O F RANCHES1

FUN C TIO N AL TYPES- _________________ — --------------------------

Working Ronch#* | ^  Non-Genuin# Ronchos

Non-Working Benches Source-
Appendices D, E, F and G

2 0 -3 9

F i g . 17. Wintertime Guest Ranches in Arizona, 1940
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WINTERTIME GUEST RANCHES 
IN ARIZONA, 1948

NUMBER OF RANCHES

FUNCTIONAL TYPES 

E8S3 Waning Ranch* R w orl- Oriented Ranches

Non-Working Ranches | | Non -  Genuine Ranches

Source: Aooendices D. E. F. end G

Fig. 18. Wintertime Guest Ranches in Arizona, 1948
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away from urban areas), however, kept about the same number 
of ranches, and thus declined in their relative importance 
to the industry.

For both urban and rural types of ranches, the most
♦

popular site'— just below the contact surface between a 
mountainside and the adjacent alluvial surface— was similar 
to that described for the early, predominantly working guest 
ranch. However,the new non-working ranches did not usually 
have a large amount of land since most ranged in size from 
ten to two hundred acres (transitional-period descriptive 
guest ranch lists). Therefore, it was essential that these 
ranches have easy access to nearby public land in which 
extensive riding and other outdoor activity could be pursued

Fortunately, this type of land was relatively common 
near Arizona's two largest cities. Tucson perhaps offered 
a greater alternative of choice; in addition to scenic local 
canyons and streambeds, the area also boasted three 
mountainous areas near the city toward which rides could he 
directed. Phoenix also had several local riding areas.
Most of them were related to the various promontories within 
the Valley of the Sun, such as Squaw Peak, Camelback 
Mountain, and Shaw Butte, but Phoenix's South Mountain and 
various washes and canals also served this purpose.

The Urban Ring. The urban-oriented ranches, which 
were quite popular during this time-period, could not count
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on a working-ranch environment to provide the proper guest 
ranch atmosphere. Thus, they counted on much of their 
locational attractiveness from the delicate balance they 
achieved between city and country location. Guests, of 
course, wanted a little of both worlds. They wanted a ranch 
that, in qualitative terms, was far enough away to be in a 
rural environment, yet close enough to be in a relatively 
close proximity to the city. As one ranch pamphlet 
described this idealized location, "Our location is 
unique— only eight miles east of Tucson city limits— yet 
our guests feel at Lands End" ("Tanque Verde Ranch," n.d. 
[1972?]). 2

Because of this balance between rural and urban 
orientation, most ranches tended to be roughly similar in 
their distance from the limits of urban or other developed 
land; consequently, the idealized distribution of operating 
guest ranches around the city, tended to form a rough band 
or ring. In practice, however, this band was rather hap
hazard and indistinct (see Figs. 19, 20, 21, and 22). As 
previously mentioned, ranches were situationally tied to 
certain physical features; thus they concentrated around 
physical features desirable for riding, and usually avoided 
non-scenic areas. These non-scenic areas were usually * 22

2. However, as illustrated in Figs. 19, 20, 21, and
22 below,.this location was attained by many urban ranches, thus hardly unique.
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PHOENIX GUEST RANCHES BEFORE WORLD WAR E
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Public Areas

Interurbon Roods 
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Fig. 19. Phoenix Guest Ranches Before World War II —  Source: Sargent (in Press), Appendix D. HH



TUCSON GUEST RANCHES BEFORE WORLD WAR E
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Fig. 20. Tucson Guest Ranches Before World War II
HH



PHOENIX GUEST RANCHES AFTER WORLD WAR IE

Urbon Limits of
Phoenix and Sur
rounding Communi
ties, 1953

Boundaries of Large
Public Areas 

——  Interurbon Roods
-------  Local Roods
*-*■■—* Railroads
% z % Major Washes
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Fig. 22. Tucson Guest Ranches After World War II
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related to physical factors, such as monotonously flat or 
despoiled land; however, cultural variables, such as 
industry, agricultural land and other esthetically un
attractive activities, also negatively influenced dude ranch 
locations.

This distance factor (from the urban limits to the 
ranch) was highly variable, and depended upon several 
factors. Not surprisingly, it was first positively 
correlated with the size of the town; therefore, ranches 
were usually located between one and five miles from a small 
community (such as Wickenburg, or Tucson before World War 
II), and up to ten miles or more from larger population 
clusters (transitional-period descriptive ranch lists), 
Distance was also dependent upon ranch type, size, and 
historic factors; therefore smaller, older, or less active 
ranches were normally located relatively close to the urban 
fringe, while larger, newer, and more active ranches were 
more distant. These relationships are graphically illus
trated in Figs, 19 through 22,

However, this distance variable, when combined with 
town growth, created problems for some ranches. Because 
the best guest ranch locations during any one period were 
relatively limited, it is not surprising to note that the 
rapid growth of Tucson and Phoenix forced many ranches to 
close prematurely, These enforced, unnaturally short life 
spans were a paradox, since it was the popularity of these
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ranches which often helped create the tourist demand that 
brought about the physical expansion of the urban areas.

Scenic attractiveness of a particular site was not 
normally a determining factor in its location, but instead 
was subordinate to the factors of riding-area proximity and 
distance from developed areas. However, it does appear that 
scenery has played a more significant (though secondary) 
role in the overall distribution of non-working guest 
ranches in the study area, because among other things, it 
helps to explain the discrepancy between the number of 
ranches in Phoenix and Tucson. As illustrated in Tables 3 
and 8 (p. 186), Tucson has consistently had a far greater 
occurrence of guest ranches than Phoenix, a city essen
tially comparable to Tucson as a tourist center except for 
its differences in scenery and nearby topography. Though 
it is difficult to be objective here, it does appear that 
phoenix has fewer scenic advantages than Tucson, due to the 
fact that Phoenix's surrounding topography is flatter, its 
nearby mountains of a lower profile, and because Phoenix 
exhibits a relative lack of lush or diverse natural vegeta
tion. Also, Tucson's consistently smaller size and lack of 
heavy industry (Table 2) has been of perceptual advantage; 
to quote a 1948 article on Tucson, "the city itself offers 
urban convenience without the disadvantages which large 
cities present" (Parker, 1948, p. 93).
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Because of these discrepancies, Phoenix has tradi

tionally been a resort area, and has had little genuine 
guest ranch activity. It is true that many guest ranches 
have been established in the immediate Phoenix area 
(Appendix D); however, they number only half those estab
lished in the Tucson area (Appendix E). As well as being 
fewer in number, Phoenix-area ranches have principally been 
of the non-active functional type. They have also been 
smaller, less long-lasting, and generally less realistically 
Western in appearance than their ranch counterparts in the 
Tucson area or more rural counterparts of the state.

Activities
As new guest ranches began to occupy an environment 

away from the rangelands, in situations away from the 
cattle-oriented culture that existed throughout most of the 
state, a conflict began to emerge. The cause of the con
flict was simple; namely, patrons wanted realistically 
'(Western" activities, but by their locational preferences 
showed that they did not want the narrow breadth of 
activities available at the working ranch.

New guest ranches in the urban areas, therefore, 
attempted to meld the best of the working!ranch into a new 
environment. Thus, a new type of non-working ranch was 
developed; as shown in Fig. 15, it had become the most 
popular guest ranch form by the late 19301s. The practical
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methods by which this change was made— into the so-called 
"pseudo-cattle culture" (Bailey, 1950, p. 98)— form the 
primary basis of appeal of the transitional form. Because 
of their numerical strength relative to other actual guest 
ranch forms, non-working guest ranches— particularly those 
around the urban areas— are the principal subject of this 
chapter. However, it should be borne in mind that a small 
but significant number of ranches remained from earlier 
years, continuing much of the same guest ranch tradition 
that had been established previously.

During this time-period, the number of organized 
activities increased. Like the early ranches, most 
activities retained a Western slant; however, the specific 
activities involved were largely different from before.
Some of the newer Western-oriented activities had an 
historical tradition to them; others, however, were step
children of the twentieth century, and were essentially 
fabricated for guest entertainment. Regardless of their 
authenticity, however, their importance lies in the fact 
that they were consistently Western in the perception of the 
ranch-patronizing public, who during this period was not 
overly concerned with accurate historical re-creations.

Horseback riding was the major activity on the 
transitional guest ranch. As on the earlier ranches, there 
were several ways to enjoy riding, and most ranches offered 
a choice between half-day or all-day rides, with other
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special rides offered from time to time. But in contrast to
the earlier ranches, the freely-conducted, time-independent
ride had to be eliminated on most ranches. This was
primarily due to the limited land requirements of the non- 

3working ranch. Scheduled group rides provided a practical 
replacement; they were conducted by a wrangler, and were 
usually guided over established trails.

As popular as the regular horseback ride was, the 
hallmark of the non-working guest ranch was the Western- 
styled group activity. There were many of these; they 
included such events as hay rides, breakfast rides, chuck- 
wagon steak fries, and other special equestrian group 
entertainments (see Fig. 23). Non-equestrian activities 
included square dancing, campfires under the stars (where 
sing-alongs and the telling of Western "yarns" and legends 
were the main entertainment), and similar goings-on 
(transitional-period guest ranch lists, and owner inter
views) . At several of these activities during the season, 
a,n additional "activity" often presented itself, that of 
posing for photographs while in Western dress. This was an 
excellent way to record a guest ranch visit. Most of these 
pictures were placed into family albums or sent to friends;

3. This does not appear to be universally true 
among urban area ranches, however. Evidence exists that 
some early urban ranches allowed riding without a wrangler 
("Harding .Guest Ranch," 1934) and that others organized 
group rides only after insurance provisions forced them to 
do so (Thompson interview, 1975).



Fig. 23. Chuck Wagon Supper, Non-Working Guest Ranch 
Wild Horse Ranch Club, near Tucson. Source: 
Stacey (1974, p. 23).
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however, many also found their way onto the social pages of 
home-town newspapers (Manley interview, 1975).

Special occasions gave the guests other oppor
tunities for group activities. At seasonal parties, 
parades, and other events, many of the ranch guests dressed 
up, rode horseback, and otherwise helped represent the ranch 
and its characteristic Western lifestyle. Each of the 
ranches usually had some group activities of its own 
creation, espoused or invented by the owner or by longtime 
guests, and the high, enthusiastic degree of participation 
that existed for all these activities further indicated 
the harmonic, close social togetherness evident at the 
Arizona guest ranch. The degree and style of these 
activities suggests an atmosphere rarely enjoyed at any 
other accommodation, save perhaps at a child’s summer 
camp; indeed, this last analogy, based upon the author’s 
interviews with various people involved with the industry, 
appears at times to be embarrasingly accurate.

There were other Western activities. To compensate 
for the lack of a viable cattle herd, as had existed in the 
more realistic setting of the working guest ranch, some of 
the ranches offered a more token herd, mainly for the 
entertainment of guests. Depending upon the size of the 
ranch, this herd sometimes numbered up to a hundred (which 
was still .far less than needed to support a viable cattle
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operation), but more often numbered less than ten.4 These 
cattle were sometimes used in occasional Western 
demonstration-type activities, such as roping or branding; 
or they might be used in "gymkhanas" (small, informal ranch 
rodeos). In some instances, they were used for milking, 
but on others, they were used purely for purposes of scenery 
and decoration. They were usually a financial liability, 
however, especially after the price of feed rose sharply 
during the postwar years. Therefore, by the early 1950's, 
most of these token herds had to be eliminated from guest 
ranch operations (Komarek interview, 1975).

Other ranches, with less land or inclination, 
offered these cattle-oriented activities in other ways, by 
either allowing guests to work at a nearby ranch, or in 
certain cases, by transporting the guests, en masse, to a 
nearby ranch in order for them to learn how to rope and herd 
cattle. Occasionally, the patrons tried it themselves, but 
more often, it appears that most guests preferred sitting 
on the corral fence and cheering on the wranglers and the 
more adventurous guests (Vector interview, 1975),

Even with all this emphasis on Western activity, not 
all aspects of the ranch lifestyle were Western-oriented.

4. Examples of this type of ranch have included 
Castle Rock Ranch, Tucson; Circle Z Ranch, Patagonia; El 
Rancho Diablo, Tucson; Flying E Ranch, Wickenburg; Rancho de 
los Caballeros, Wickenburg; and Ride-'n'-Rock Ranch,Phoenix.
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Most of the postwar ranches, even the smaller ones, had a 
swimming pool, and relaxation in the warm Arizona sun was a 
large part of everyday guest ranch life. Also attractive to 
the appeal of the urban guest ranch was the opportunity to 
go into town for personal or tourist purposes, a trip taken 
by almost all guests during their stay.

However, these resort pleasures alone rarely 
accounted for guests, at least at the active ranches. For 
the sun-worshipper, and others of a similar inclination, 
there were other accommodations more compatible to one's 
tastes, from resorts to apartments, lodges, inns, and 
similar establishments. But the guest ranch was a 
specialized activity, and because of the regional accent 
upon the experience, most ranches did not. really attempt to 
satisfy generalized resort tastes.

Atmosphere
The major stress put on the atmosphere of the 

ranch during this period harmoniously complemented the 
activities described; taken together, a "Western" lifestyle 
was artificially created for the patron by appealing to his 
or her Western perceptions. To a degree, this atmosphere 
was created at almost all ranches during this period; 
however, long-established ranches and working ranches were 
somewhat less enthusiastic than other ranch types in
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adopting various of the practices mentioned in the following 
paragraphs.

To create a Western atmosphere, ranches placed an 
accent upon symbolism— sometimes blatant or out-of-place, 
but more often harmoniously incorporated into the entire 
guest ranch scheme. The ranch therefore was somewhat 
limited in its freedom of appearance and organization, 
because there was such a high degree of public expectation 
as to what such a form should look like. This intended 
atmosphere was rustic and casual, and to the patron, somer- 
what resembled an idealized cattle ranch environment. In a 
practical sense, it was sufficiently diverse to deter its 
guests from boredom, but at the same time, it was low-key 
enough to allow its guests to enjoy a truly relaxing vaca
tion. This symbolic atmosphere was expressed both 
physically and culturally.

Physical Expressions. To create the physical 
expression of a ranch environment, the organization and 
appearance of the grounds, the buildings and vegetation 
followed certain loosely similar rules. The grounds, for 
example, were organized in a spacious, uncluttered pattern 
(see Fig, 24), creating the impression that the ranch was 
bigger than it actually was. The grounds were usually 
divided fairly equally between guest rooms and the main 
ranch buildings on the one hand, and the equestrian areas
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Fig. 24. Layout of Buildings, Non-Working Guest Ranch —  
Double U Guest Ranch, near Tucson.



131
on the other. Unlike many guest ranches from earlier 
periods, which centered around a two-story ranch house, the 
buildings at the non-working guest ranch were usually low; 
they were often well separated from each other by the 
desert vegetation, and in keeping with the rustic atmos
phere, building materials and architectural styles suggested 
a traditional, established appearance to the ranch complex.

The guest rooms on the ranch helped create this 
distinct, rural, Western atmosphere. Almost exclusively 
outbuildings, they commonly housed from two to five 
separate living units in each structure. Called bungalows 
or more frequently "casitas,” they were usually small— often 
uncomfortably so--and typically of simple construction.
Most were flat-roofed, and were usually constructed of 
locally-available building materials such as stone or 
adobe; however, other materials, such as stucco or brick 
were also used. Some ranches further incorporated symbolic 
(if incorrect) regional flavor into guest cottages through 
use of the Santa JFe type of architecture. Other ranches 
induced local flavor by giving names to the various units. 
These names were either Spanish in origin, or were 
regionally-descriptive names, such as that indicated in 
Fig. 25.

The main building of the ranch, however, was 
usually quite impressive. It typically had the appearance 
of being a stately but comfortable old home or estate, as
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Fig. 25. Labelling, Guest Cabin —  Rex Ranch, near Amado.
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indeed some had been previous to their becoming guest

5ranches. Almost exclusively a one-storied building, this 
central structure served as the inside gathering place for 
guests. It contained the dining room, as well as the main 
activity rooms of the ranch— recreation room, living room, 
lounge, and the like. It also normally contained the owner 
or manager's living quarters. Not surprisingly, therefore, 
it was a structure quite expansive in size. Like the guest 
quarters, it was constructed of stucco, adobe, stone, or 
brick.

The interior of the rooms— both of the guests1 
rooms and in the main ranch building-— was normally decorated 
in simple Western decor, "Western" in this case implying - an 
emphasis on warm, lucid colors tastefully blended together. 
The walls were usually soft-toned, painted stucco or 
varnished wood, and in the guest rooms had little or no 
additional decoration.

In the main ranch house, however, the walls served 
a two-fold purpose; first, they offered an historic record 
of various highlights of the ranch and the owner's personal 
memories, and as well, they held up the roof. These walls 5

5. Guest ranches begun in this period originated 
from a variety of previous uses. Some of the ranches were 
previously rural estates, and others converted into guest 
ranches after previous institutional uses. Most facilities, 
however, appear to have become guest ranches due to 
construction around the property of a properly-situated 
private home.
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were constructed of materials similar to guest room walls; 
however, they looked vastly different, in that they were 
often cluttered with memorabilia supplied either by the 
owner, or as a donation by previous guests. Such items 
included paintings, animal trophies and hides, Indian 
(particularly Navajo) rugs, shelves of books of all kinds, 
and as often as not, an astounding assortment of knick- 
knacks , often of a highly creative nature.

The rooms of the main ranch house buildings were 
quite large and spacious (see Fig. 26), and most had a 
relatively high, open wood-beamed ceiling. The floors were 
often bare, and most main rooms featured one or more fire
places. The furniture that existed lent a homelike, rustic 
quality to the room, and included overstuffed chairs, 
wagon-wheel chandeliers, varnished-wood coffee tables, and 
other one-of-a-kind yet functional pieces. An emphasis was 
put upon the warm wooden quality of the furniture, and at 
some ranches, this wood was etched in branding symbols.

Other features away from these buildings lent 
further regional perspective to the ranch. The entrance
way to the ranch, for example, was characteristically marked 
by a familiar three-piece overhead gate, as pictured in 
Fig. 27, This garnishment is well-known as a Western ranch 
symbol, but is totally non-functional in a guest ranch 
setting (except for atmosphere, and for promotional 
purposes). For that matter, it has long been an
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Fig. 26. Interior of Main Living Room, Resort-Oriented 
Ranch —  Rancho de los Caballeros, near 
Wickenburg.



Fig. 27. Entrance Gates, Non-Working Ranches —  (a)
Double U Guest Ranch, near Tucson; (b) Saddle 
and Surrey Ranch Resort, near Tucson.



Fig. 27. Entrance Gates, Non-Working Ranches
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anachronistic cultural form in those ranching areas not 
dominated by tourist influence, and its recent distribution 
in the Southwest, in fact, has probably been limited to 
guest ranches and to small, often subdivided "gentleman 
ranches" which exist principally on the fringe of Arizona's 
two largest urban areas. (By way of contrast, working guest 
ranches of this period, like their earlier counterpartsf 
marked their entrances less symbolically, as indicated in 
Fig. 28.) They did so through use of a simple adobe pillar, 
adobe gate standards, or even with no particular markings 
at all.

The entrance pathway also helped convey the rustic 
mood of the ranch. An interesting contrast is provided-— . 
the entranceway was usually unpaved and of fairly rough 
dirt; on the other hand, many ranches went to great pains 
to express their accessibility by paved road (descriptive 
transitional-period ranch lists). In other cases, however, 
it appears that local guest ranches have espoused the 
continued unpaved condition of the local roads closest to 
their entrance, in order to keep a more rural atmosphere 
(Pomeroy, 1957, p, 169).  ̂ This duality, between the 
roughness immediately surrounding the ranch and the ranch's

6. Since guest ranch owners, as property owners, 
have often had the power to determine whether or not local 
roads should be paved, it appears that several ranches have 
chosen to keep their local roads unpaved to retain a more rural atmosphere.



Fig. 28. Entrance Gates, Contemporary Working Guest 
Ranches —  (a) Elkhorn ranch, near Three 
Points; note ranch house above right side of 
gate; (b) Rex Ranch, near Amado.



Fig. 28. Entrance Gates, Contemporary Working Guest 
Ranches
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ease of accessibility to local amenities, further 
exemplified a basic idea of the transitional guest ranch, 
of allowing the rural West to be made available to the 
patron within easy reach of civilization.

Other elements around the ranch which have conveyed 
Western symbolism have been more obvious, They have 
included wooden fences along conspicuously visible borders 
of the ranch? a triangle, bell, or gong, used to call the 
guests to dinner; and other, less popular items, such as 
decorative covered wagons, old stagecoaches, unused brand
ing irons, and similar Western-type paraphernalia (see 
Fig. 29). . '

The vegetation on the ranch grounds was yet 
another method to convey regional feeling. The major method 
of doing this was simply to preserve the local vegetation on 
the ranch grounds as it was. Though most ranches did this, 
it was a phenomenon relatively rare in long-term accommoda
tions of the time, most of which seemed to specialize in 
well-cut lawns and shrubbery.

To accentuate this natural vegetation, many ranches 
had a representative collection of prominent local plant 
life displayed somewhere on the grounds (Fig. 30). In most 
cases, this collection consisted primarily of several 
species of wildflowers and cactus; of the latter type, 
common species included century plants, prickly pear, 
cholla, yucca, and perhaps the best known and most symbolic
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Fig. 29. Buckboard, Non-Working Guest Ranch —  
Verde Guest Ranch, near Tucson.

Tanque



Fig. 30. Cactus Gardens, Contemporary Ranches —  (a)
Rex Ranch, near Amado; note abundance of exotic 
wildflowers; (b) Saddle and Surrey Ranch, near 
Tucson; note exotic species in background.



141

Fig. 30. Cactus Gardens, Contemporary Ranches
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of all Arizona plants, the saguaro cactus. In many cases, 
the existent cacti in the cactus garden were not 
indigenous to that particular ranch location; unlike later 
ranches, however, they were almost exclusively native 
Arizona plants. These collections were normally found in 
conspicuous places*--near the entrance to the main ranch 
building, near the pool area, or along the roadway leading 
into the ranch.

Cultural Conditioning. To go along with these 
physical recreations, the guest was also exposed to other 
practices which reminded the visitor that, indeed, he was 
part of the embodiment of what the West was all about. For 
instance, even the most casual visitor often dressed up in 
Western clothing of a quite distinct nature. Similar to the 
modes of dress chosen by the earlier ranch guests, but 
bolder and more complete, the sartorial makeup in this 
period included any and all of the following: boots, hat, 
chaparejos, bandannas, Western-styled shirts (bright in 
color, and with snaps instead of buttons), and the ever- 
popular Levi’s jeans (Burt, 1924, p. 59; "Why a Dude Ranch 
Vacation?,” 1949, p. 18), With the swelling in popularity 
in Western ranch vacations. Western clothes became a more 
instrumental part of a patron's vacation. Western clothes 
became subject to style changes, too; thus, the de rigueur 
ranch guest who periodically visited an Arizona ranch
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had to re-equip his wardrobe from time to time (Sutherland, 
1953, p. 343).

As well as looking "Western," the proper "dude" 
also had to learn to act the part. He slipped into the 
role in several ways, primarily through his acculturation 
into the Western vocabulary and accent, but also through 
his initiation into the special Western ways of doing 
things.

First, he needed to adjust his vocabulary to deal 
with the exigencies of guest ranch life. It took a few 
days to perfect the "lingo," but after awhile, even the 
"tenderfoot" ranch guest was usually familiar with the 
following words: "chuck" for a meal, "critter" for an 
animal, "mosey" for walking or strolling, "cayuse" for a 
horse, "hankering" for wanting something, "spell" for 
awhile, and other unique "Westernisms" ["Tucson, Dude Ranch 
Capitol of the World," 1958; Kuhn, 1931), But as well as 
the correct words, the accent, usually slurred, was all- 
important as well; the dropping of the "g" was most 
instrumental to the acquisition of this dialect, A good 
smattering of well-pronounced Spanish words (riata, corral, 
ramada, and lariat usually sufficed for the initial ranch 
guest) rounded out his alteration of speech.

Equally important to changing his speech and 
vocabulary, however, was learning proper Western customs. 
There were several that were most generally emphasized. The
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correct Western method of horseback riding is perhaps the 
most obvious example, but other correct Western customs 
extended from the proper Western ways of meeting strangers 
(with a hearty "Hi, y'all!" or other effervescent opening 
line), to performing unique Western activities, such as 
rope-twirling-, cigarette-rolling, bandanna-tying, and even 
the correct way to wear an "officially Western" Stetson 
hat ("Why a Dude Ranch Vacation?," 1949, p. 18; Southern 
Pacific Railroad, 1953). The practices involved in wearing 
the Stetson are especially interesting, because its proper 
method of wearing has differed from area to area within the 
West (Corle, 1941, p. 221).

To complete this immersion in atmosphere, the 
history, legends and romance of a particular ranch and 
its vicinity were often stressed. Because Arizona has had 
more than its share of actual cowboy and pioneer history, 
it was not difficult to tell many intriguing tales to 
guests that were based upon fact. However, facts were 
occasionally sidestepped for the sake of creative fiction. 
Many ranch guests still perceived themselves as part of the 
"Old West"; therefore, "to satisfy the guests' demands . , . 
the managers of these 'spreads' stress the local customs 
and traditions, dramatize all the pioneer history they can 
unearth, and fabricate whatever they feel will add interest 
or romance to the setting" (Federal Writers' Project,
1940, p. 393).
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Clientele

Considering the great changes in the guest ranch 
industry— -from working to primarily non-working ranches, 
and from primarily rural ranches to an increasing majority 
of urban ranches— the kind of clientele actually changed 
relatively little. However, the way in which they viewed 
the ranch (.as shall be explained in the following sections) 
substantially differed from previous perceptions. .

In terms of the income of patrons, the majority 
were still relatively wealthy, and these wealthier persons 
continued to patronize the ranches much as they had at the 
working ranches, by staying for rather long periods of time, 
and by returning to the ranch on a fairly consistent basis 
(consensus, transitional-period guest ranch owners 
[Appendix IJ), However, because of the expansion of the 
industry, many ranches (particularly those established after 
World War II) began to attract persons of somewhat diminished 
means. These persons, by no means poor or even of the 
working class, were, however, in occupational groups (such 
as teaching, law, medicine, and administration, to name a *
few examples) that allowed them less leisure time. There
fore, they characteristically stayed at the ranches for 
shorter time periods than did the wealthier guests 
(Burden, 1974),

A majority of these guests continued to attend the 
ranches through word-of-mouth recommendation. However, an
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increasing number of them began finding out about guest 
ranches through more commercial avenues; that is, they 
either contacted the urban chambers of commerce, responded 
to railroad advertising brochures, or answered generalized 
or specific written advertisements, exemplified by those 
shown in Fig. 31.

The age of persons at the non-working ranches 
varied considerably. Older persons, not significantly in 
evidence at the earlier ranches, began to be more prevalent 
at the less active of these newer ranches. They 
particularly preferred the rest-and-relaxation-type of 
guest ranches. However, some longtime patrons of earlier 
ranches, which were more advanced in years, also frequented 
many of the more active ranches as well. This was because 
some patrons returned to the guest ranch year after year, 
often for many years; in one extreme case at a Western- 
oriented resort hotel in Arizona, a guest visited for 
seventy years in a row (Catalan interview^ 1974),

While older persons thus did not generally 
patronize the more active ranches, those young enough to 
have school-aged children also tended to avoid them, except 
during the three main vacation periods'— Thanksgiving,
.Christmas, and Easter (consensus, transitional-period ranch 
owners). This paucity of younger adults was due to the 
fact that ranch schools— and boys1 and girls’ schools in 
general, where some children had been able to vacation near
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their parents—^were becoming slightly less common than 
before (Burden, 1974). Also, fewer ranches offered tutors 
at the ranches themselves, and fewer families brought their 
own tutors. It has also been suggested that this lack of 
school-aged children was due to the increasing lack of 
cooperation from public schools in allowing school-aged 
children to take longer vacations, even when these vacations 
did promise alternative formal education (Burden, 1974; 
Rothschild interview, 1974) .

Therefore, the main clientele at guest ranches was 
composed of persons aged between forty and sixty-five years 
(Waugh, 1955, p. 7). However, enough family groups 
attended the ranch during vacations to substantially modify 
this total reliance on the over-forty generation.

The major points of origin of the earlier ranch 
patrons— principally large Eastern cities such as Chicago, 
New York, Cleveland, and similar locations— continued to 
be important in attracting visitors to later southern 
Arizona guest ranches. However, three major specific 
changes came into evidence. For one thing, most ranches 
began to have a more dispersed pattern of guests, owing to 
the broader, more established appeal that the Western- 
oriented guest ranch enjoyed. Also, a few guests from 
small towns and rural areas began to appear on the ranch, 
as might b.e expected in a form not emphasizing its rustic, 
rural qualities to the degree that earlier guest ranches
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had. Finally, guests began to be attracted to a greater 
degree from other areas than the Midwest and the East.
More visitors began to come from California, and a smatter
ing of guests hailed from almost every section of the 
country. Though fewer guests naturally came from states 
with small population bases or depressed income levels, 
guests came from all over the United States, with the 
notable exception of the desert southwest itself (consensus, 
transitional-period guest registers and files).

In regards to the types of guests allowed, some 
ranches placed restrictions on who their patrons might be 
(as had several of the earlier ranches). But some of these 
later ranches had different reasons for their restrictions, 
for with the success of the form, a certain amount of 
specialization began to occur. For instances, some ranches 
did not allow single, unaccompanied parties, others did not 
allow children (or allowed them for only part of the 
season), and still others catered particularly to certain 
religious faiths (descriptive transitional-period ranch 
lists).

While several of the ranches thus put certain limits 
on their patronage, these ranches did not.become nearly as 
socially isolated and clublike as had occurred at many of 
the earlier guest ranches, and few of these newer ranches 
required references. Some did, to be sure, but not many.
An easy explanation exists for this, in that many
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transitional ranches just did not last long enough to build 
up a consistent clientele (see Appendices D, E, and G).
Of those ranches that did last, there were some patrons 
that repeated from year to year; however, relatively few 
ranches attracted a sufficiently high percentage of 
repetitive clientele to create a restricted, close-knit 
group.

How can this change be explained? Perhaps the best 
explanation lies in the scale of guest ranching at this time, 
especially during the post-World War II period. As shall be 
seen, the guest ranch at this time was a well-known, rela
tively competitive vacation alternative ("Sunshine For 
Sale," 1951, p. 18). Therefore, people at many ranches 
did not choose to return to the ranch as regularly as had 
the relatively loyal ranch guests of a previous era. In a 
comparative sense, these later patrons saw no particular 
value in associating with the. same people from one year to 
the next; instead, many varied their ranch vacations with 
other kinds of vacation experiences.

Once on the ranch, however, most patrons enjoyed the 
environment enough that they stayed there. To be sure, the 
urbanv-area guest ranch offered a freer, kind of environment, 
in that local amenities provided more off-ranch oppor
tunities to the patrons than had the isolated, confined 
atmosphere of the rural ranches. Even so, most patrons 
chose to spend the large majority of their time on the
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ranch, associating with the other ranch guests while 
absorbing the special lifestyle that the Arizona desert 
guest ranches had made uniquely possible (consensus, 
transitional period).

Image of the Transitional Guest Ranch 
Based upon the differing appearance, customs, and 

activity complement at the ranch during the transitional 
period, it appears obvious that patrons were attracted 
there for different reasons than in previous years,

But what specifically composed this attraction? In 
an article published in late 1949, Walter J. Hartwig, 
editor of the Magazine Tucson, gave six reasons for the 
attraction of the Arizona dude ranch at the time (."Why a 
Dude Ranch Vacation?," 1949, p. 18). They were; CD 
unexcelled climate; (2) complete change of pace; (3) 
constant, healthful sunshine; (4) romantic, colorful 
scenery; (5) proximity to Old Mexico, and (6) big vacation 
value. Advertisements, like those shown in Fig. 31, 
provide another clue. However, the most obvious evidence 
exists from an examination of the activities and atmosphere 
of this ranch form. From this, it appears that the most 
desired goals of the patron's visit during the transitional 
guest ranch period became (1) his ability to participate in 
the pageantry and customs of the special Arizona lifestyle, 
and (2) the lure of warm, sunny weather. (These conclusions
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tend to reinforce the first four points made above; however, 
there appears to be little evidence that the latter two 
points were significant in attracting guests.)

Greater sophistication became a trend in the 
industry. On a practical level, this meant that guests 
began to desire change in their guest ranch lifestyle, 
from an attempt to "rough it" to the seeking of less 
realistic— though still Western-pleasures. In comparison 
to the early ranch, these new desires resulted in the 
several specific changes of priorities. First, the attrac
tion of climate and novelty came to be increasingly 
important. Second, the appeal of ranch life, strong at 
early ranches, became translated at the transitional ranch 
into Western life instead. Finally, several factors which 
had helped popularize the early guest ranch, such as the 
lure of rugged, wide-open activity and close-knit social 
intercourse, came to be somewhat de-emphasized.

By the 19401s the beneficial winter climate of 
Arizona had become well-known to most Americans. While 
Arizona's guest ranches did not attract those who came 
solely for sun-worshipping, it did appeal to many who 
liked to balance this with more exerting activity. This 
variety is stressed in the following quote, excerpted from 
a 1953 tourist brochure:

There is a law in Arizona which says a wise 
man and his wife may sit in deckchairs in the 
sun all afternoon and listen to their nerves
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untangle. There is another law which says 
strenuous people may play their heads off if 
they insist.

But the great, quiet excitement— the thing 
you've come here for-— is to absorb Arizona's way 
of life. So, perched on the corral fence in the 
sun, you listen to the ranch gossip and watch 
an impromptu rodeo. You climb down from the 
corral fence and stroll toward your casita, too 
lazy perhaps for the pack trip or chuck-wagon 
hayride under the stars tonight. . . . Perhaps 
you see a deckchair and stretch out . . . just 
relax and lie back. . . . There's a hawk 
circling, 1 way up there, in a beautiful sky 
. . .  a girl, riding all alone over on that 
mesa . . . perhaps you fall asleep in the warm 
sun. There is a law in Arizona which says you 
may. In fact, that's what the Lord made Arizona 
winters for (Southern Pacific Railroad, 1953, 
n.p.).

Romanticism of the guest ranch life, a variable but 
definite factor in the lure of early guest ranch patrons, 
continued its popularity well into the 1940's and 1950's. 
There was a difference as to how this was expressed in the 
two periods, however. In the early days, romance was 
directed toward the patron himself, a direct participant in 
the guest ranch experience. But by the late 1930's, 1940's, 
and early 1950's, the greater part of this romance had been 
transferred to the landscape instead, a landscape to which 
the guest was a somewhat less active observer than in an 
earlier era, Passages concerning the "effete majesty" of 
the Southwest often waxed long and eloquently, an example 
here being provided by Hartwig:

The Southwest is a land of sunshine, a land 
of vast distances, of crumpled brown mountains, 
cacti-studded desert and low grassy hills. It
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is the country of contrast that is sharp and 
unpredictable. The spaciousness of this land 
and the endlessness of the sky unite to make 
this scenic display different to the beholder 
from any thing he has seen ever before.

Here man can play truant from the stress 
of modern living and raise his eyes to the far 
horizons and the grandeur that is contained in 
the wide vistas of earth and sky. Time seems 
to pause,- and the hurrying moments of city life 
lose their importance when one steps into this 
warm, crystal, sun-drenched scene. This is the 
land of manana, of deep communion with a nature 
that is profound, mysterious and filled with a 
wondrous magic. The Southwest is for anyone 
and everyone who shares its rugged horizons and 
breathes its clean, clear air, and unforgettable 
experience ("Why a Dude Ranch Vacation?," 1949, 
p. 18).

However, the ranch guest was not a totally divorced, 
impartial part of this majestic scene, Hartwig continues:

The Southwest is a land of romance, It is 
America's last frontier where history lies only 
around the corner. Cities and autos and fences 
have taken their toll, but if one has a horse 
and saddle, one can get away from the towns and 
the highways and know the feel of the great open 
spaces as they were when the first covered wagon 
train struggled across the wilderness. But the 
Southwest is more than the last frontier, more 
than breath-taking scenic displays. It is a way 
of life, A way of life that is informal and 
friendly and good for the soul. Nothing else is 
so typical of this life as the ranches— the 
working ranches where cattle are run and cow 
ponies are bred; the dude ranches where the 
tenderfoot is gently corraled and broken to what 
will probably linger in his memory as the finest 
vacation he could have anywhere on the face of 
the world. To become a dude is a truly heart
warming experience ("Why a Dude Ranch Vacation?,"
1949, p. 18).

Given the freedom and spaciousness that the guest 
ranch experience implied, a visit became the epitome of the
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Western romantic dream to many Easterners. The guest 
ranch was pictured as the perfect, story-book locale where 
the fortunate young female might fall in love with (and, 
as often as not, live happily ever after with) a tanned, 
swarthy wrangler.^

In summary, the guest ranch vacation during this 
period came to assume a more symbolic importance as the 
form deemphasized its working-ranch and other isolated 
situations in favor of the more varied activities at non- 
working ranches closer to the cities. The lure of the West 
was still very much in evidence in its attraction of guests 
to the ranches of Arizona. However, the realism of the 
early guest ranch experience began to fade. Furthermore, 
it was. no longer known for its close social flavor; rather, 
it was more of a standard vacation form, with a changing 
clientele that made repeated social contacts impossible. 
Part of this change, as has been explained, was due to a 
decreased desire for the patron to "rough it" at such a 
realistic level; however, the changing image of the land
scape also played an integral part in the differing appeal 
of the transitional guest ranch. A description of this 
new regional image is the ^ubject of the following section, 7

7. A generation or more of pulp Western romances 
dwelt on this and other closely similar themes. For an 
example, "see "I Married a Cowboy" (1949, pp. 38-39) .
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Influence of the Arizona Environment Upon 

the Transitional Guest Ranch

Factors Influencing the Image of Arizona 
During the Transitional Guest Ranch Period

By the late 1940's, when the transitional guest 
ranch was most well-developed, Arizona bore a significantly 
altered image than it had in the 19201s or early 1930's.
Like the guest ranch, Arizona's image became far more 
influenced by the sun and leisure, more well-known and less 
provincial in character. There were several major factors 
bringing about this change, including (1) increased ease of 
accessibility to, and circulation within, Arizona; (2) 
increased public knowledge of the state; (3) increased 
tourist growth; and (.4) Arizona's economic and demographic 
growth.

First, Arizona in the late 1930's was just beginning 
to become accessible to the bulk of the American travelling 
public. This was true by several criteria. For one thing, 
the road system was improving; from almost no paved rural 
roads in the late 1920's, most major intercity highways had 
become paved by the early 1940's (comparison of Arizona 
Highway Department maps between the late 1920's and early 
1940's), The highway system was also becoming more 
extensive. By 1940, in fact, the Arizona arterial network 
was becoming quite complete; indeed, except for mileage 
built for some new freeways, the essential framework, of
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today's highways had taken shape (comparison of maps by 
Arizona Highway Department, early 1940's, with Arizona 
Department of Transportation, 1975). In addition, however, 
other Western states were also improving their major 
routes, with the result being that transcontinental travel 
by automobile was no longer considered an ordeal after 1940 
(Bliss, 1972,p. xiv).8

The prewar years also witnessed the rise of the 
American automobile vacation. As a result, an ever-
increasing number of car-conscious Americans began to 
discover the scenic and climatic benefits gained by travel 
to the American West. Arizona was a major.part of that 
tourist boom, both because of its many National Parks and 
Monuments, but also because of its climatic and cultural 
benefits broadcast in sources described below. The state 
attracted tourists both because of its geographic juxtaposi
tion between the East and Southern California, but also as 
a significant focal point of its own.

This tourist growth, a counterpart to guest ranch 
growth, was in evidence everywhere. Meinig (1971, p. 76) 
reported that by 1940, "every town and hamlet on a paved 
road in the Southwest had ^ts gasoline stations, roadside

8, To quote from the Foreword: "An arbitrary cutoff 
date Ifor chronologically ending this work] was set up at 
1940 although no account later than 1938 has been included. 
It was felt by that date the excitement and adventure of a 
trans-continental trip were gone. It had, indeed, become an 
every day occurrence,"
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lunch counters,. souvenir shops, and auto courts to lure the 
ever-greater traffic." The number of other tourist 
facilities— lodges, hotels, "motels," and inns— mushroomed 
as well (transitional-period accommodations lists).

Statistically, growth was reflected in greatly 
increased amounts of automobile traffic to the state, much 
of it from outside of the state, and by total tourist 
expenditures. Total automobile passenger traffic into 
Arizona, for example, increased three-fold during this 
period; it rose from a 1939 level of 626,091, to a figure 
twice that seven years later (see Table 5 and Fig. 32). By 
1953, this total had exceeded two million per year. More 
specifically, out-of-state traffic across Arizona’s eastern . 
borders (Table 6) grew at a rate almost as comparable, from 
an average flow of 727 cars per day in 1939 to over 2250 
cars per day in 1953. Tourist expenditures in the state 
also grew; though statistically insignificant before the 
establishment of the guest ranch, they had created a 
hundred-million-dollar-a-year industry by 1950 (Table 7),

Arizona was also becoming better known to the public 
as a distinctive state in America’s Southwest, Many sources 
helped bring this about; however, the leader, the 
crystallizing force in the selling of the virtues of the 
state was probably the magazine Arizona Highways.

Its growth as a magazine is closely allied with the 
growth of the state's tourism. In 1940, when Arizona
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Table 5. Motor Vehicles Annually Entering Arizona 

(Passenger Cars Only), 1939-1974

Year
Number 

of Vehicles Year
Number 

of Vehicles
1939 626,091 1957 2,841,537
1940 704,336 1958 2,908,028
1941 877,880 1959 3,126,228
1942 679,430 1960 3,270,207
1943 453,332 1961 3,512,500
1944 461,946 1962 3,918,400
1945 854,979 1963 4,163,300
1946 1,332,730 1964 4,214,200
1947 1,296,880 1965 4,521,800
1948 1,303,140 1966 4,552,500
1949 1,275,886 1967 4,551,300
1950 1,473,140 1968 5,006,000
1951 1,739,818 1969 5,606,500
1952 1,993,442 1970 6,437,100
1953 2,113,264 1971 6,420,700
1954 2,092,208 1972 7,205,900
1955 2,347,554 1973 7,560,200
1956 2,745,148 1974 6,648,400

Source; Valley National Bank (various editions of
1948-1975), Compiled from figures generated by the Arizona 
Commission of Agriculture and Horticulture.
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Table 6, Annual Average 24-Hour Traffic Volumes 

Selected Highways Leading Into Southern 
from the East, 1937-1974, Foreign (Out- 
Passenger Cars Only

for
Arizona
of-State)

Year
Ariz, 86 
(1-10) U.S. 70 U.S. 80 Total

1937 170 550 160 880
1938 ‘ 118 484 196 798
1939 128 401 198 727
1940 ' 187 386 171 744
1941 334 527 190 1051
1942 299 336 105 740
1943 206 235 58 499
1944 274 218 52 544
1945 467 418 86 971
1946 950 754 142 1846
1947 1157 598 111 1866
1948 1141 545 142 1848
1949 917 369 137 1423
1950 1135 405 99 16391951 1335 340 147 1822
1952 2097 373 184 2654
1953 1619 518 123 2260
1954 1612 475 211 2298
1955 1455 492 214 2159
1956 1462 425 207 2094
1957 1624 530 234 2388
1958 1768 623 199 2590
1959 1689 741 219 2649
1960 1864 776 246 2886
1961 1597 685 217 2499
1962 1577 766 208 25511963 1625 614 208 24471964 1822 579 276 26771965 1612 683 . 235 2530
1966 1742 804 ; 244 2790
1967 1724 601 216 25411968 2296 662 188 31461969 2862 638 . 159 36591970 3064 " 212 158 3434
1971 3333 340 139 3812
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Table 6. — Continued

Year
Ariz. 86 
(1-10) U.S. 70 U.S. 80 Total

1972 3416 259 176 3851
1973 3108^ 227 157a 3492
1974 2300a 190a 90a 2580a

^Figures rounded off to the nearest ten. Source: 
Arizona Highway Department (various editions, 1939-1975).
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Table 7. Estimated Annual Tourist Expenditures in Arizona, 

1950-1974

1950 $100 million 1962 $350 million
1951 $120 million 1963 $375 million
1952 $135 million 1964 $400 million
1953 $150 million 1965 $420 million
1954 $160 million 1966 $450 million
1955 $180 million 1967 $480 million
1956 $200 million' 1968 $500 million
1957 $225 million 1969 $530 million
1958 $250 million 1970 $565 million
1959 $280 million 1971 $600 million
1960 $290 million 1972 $650 million
1961 $320 million 1973 $690 million

•• • 1974 $680 million

1975).
Source: Valley National Bank 
Figures generated by the bank

(editions of 1951-
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tourism was still relatively small, the magazine was first 
coming into its own as a scenic advertisement of the state, 
after having served for some time as a highway-construction 
newsletter (Cooper, 1973, p. 31). At this time, its 
circulation was about 10,000— hardly an impressive figure. 
However, by 1948, less than a decade later, its circulation 
had climbed to 180,000 primarily out-of-state subscribers, 
and its December holiday issue boasted a distribution of 
350,000. These figures made Arizona Highways the most 
popular among the thirty-odd state-supported magazines that 
have existed; today, its preeminence in that field is even 
more pronounced (Cooper,1973, pp. 102, 104).

Its style was, and still is, unique. Through its 
consistent, simple format developed by longtime editor 
Raymond Carlson, the magazine sold more than beautiful 
photographs and inspiring articles; as well, it sold a way 
of life, a state of existence. Through its emphasis on the 
majesty of the Grand Canyon, the spirited, simple aura of 
the Navajo Indians, the graceful, natural splendor of the 
cacti, and other themes pecularily Arizonan, it identified 
and popularized the state to tourists, and well helped 
give the state an image, as the heart of a new, inviting, 
peculiarly Southwestern region (Cooper, 1973, pp, 48-49). 
With its broad appeal, its pages served as a magnet around 
those who had been there and wanted to remember it, and as 
a publication of planning and dreaming for those whose
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excursion to Arizona had not yet materialized (Cooper,
1973, pp. 118-119).

Of course, Arizona Highways was far from alone in 
advertising the state. To the general reader or potential 
tourist, much data also came from railroad publications, 
local magazines, and chamber-of-commerce data. In 
comparison to- Arizona Highways, most of these publications 
took a more down-to-earth, practical approach in promoting 
the state. Because Arizona was more accessible than in 
earlier years, the West that was advertised tended to be 
more clearly divided between its abstract, romantic ideals 
on the one hand, and the actual vacation experience on the 
other. This was unlike most of the long-winded, ethereal 
prose that, as has been seen, described the virtues of the 
state in the 1920's and 1930's.

A typical advertisement to the state was worded this
way:

Let the S.P. [Southern Pacific Railroad] take 
you to the warm heart of Arizona, the place the sun 
goes in the winter, and there you'll find exactly 
what you want. A king's luxury, at a resort hotel?
. . . A guest ranch, even a "working ranch," where 
you can punch cattle and rope "dogies" and ride for 
your health? . . . Or, like most of us, a medium 
sort of vacation resort, comfortable, friendly?
The Southwest sunshine country has them in abundance. 
We promise you one thing. However you choose to 
live, like a cowboy or king, you'll relax. Whether 
you ride, rope, love, dance, swim, or just sit in 
the sun and tan your hide for a week, a month, the 
rest of your days, Arizona will free your spirit.
The desert's too roomy for pettiness or taut nerves, 
and you'll discover a new mood and way of life when



Southern Pacific, the greatest railroad of the 
Great West, takes you at last to Arizona (Southern 
Pacific Railroad, 1953, n.p.).

Scenes inside the same advertisement spotlighted some of the 
most enjoyable of these distinct pleasures, such as the 
sunsets, chuck-wagon suppers, the golf courses, riding in a 
desert wash, several brightly-colored Western costumes, and 
instructions on how to do such "Western" things as roll 
your own cigarette, wear a Western hat, twirl a rope, and 
how to get accustomed to the quaint Western vocabulary and 
accent.

Finally, Arizona's economic and demographic sectors 
were quickly becoming more developed. As evidenced by her 
road buildup, Arizona's rangelands were quickly becoming 
more accessible. Though Arizona's population, 37th in rank 
among the states, was still small by national standards 
(Table 2), her 1950 population of 750,000 was more than 
double her 1920 total. This growth was accentuated in its 
two largest cities; as a result, the Phoenix area's 1950 
population of 200,Q00r-plus gave it a somewhat cosmopolitan 
air, while Tucson's 45,000 residents gave the city a 
comfortable balance between urban amenities and small-town 
color.

With this image, of romantic Western flavor in a 
climatically-equable environment, Arizona tourism flourished 
throughout, the 1940' s— particularly after World War II— and 
well into the 1950's. As has been shown, the most
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representative vehicle to enjoy this unique lifestyle was 
the wintertime guest ranch. Being a uniquely Western 
institution, in the heart of the West as far as America's 
winter visitors were concerned, the guest ranch was, in the 
words of one longtime guest ranch owner, "the icing on 
Arizona's tourist cake" (Jackson interview, 1974); in other 
words, it was never a majority accommodational form by 
itself in the state, but it did serve as the directing force 
behind Arizona's tourism as a whole. It was thus the 
natural vacation destination for those who wanted most the 
benefits that the special Arizona lifestyle had to offer. 
However, as shall be seen", this kind of regionally- 
conscious motivation, of desiring to "be Western," 
eventually helped spell the end of this distinct Western 
flavor, partly due simply to this tourist overexposure.

Influence of the Transitional Guest Ranch 
on Arizona Tourism

Far more than in the early guest ranch period, the 
guest ranch during the transitional period had several 
directly accessory effects upon the Arizona tourist scene. 
First, it helped bring back the popularity, if only for a 
brief time, of working guest ranches; second, it engendered 
many guest ranch imitations, and third, it influenced the 
character and physical appearance of several Arizona 
communities which were located near concentrations of 
ranches.
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An initial effect of the renewed vigor in postwar 

Arizona tourism, centered around the guest ranch, brought 
about a modest rebirth in working guest ranch activity, at 
least in certain areas of Central and Southern Arizona 
(see Figs. 15 and 18). These newer stock ranches were 
functionally similar to other working ranches? however, they 
were located closer to Tucson and Phoenix, usually within a 
sixty- to eighty-mile radius; an especially fertile area 
for these new ranches were the grasslands between Patagonia 
and Elgin. Because of their proximity to urban areas, they 
were not as isolated as many earlier working ranch guests.

These ranches were, almost without exception, not 
particularly large ranches, as most were less than five 
thousand acres in extent; neither were they particularly 
profitable, judging by their length of time in operation 
(transitional-period guest ranch lists). • But they were 
numerous, since their numbers were augmented by many other 
ranchers who became guest ranchers on only an informal 
basis. Therefore, between these two groups it was esti
mated in 1950 that fully one-half of the ranches in the state 
were devoted, wholly or in part, to guest ranching (Bailey, 
1950, p. 98).

These ranches were sometimes owned by so-called 
"gentlemen ranchers." There were an increasing number of 
these persons. They were relatively wealthy, idealistic 
Easterners whose guiding philosophy was that "cattle
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ranching would be a picturesque way of spending their money, 
and fully succeeded in just that," as one skeptical native 
phrased it (Thruelson, 1951, p. 78). Many of these ranchers 
were generally ignorant about the technicalities, skills 
and economics of operating a stock ranch. Indeed, many had 
received their initial exposure to Arizona life through 
their vacations, some years previously, on guest ranches 
themselves; from this experience, they were thus "sold" on 
Arizona and its way of life (Kolbe interview, 1975;
Thompson interview, 1975). While most of these transplanted 
Easterners opted for pure stock ranching rather than guest 
ranching, the opening of one's own ranch— of either type—  
was often the fulfillment of an ultimate sort of experience, 
and certainly worthy of financial loss (Smith, 1971).
Because of their inexperience, however, many of these 
ranchers did not fare well. Consequently, most of the 
recently-opened working ranches closed, at least for 
commercial guest use, within two to three years of their 
founding.

Second, the tendency to imitate the guest ranch was 
also felt quite strongly at this time. It is axiomatic that 
success breeds imitation, and the success of the Arizona 
dude ranch, both in popularizing the state and in casting 
its image upon the state's tourist image, offered no 
exception to this rule. Therefore, many facets of the guest 
ranch were imitated, both in their outward appearance— their



names, architectural styles, and so forth— and in the 
lifestyle that they promulgated.

This imitation occurred in several ways. For 
example, the name "guest ranch" came to represent a truly 
astounding variety of forms. Some of these "imitations" 
were expressly designed to be comparable, though less 
active forms?- in other words, they looked similar to guest 
ranches in atmosphere and symbolism, but did not accent 
horseback riding or other exerting outdoor activities at 
all. (These ranches have been referred to previously in 
this chapter, in discussing the patronage habits of older 
guest ranch visitors.) Such "guest ranches" were located 
in the same area as the more predominant suburban hotels,, 
inns, and lodges, which were in a ring also, but closer to 
the town limits (see Figs. 21 and 22). Indeed, many of the 
so-called guest ranches in the Phoenix area were simply 
temporary name alterations for other resortvtype forms 
(Appendix D),

Other "guest ranches, however, attempted to cash in 
on the unique activity complement and atmosphere that actual 
guest ranches offered. They thus resembled actual guest 
ranches, but were not genuine because of an inadequate 
number of activities, guests, or facilities. The name 
"guest ranch" seemed to have an instantly salable 
quality about it during the late 1930's through the early 
1950's, particularly in the two urban areas? in that role,
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they became synonymous for almost any type of accommodation 
during that time-period (Lowery interview, 1974). Because 
of this breadth of function, it seemed that just about any
body who wanted to go into business for himself at that 
time could do so, at a minimum of expense, by going into the 
guest ranch business (Kolbe interview, 1975; Conklin inter
view, 1975). He did this by simply buying a small parcel of 
rural land near the city, putting up a few rustic-looking 
outbuildings, and proclaiming his intentions.

There thus appeared a large number of small, some
what shoddily-constructed "ranches" on the urban-fringe 
landscape; advertisements on ranch lists often suggested a 
close resemblance to more bona-fide guest ranches, but 
because most did not offer a genuine guest ranch lifestyle, 
they tended to give the bigger, more reputable guest ranches 
a bad name (Wilson, 1974; "What Is a Dude Ranch Like?,"
1953). Remarks Boyd Wilson (1974), longtime owner and 
proprietor of a working ranch near Tucson, "it got so that 
anybody with a few chickens and an orchard was calling him
self the owner of a guest ranch." Sophie Burden, longtime 
proprietor of the well-known Remuda Ranch in Wickenburg, 
agrees; she has stated that "an extra room and a nag" often 
brought the same ill-earned title (Burden> 1974),

The authenticity of such operations varied, of 
course, from ranch to ranch; Some establishments, through 
their advertisements, stated or implied facts about their
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ranch that, when compared to reality, bordered on fraud or 
deception. However, the majority of these smaller ranches 
did not pretend to be fully active ranches, and only 
hoodwinked those who did not bother to inquire further about 
that ranch's size and activities.

At any rate, the number of kinds of forms that at 
one time or another used the name "guest ranch" (or the 
more general term "ranch") was truly astounding; in addition 
to resorts, inns, and lodges as already mentioned, the name 
encompassed facilities that would, in any other time and 
place, be called apartments, boarding houses, trailer parks, 
boys' and girls' schools and camps, housekeeping units, and 
motels. This name abuse had not limited itself to this high 
growth period. In previous periods, so-called ranches or 
guest ranches had also included a rest home for asthmatic 
and tubercular patients, and in the future would include a 
weight-reducing center, several pack trip stations, a 
tennis resort, a number of weekend retreats, and even a 
nudist camp (notes, Appendices D, E, F, and G). The 
primary abuse of the term, however, occurred in the years 
when the guest ranch was most popular— the late 1930's to 
the early 1950's.

In a similar fashion, even greater liberties were 
taken with the less distinct appelations from the Spanish 
most used in naming guest ranches— "rancho," "hacienda," and 
"casa." Several of the accommodations which bore theseII
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names resembled guest ranches in only a highly indirect 
way? indeed, the latter two names, in their proper context, 
are only loosely appropriate to the active guest ranch.

Finally, these linguistic liberties carried over 
into the naming of the particular ranches themselves. For 
example, the historically-based, well-known Western brand 
system that had also been traditionally used to name working 
ranches (such as Flying V, Quarter Circle V Bar, etc.) came 
to be misused, in two different ways. First some active 
guest ranches created and registered brands when they had no 
cattle (McIntosh, 1949, pp. 8-9). However, these "brand 
names" also came to be applied to many non^active guest 
ranches, and even to many general business establishments? 
they were thus improperly used in a formal sense, because 
they were used for purposes quite removed from their 
original branding function (transitional-period ranch lists 
and local telephone directories (Appendix HJ).

The stylistic misapplication of the Spanish 
language on ranches provides a final category in this misuse 
of names. Many ranches in desert Arizona, whether actual 
guest ranches or not, either misused the language in order 
to take advantage of its rhythmic, easy tones, or else mis
applied it altogether. Thus, ranches were often named for 
meaningless combinations of touristically-known Spanish 
words (such as Rancho Fiesta), or worse yet, were given 
improper or corrupted conglomerations of words, perhaps the
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worst example of which is the name Rancho de los Perkins.
The most extreme of these errors of nomenclature, however, 
only lasted for a short time, and most of the part-Western, 
part-Mexican accent which had dominated the naming of 
ranches in this period came to produce, by the mid-19501s, 
more general names (such as the Brave Bull Ranch) or more 
climatically-oriented names (such as the Desert Trail 
Ranch).

The third important area in which the guest ranch 
made its influence known on the landscape was through its 
effect on the character, and often the physical appearance, 
of many of the towns near guest ranch accommodations.

The most complete transformations took place on the 
outskirts of the two major urban areas, around which many of 
the ranches were located. Scottsdale, for instance, grew up 
in the late 1940's as an early center for local guest 
ranches, as well as a distant suburb for Phoenicians 
(Patterson interview, 1975). Dubbing itself as "The West's 
Most Western Town," its promotional material since that time 
has always had a conscious Western slant to it (Scottsdale 
Chamber of Commerce, 1947), perhaps to override its lack of 
pioneer history. The city still features "Old Scottsdale," 
its central business area, which is constructed with 
decorative false-front shops and picturesque hitching 
posts (Vogeler, 1973, p. 2).
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Even more pronounced in their Western image and 

physical appearance were Tucson and Wickenburg, the nearby 
towns for many local ranches. Wickenburg was the earliest 
center which became conscious of its guest ranch activity, 
and as has been described, long bore many physical traits 
which reminded the visitor of an old-time Western town.
The late 1930's and 1940's, however, witnessed an even 
greater partnership between the city and its major tourist 
industry.

As a result of this cooperation, central 
Wickenburg truly became a Western re-creation to the 
visitor. This physical transformation was complete with 
newly-constructed false-front buildings, boardwalks, hitching 
posts, an abundance of shops with Western goods, and a 
"Round-Up Club" instead of a chamber of commerce ("Wild West 
Wickenburg Style," 1963, pp. 4-5; Smith, .1964, pp, 5, 10). 
There were also many winter-season activities which kept 
this western spirit alive; featured were "Gold Rush Days"
(a weekend filled with gold panning, re-created gunfights 
and lynchings), barn-dances and balls, and several major 
horseback trips. Its total economic dependence upon dude 
ranching is suggested by the following, from the 1953 
Wall Street Journal: "Of all the state's ranch areas, 
Wickenburg is perhaps the most dude conscious. For this is 
a town literally built on dude ranching. Although the retail
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shops here aim for a year-round business from the townsfolk, 
black ink for the year is provided by the winter dudes" 
(Lasher, 1953, p. 11).

On the whole, physical changes of a permanent nature 
did not occur in the larger cities (Moore interview, 1975). 
However, during holiday periods, many temporary changes were 
made, and the image of the town was often emphatic in 
stressing Western values. Particularly in Tucson, "the 
heart of the new Old West," it had a significantly Western 
flavor to it (Tucson Sunshine Climate Club, n.d. J1962?J,
p. 8).

There was good reason for this flavor. It not only 
served as the center for a greatly enlarged ranchvbased . 
tourist industry, but it also supported several thousand 
new residents, many of which had been drawn to the city by 
its distinctive Western theme.

This theme, often directly supported by guest ranch 
patronage, made a major economic imprint on the city.
Several specialized businesses benefitted directly and 
handsomely from the presence of the guest ranch business. 
Since many ranch patrons shopped in Tucson for their Western 
clothes and other ranch needs, clothiers and sundry 
establishments fared disproportionately well (Jones inter
view, 1975).

In addition, several other kinds of businesses 
generated revenue because of the ranches; these ranged from
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alfalfa and food distributors, to photographers, laundries,
beauticians, and other service establishments. However, the
high incidence of tourism helped out the entire business
community to some degree. Therefore, many local businesses

9promoted a Western theme.
The guest ranch also left a marked image imprint 

upon Tucson. • Though Tucson in 1920 could only boast of one 
major hotel, the guest ranch helped popularize the area.
Along with the help of the Tucson Sunshine Climate Club, a 
local tourism group, the city had become a highly tourist- 
oriented town by the 1940's? in fact, it "depended more on 
the tourist trade than ahy other city in the Southwest" 
(Hollon, 1961, p. 444), to quote one contemporary source.
Much of this influx was due to persons seeking climatic 
amenities, who helped equate the town with a relaxing 
atmosphere (Peck, 1954, p. 229; Parker, 1948, pp. 103-104). 
However, it was also popular because of its non- 
cosmopolitan, rural-at-the-roots character. As signified 
by the town's informal slogan as "the big, modern city with 
the friendliness and easy informality of a small town."
This created an image that was not blatantly Western, but 
it did possess many Western elements.

Rodeo weekend, however, proved a glaring exception 
to the subtlety of this Western flavor, During this 9

9. See the Magazine Tucson, October 1949, or Hartwig 
(1950) for examples of these advertisements.
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four-day period over Washington's birthday weekendf the city
became quite conscious of its geographic and historic
position. The celebration, called "La Fiesta de los
Vaqueros [Cowboys' Party]," centered around a parade and
rodeo. During the parade, which was the biggest single
event of the weekend, it was reported that

nearly every man and boy on the streets was 
dressed up as a Wild West character. Those who 
resisted the style risked public exposure in 
the Junior Chamber of Commerce's mobile lockup, 
the Court of Injustice, whose attendant 
vigilantes made merry by firing paper bullets 
into one another's hats. Even store window 
dummies, which the week before wore evening 
clothes, blossomed out in the Western look. .
One maid of plaster roped her man amid bales of 
hay in a glassed-in barnyard (Sutherland, 1953, 
p. 343).

In this parade, which continues to be held up to the 
present day, most of the local guest ranches participated; 
their patrons dressed up in colorful costumes and rode on 
horseback through the streets of downtown Tucson (Tucson 
Chamber of Commerce, late 1940's). Miss Arizona herself 
rode in several of these parades, and was featured on a 
"buckin' broncho."

In other towns, lesser but still notable changes 
appeared, Patagonia, Vail, Sasabe, and other guest ranch 
centers each featured some physical changes, principally 
through the use of false front buildings (Vactor interview, 
1975), In addition to these physical changes, most of the 
local chambers of commerce attempted to convince the tourist
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of the authenticity of its Western flavor. Douglas, for 
example, advertised itself as "where the West still lives," 
while Willcox adopted as its slogan, "where the West is 
West, and the cowboys are real" (Willcox Chamber of 
Commerce, n.d. [1952?], n.p,). Other communities devised 
similar slogans.

Effect of Western Exposure Upon the 
Transitional Guest Ranch

All of the outward indicators mentioned in regards 
to Arizona tourism at this time— the emphasis upon Western 
flavor in town character, the many Western and Spanish- 
oriented names used, the many activities patterned after 
the guest ranch, and for that matter, the rapid growth of 
the guest ranch itself*— were all identified by one common 
denominator, by a conscious attempt to "be Western." The 
question might easily be asked, "What did all this behavior 
signify?" A subsequent question might be, "What effect 
would this period have on the long-term effects of the 
industry as a whole?"

On the one hand, it might be viewed as no more than 
the exposure, to the vacationing public, of many of the more 
glamorous elements of what, at one time, was part of the 
fading, historically-popular Arizona lifestyle. But it 
was more than that, obviously, for much of this Western 
game-playing was just that— game-playing— and to most, it 
provided a free-spirited, wholesome dose of fun (Corle,
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1951, p. 367). True, it had some historical basis to it, 
but on the whole, it was not historic, old-time living that 
the transitional guest ranch patron was looking for, as 
might be implied of the guest at the earlier, more isolated 
ranch. In contrast, the Western-oriented ranch during this 
period was too divorced from genuine ranching life for there 
to be any real similarity.

In this period, the guest ranch came to be recog
nized for what it was— a state of mind, a romantic entity, 
a storehouse of quaint, original activities which were more 
linked to the West of the silver screen or novel page than 
to any actual Western situation that ever occurred 
(Brinkerhoff interview, 1975). Its existence can probably 
be best categorized in the realm of "genuine imitation"; 
including wranglers who, as often as not, were college 
students on a break from their studies (Pomeroy, 1957, 
p. 168), and cattle that were, run for the ranch guests in 
a time-period when science had long before dictated the 
waste and inefficiency involved in such an activity 
(Burden, 1974) ,

In its own, unique way, however, the guest ranch 
showed the Western vacationist what he wanted in a Western 
experience. By post-war times, the norms of this Western 
lifestyle certainly required less effort than it had at the 
earlier ranches; indeed, some patrons "participated" by 
doing nothing more than dressing up in Western clothes and
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admiring the atmosphere. Nevertheless, it still asked that 
the patron show an attraction to Western norms.

It was in such an atmosphere that Arizona, for the 
first time, made itself known to the nation's tourists on a 
large scale. As in Arizona's working-ranch era, it was not 
a movement that resulted in the majority of tourists staying 
on guest ranches, for most people were too mobile for them, 
or were not able to afford them (Hartman interview, 1974; 
Humphrey, 1938, pp. 137, 177, 228). However, it did give 
the state a popular, different way of presenting itself to 
the American travelling public.

Not surprisingly, however, the symbolically-Western 
emphasis behind this prewar and postwar tourist boom, which 
focused on the guest ranch, was almost definitionally 
short-lived. It was a movement based upon three basic 
tenets; first, a certain amount of play-acting, symbolism, 
and other relatively artificial gestures were involved. 
Second, it required an industry which still reflected many 
aspects of the character of the rural, traditional West, 
still fresh enough that it was not hackneyed in its 
separateness; and third, it required a clientele based upon 
a large number of first-time visitors to the region. By 
the mid-1950's, these factors had gradually spent them- 
selves--had drowned, as it were, in their own success— and 
as shall be seen, the industry which had been such an 
integral part of this conscious regional feeling inevitably
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began to play a less directive role in the tourist picture 
of the state.



CHAPTER IV

THE CONTEMPORARY GUEST RANCH PERIOD

Here's a song for all you drugstore cowboys,
The ones who watch Tex and Hopple 

gallop across the screen.
You wish that you were workin' on a 

big spread in Wyoming,
Ridin' herd and breakin* bronchos 

just like Roy and Gene.
— Refrain from "Drugstore Cowboy,11 popular mid- 
1970's country-rock song; written by George 
Hawke in 1974 and sung by the Dusty Chaps.

Introduction
The third major phase in the progression of the 

wintertime Arizona guest ranch industry has been its 
existence, in relatively recent years, as an increasingly 
resort-oriented industry. This period has existed roughly 
from the mid-1950's right up to the present day, and repre
sents the opposite end of the guest ranch continuum from 
that of the isolated, early, predominantly working ranch.

In this period, a duality of ranches is presented. 
The majority of the known, advertised ranches in this time- 
period have become resort-oriented, by replacing Western- 
oriented activities with activities of a more general 
interest. The remainder of these ranches, however, have 
continued to exist much as they had since the 1940's, with 
much of the same clientele and appealing to many of the more
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traditional aspects of guest ranch life. Physically, how
ever, both types are continuations of ranches begun during 
the two previous periods of guest ranching.

The contemporary guest ranch period is the latest 
stage in the continuing sophistication of the guest ranch.
It has been represented by two major impacts upon the 
industry. First, it resulted in a greatly diminished number 
of guest ranches (Table 8), and second, as alluded to above, 
it has resulted in the partial resort orientation of 
several guest ranches which did not close up (Fig. 15 and 
Table 4), The diminishing public interest which brought 
about these conditions was a function of both changing 
public taste, and of the further growth and development of 
the state of Arizona, Because the guest ranch industry in 
this period took a less definitely Western approach, it 
began to appeal to persons with more broad-based vacation 
interests, as well as to persons preferring the long- 
established social attraction and lifestyle traits known in 
previous ranch forms.

Historical Evolution
As has been explained, the guest ranch industry in 

the few years before the mid-19501s was based upon an active 
clientele that enjoyed doing peculiarly Western activities; 
with this base, the industry had reached the height of its 
popularity. During that time-period, guest ranching was



Table 8. Chronology of the Contemporary Guest Ranch Period

Total,
All Total,

Urban-Area Guest Ranches3 Ranches Ranches, 
Near No Urban

Year
Ranch
Types

Actual
Ranches Total

Tucson
Area

Phoenix
Area

Wick.
Area

Urban
Areas3

Orienta
tion3

1953 79 54 53 (34) 35 (24) 11 (3) 7 (7) ‘ 18 (15) 8 (5)
1954 74 54 48 (33) 32 (23) 9 (3) 7 (7) 18 (16) 8 (5)
1955 81 57 51 (33) 32 (23) 12 (3) 7 (7) 22 (19) 8 (5)
1956 74 51 48 (31) 32 (22) 9 (2) 7 (7) 19 (17) 7 (3)
1957 68 45 45 (29) 28 (20) 10 (2) 7 (7) 14 (13) 9 (3)
1958 59 42 42 (28) 28 (19) 7 (2) 7 (7) 12 (12) 5 (2)
1959 59 43 42 (29) 28 (20) 7 (2) 7 (7) 12 (12) 5 (2)
1960 61 43 42 (28) 29 (20) 6 (1) 7 (7) 14 (13) 5 (2)
1961 60 42 41 (27) 27 (19) 7 (1) 7 (7) 13 (13) 6 (2)
1962 61 42 42 (28) 27 (19) 7 (1) 8 (8) 14 (13) 5 (1)
1963 57 41 40 (28) 25 (19) 7 (1) 8 (8) 13 (12) 4 (1)
1964 54 40 38 (27) 25 (19) 6 (1) 7 (7) 12 (12) 4 (1)1965 51 38 36 (25) 23 (17) 6 (1) 7 (7) 12 (12) 3 (1)1966 49 37 34 (24) 24 (17) 4 (1) 6 (6) 12 (12) 3 (1)1967 49 34 34 (22) 22 (15) 5 (1) 7 (6) 12 (ID 3 (1)
1968 46 30 32 (19) 21 (12) 4 (1) 7 (6) 11 (10) 3 (1)
1969 42 27 28 (17) 17 (10) 4 (1) 7 (6) 11 (9) 3 (1)1970 43 27 27 (16) 17 (10) 4 (1) 6 (5) 13 (10) 3 (1)1971 41 27 26 (16) 16 (10) 4 (1) 6 (5) 12 (10) 3 (1)1972 41 25 27 (15) 17 (10) 3 (0) 6 (5) 11 (9) 3 (1)
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Table 8.— Continued

Year

Total,
All
Ranch
Types

Total, 
Actual 
Ranches

' Urban-Area Guest Ranches

Total
Tucson
Area

Phoenix
Area

Wick.
Area

Ranches
Near
Urban
Areas3

Ranches, 
No Urban 
Orienta
tion3

1973 39 23 25 (14) 15 (8) 2 (0) 7 (6) 11 ' (8) 3 (1)1974 37 22 24 (13) 15 (8) 2 (0) 6 (5) 9 (7) 4 (2)
1975 35 20 23 (12) 15 (8) 2 (0) 5 (4) 8 (6) 4 (2)

For guest ranch area boundaries, see Fig. 2. Parentheses indicate 
number of actual guest ranches only. Source: Appendices D , E, F, and G.
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popular not only in his own right, but had influence on the 
surrounding cultural landscape. These effects included the 
spawning of numerous imitational forms and practices both 
inside and outside the lodging industry, and influences 
upon the physical and cultural image of several Arizona 
cities.

Beginning in the 1950's, however, a further 
sophistication in the industry began to occur. Like the 
earlier trend that had lured most patrons from the isolated 
hinterlands to the edge of the urban areas, the present 
change was due to a change in the tastes of the guest ranch 
clientele (Sortore, 1971,‘ p. D:9). However, unlike before, 
this new change of taste had negative ramifications on the 
industry. It also brought about a separation between the 
images of the industry and state.

Evidences of Change
During the contemporary guest ranch period, the 

guest ranch, declined in importance, in a slide which 
continues to the present day (Table 8 and Fig, 32). This 
drop has been fairly consistent, from a 1953 total of 79 
ranches (of which 54 were actual ranches), to a 1960 total 
of 61 ranches, 43 of these being actual guest ranches. By 
1967, only 49 remained (37 of these actual ranches), and by 
1975, only 35 ranches, of which 20 were actual ranches, were 
left in the study area. Therefore, in comparison to its
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peak 1948 season, the 1975 industry contained fewer than a 
quarter of the ranches it had had only twenty-seven years 
before. However, this decrease in popularity is not as 
significant as it appears, due to the increase in ranch 
size at most of the competitive ranches.

During the contemporary period, different guest 
ranchers faced different economic conditions. Given a 
decreasing number of guests, ranch owners were normally 
offered three operating alternatives; either they (1) 
adapt their activity complement, enlarge, and continue as a 
competitive operation; (2) gradually de-emphasize activities 
altogether; or (3) continue as before, with a significantly 
reduced profit. Otherwise, they were forced to close up.
As a rule, it was the smaller, less substantial ranches 
which first ceased operations, or those located closest to 
an urban area (Appendices D, E, F, and G). On other 
ranches, the future course was largely a choice left up to 
each individual owner, depending upon his or her personal 
assets, profit incentive, and the age structure of the 
clientele. If the clientele was older, the owner often 
opted to abandon most of his exerting activities and stop 
his major advertising; thus, his operation became more of a 
club, and eased out of the outgoing competitive market.
Other ranches, usually with an older, established clientele, 
did cease .commercial operations, but continued to invite 
back longtime guests as if they had not closed (consensus,
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contemporary period). Those who chose to remain 
competitive to Arizona vacationists, however, were mostly 
forced to diversify, and began directing their advertising 
to more generalized, resort-oriented patron tastes.

Reasons for the Change
This latest change that occurred in the guest ranch 

industry was largely enforced. It was brought about by a 
large number of responsible factors. It was evidenced on 
the ranches by fewer numbers of new and returning patrons, 
to be sure, but also by a growing dissatisfaction— boredom, 
possibly— of much of the clientele with the activities then 
available at the ranch.

The most poignant factor in the initial decline in 
guest ranches after 1950 was time itself. The guest ranch 
had built itself on a narrow appeal, and by the early 
1950's, the bulk of the American vacationing public was no 
longer attracted to the basic theme of "roughing it" central 
to the success of the guest ranch (Burden, 1974). It was 
forced to become more sophisticated than the public's 
concept would allow. True, the same trend toward sophisti
cation, in an earlier day, had brought about the popular 
transitional guest ranch, but the public eventually tired 
of the "Western game," and a disenchantment with the form 
began to take place. As a result, the lure of the West 
again began to change, to become more subtle.



There were other reasons responsible for the decline 
in guest ranches. Some of these were due to changes in 
patron preference; however, others were outside of the 
control of the guest ranch altogether. In the contemporary 
period, these outside factors attained major prominence.
For by this time, the growth and development of the state 
had begun to play a very key role in the changing attraction 
of the dude ranch,

. One of these further indicators of a change in 
guest ranch patronage preference was the emergence, in the 
late 1940's to early 1950's, of strong outside competition 
to the guest ranch. This competition was mostly foreign in 
origin. During earlier years (particularly in the years 
prior to and including World War II), Americans had been 
somewhat limited in their range of vacation opportunities, 
but more than that, there was a decided preference for an 
American vacation (.Sortore, 1971, p. D: 9) . The guest ranch 
was an entirely American, home-grown product, and a large 
part of its popularity has been due to its ability to spot
light this American trend.

However, as postwar Europe rebuilded and once again 
became a safe place to travel, America began to outgrow its 
national nostalgia; by the early 1950's, Europe once again- 
became a' viable, competitive rival for the American tourist 
dollar. Foreign vacations once again became popular to the 
American upper classes, and Hawaii, the Caribbean, Europe,
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the Orient, Bermuda, and other areas became increasingly 
inviting vacation alternatives, many of them for the first 
time (Sortore, 1971, p. D:9; Burden, 1974). It is perhaps 
a moot point to attempt to ascertain whether it was this 
rise in competition that caused people to leave the guest 
ranch, or if their leaving was simply symptomatic of the 
public's dissatisfaction with the guest ranch. At any rate, 
however, the above places were the major alternative 
destinations given by exiting guest ranch patrons (Burden, 
1974).

A second competitive vacation alternative indicative 
of the trend away from the guest ranch was the even greater 
popularity of the American automobile vacation. This was 
a relatively new recreational form, possible only because 
of the further perfection of both the motor car and the 
American system of highways (Megargee, 1960, p. 16),
Although its negative effect upon the desired isolation 
of the rural ranch, as described previously, had been 
effected by World War II, this continued roadbuilding and 
upgrading had several other effects not noticeable until the 
1950's. First, the new mobility allowed by automobiles 
militated against the long-term vacation spot in general, 
because it allowed the vacationist to travel to more than 
one spot on his vacation. Thus, it hit the guest ranches 
rather acutely, because their attraction was based to such 
a large degree upon the guests' staying on the ranch a



193
majority of the time. It had a further symbolically dampen
ing effect upon the guest ranch, however, because the auto 
vacation made guest ranching areas easily accessible— and 
thus relatively unromantic to large numbers of people.

The increased desire for mobility on the part of 
the American traveling public adversely affected the guest 
ranch in other ways. First, it helped create an increasing 
demand for guest ranch patrons to contract for rental cars 
once they had arrived at the guest ranch; this gave the 
patron freedom to leave the ranch at any time, and thus made 
him less tied to the ranch environment (consensus, 
contemporary period ranch owners). Second, it caused the 
typical ranch guest to change his method of getting to the 
ranch from primarily coming by railroad, to arriving mostly 
by plane or auto (concensus, contemporary period ranch 
owners; Waugh, 1955, p. 7). This second change was a 
particularly penetrating contribution to the destruction of 
the traditional ranch atmosphere and lifestyle, because it 
further diminished (and essentially eliminated) the remote
ness, in both physical and symbolic terms, that Arizona had 
once had as a vacation area. In down-to-earth terms, the 
loss of remoteness affected the patron in this way:

The question has been asked, "What happened 
to all that wild frontier of working ranches, 
chuck wagon experiences, and blue jeans for 
breakfast, lunch and dinner?" Robert Foehl 
[Phoenix area resort owner], matter-of-factly 
states, "People just don't want it anymore.
When Chicagoans can lunch at home and arrive in
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time for cocktails, Phoenix is no longer the 
great Western adventure. It's just a beautiful, 
relaxing place for a relaxing vacation in the 
sun" (Megargee, 1960, pp. 16-17).

Obviously, plane travel cut travel time from the 
East to Arizona considerably. By railroad, the minimum 
travel time between Chicago and Tucson had been forty-four 
hours (The Official Guide of the Railways, 1930, p. 821) . 
Early airplane service improved significantly on this; for 
example, 1935 travel times ranged from about fourteen to 
seventeen hours (Official Aviation Guide, 1935, pp. 34-35), 
and 1948 travel times were even less, averaging between 
eight and fourteen and one-half hours (The Official Guide 
of the Railways, 1948, pp. 16-19). However, the large 
number of stops involved, and the lack of space to rest ' 
made flights before 1950 generally inconvenient.

Truly quick transit times had to wait until the 
mid-1950's. With the advent of the long distance commercial 
airliner, travel times were finally reduced to a level where 
they could be used on a large scale. Therefore, it was 
during this period that most patrons began switching to 
airplane for their trips to and from the guest ranch.

The last two decades have seen even further reduc
tions in travel time. Because of many technological 
advances in the airline industry, flight time between 
Chicago and Tucson, in the mid-1970's, averages just over 
three hours (Official Aviation Guide, 1975). Given such
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easy access, the railroads lost their significance in 
transporting ranch patrons; in fact, in an informal survey 
given to present-day ranch owners (Appendix I), most could 
not remember any guests in recent years who had come by 
train.

The sheer physical and demographic growth of the 
state, and of its various cities, was another problem area 
for the guest ranch. Though this growth since 1920 has 
always been substantial, the decades after 1950 saw truly 
tremendous expansions; For example, the population of the 
Phoenix Urbanized Area (Table 2) grew from 216,038 in 1950 
to 863,357 in 1970. Tucson's metropolitan growth was 
equally remarkable, rising from a 1950 population of about 
50,000 to a 1970 Urbanized Area population of 294,184.

This growth has created two major problems for the 
guest ranch industry. The first was a purely physical 
clash. As may be seen in Table 2, as well as in Figs.
19 through 22, the areal extent of the urban landscape of 
both metropolitan areas also grew tremendously in the 
twenty years after 1950. As a result, these expanding 
cities literally began to crowd out many of the ranches 
that had existed just outside the urban fringe. This 
process continues, of course, to the present day; currently, 
several Tucson-area ranches are in the process of losing 
their traditional riding areas to developers (Rothschild 
interview, 1974; Jackson interview, 1974),
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To compensate for this loss of ranches, some newer 

ranches were established during the late 1940's further away 
from the center of the cities (Figs. 21 and 22). However, 
because of the general decline in the economic outlook of 
the industry in recent years, these newer ranches have not 
nearly matched the number of those consumed by urbanization.

The second problem was the change in image brought 
about by the rapid growth in Arizona's population. As 
indicated by Table 2, postwar Arizona began to enjoy sky
rocketing rates of growth; as a result, Arizona was truly 
becoming an economically viable, sophisticated state.
However, this state of growth was coming into increasing 
conflict with the rustic, down-home image which the state 
and industry, in an earlier era, had so successfully 
espoused. Therefore, the guest ranch, as a symbol of that 
older era, was becoming an anarchronism of sorts; it was 
becoming a relic of a previously-viable cultural landscape. 
As has been explained, some ranches treasure this role, and 
proudly keep their traditional guest ranch ways. However, 
the fact that other ranches have had to change in order to 
keep competitive has created the bifurcation of the industry 
which exists in the contemporary period.

A final factor militating against the continued 
existence of the active, Western guest ranch was the problem 
of increasing costs, for both labor and materials. The 
earlier guest ranch forms had had a minimum of operating
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personnel; these included a manager or owner, his wife, and 
a small group of wranglers and other help. However, by the 
1950's, most ranches had begun to increase in size; thus 
help became necessary in larger numbers, and as well, it 
became more costly and less reliable (consensus, con
temporary period ranch owners). But inflation also con
tributed to this cost squeeze, and as a service-oriented 
industry, guest ranches were especially hard hit. Guest 
ranches were further burdened with higher hay prices; they 
almost doubled in the first few years after the close of 
World War II, and rose even more in later years (concensus, 
contemporary period ranch owners).

Description
Because of the generally depressing status of the 

industry over the past two decades, very few new ranches 
have opened up since the early 1950's; of those that have, 
many of those so-called guest ranches have actually been 
nonr-actiye guest ranches (see Table 4) . This, it is a 
relatively simple task to describe this new form, which in 
appearance has many similarities to that of the transitional 
guest ranch form.

Location
Examples of the contemporary guest ranch are located 

in the same general areas as the transitional guest ranch. 
However, since the size of the industry as a whole has
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diminished, the present distribution shows a relative loss 
of ranch strength, which has occurred in each of the guest 
ranch areas. These changes are noted in Figs. 33, 34, 
and 35.

This shrinkage of the industry hit some areas harder 
than others. Wickenburg's guest ranches, for example, 
stayed at the height of their strength through the late 
19601s; Phoenix-area ranches, on the other hand, had 
vanished almost totally by the late 19501 s. The rural- 
urban balance among ranches, however, was maintained; as 
indicated by Fig. 16, this balance was just about even, and 
remained so throughout the contemporary guest ranch period.

Activities
As mentioned before, one of the most dynamic 

aspects of this phase of Arizona guest ranching was the 
shift in activities on some ranches, usually away from the 
specialized Western-oriented activities which had charac
terized many active ranches in earlier years, to activities 
more amenable to a resort environment. In general, 
competitive ranches increased the breadth and number of 
their activities, and often used these activities as a base 
from which to draw new patronage. Less competitive ranches, 
on the other hand, offered few new activities; while the few 
working ranches retained an emphasis on riding, the other
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WINTERTIME GUEST RANCHES 
IN ARIZONA, 1956

NUMBER OF RANCHES'-

FUNCTIONAL TYPES:

fcggffi Working Ranch#* 

% %  Non Working Ranches

2 0 -3 9 ! Resort-Oriented Ranches

i I_____ | Non-Genuine Ranches

Source: Appendices D, E , F and v

Fig. 33. Wintertime Guest Ranches in Arizona, 1956
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WINTERTIME GUEST RANCHES 
IN ARIZONA, 1965

Tucson
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Fig. 34. Wintertime Guest Ranches in Arizona, 1965
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DISTRIBUTION OF ARIZONA 
WINTER-ORIENTED GUEST RANCHES, 1974
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Fig, 35, Distribution of Arizona Winter-Oriented Guest 
Ranches, 1974 •



ranches shifted to less exerting, more generalized group 
activities.

On the competitive ranches, a number of activities 
has been attempted to attract new patronage. Most 
prominent of these new activities has been tennis and bird 
watching. These activities have required little consistent 
capital outlay; however, they have provided new sources 
from which to draw new ranch guests. In response to their 
popularity, several ranches have adapted to these activities 
so well that they attract many persons primarily for these 
activities (Kreutz, 1973, p. 15; Collins interview, 1974). 
However, as noted in a survey by the author (Table 9), 
these new activities do not appear to be a major factor in 
attracting patrons to Arizona’s guest ranches as a whole,

Ranch activities held away from the ranch also began 
to significantly increase during this time-period. Shopping 
trips to town have continued, of course, during recent 
years; however, trips to local tourist attractions have 
become a more important part of the ranch stay. For 
Tucson-area visitors, this has included Nogales, the 
Arizona-Sonora Desert Museum, and interestingly enough Old 
Tucson, a re-created pocket of the Old West (contemporary 
descriptive ranch lists (Appendix Hj). However, the Central 
Arizona ranch patrons— which by the 1950’s were almost 
exclusively limited to Wickenburg and a few locations north 
and east of Phoenix— have tended to travel less. Guests
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Table 9. Factors Originally Attracting Guests to the 

Wintertime Arizona Guest Ranch, 1974

Questions #3 and #4:
3) What factors were important in making you first 

decide to visit a guest ranch?
'4) Which one of the reasons that you mentioned in

question 3 was the most important in your decision 
to come?

Answers given to question #4: 
Reason given Number of responses

1) Activity-related reasons:
*Western activity 6
Bird Watching 2

Sub-Total = 8 (23.5%)
2) Amenities-related reasons:

"To get away" 5
Climate 3
To relax 3
Doctor ordered it 2
*For ranch life 1
*To observe the old West in

a safe place 1
A place to go to play cards _1Sub-Total = 16 (47.1%)

3) Other reasons:
To be near relatives 3
Alternative to a motel 2
Friends suggested it 1
Excuse to go to Arizona 1
Travel agent picked it 1
Has a program for kids 1
Low cost 1

Sub-Total = 10 (29.4%)
4) Western-oriented reasons (.* responses) 8 (23.5%)

Total Sample Size = 34 (100.0%)

Source: Oral survey given by the author to patrons 
at selected ranches (.Appendix I) in the study area, March 
and April, 1974. See Appendix A for full interview form.
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have travelled at times to local ghost towns, but have 
otherwise limited their off-ranch destinations to the 
amenities and atmosphere of the nearby town (consensus, 
contemporary Central Arizona ranch owners).

Simultaneously, Western-oriented guest ranch 
activities began to atrophy. Riding, for example, which 
traditionally had been the most popular guest activity, 
came to be de-emphasized somewhat. It continued to be 
quite popular at some ranches. On others, however, riding 
served mainly to definitionally justify its existence as 
a guest ranch (Sortore, 1971, p. D:8). Some ranches 
reported that as low as ten per cent of the clientele rode 
(.Howard Miller, Sr. , interview, 1975) . However, these low 
figures underestimate the importance of riding at the guest 
ranch; some patrons came in order to give their children a 
chance to ride, while others enjoyed the idea of being able 
to ride if they wanted to. Fpr themselves, however, riding 
became treated much like the early ranch guest had treated 
actual ranch work; that is, it became more of a one- or 
two-time activity, something to be experienced more in the 
re-creation of after-hours conversation than in the adult 
patron's daily activity pattern.

Similarly, Western group activities have also been 
given decreasing attention. Steak rides, equestrian picnics, 
square dances and other group activities have continued to 
be offered at most guest ranches (contemporary descriptive
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ranch lists); however, due to decreasing interest, many 
ranches have offered them somewhat less often in more recent 
years (consensus, contemporary ranch owners). The 
artificiality of these experiences in recent years' is 
partially to blame. Guests on breakfast rides at one 
ranch, for example, are free to choose between traveling 
by horse or pickup truck (Kreutz, 1973, p. 14),

However, this decrease in popularity in riding was 
an exception among activities. This is because almost all 
of the viable ranches during this period have experienced an 
increase in their variety of activities, usually in pro
portionate terms to their guest capacity. Guests came to 
desire even greater choice in their activitiesindeed, the 
success of a particular ranch has often been positively 
correlated to its breadth of activities, as a preliminary 
study oi; one of the few new guest ranches established in 
this period ha,s shown (Wickenburg Inn Development Company, 
1973, pp, 46-47, 55-56), Therefore, to that end, arts and 
crafts areas, saunas, jacuzzis, and other paraphernalia have 
been added in recent years at the larger guest ranches 
(contemporary descriptive ranch lists),

Those ranches not attempting to garner large 
numbers of new patronage were not so activity-conscious. 
Being smaller and more personally oriented, its patrons 
enjoyed participating in simpler group activities for their 
fun, such as was characteristic of earlier ranches. But
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unlike earlier ranches, these group activities were not 
consistently Western in their scope; therefore putting 
greens, croquet, shuffleboard and horseshoes came to be 
enjoyed along with the desert rides and outdoor barbecues 
(contemporary ranch lists).

Clientele
In response to the greater resort orientation of 

the guest ranch industry, the clientele of the contemporary 
guest ranch became further modified. As mentioned, before, 
relatively large portions of the clientele of every guest 
ranch open for more than a few years became repeating 
customers; this trait, true to form, has continued into 
recent years. However, by the late 1960's to early 1970's, 
almost all existing ranches had become long-term ranches; 
therefore, this high repetition came to characterize the 
guest ranch industry as.a whole (consensus, contemporary 
period ranch owners).

The duality of ranches described above extended as 
well to the clientele. Ranches which did not change their 
activity structure, or chose not to advertise for new 
clientele, had a relatively high percentage of repeating 
patrons. These ranches thus tended to turn into informal 
clubs after a number of years. However, the more progres
sive resort-oriented ranches had fewer "old-timers," and
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often became socially divided between the long-time guests 
and new, more resort-oriented clientele.

The locations of residence of the ranch patrons also 
shifted. Because the ranches now reflected a more general 
or climatically-derived activity package, they began to 
attract even more persons, proportionately, from places away 
from the large population concentrations that had primarily 
attracted patrons in earlier years.

Figure 36 and Table 10 show the results of the 
survey that derived these data. Several changes are noted. 
First, it appears that the percentage of guests from small 
towns (of less than 50,000 population) has continued to grow 
in recent years; though earlier ranch owners had indicated 
only a few such guests in the transitional period, 1973-74 
small-town patrons numbered over one-fifth (23.9%) of the 
American total. Also, the patronage came from increasingly 
Western locations; in all over 45% have hailed from states 
predominantly West of the Mississippi River. By contrast, 
the large Eastern cities, which had formerly brought forth 
a large majority of ranch guests, now sent proportionately 
fewer; indeed, they accounted for less than a third 
(29.8%) of the 1973-74 season. Finally, this Western total 
has even begun to include a small but growing percentage 
of Arizonans--usually from Tucson or Phoenix— as interested
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Table 10. Locations of Residence of 1973-74 Guest Ranch Patrons, by Region and 
City Size

Number
of

Patrons
Percentage 
of Ranch 

Patronage

Number of Patrons , by City Size3

Region
Less than 
10,000

10,000-
50,000

50,000-
250,000

Over
250,000

New England (ME, NH, 
VT, MA, CT, RI) 22 7.3 5 5 0 12

Middle Atlantic (NY, 
NJ, PA) 35 11.5 10 2 1 22

East North Central
(OH, IN, IL, MI, WI) 87 28.5 4 11 15 57

West North Central
(MN, IA, MO, ND, SD, 
NB, KS) 19 6.2 3 1 6 9

South Atlantic (DE, MD, 
DC, VA, WV, NC, SC, 
GA, FL) 5 1.6 0 1 0 4

East South Central (KY, 
TN, AL, MS) 1 0.3 0 0 0 1

West South Central (AR, 
LA, OK, TX) 4 1.3 0 0 0 4

Mountain (exc. AZ) (MT, 
ID, WY, CO, NM, UT, 
NV) 19 6.2 6 5 6 2

Pacific (CA, OR, WA, 
AK, HI) 49 16.1 3 6 2 38

Arizona 36 11.8 3 1 0 32
Foreign Areas' 28 9.2
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Table 10.— Continued

Number Percentage
Number of Patrons , by City Size3

of • of Ranch Less than 10,000- 50,000- Over
• Region Patrons Patronage 10,000 50,000 250,000 250,000

Totals
Per cent of ranch

305 100.0 34 32 •30 181
patronage 

Per cent of U, S,
100.0 12.3 11.6 10.8 65.3

population 100.0 33.5 8.2 10.2 48.1

aCity size refers to urbanized area, if applicable. Source: List 
compiled by author; U. S. Department of Commerce (1970a, Table 7).
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in participating in the guest ranch lifestyle as out-of- 
state guests,

This recent influx of in-state tourism has had 
mixed blessings on the industry as a whole. While it has 
of course been beneficial for the ranches during the 
periods local guests have stayed at the ranch, this influ
ence has been modest relative to the number of guests.
This is due primarily to their short length of stay? almost 
all stay less than a week, and most only for a weekend.
This has caused the average ranch stay to decrease even 
further, until it now averages a week to ten days at most 
ranches. A few ranches have averaged even shorter stays 
(consensus, contemporary period ranch owners).

Atmosphere
One aspect of guest ranch life which changed 

relatively little was its atmosphere. Guests, on the 
whole, have liked the open, rustic surroundings and warm, 
personal relationships common to a guest ranch, vacation? 
it has given them a comfortable base from which they might 
.enjoy a wide variety of activities, or none at all if they 
so desired. Because of this acceptance, there have been 
few changes in ranch atmosphere in recent years, due to 
several factors. As illustrated in Table 4, very few new 
ranches have been built since the early 1950’s,’ and while 
several ranches (largely those which have become resort
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ranches) have added guest rooms and other facilities to 
their physical plant, they have been largely in keeping 
with the architecture and organizational pattern established 
in previous years.

A few changes, however subtle, should nevertheless 
be noted. These alterations have affected both the physical 
appearance and the cultural tempo of the guest ranch, and 
as their purpose, they all appear to have made the guest 
ranch more closely competitive with resorts.

To accomplish this, many ranches first eliminated 
some of the more obvious, symbolic Western trappings of the 
guest ranch, such as branding irons around the premises, 
ten-gallon hats for the employee uniforms, lessons in rope- 
twirling, and similar items. However, other symbols— over
head gates at the ranch entrance, the heavily Western decor 
inside the main ranch house, and so forth'— have remained. 
Also, several of the ranches have enlarged and modernized 
their guest quarters; though costly, it has been 
necessarily done to allow those ranches to fare more 
equitably with their competition.

The grounds have also evolved into new forms. For
instance, several of the competitive ranches have recently

1begun to grow lawns on their property. Another practice
\  __________________ ■

1,• Exemplary of this change is that which occurred 
at Tanque Verde Guest Ranch,near Tucson. Present appearance 
(inspection by author) shows marked differences from that 
shown in 1938 (photograph, Arizona Historical Society),
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which has become prominent of late has been the planting of 
exotic subtropical plants, such as palm and citrus trees, 
exotic wildflowers, and decorative shrubbery. Such 
features, by contrast, were a rarity on ranches before 
the 1950's, and further emphasize the de-emphasis on 
peculiarly Southwestern symbolism.

Customs have trended toward more generalized 
tastes, too. For instance, some ranches have recently 
shied away from the Western style of dining. Instead of 
the traditional one-course "ranch style" method of food 
distribution, they instead have begun to offer a limited 
choice of main dishes. A few ranches have even instituted 
a menu. Other ranches have become even more sophisticated; 
standard cocktail hours have been implemented, and it has 
become the custom for guests to dress semi-formally for 
dinner (consensus, contemporary period ranch owners).

A final sign of the generalizing nature of the 
guest ranch during this period has been seen in the day-to^ 
day dress of the patrons, As time has passed, patrons have 
become less insistent on the Western^ness of their wardrobe. 
While this once again has varied by the ranch involved, most 
guests now no longer wear a complete Western outfit. Some 
guests buy only boots, a hat, a name-insignia belt, or blue 
jeans-—possibly several of these items— but as the result of 
a small survey given to ranch guests (Appendix A) shows, a 
majority purchase no special Western clothes at all.



214
Image of the Contemporary Guest Ranch

Previous chapters have primarily concentrated on the 
amount and type of interchange between the image of the 
state and'guest ranch industry. However, as the state has 
continued to grow beyond what its Western image could 
accommodate, the guest ranch came to be seen as an institu
tion increasingly out-of-place, representing as it has many 
rural, more traditional Western values.

To some of this change, the industry has quiescently, 
even gladly accepted, but in other ways, it could not. 
Specifically, the industry has reacted to this growth not 
only by changing its complement of activities, but also by 
appealing to patrons who seek an older, more traditional 
lifestyle. The ranches, therefore, have recently appealed 
increasingly to a growing segment of Americans attempting 
to creatively escape for their vacations, while desiring 
a, rustic, socially-conducive atmosphere in the process.
A survey taken by the author, shown in Table 11, reflects 
these desires; not surprisingly, the results corroborate 
closely with those found three years earlier in Vogeler's 
(1973, pp, 77-79) survey of motivational patterns of guests 
at all American guest ranches.

As Table 11 shows, the guest ranch is even more 
attractive by its lifestyle than by its activities, The 
attraction of the American Plan, for instance, appeals to 
some guests, because they were tired of European Plan
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Table 11. Principal Motivations of Patrons at Wintertime 

Arizona Guest Ranches, 1974

Question #7: Now that you are here, which features of the 
guest ranch do you think are the most important in making
your stay a pleasant experience? (check 
category)

Very
Important

the proper
Somewhat
Important

Not
Important

a) The social atmosphere--- 
making friends, doing 
things together 16 8 5

b) The activities available 
— swimming, riding, 
tennis. "Doing things." 11 10 8

c) Relaxind and unwinding-- 
doing nothing for awhile 16 7 6

d) The old west atmosphere- 
western clothes and food, 
western hospitality 3 8 18 ■

Source: Oral survey given by the author to patrons 
at selected ranches (Appendix I) in the study area, March 
and April, 1974. See Appendix A for full interview form. 
Total sample size: 29.
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resorts and the. lack of easygoing atmosphere inherent in 
many of them. A quote by Joe Darling, tourism authority in 
Tucson, clarifies this point: "The theme of the guest ranch 
is still a small, intimate type of atmosphere where Johnny 
Big Wig can put on a pair of jeans and relax in the West"
(in Kreutz, 1973, p, 14).

Similarly, the relative isolation of the ranch also 
has appealed to some; many like the relatively simple 
accommodations because they are attractively free of 
telephone or radio, and the rural location assures a maximum 
of privacy and a minimum of noise. The relationship between 
guests and management also helped carry out this feeling of 
comfort and security, this relationship being one of rarely- 
experienced kindness and understanding (Collins interview, 
1974), But as Table 11 shows, the Western appeal of the 
contemporary ranch is relatively small.

Influence of the Arizona Environment on the 
Contemporary Guest Ranch

Up through the 1940's, there had been a fairly close 
relationship between guest ranch popularity and the tourist 
appeal of the state as a whole. However, by the 1950's, a 
split became obvious; while the Western-oriented guest ranch 
industry was declining, Arizona tourism as a whole was 
increasing as rapidly as ever. This split is shown in Fig, 
32, Attracted by the sun, scenery, and developing cultural 
attractions Cullman, 1954), tourist flow continued to rise
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as it had during the years of the transitional guest ranch 
(Tables 5 and 6), and the business which resulted from that 
flow was never better (Table 7). Tourist expenditures, in 
fact, fully doubled between 1950 and 1956, and was to double 
again in another eight years. In addition, to the vastly 
increasing numbers of tourists, though, were the large 
number of persons who, attracted largely by the sun and the 
relaxing, healthful way of life, were staying in Arizona 
to live the year around (see Table 2) (Gibson, 1970).

Since most visitors to Arizona were no longer drawn 
by Western appeals, the cities in which guest ranching had 
previously thrived became less Western in character. Even 
in Tucson, the largest guest ranch center, a de-emphasis of 
its Western image began to take place by the mid-19501s. 
Signs of this were varied, but nevertheless evident. The 
business community, for example, began to have fewer 
Western business names. Also, guest ranch participation in 
the Fiesta de los Vaqueros parade began to decrease (Ramsey 
interview, 1975). The image of Tucson also began to shift; 
though the city had long advertised itself as a Western 
town, this image has become more subtle in recent years.
This fact was duly noted by an advertising firm in charge 
of directing Tucson's municipal image; in a report published 
in the late 1960's, their recommendation concluded that

More visitors are brought to Tucson by 
advertising the city as a modern resort community
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than by continuing to depict the Old Pueblo as a 
romantic western area of cactus, cowboys, cattle 
and coyotes ("Resort Idea Draws Visitors," 1969, 
p. A:5).

Among Arizona communities, Wickenburg has tradi
tionally been the most Western-oriented; therefore, it has 
resisted the decline of the guest ranch and its flavor for 
the longest time. However, by the mid-19701s, even 
Wickenburg began to lose all but a few of its ranches, and 
by late 1975, it too began to abandon its guest-ranch image 
in favor of one more based upon its pioneer historical 
elements ("Tucson Offered Dude Title," 1975, p. B:ll),

To conclude, it appears that Americans have finally 
ceased to see much direct commercial connection between 
Arizona or her cities, and the Western-oriented culture 
symbolized at the dude ranch. However, it would be unwise 
to similarly assume that Arizona will no longer be con
sidered as a popular Western location. This is because the 
nationallyvknown Western image of Arizona has/ in the last 
few years, begun to appeal to an international audience as 
well.

Unlike Americans, foreign visitors to Arizona do 
not envisage Arizona as the sophisticated, modern state it 
has become. Many foreign visitors only know about the West 
what they have seen on television. Therefore, they still 
imagine Arizona— particularly Tucson, where many Western 
films are produced— in its pioneer terms. To these
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visitors, Arizona is a stereotyped land of cowboys and 
desperadoes, somnolent Mexicans and Indians on the warpath 
(Darling interview, 1975). Today's guest ranch fits well 
into satisfying the desires of such a clientele.

Because of this appeal, it is not surprising to 
note that the guest ranch is becoming more popular to 
tourists from many foreign areas, chiefly Europe and the 
Far East. Groups play a large part in this foreign 
popularity (Kreutz, 1973, p. 14; Darling interview, 1975).

This foreign trade is uncertain, however, depending 
upon world economic conditions. Without an increase in 
foreign trade, it is logical to predict that the industry 
will continue to slowly decrease in popularity. The probable 
existence of increasing foreign trade, however, makes the 
future of the industry largely susceptible to the whims of 
international economics.



CHAPTER V

CONCLUDING REMARKS 

Summary
In summation, the guest ranch in Southern Arizona 

has been shown to be a very geographically-conscious product. 
Both the degree of its popularity, and the functional 
composition of the guest ranch industry at any one time, 
appear to be a continuous reflection of patrons1 attitudes 
toward two things; first, their attitudes toward the West, 
and second, their attitudes concerning how to best enjoy 
what, in their opinion, the West has had to offer. However, 
these attitudes have changed enormously over the fifty-odd 
years since the establishment of the first Southern Arizona 
guest ranch.

The Southern Arizona guest ranch grew into signifi
cance during a period when Americans, on a large scale, 
first actively pursued the romantic and scenic benefits to 
be had in a genuinely Western vacation. Given the basic 
comfort that the ranch-turned-guest facility could proffer, 
it became a popular way for upper-class Americans to enjoy 
their winter vacations. It offered the guest the best of 
both worlds— ranch life and the comforts of home— all in a 
healthy, scenic, socially close environment.

220
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In the 1920's and early 1930's, the guest ranch gave 
the patron an only slightly-diluted experience in ranch 
living. Ranches were usually isolated and lacking in 
glamor or finery, and since most were actual cattle ranches, 
little special entertainment was provided. Guests responded 
to this singularity of lifestyle by becoming entirely 
Western products themselves; they rode the range most of the 
time, helped in the ranch work, and even acted differently 
while on the ranch. Indeed, they had to, as the cultural 
shock was great. Most patrons, being big-city Eastern 
businessmen and their wives, were in a radically different 
culture realm while in the West, and adjusting to the 
ranching lifestyle was an entirely new experience.

As the guest ranch, idea began to take hold, the 
number of ranches in the study area continued to grow. They 
did so throughout the 1920's and 1930's, right up to the 
late 1940's, However, by the mid-1930's, the industry began 
to change. It became evident that while the earlier guests 
loved the Western atmosphere of the ranches, they became 
increasingly bored with the isolation and narrow range of 
ranch activities. In response, a new form of ranch became 
popular, where many of the same activities were offered but 
in locations less inaccessible. These new ranches, located 
near Tucson and Phoenix for the most part, gave the guest 
the convenience and amenities of town combined with the 
atmosphere (.albeit a re-created one) of a ranch. However,
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it did not, and could not, offer a genuine ranch environ
ment.

At this transitional guest ranch, there was a heavy 
emphasis on imposed Western symbolism, and most of the • 
activities followed this theme. These took the form of 
chuck wagon rides, hay rides, breakfast rides, western 
sing-a-longs around a campfire, and like adventures. They 
were not as exerting as the earlier activities, but they 
gave the patron what he wanted in a Western vacation.

At the transitional guest ranch, climatically- 
oriented pastimes, such as swimming and sunbathing, began 
to become more important to the patron. This was partly 
because the state, due to the advertising influence of the 
railroads, tourist bureaus, and other organizations, was 
beginning to attract many persons for sunshine and its warm 
winter climate. The genuine guest ranch was too narrow in 
its western orientation to attract those who came only for 
climate, but many spinoffs from the guest ranch industry—  
such as rural lodges, apartments, and non-active "guest 
ranches"— did attract more climatically-oriented patronage.

The Western-oriented guest ranch was the most 
popular guest ranch form. It reached its greatest popularity 
in the late 1940's, when there numbered almost one hundred 
active guest ranches in the study area. However, since 
that time there has been a continuous decline in their
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popularity, until today, in the mid-1970's, there are less 
than a quarter of the guest ranches that once existed.

The reasons for the decline of the guest ranch are 
many, but two factors predominate. First, guests no longer 
took an active interest in an overtly Western vacation. 
Associated with this, though, exists the fact that the 
unique west the guests came to see was being lost; there
fore, by the 1950's and 1960's, there was little of genuine 
difference in a Western vacation that warranted a trip.
The distance was travelled too easily, the residents of the 
state more similar to those left "back home," and the state 
they visited was no longer as valid in its claim to a 
distinctly Western culture. The guest ranch, as a spot
lighted center for Western culture traits, had fewer 
regional distinctions left to glamorize; it therefore 
declined in importance.

To bolster its sagging fortunes, the industry was 
forced to adapt a greater resort orientation, while retain
ing many of its other advantageous traits such as the 
American Plan, the close social atmosphere, and so on. The 
two basic advantages of the ranch just described— activities 
and lifestyle traits— became emphasized differently at 
different ranches. Therefore, the industry today is essen
tially split; some ranches emphasize activities at the 
partial expense of the ranches' well-known social
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atmosphere and Western hospitality, while at other ranches, 
friendliness and group participation are more highly valued.

Thematic Generalizations
Out of this study, a number of themes concerning the 

causes and effects of the industry become apparent. Among 
the major ones:

First, the history of guest ranching in the study 
area has largely been a story of man's changing attitudes 
toward the West, Guest ranches, by their historical 
development and original function, have always promoted a 
Western theme; but the fashion by which this theme has been 
conveyed has differed tremendously, in a manner either 
relatively tacit or quite pronounced. Also, it appears 
that the manner by which this theme has been broadcast, and 
the overall success of the guest ranch, over the years, has 
largely been a result of the changing public interest in a 
Western vacation, Furthermore, because the public desire 
for a guest rgnch vacation has largely developed outside of 
the hands of the guest ranch industry, the ranches themselves 
have had little power to influence their own fortunes as an 
industry.

Second, the lure of the West has proved to be a 
relatively fundamental, long-lasting attraction in relation 
to the success of the guest ranch. At certain times, it has 
become more subtle than at others, but it has always created
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some appeal to the Western satisfactions of the bulk of the 
patronage. Dana Burden, a longtime ranch owner, perhaps 
phrases this attraction best, suggesting: "Never under
estimate the lure of the West."

Third, the Western attraction of the guest ranch is 
a broad one. • It covers many specific traits, and during 
the various periods of guest ranch evolution, has adapted 
to suit American tourist preferences. During its early 
years, it stressed the basic feelings and simple activities 
of ranch life; during its height of popularity, just before 
but particularly after World War II, it stressed peculiarly 
Western symbolisms and grouped Western-created activities, 
and finally, in recent years, it has stressed a variety of 
bases of appeal, chief among them being its social nature, 
its isolation-near-the-city aspect, and its breadth of 
activity, by which the ranch is able to offer to the patron 
a, choice between Western and more resortr-type pursuits.

Finally, it appears that the primary success of the 
guest ranch in creating a perceptual impact on the state has 
been due to its ability to influence the image and atmos
phere of the Arizona landscape in the years immediately 
before the state became exposed to large-scale tourism. The 
time element in the early proliferation of guest ranches was 
crucial, because by the time that the state was becoming 
highly influenced by tourism (just before and after World 
War II), the two images had, for the benefit of both
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industry and state, become similar and almost inter
changeable, While the guest ranch, per se, was never the 
primary recipient of tourists to the Arizona environment, 
it did provide a framework, an image, in which the area 
was able to develop. Because of the success of this 
Western appeal, which would undoubtedly have been less 
important had-the guest ranch never appeared in Arizona, 
the area today still bears many evidences of the influence 
of this induced Western culture, even though the guest 
ranch of recent years has had relatively little influence 
in broadcasting this culture.



APPENDIX A

GUEST RANCH PATRON QUESTIONNAIRE

Hello, I'm Frank Norris, a graduate student at The 
University of Arizona. I'd like to ask you a few questions 
about your visit to this guest ranch— why you've come, what 
you like about it, and similar questions. (Note: circled
questions were used in this thesis.)
VISITATION PATTERNS
1. Is this your first visit to a guest ranch (circle one) 

Yes No
If no: Including this trip, how many times in the last
five years have you patronized a guest ranch?_________
When did you first patronize a guest ranch?_________ _
Have you patronized other guest ranches? Yes No 
If yes, where? ___ ____________________________________

REASONS FOR VISITATION
Now, I'd like to ask you a few questions about the 

reasons behind your visit.
2. What were some of the things that got you interested in 

guest ranches in the first place?____

2L) What factors were important in making you first decide 
to visit a guest ranch?______________ ________________
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Which one of the reasons that you mentioned in Question
3 was the most important in your decision to come?

5. If you have patronized guest ranches before, have your
reasons for going to them changed? Yes No If yes, 
how?____;__________________________________________ __

6. Did you consider going to some other place for this
vacation? Yes No If yes, where?__________________

YOUR LIFESTYLE AT THE RANCH
(jJ Now that you are here, which features of the guest 

ranch do you think are the most important in making 
your stay a pleasant experience? (check the proper 
category): VERY SOMEWHAT NOT

IMPORTANT - IMPORTANT IMPORTANT
a. the social atmo

sphere— making 
friends, doing
things together ______  _______  _______

b. the activities 
available— swimming, 
riding, tennis.
"Doing things." _______ _______ ________

c. relaxing and un
winding— doing
nothing for awhile _______ _______  _______

d. the old west 
atmosphere— western 
clothes and food,
western hospitality _______ _______ _______

e. other. What else do you find especially enjoyable 
about guest ranch life?

8. What kinds of activities do you participate in at the 
ranch? (or would if they were available) How often 
do you use them?

FREQUENTLY SOMETIMES SELDOM NEVER
a. horseback riding ____
b. tennis ____ ____
c. roping ____ ____ ____ ____
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FREQUENTLY SOMETIMES SELDOM NEVER

d. card playing ____ ____ ____ ____
e . swimming ____ ____ ____ ____
f. hiking ____ ____ ____ ____
g. arts and crafts ____ ____ ____ ____
h. horseshoes ____ ____ ____ ____
i. shuf f leboard ____ ____ ____ ____
j. bird watching ____ ____ ____ ____
k.
1.

9. Some people say that the distinctive "old west" atmo
sphere and character of the guest ranch is a principal 
part of its appeal. How much did these considerations 
influence your decision to patronize this guest ranch? 
(circle the number of the most appropriate answer)
1. very important 2. somewhat important
3. of minor importance 4. not important

10. What aspects of this ranch's "western flavor" appeal 
to you?

Here at the guest ranch, do you especially enjoy—  
speaking or hearing western or ""Mexicanized"

speech? Yes No
the feeling of living on a ranch?
the feeling of experiencing a different

Yes No
historic time? Yes No

dressing in western clothing?
engaging in different activities than you

Yes NO
could "back home "-’-trail rides, 
cookouts, etc? Yes No

the friendly, personal atmosphere? Yes No
other, please mention it.___________
Do you ever leave the ranch for other reasons than 
ranch-conducted outings? (circle one) Yes No If 
yes, where and for what reasons do you leave?

12.
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GENERAL INFORMATION

I have just a few more questions.
Where are you from? (city and state) _________________

14. Are you retired? Yes No Semi-retired ___ If
retired, please state the occupation from which you 
retired; if employed, please state your present 
occupation_____________________________________________

15. In approximate terms, what was your 1973 income? 
(circle the correct letter)
a. less than $5,000 d. $15,000 to $25,000
b. $5,000 to $10,000 e. $25,000 to $50,000
c. $10,000 to $15,000 f. over $50,000

16. How many years of schooling have you had?______________
(12 years— high school diploma; 16 years— bachelor's 
degree)

17. Finally, please list the members of your party 
according to their age, sex, and relationship, if any, 
to you. Ages may be given, if you'd rather, by the 
categories 0-20, 21-34, 35-49, 50-64, 65 and over.

Relationship Age Sex Relationship Age Sex
Thank you very much for your time and helpfulness. If you'd 
like to explain your answers more completely, or otherwise 
contribute information, I'd be glad to hear from you; just 
use the bottom of this page or the back of any page. Again, 
thank you.

Frank Norris 
Geography Department 
University of Arizona 
Tucson, Az 85721 
Phone: (602) 622-8790



APPENDIX B

COMPOSITE DESCRIPTIVE LIST OF WINTER- 
ORIENTED ARIZONA GUEST RANCHES—

INTRODUCTORY MATERIAL

Included Ranches
The lists on the following pages show every guest 

ranch which, to the author's knowledge, has ever existed 
primarily for winter patronage in the state of Arizona. A 
"guest ranch," for the purposes of this list, includes all 
accommodations which were either (1) genuine guest ranches—  
that is, types "W," "G," "R," and their combinations as 
described below; or (2) any facility that by its name, 
description, and other means has seriously attempted to 
emulate the genuine guest ranch. Therefore, this list has 
been limited primarily to facilities called "guest ranches" 
or "ranches"; also, "ranchos" or "haciendas" (similar 
Spanish terms) have been included. Ranch inns, ranch clubs, 
and lodges have been included also, but only when their 
description has warranted inclusion. However, less closely 
related forms, such as resorts, inns, and resort hotels have 
been excluded from the list.

How This List is Organized 
This ranch listing, comprising Appendices B through 

H, is divided into four sections. First, this Appendix (B)
231
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describes later lists. Second, there is delineated, in one 
single alphabetical listing (Appendix C), the names of the 
ranches detailed in the later lists. Third, there are the 
descriptive lists themselves. They are divided by areas, as 
follows: (1) the Phoenix area (Appendix D), (2) the Tucson
area (Appendix E), (3) the Wickenburg area (Appendix F),
and (4) the rural areas not included in the above lists 
(Appendix G). There are twenty-seven such rural areas; 
these and the various urban areas in the state are illus
trated in Figure 2.

Data Included for Each Ranch
Each ranch listing includes the following informa

tion, if known: its name, a precise description of its
location, its function or type (working ranch, resort ranch, 
etc., as described in the next section), and the years in 
which that facility has been in operation. Because of its 
importance to this study, every effort has been made to 
determine when a single ranch property has operated as a 
guest ranch with more than one name. When such a linkage 
has been found, these listings have been grouped together; 
when such a linkage appears reasonable (but not documented), 
a notation to that effect has also been made.

Ranch names are given the following abbreviations: 
"G.R." for guest ranch, and "D.R." for dude ranch.
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Types of Ranches

If the data are available, each ranch has been 
categorized by its functional type. Their symbols and 
descriptions are:

W— a working cattle ranch, but with guest facilities, 
where the guest is free to join in with the work of 
the ranch.

G/W— a working cattle ranch also; however, there appears 
to be little relation between stock operations and 
guest activities.

G— a non-working guest ranch; that is, a ranch not on 
the grounds of an operating ranch, but which has an 
emphasis on riding and other outdoor activity.

N/G— a guest ranch (usually a small one) which offers a 
few exerting outdoor activities, but which also 
appears to emphasize rest and relaxation for its 
guests.

N— a non-active guest ranch. It is not a genuine guest 
ranch; it usually has western atmosphere, but no 
emphasis on riding or other active outdoor activi
ties. NOTE: Several facilities of this type and
type N/G have been temporarily-renamed resorts, 
lodges, and other forms; in this case, the designa
tion (r) has been placed next to the "type" desig
nation.
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R--a ranch resort; that is, a facility that has the

atmosphere of a non-working guest randh (type "G"), 
but which offers many resort activities in addition 
to the regular guest ranch activities.

R/W— a ranch resort which is on the property of an 
operating cattle ranch. However, guests rarely 
participate in these cattle-ranch activities.

S— a special-purpose guest ranch. Like type "N," it is 
not a genuine guest ranch; however, special-purpose 
ranches are not accommodation forms, but instead are 
pack stations, schools, and other facilities. NOTE: 
An explanation of the function of each "S"-type 
ranch appears at the end of the appropriate appendix.

Several ranches have changed their functions over 
time. When this has occurred at the same time as a name 
change, then the new function is placed next to the new 
name. But when this has occurred without a name change, the 
date, in abbreviated form, is given; for example, a change 
to a non-active ranch in 1945 is given the designation 
"N 45."

When the data are not available to make this choice 
of ranch types, two alternatives are presented. If it 
appears that a reasonable guess may be made as to a partic
ular ranch type, then that choice is made, but with the 
notation (a), for "assumption," after that choice. However,



if no reasonable choice can be made, then a question mark 
(?) is placed in the "type" column.

Location of Ranches
As previously mentioned, this list has been limited 

to those ranches in Arizona catering principally to winter
time trade. Therefore, those ranches in the higher eleva
tion areas of Arizona are not the central concern of this 
study, even though they may be open for wintertime (but 
primarily summertime) patronage. Therefore, ranches 
emanating from the following communities are not included 
in this study: Alpine, Aripine, Camp Wood, Chinle (or Chin
Lee), Chino Valley, Espero, Flagstaff, Globe, Greer,
Holbrook, Lakeside, Marble Canyon, Mormon Lake, Page, 
Paulden, Payson, Seligman, Show Low, Simmons, Springerville, 
Tuba City, Williams, and Young.

In addition, there are a few locales from which 
emanate both summer and winter ranches; these include 
Bonita, Cordes, Cottonwood, Kingman, Prescott, and Skull 
Valley. In these intermediate locations, however, only 
those ranches which are applicable to primarily winter 
vacations have been included on this list. When a listing 
has provided insufficient information from which to make a 
judgment on whether a ranch is summer- or winter-oriented, 
that ranch has been included, but with an asterisk (*) to 
express this lack of knowledge.

235
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Sources of Information

The following lists are based upon a number of 
sources. The primary basis for these lists are the sources 
mentioned in Appendix H, the most reliable of these being 
the annotated lists described at the beginning of that 
appendix. Most of these ranches have been verified and 
described by persons living in various local areas. Those 
persons, and their area of expertise, are listed in Appendix 
I. However, other sources were consulted which helped 
gather information about only one or two ranches; these have 
been noted by foot note letters next to the involved ranches 
and are described at the end of the appropriate appendices.

Sources of Error
Regardless of the extent of research, it is still 

virtually certain that significant discrepancies exist 
between the data on the list and the statistical history of 
ranches as they actually existed. There are several reasons 
for this, among them: (1) the lack of necessity for some 
ranches to make themselves known at all, because of the 
often personal acquaintanceships between owner and guests;
(2) the lack of advertising necessary once a conveniently- 
sized, repeating clientele had developed; (3) the different 
degrees of thoroughness applied to the compilation of the 
various lists included in Appendix H; and (4) the tendency 
for lists to be printed more often when it was commercially
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warranted, such as when business was rising in popularity or 
otherwise dynamic. This margin of error appears most easily 
when one compares 1940 ranch totals (Table 3) with those of 
1939 and 1941; otherwise, however, glaring discrepancies do 
not appear to have occurred.

A more minor source of error is attributable to 
inevitable human error— important secretarial mistakes, mis
information, etc. This has apparently occurred in several 
cases. When it appears that there is reasonable doubt as to 
whether a particular ranch ever existed in its given locale, 
it has been listed, but with the notation (may be erroneous) ; 
likewise, if a published date is proven non-factual, the 
term (error) is given.



APPENDIX C

COMPOSITE LIST OF WINTER-ORIENTED ARIZONA 
GUEST RANCHES AND THEIR LOCATIONS

Area Designations:
Phx— Phoenix area ranches (Appendix D)
Tuc— Tucson area ranches (Appendix E)
Wick— Wickenburg area ranches (Appendix F)
Letters indicate ranches outside the above urban 

centers (Appendix G)
*— See note at the end of Appendix E.
NOTE: The terms "ranch," "guest ranch," etc. have been

omitted.

A-H ' G
A Bar J Phx
Acadia T
The Adobe House Phx
Agua Caliente Tuc
A Lazy E S
Albrecht's Rancho Ko-Mat-Ke Phx
Alexander's (#1) Tuc
Alexander's (#2) U
Allendale Phx
Angie's Rancho del Lago V
Apache Q
Arizona Sunshine Ranches *
Arrow H Tuc
Arrowhead G
Back E
Badger Ho Tuc
Bar BR Tuc
Bar FX Wick
Bar J Tuc
Barney York's : G
Bar 0 Q
B Bar C S
B Bar S Phx
B Circle J Tuc
Beaver Creek D
Bella Vista Tuc
Big Boulder H
Birch A
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Bishop's (#1) Phx
Bishop's (#2) Wick
Block's Phx
Blue Heaven X
Boots and Racquets X
Border (#1) Tuc
Border (#2) S
Border R S
Brave Bull U
Broken Arrow S
Buckeye N
Buckskin M
Butler's • Phx
Cactus Forest K
Cactus Rock Phx
Cameron Tuc
Carlink W
Carr Canyon S
Casa Blanca (#1) Tuc
Casa Blanca (#2) T
Casa de Arenosa Phx
Casa Hermosa Phx
Casa Linda Phx
Casa Rosa H
Casa Rosada X
Casa Siesta Phx
Castle Rock Tuc
Catalina Tuc
Catalina Vista Tuc
C Bar Q
C-4 Wick
Champie H
Cielo Tierra U
Circle B Square Tuc
Circle C Tuc
Circle Flying W (both) Wick
Circle Z X
Clarey Tuc
C Lazy U H
Cochise Lodge and P
Conrad Tuc
Cooper Morgan G
Cordes F
Corona Tuc
Cross Anchor Z
Curley Horse X
Cypress ; Phx
Desert Anchor Tuc
Desert Grove Tuc
Desert Lodge Phx
Desert Manor Tuc



Desert Trail Tuc
Desert Willow(s) Tuc
Desert Willow Sun Tuc
Diamond C X
Diamond Lazy K Phx
Diamond P Wick
Diamond T Tuc
Diamond W Tuc
Don(n)ee1s T
Double E Tuc
Double R Tuc
Double U Tuc
Double Y • M
Dusty's Diamond T Tuc
Eagle Nest X
El Carnila Tuc
El Coronado P
El Dorado __ Tuc
El Estacada Tuc
Elkhorn Z
El Mesquital Tuc
El Mirador Z
El Portal 0
El Ranchita Pequeno Tuc
El Ranchito Sereno Tuc
El Rancho Arrivada C
El Rancho Armistoso Tuc
El Rancho Bellaco Tuc
El Rancho Blanco Y
El Ranchc Chico Phx
El Rancho Corona Tuc
El Rancho Cuatro Sierras L
El Rancho de los Robles T
El Rancho del Sol Wick
El Rancho Dumes Tuc
El Rancho Diablo Tuc
El Rancho del Vaquero J
El Rancho Emanono Tuc
El Rancho Estacada Tuc
El Rancho Grande J
El Rancho Madera W
El Rancho Pantano Tuc
El Rancho Placido Phx
El Rancho Renie Tuc
El Rancho Rillito Tuc
El Rancho Robles T
El Royal Oasis Phx
Em-Bar-Bee P
Em-Bar-Kay Tuc
Eureka Tuc
Faraway P
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Finnie Soda Springs D
Five Y Tuc
FK Bar Wick
Fletcher's Rita Tuc
Flying B X
Flying Circle C
Flying E Wick
Flying T Phx
Flying V Tuc
49'ers Tuc
Foxboro E
Fresnal Z
Frontier ' R
The Furies X
The Garden of Allah Wick
Geronimo Phx
Giant Beauty Tuc
Glover's U
Graves Phx
Greasewood Tuc
Guthrie's J Lazy S S
Hacienda de la Osa Z
Hacienda de las Piedras Tuc
Hacienda del Sol Tuc
Hacienda de Oquitoa AA
Hacienda los Encinos X
Hacienda San Cayetano Y
Hale's Tuc
Hanks Tuc
Hanna's Phx
Happy Acres Tuc
Happy Jay Bird Tuc
Harding Tuc
Hatchet Phx(J?)
Hayden Phx
H Cross M
Henry Wood X
Hermosa Vista Phx
High Acres Tuc
.High Chapparal I
High Haven X
Honey Girl Phx
Hotel El Rancho Diablo Tuc
Hotel El Rancho Vita T
H. W. : X
Ironwood (#1) Tuc
Ironwood (#2) A
Jay-Six (Cattle) : W
J-H P
JF J
JL Bar H



Kay-El-Bar Wick
Kenyon Y
Kimble 0
King's J
Kinsley Y
K-L-Bar Wick
K-Nine Tuc
Ko-Mat-Ke Phx
La Casa Vieja x
La Fonda Fiesta phx
La Hacienda K
Lake Pleasant I
La Osa Z
Las Lomas Tuc
Las Moras Tuc
Las Palmillas Tuc
Lazy Bar C Tuc
Lazy D Tuc
Lazy Fox Wick
Lazy J-2 x
Lazy K Bar Tuc
Lazy RC . Wick
Lazy ST Z
Lazy T Dot E
Lazy Vee V
Lazy Wrangler T
L-Bar-S phx
LCS U
Le Sage Tuc
Lightning R X
Linda Vista T
Little Coulee X
Little Grand Canyon I
Little Outfit X
Loma Vista A
Lone Acres Tuc
Los Alamos AA
Los Caballeros Wick
Los Cerros U
Los Encinos X
Los Fresnos X
Los Ranchos Perkins Tuc
Magic K Tuc
Margaret Court's Racquet Club Tuc
Mar-Nita Tuc
Marvin Glenn P
M Bar Wick
M Bar V Wick
Mechling - • Phx
Meig's Lazy J-2 X
Mercer Tuc



Mi Hacienda Phx
Monk1s Tuc
Monte Vista Wick
Montezuma S
Mountain View (#1) Tuc
Mountain View (#2) J
Mt. Lemon [sic] T
Mule Mountain ' R
Muleshoe (#1) G
Muleshoe (#2) W
Mustang X
MZ Bar Tuc
Oakland (#1) ' M
Oakland (#2) X
Oasis Tuc
The Old Homestead Phx
Outlook X
Palo Alto Z
Paradise Valley Phx
Patterson Phx
Phantom C
Picture Rock(s) Tuc
The Pima Estate Phx
Pitchfork Tuc
Price Canyon 0
Prince Y
Quarter Circle V Bar F
Racquet Club Tuc
Rafter Ram Wick
Rail X . X
Rainbow (#1) Phx
Rainbow (#2) Phx
Rainbow (#3) G
Rancho Amistoso . Tuc
Rancho Barra Nada Tuc
Rancho Casitas Wick
Rancho de la Osa Y
Rancho de las Lomas Tuc
Rancho de la Sombra Tuc
Rancho del Cabrios Phx
Rancho del Jefe Tuc
Rancho del Lago V
Rancho del Oeste Tuc
Rancho del Oro Tuc
Rancho de los Caballeros Wick
Rancho de los Caballos B
Rancho de los Ninos Wick
Rancho de los Robles T
Rancho del. Panorama Tuc
Rancho del Quivari Z
Rancho del Reino Tuc



Rancho del Rio (#1) S
Rancho del Rio (#2) Tuc
Rancho del Superstition J
Rancho del Vaquero J
Rancho de Tumacacori Y
Rancho el Alamo AA
Rancho el Frieda TUC
Rancho el Mirador Z
Rancho Fiesta Tuc
Rancho Grande Y
Rancho Hiller Tuc
Rancho Ko-Mat-Ke Phx
Rancho La Hoyada G
Rancho las Moras Tuc
Rancho Linda Vista T
Rancho Loma Verde K
Rancho Los Encinos X
Rancho Manana I
Rancho Manzanita P
Rancho Moana G
Rancho Nezhone TUC
Rancho Ocotillo Tuc
Rancho Palmilles Tuc
Rancho Risco 0
Rancho Roberta TUC
Rancho Sacatal \ P
Rancho Santa Barbara Y
Rancho Santa Cruz Y
Rancho Soledad K
Rancho Toda La Vista Tuc
Rancho Tranquilo Tuc
Rancho Vista Bonita Phx
Rancho Vita T
Rancho Yavapino D
Red Mountain J
Red Rock D
Remuda (both) Wick
Restoration Phx
Rex Y
Ride-n--Rock Phx
Rimrock D
Rincon Ranchito Tuc
Rockin 1 Chair X
Royall Phx
R/X Z
Saddle and Surrey Tuc
Saddleback Tuc
Saddle Rock : E
Sahara TUC
Sahuaro Lake J
Sahuaro Vista TUC



San Xavier Tuc
Schreiber Phx
Seven Dash Q
76 M
Shady Phx
Shady River-Palm Lake Wick
Shangri-La Sun Bathing I
She-Kay-Ah D
Shomen's Tuc
Sierra Linda 0
Sierra Vista ' I
Silver Bell Tuc
Silver Spur (#1) Tuc
Silver Spur (#2) P
Sky Wick
Slash Bar K . Wick
Soda Springs D
Sombrero Wick
Spring Creek E
Spur Cross • I
Squaw Creek Phx
Star Bright Phx
Starr King (Hereford) X
Stephen B
Su Casa Phx
Sun Circle Tuc
Sun Down Phx
Sunset Point T
Sunset Trail J
Sunset Valley M
Swisshelm Lodge and P
Tamarack Tuc
Tanque Verde Tuc
Three C T
3-N T
Thunderhead V
TK Bar G
* Toney Belle Phx
Tonopah (Hot Springs) A
Tony’s Tuc
T.P. H
Triangle J-K Tuc
. Triangle L _ T
Triangle T Q
Triangle W Wick
Triple E Phx
Triple H Tuc
Triple JT ’ Tuc
Tucson Mountains *
Tucson Mountains Lodge ' Tuc
Tucson Racquet Club Tuc



Turner's Sundial Phx
2-M Y
Two Bar Q
Two Shoe H
TXT A
U Triangle Q
Valley (#1) Tuc
Valley (#2) U
Vista al (del) Norte Tuc
Vista del Monte Tuc
V-S Phx(J?)
Wagon Wheel Tuc
Wanada ; Phx
Westward Look Tuc
White Rock Tuc
White Stallion Tuc
Wickenburge Inn, Tennis and Wick
Wigwam Phx
Wild Horse Tuc
Willow Run Tuc
Wrangler's Roost I
Yellow Boot Phx
Y-Lightning S
Y-W S



I

APPENDIX D

DIRECTORY OF PHOENIX AREA GUEST RANCHES

NOTE: For explanation of symbols, see Appendix B. Source
materials listed in Appendix H, unless otherwise noted.
Total ranches =52.
Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation

Na B Bar S G.R. (1955) 5240 N* 20th St
N/G The Adobe House, 2nd St and Civic Center

Plaza, Scottsdale
Na Allendale G.R., ?
N/G 
N 41
N/G

Bishop's G.R., 2 mi SE of Tempe 
Block SR., 3 mi W of Tempe

N/G 
N 45
Nr

Butler(1s) G.R., 8502 N. Central 
Cactus Rock D.R., 7645 N. 16th St.

Nr Casa Hermosa G.R., Stanford Dr. at Palo
Cristi

Nr Casa Linda G.R., 3042 N. 44th St.
Nr Casa Siesta G.R., 5100 N. 36th St.
N/G Cypress G.R., Chandler, ?
N
N/Gr Desert Lodge G.R., 6107 N. Invergorden 
Nr Diamond Lazy K G.R., 7300 E. Lincoln
Nr El Rancho Chico, 1500 W. Baseline Rd.

N El-Rancho Placido, Peoria Ave., Glendale
Nr El Royal Oasis R. , E. Lincoln Dr. .

1952-55

1932-48
1961-65

1937-45
1947- 50

1935-51
1967
1937-38
1947
1950- 53
1949 
1949-51
1948 
1945 
1955-65
1948- 57 
1961-63
1951- 55
1950

247
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N
Nr
N/G
N
7

N/G 
N 47
N
Na
Rr
Nr
Na
N
N/G.
N
N/Ga
N/G

N

N/G

Na

Type
Flying T R., 60th St., just S of Lincoln 1951
Geronimo G.R., McDonald Rd.
Graves G.R., 3 mi SE of Camelback Mtn.
Hanna's G.R., 3 mi SW of Tempe 
Hatchet R. , Mesa, ? (may be in Area J)

Hayden G.R., 2 mi E of Tempe

Hermosa Vista G.R., 6 mi S of Phoenix 
Honey Girl G.R., 5320 N. 12th St.
Jokake R., 6000 E. Cameback 
L Bar S R. , 5460 N. 20th St.
Mechling G.R., E. Thomas Rd., 5800 block (?)
Mi Hacienda Resort R., 6 mi SE of Phoenix 
The Old Homestead'(R.), 4 mi S of Phoenix 
Paradise Valley G.R., 5001 N. Scottsdale Rd. 1955 
Patterson G.R., 4209 N. 7th St. 1932-36

Name(s)/Location Years in Operation

1955-57
1932-40
1947 
1934
1930-37
1947- 48
19.35
1952
1929-35
1948- 50 
1952
1948 " 
1929-48

The Pima Estate (G.R.), 3 mi from St. 
John's Mission, Laveen

Rainbow G.R., 6240 N Scottsdale Rd.
1933-38
1956-72

Rainbow G.R. (1947-49), S slope of McDowells 1947^59 
Rancho Vista Bonita, 25 mi NE of Phoenix

Na
N/G

Rancho del Cabrios, 34th St.
Rancho Ko-Mat-Ke (1938-47)
Albrecht's Rancho Ko-Mat-Ke (1948) 
Ko-Mat-Ke R. (1953), S. 16th St.
Restoration R., 4423 N. 27th St.
Ride-'n'-Rock R., Indian Bend Rd., 1/2 mi 

E of Scottsdale Rd.

1949

1938-48
1953
1945-60

1949-71
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Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
N Royall R., Desert Park Rd. 1942-47
Na Schreiber G.R., E. Northern Ave. 1941-44
Na Shady R., 43rd Ave. 1949
N/G Squaw Peak R., 1/2 mi W of Tatum, opposite 

Horseshoe Road 1945-51
Na Star Bright R., 43rd Ave. and Estrella Rd. 

near Laveen 1957
N/G Su Casa R., near Jokake Inn 1938
N/G Sun Down R., Shea Blvd. at Hayden 1949-55
N/G 
N 45 Toney Belle G.R., 4840 N. Central 1938-55

Na Turner's Sundial G.R., McDonald Dr. 1952
S Triple E R., S. 35th Ave. 1955
N V-S G.R. , Mesa (?) (may be in Area J) 1948'
N/G Wanada R. (?) 1938
Rr Wigwam G.R., 1/2 mi N of Litchfield Park 1933-35

1945
N Yellow Boot R., 6725 E. Berneil Dr. 1952-on

Special purpose (Type S) Ranches: Triple E R.— boys' school



APPENDIX E

DIRECTORY OF TUCSON AREA GUEST RANCHES

NOTE: For explanation of symbols, see Appendix B. Source
materials listed in Appendix H, unless otherwise noted.
T.V. = Tanque Verde. Total ranches = 103.
Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
N/Ga Aqua Caliente G.R., Soldier Trail, 

of T.V. Road
2 mi N

1950
Na Alexander's R., 1620 E. Hedrick Dr. 1940-44

Arizona Sunshine Ranches, Inc., E. Speedway 1956-58^
Na Badger Ho R., N. Thornydale Rd. 1946
G Bar BR R., Broadway, just E of Pantano Wash 1940-56.

N Bar J R. (1956)
Bar J Desert Haciendas, 10700 T.V. Road 1956-on

N Rancho Barra Nada, 6180 E. Pima St. 1948-69
Na B Circle J R., Wrightstown Road 1947-48

G

N

Bella Vista R.
Conrad R. (1939-40), Grant Rd.

may be the same as. 
Double E R., 4515 E. Grant Rd.

near Columbus 1937-40/
1946-52

G
Border G.R. (1943-44) ,
Triangle J-K R. (1947-52), 5011 

Lowell Rd.
E. Ft. 1943-44

1947-52
Na Cameron R., T.V. Rd. 1945-48
Na Casa Blanca G.R., S. Craycroft Rd. 1949
N/G 
N 58 Castle Rock R., 9750 T.V. Rd. 1949-692

250
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Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation

G
Harding G.R. (1930-36, 1940)
Desert Manor R. (1937-38)
Catalina G.R. (1946-52), 3838 N. Campbell

1930-38
1940
1946-52

? Catalina Vista R., ? 1934
Na Circle B Square R., ? 1947
N/G Circle C R., T.V. Rd. 1947-48

G
Lazy K Bar R.
The Clarey R. ,(1945) , Pima Farms Rd at 

Scenic Dr. 1940-on
G
N 68

El Rancho Corona (1946-67)
Mountain View G.R. (1968), 7600 E. Snyder 
Corona R (1967-on)

1946-68
1972-on

Na Desert Anchor R., T.V. Rd, 4 mi W of 
Pantano Rd. 1947-53

Na Desert Grove R., 4832 E. Grant Rd. 1943-44

N Desert Trail R. (1955-69)
Desert Trail Ranch Club, 6501 W. Ina Rd. 1955-on

G Desert Willow (Willows, 1935) R.
Desert Willow Sun R. (1946-47) 10755 T.V. Rd .1934-68

N/G 
N 50

Diamond T R. (1947-49)
Dusty's Diamond T R. (1950)
K-Nine R. (1952-53), 9820 Old Spanish Trail

1947-50
1952-53

G Diamond W. R., 10500 T.V. Rd. 1936—56
G
R 63

Double R R. (1935-37) N Snyder Rd at
Double U R. (1938-pres.) Sabino Creek 1935-on

G
N 68

Hale('s) R. (1932-40)
El Carnila Ranchito (1950), 9061 E. Woodland 1932-on
El Carnila R.
El Dorado Lodge, Speedway at Wilmot 
El Dorado Lodge and G.R. (1955) 1949-64

N/G El Estacada, T.V. Rd. near Catalina Hwy.
N El Rancho Estacada (1953) 1946-53
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Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
N/G
N El Mesquital R., E. Speedway, near T.V. 

Loop Rd
El Mesquital (1951-55)

1947-55

Na El Ranchita Pequeno, 531 E. Yavapai 1946
N El Ranchito Sereno, 3800 E. 4th St. 1955-60

Na El Rancho Armistoso
Rancho Amistoso (1947), N. Harrison Rd.

1940
1947

Na El Rancho Bellaco, T.V. Rd. 1956

G/W
El Rancho Diablo, Old Ajo Rd., 4 mi W of 

Kinney Rd.
Hotel El Rancho Diablo (1952) 1947-66

N
El Rancho Dumes (1947)
El Rancho Renie (1948-49)
El Rancho Renie Kosher G.R. (1950)
Rancho El Frieda (1951), 3714 E. Flower 1947-51

Na Rancho Emanono, ? 1940-42
G El Rancho Pantano, Pantano Wash, 1/2 mi S 

of Broadway 1943-45
G El Rancho Rillito, River Rd. near Allen Rd. 1946-54
G Em-Bar-Kay R., Orange Grove Rd., 1/2 mi W 

of Oracle Rd. 1947-49
N/G Eureka R., 1 mi from Picture Rocks 1938-39
G Five Y R., "off Sabino Canyon Rd." ? 1947-48
Na Fletcher's Rita R., at Rita R.R. siding; 15 

mi SE of Tucson, near Benson Hwy 1948-50
W
G 38 Flying V R., 2 mi NW of entrance to Sabino 

Canyon Recreation Area 1928-72
N
W 48 
R 53

Le Sage R. (1946-48), 12000 E. T.V. Rd. 
Forty-Niner's (49'ers) R.
Forty-Niner's Ranch Resort (1958) 1946-67

G
N 75 Giant Beauty R. (1935), 7501 N. Wade Rd. 

Sahuaro Vista Suburban Ranch Hotel (1936-37) 
Sahuaro Vista (G.) R. 1935-on



253
Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
N/G
N The Greasewoods (1934), 4 mi W of Tucson 

Greasewood R. (1950)
19 3 43 
1950

Na Hacienda de las Piedras, Picture Rocks Rd. 1947
R Hacienda del Sol Ranch Resort (Ranch Hotel, 

1949-54, Ranch Club, 1968), N end 
of Hacienda del Sol Rd. 1949-on

N/G
N Rincon Ranchito, Wrightstown at Harrison Rd. 

Hanks R. (1955)
1945-49
1955

Na Happy Acres G.R., N end of Calle Hondanada, 
of E. Cloud Rd. 1962-64

Na Happy Jay Bird Hacienda, 7887 N. La Cholla 1970
N High Acres (G.) R, 2620 W. Ironwood Hill 1940-61
N Ironwood R., Ina Rd. at Cortaro Rd. 1960-on

N Rancho de las Lomas (1940-47)
Las Lomas Ranch Inn (1950-54), Anklam at 

Speedway
1940-47
1950-54

G
Las Moras R.
Rancho Las Moras (1934-37) , 3801 N." Swan 
Valley R. (1940)

1931-37
1940

G Rancho Palmilles (1934)
Las Palmillas R. (1935), Speedway, 10 mi E 

of Tucson
1934-35

N Lazy Bar "C" G.R., 4832 E. Lee 1947-54
N Lazy D R., Sabino Canyon Rd., 14 mi NE of 

Tucson 1947
Na Lone Acres R., Sabino Canyon Rd. 1948
G Los Ranchos Perkins, 2200 E. River Rd. 1940-41
Na Mar-Nita G.R., 801 E. Blacklidge - 1947
N Magic K R., Silverbell Rd., 6 mi NW of 

Tucson 1948-52
W Mercer G.R., ? (may be erroneous) ?4
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Type .Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
N/G
N

Monk's G.R./ NE of Craycroft and Speedway, 
may be the same as,

Vista del Monte (R.), NE of Craycroft and 
Speedway

1935?

1936
N
G MZ Bar R. (1948 and 1952)

White Stallion G.R., off Twin Peaks Rd., 
5 mi W of Cortaro

1948 
1952 
19 59—on

N/G The Oasis R., Camino Manana at Oasis Rd. 19376
G Picture Rock(s) R., 7101 W. Picture Rocks Rd .1944-66
Na Pitchfork R., Silverbell Rd.L

Racquet Club R. (1972-on)
Margaret Court's Racquet Club R. (1974-on) 
Tucson's Racquet Club R. (1973-on), 3935 N. 

Country Club Rd.

1942

S
1972-on

G Rancho de la Sombra, present-day Tucson 
Country Club 1945-48

N/G 
N 53 Rancho del Jefe, 11202 E. Speedway 1947-on

N Rancho del Oeste, Camino del Oesta at 
Ironwood Hills Rd. 1947

N Rancho del Oro, La Cholla Blvd at Canyon 
del Oro 1947-49

N Rancho del Panorama, 9126 E. Speedway 1947-51
1958-62

N Rancho del Reino, Wrightstown Rd. 1947-48
G Rancho del Rio, 2800 N. Sabino Canyon Rd. 1946-657
Na Rancho Fiesta, S. Wilmot Rd. 1954-56
Na Rancho Hillel, S. Wilmot Rd. 1949
G
N Rancho Nezhone (1937t-531

The Sahara G.R., 933 W. Orange Grove Rd. 1937-54
N Rancho Ocotillo, Wilmot Rd. 1947-48
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Type . Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
N
N/Ga

Rancho Roberta, NW of Broadway and Wilmot, 
may be the same as,

Wagon Wheel(s) G.R., Broadway, 1/4 mi W of 
Wilmot Rd.

1936-38

1944-48
N Rancho Toda la Vista, N. Thornydale Rd. at 

W. Ina Rd. 1944-54
N Rancho Tranquilo, N. Pantano Rd. 1946-50
G
R 71

Sun Circle R. (1948-53), 4110 Sweetwater Rd 
Saddle and Surrey Ranch Resort (Ranch Inn, 

1954-61, G.R. 1962-70) 1948-on
G
R 55

Saddleback R. (G.R. 1950-54 and 1956-58, 
Ranch Resort, 1955 and 1960) 1947-72

Na San Xavier R., S. Twin Buttes Rd. 1947-52
N Shomen's G.R., 4011 N. 1st Ave. 1955-57
G Silverbell (Silver Bell) G.R., 3000 N. 

Silverbell Rd.
1930-60
1965.-68

N Silver Spur (G.) R., Silver Spur Dr., off 
N. Silverbell Rd. 1946-49

N Tamarack R., 4111 E. Lee 1947-50
G/W 
G 50 
R 66

Tanque Verde (G.) R., E end of Speedway 1928-on

Na Tony's R. , 1050 S. Wilmot Rd. 1949-53
R
N

Triple H Ranch Inn
Triple H R. (1952), 1400 N. Wilmot 1946-52

N Triple JT R., Silverbell Rd. 1947-50
Tucson Mountains G.R., W. Speedway *8

G Tucson Mountains Lodge, present-day
Arizona-Sonora Desert Museum 1947

N Vista al (del) Norte R. (Ranchito, 1935), 
Ft. Lowell Rd., 1/4 mi E of 
Columbus 1935-58
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Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
R Westward Look Inn, 245 E. Ina Rd. 1944-68
S White Rock R., Silverbell Rd. 1949
G Wild Horse R. (1940-69)
R Wild Horse Ranch Club, Ina Rd., near

Cortaro Rd. 1940-on
Na Willow Run R., 211 Rudasill Rd. 1947-49

NOTES: Description of special purpose (Type S) ranches:
Racquet Club R.— a tennis resort; White Rock R.— a trailer 
park.
1. Not an individual guest ranch name, but a corporate 

name for two Tucson guest ranches operating jointly.
2. Komarek interview, 1975.
3. "Greasewood Ranch" (advert.) Tucson, 8 January, 1935,

p. 8.
4. Arizona Historical Society Photograph Collection, n.di
5. "Monk's Guest Ranch," 1935.
6. Conklin interview, 1975.
7. Vector interview, 1975.
8. Never a guest ranch; proposed in 1972, but never opened.



APPENDIX F

DIRECTORY OF WICKENBURG AREA GUEST RANCHES

NOTE: For explanation of symbols, see Appendix B. Source
material listed in Appendix H, unless otherwise noted. 
Total ranches = 17.
Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
G Remuda R. (1925-27)G/W Bar FX R. (1929-31, 1936-40)
G/W FK Bar R. (1934-35, 1945-48), 1 mi SE

1925-27
1929-31
1934-40
1945-48

W
G 29

G?
G 27 
S 70

Bishop's R. (1926)
C-4 R. (1929-35)
Triangle W R. (1940-51)
Lazy Fox G.R. (1962-63) 4 mi W

19 26 
1929-35 
1940-51 
1962-63

Garden of Allah (G.R.) (1912-15, 1931-34)
Circle Flying W R. (1927-30)
Lazy RC R. (1935-43, 1952)
Shady River-Palm Lake R. (1970-on) 6 mi SW

1912-151'2 
1927-43 
1952 • 
1970-on

W Circle Flying W R. (1925-27)
G Remuda R. (1928-72) 1925-74
N/G Remuda Ranch Inn (1973-74) 1 mi NE
G/W Diamond PR., 2 mi NE 1950-on
G El Rancho del Sol, ? 1937
G/W Flying E R., 5 mi W
r Kay-El-Bar R.

K-L-Bar R. (1947), 1-1/2 mi N
Los Caballeros R. (1948)
Rancho de los Caballeros, 5 mi WSW;
M Bar R. (1935 alternate name)

G M Bar V R. (1935 alternate name)
Monte Vista R., 3 mi NW

1948-on
1916
1927-73

1948-on

1929-65
N Rafter Ram R., California Hwy. 1955

257
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Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
N Rancho Casitas, 6 mi NW 1967-on
S Rancho de los Ninos, ? 1948
N Sky R., 2 mi SE 1952
G Slash Bar K R., 1 mi N 1947-69
Na Sombrero R. (may be erroneous), 2 mi NW 1940
R Wickenburg Inn, Tennis and G.R. , 10 mi N 1973

NOTES: Description of special purpose (Type S) ranches:
Shady River-Palm Lake R.— a fishing and picnic area, day 
use only; Rancho de los Ninos— a ranch school.
1. Young (1913, pp. 4-5).
2. Chapman (1933, p. 14).



APPENDIX G

DIRECTORY OF GUEST RANCHES LOCATED OUTSIDE OF 
PHOENIX, TUCSON, AND WICKENBURG, BY AREA

NOTE: For explanation of symbols, see Appendix B. For
location of map areas, see Figure 2. Source materials 
listed in Appendix H, unless otherwise noted.

Area A
Lower Gila River Area (Rural, N=5)

Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
N Birch R., 2 mi ENE of Agua Caliente 1945-48
N Ironwood R., 2 mi ENE of Dateland 1945
N Loma Vista G.R., 3 mi E of Dateland 1940 ,

1948-65J

Nr Tonopah Hot Springs G.R.
Tonopah R. (1950), 1 mi W of Tonopah 1947-51

S TXT R., 20 mi S of Ajo, at Bates Well 1930
Area B

Colorado River Area (Rural, N=2)
Na Rancho de los Caballos, Yuma, ? 1940
Na Stephen G.R., Parker, ? 1940

Area C
Northwestern Arizona (Rural, N=3)

N El Rancho Arivada (and Lodge), in Littlefield 1947
W Flying Circle G.R., 7-1/2 mi S of Kingman 1948
S Phantom R., bottom of the Grand Canyon 1925-on

Area D
Rimrock-Sedona. Area (Rural, N=6)

G Beaver Creek R., 3-1/2 mi ENE of Rimrock 1929-48
259
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Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
G/W 
G 38

Finnie Soda Springs R.
Soda Springs R. (1931-48), 1/2 mi ESE 1930-48

N Rancho Yavapino, Sedona, ? 1948
? Red Rock R., Sedona (may be erroneous) 1940
G Rimrock R., 4 mi SW of Rimrock 19 2 8-4 82
N/G She-Kay-Ah R., Sedona, ? 1938

Area E
Middle Verde Valley (Rural, N=5)

Na Back G.R., Camp Verde, ? 1940
? Foxboro R., Cornville, ? (may be erroneous) 1933
W Lazy T Dot R., Cottonwood, ?* 1948
N/G Saddle Rock R., Cottonwood, ? 1948
G Spring Creek R., near Page Springs, in 

Oak Creek Canyon 1940-48
Area F

Mayer-Cordes Area (near Phoenix, N=2)
W Cordes R. , near Cleator (may be erroneous) 1923-24
W Quarter Circle V Bar R., 10 mi ENE of Mayer 1933-45

Area G
Skull Valley-Prescott Area (near Phoenix, N=9)

W A-H R., Senator Hwy., 20 mi SW of Prescott 1947-48
W

may be the same as, 
Rainbow R., Skull Valley, ? 1938-45

W Arrowhead R., Skull Valley, ? 1930-38
? Barney York's D.R., Prescott, ?* 19 3 43
? Cooper Morgan R., Prescott, ?* 1940
W Muleshoe R., NE of Hillside, at the foot of

Tonto Rim 1945
? Rancho La Hoyada, Skull Valley, ?* 1930-33
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Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
G Rancho Moana, 12-1/2 mi N of Skull Valley 

early 19401s — early 1950's ___ 4

W TK Bar R., 8-1/2 mi S of Wilhoit 1945-47
Area H

Castle Hot Springs Area (near Phoenix, N=6)

G Big Boulder R
C Lazy U R. (1951), 4 mi N of hotel 1945-51

W Casa Rosa R., 2-1/2 mi SE of hotel 1955-57
G/W Champie R., 2 mi N of hotel 1930-55
Wa JL Bar R., ? 1930
Wa T.P. R., ? 1930-34
Wa Two Shoe R., ? 1940

Area I
Phoenix Northern Fringe (near Phoenix, N=8)

Na High Chaparral G.R., 28625 N. Hayden Rd. 1969
G
R 57 Lake Pleasant G.R., S end of lake 1955-675

Na Little Grand Canyon Rancho, New River, ? 1963
N/G Rancho Manana, Rancho Manana Rd., 1/4 mi W 

of Cave Creek 1946-51
S Shangri-La Sun Bathing R., New River Rd., 

6 mi E of New River 1967-on
N/G Sierra Vista R., in Cave Creek 1947-60
G/W 
G 47

Spur Cross R. , Spur Cross Rd., 4 mi N of 
Cave Creek

1928-395
1947-48

G/W 
S 60 
R 61

Wrangler's Roost, New River Rd., 3 mi E of 
New River 1935-48

1960-72
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Type .Name(s)/Location Years in Operation

Area J
Phoenix Eastern Fringe (near Phoenix, N=9)

N/Ga (El) Rancho del Vaquero, 12 mi E of Mesa 1933-348
N/G El Rancho Grande, 12 mi from Mesa, ? 1934-38
S JF R., Superior, ? ("in Superstitions") 1973
R King's Ranch Resort, 7-1/2 mi E of Apache 

Junction 1947-68
N Mountain View G.R., 13 mi E of Mesa 1948
G Rancho del Superstition, on the Apache 

Trail, NE of Apache Junction 1948-51
N Red Mountain R., 13 mi ENE of Mesa 1947-51
G Sahuaro Lake R., just below spillway 19 30—on
S Sunset Trail G.R., on the Apache Trail, 

NE of Apache Junction 1938-54?.
NOTE: Two ranches from Appendix D— V.S. Ranch

and Hatchett Ranch— may also be located 
in this area.

N

Area K
Middle Gila River Valley (Rural, N=4) 

Cactus Forest R., 5 mi SE of Florence 1934-5110
N La Hacienda G.R., Casa Grande, ? 1940-51
N Rancho Loma Verde, Coolidge, ? 1940-48
N Rancho Soledad, 4 mi SE of Florence 1937-48

Area L
Upper Gila River Valley (Rural, N=l)

Ga El Rancho Cuatro Sierras, ? 194811
Area M

Aravaipa Valley (Rural, N=5)
G
N H Cross R. (1947-48)

Buckskin R. (1949-on), 1-1/2 mi NW of Sunset 1947-on
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W
?
W

Type

G

N
Na
G/W
N
G

57

W&S 
W 31
G

N
S
G

G

Double Y R., 5 mi SB of Bonita 1935
Oakland R., Bonita, ? (may be erroneous) 1932
Seventy-Six (76) R., 4 mi NNW of Bonita 1932-55

11Sunset Valley R., 1-1/2 mi E of Sunset 1948
Area N

Bowie Area (Rural, N=l)
Buckeye G.R., 3 mi NNE of Bowie 1933

Area 0
Chiricahua Mountains, East Side (Rural, N=5)
El Portal R., Portal, ? 1948
Kimble R., east of Douglas, ? 1957
Price Canyon R., 10 mi N of Chiricahua 1974-on
Rancho Risco, 3-1/2 mi W of Portal 1948
Sierra Linda R., 2 mi WSW of Portal 1926-40

Area P

Name(s)/Location Years in Operation

Chiricahua Mountains, West Side (Rural, N=8)
Em-Bar-Bee G.R. (1947-56), 5 mi E of Elfrida 
Swisshelm Lodge and G.R. (1957) 1947-on
Cochise Lodge and G.R. (1958-on)
El Coronado R., Turkey Creek, near National

Forest boundary 1929-57
Faraway R., at Chiricahua National Monument

boundary 1923-48
J-H R., in Hunt Canyon, 13 mi E of Elfrida 1947-48

12Marvin Glenn R., in Leslie Canyon 1936-on
Rancho Manzanita, Turkey Creek, near National ,-

Forest boundary 1928-29
Rancho Sacatal, just SW of Dos Cabezas 1948
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N/G Silver Spur R., 1 mi E of Chiricahua ^
National Monument boundary 1945-57

Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation

Area Q
Dragoon and Little Dragoon Mountains (Rural, N=8)

? Apache G.R., Dragoon, ? 1934
w Bar OR., 8 mi W of Gleeson 1924-38
w ' C Bar•R., 2 mi SW of Johnson 1926-34
N Guthrie's J Lazy S R., Tombstone, ? 1940
W Seven Dash R., 2-1/2 mi NW of Johnson 1923-37

1945-51
G
N 60 Triangle T R., 3 mi NW of Dragoon 1928-on15
G 74
Wa Two Bar R., 2 mi S of Cochise 1930-33
Wa U Triangle R., Cochise, ?

Area R
Mule Mountains and Vicinity (Rural, N=2)

1933 "

G Frontier R., 20 mi NW of Douglas 1947-48
N/G Mule Mountain G.R., 4-1/2 mi W of Bisbee

Area S
Upper San Pedro Valley (Rural, N=7)

1948

N A Lazy E R., near Hereford, ? 1957 lfi
1961-62‘Lb

W B Bar C R. (1935-36),
Carr Canyon R., in Carr Canyon, 2 mi 

W of main highway
1935-40

W Border R.
Border R R. (1937), 15 mi SW of Hereford, 

may be the same as,
1935-40

W Montezuma R., 12 mi SW of Hereford^ 1944-51
W Broken Arrow R., 9 mi W of Hereford, in

Miller Canyon 1934-35



Type Name(s)/Location Years in
N Rancho del Rio, 1/2 mi S of Hereford

w. Y.W. R. (1925-27) 
Y-Lightning R., 6 mi WNW of 
Y-Lightning Cattle R. (1945)

Hereford

Area T
Oracle Area (near Tucson, N=10)

S Acadia R., in town
? Casa Blanca R., ? (may be erroneous)
N Donee’s D.R., in or near town

El Rancho Robles (1936-44)
El Rancho de los Robles (1945)

G Rancho Vita (1946-48, 1950)
Hotel Rancho Vita (1949)
Rancho Robles (1954-56), 1 mi S of Oracle

W Lazy Wrangler R., 5 mi SE of Oracle
Three C R. (1967-68, 1974)

W Rancho Linda Vista, 1-1/4 mi SW of Oracle
Linda Vista R. (1925 alternate name)

N/G Mt. Lemon [sic] R., Summerhaven, ?
N/G Sunset Point G.R., near Oracle
N/Gr 3-N R., in town
W Triangle L R., 1-1/2 mi NW of Oracle

Area U
Tucson Northern Fringe (near Tucson, N=5)

W Alexander's Ranch, 2 mi W of Avra Valley
Airport

R Brave Bull Ranch Resort, 16350 Lago del
Oro Parkway, Catalina

? Cielo Tierra R., Oracle Rd. 1/2 mi N of
Canada del Oro

Operation
1956-5716

1925-61

19157-5217
1930
1924- 25

1935-50
1954-56
1967-68
1971-74

1925- 70 
1947 
1947-48 
191018 
1924-30

* 1937-39 

1969-72 

1950-56
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Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation
W Glover's R. , 4 mi SW of Avra Valley Airport-1932-39^ 

Valley R (1939)
G Los Cerros R.

LCS R. (1956)/ Oracle Rd., 4 mi N of Canada 
del Oro

1935-40
1956

Area V
Southeastern Tucson Fringe (near Tucson, N=4)

N/G Rancho del Lago (1960-62)
Angie's Rancho del Lago, 1/2 mi NE of Vail

1960-62
1966

G/W 
? 60 Arrow HR., 20 mi ESE of Tucson 1944-50

1960
G Lazy Vee R., 4 mi SE of Saguaro Monument 

entrance 1947-48
G Thunderhead R., 3 mi S of Saguaro Monument 

entrance 1948-56
Area W

Middle San Pedro Valley (near Tucson, N=4) ’•

W Carlink R., in Redington 1923-24
W El Rancho Madera, 15 mi NW of Benson 1947-51

W Jay-Six (J-6) R., 8 mi W of Benson 
Jay-Six Cattle R. (1937)

1936-40
1948-56

W 19Muleshoe R., 32 mi W of Willcox 1940's
1973 (error)

Area X
Patagonia-Sonoita Area (near Tucson, N=21)

w Blue Heaven R., 4-1/2 mi SW of Patagonia 1930-33
R Boots and Racquets R., S of Canelo, in 

Canelo Valley I96020

w Casa Rosada (1947-49)
Rail X R. (1950-65), 5 mi NE of Patagonia 211947-65

G/W 
G 35 Circle Z R., 4 mi SW of Patagonia 221925-on^
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W
W
W
W

W

G/W 
S 33 
G/W 
? 56

W

G

W

Type

w
s
w
N/G
G
W

w

Curley Horse R., 3 mi W of Sonoita 1938-48
Diamond C R., 2 mi S of Canelo 1930-48
Eagle Nest R., Sonoita, ? ("near") 1932
Flying B R., Elgin, ? 1950
High Heaven R.
Furies R. (1950), 6 mi N of Sonoita 1947-51
Hacienda Los Encinos (1930-40, 47-48, 64-67) 1930-48 
Los Encinos R., 1-1/2 mi SSE of Sonoita 1956-58
Rancho Los Encinos (1956-58) 1964-67^

Name(s)/Location Years in Operation

Henry Wood R.
H.W. R. (1938), 6 mi SSW of Elgin 
La Casa Vieja, 7 mi NNW of Patagonia

1935-40
1937-4023

Lazy J-2 (1948-49)
Meigs Lazy J-2, 8 mi NNE of Lochiel
Mustang R. (1937-50)
Lightning R R. (1960), Elgin, ?
Little Coulee R., Elgin, ?
Little Outfit G.R., 5 mi SW of Canelo

Los Fresnos R., 3 mi SW of Patagonia
Oakland R., 4 mi E of Greaterville
Outlook R., 4 mi S of Elgin
Rockin' Chair R., 3-1/2 mi SE of Patagonia
Starr King R., 4 mi N of Elgin 
Starr King Hereford R. (1947)

1948-50.
1937-50
1960
1948-750

1965-6624
1970
1930-31
1933-40
1930-35
1947-50

1932-4925

Area Y
Upper Santa Cruz Valley (near Tucson, N=10)
El Rancho Blanco, Tubac, ? (may be 

erroneous) 1940



G
Type

G
Na

G

R
G
7
G 45 
N
W 54 
G

G
W

S
W 32

W

W
G 62

Na
W
W
N

Hacienda San Cayetano, 3/4 mi SE of 
Tumacacori

Kenyon R., 1 mi W of Tubac
Kinsley R., at Arivaca Junction
Prince R (1933), at Tubac?
Rancho de Tumacacori
Rancho Grande, 2-1/2 mi N of Nogales 
Rancho Santa Barbara, Tumacacori, ?

Rancho Santa Cruz, 1 mi S of Tumacacori

Rex R., 1-1/4 mi ESE of Amado

2-M R., 1-1/2 mi SE of Tubac
Area Z

Altar Valley (near Tucson, N-9)
Cross Anchor R., 15 mi N of Sasabe
Elkhorn R., 25 mi SW of Three Points, may 

be the same as,

Fresnal R., 20 mi N of Sasabe

El Mirador R. (1932)
Rancho El Mirador, 4 mi WNW of Sasabe
Hacienda de la Osa (1926-37)
La Osa G.R. (1937), 2 mi NW of Sasabe 
Rancho de la Osa (1938-on)
Lazy ST R., Sasabe, ?
Palo Alto R., 15 mi S of Three Points
Rancho del Quivari, 4 mi N of Sasabe
R/X R. , ?

Name(s)/Location Years in

1934
1938- 73 
1952-57
1933
1935
1945-51
1948
1933-34
1945- on

1950-on

1965-7126

1937-38
1946- on

1929-33

1932-33

1926-on

1962
1931-32
1939- 54 
1968-69

268
Operation
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Type Name(s)/Location Years in Operation

Area AA
Mexican Borderland Area (Rural, N=2)

R Hacienda de Oquitoa, Oquitoa, ? 1934
W Los Alamos R (1934)

Rancho el Alamo (1935), Magdalena, ? 1934-35

NOTES: Description of special-purpose (Type S) ranches:
TXT R. (Area A)— primarily a base station for fishing trips 
to the Gulf of California; Phantom R. (Area C)— a pack-in 
ranch by foot or mule/ short-term only; Shangri-La Sun 
Bathing R. (Area I)— a nudist camp; Wrangler's Roost (Area 
I)— a health resort (in 1960); JF R. (Area J)— a base 
station for jeep excursions; Sunset Trail G.R. (Area J)--a 
trailer park/guest ranch combination; El Coronado R (Area P) 
— a ranch/school combination (in 1929-30); Marvin Glenn R. 
(Area P)— a pack trip station (and summertime guest ranch); 
Acadia R. (Area T)— an asthma and tuberculosis rehabilitation 
hotel; Little Outfit G.R. (Area X)— a weekend guest ranch;
Los Encinos R. (Area X)— a ranch school (in 1933); Fresnal 
R. (Area Z)— a ranch school (in 1929-31).
1. Young interview (1975).
2. Pomeroy (1957, p. 170).
3. Sharlot Hall Museum, Photograph Collection.
4. Kaiser interview (1975).■
5. "Lake Pleasant Guest Ranch" (n.d. [1956?]).
6. Jones (1929).
7. Yates interview (1975).
8. "New Guest Ranch" (1934) .
9. Barker interview (1975).
10. Humphrey (1938, p. 81).
11. Safford Chamber of Commerce (n.d. [1948?]).
12. Glenn interview (1975).
13. Davis (1928).
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14. Henderson (1958).
15. Douglas communication (1973).
16. Bradshaw interview (1975).
17. Wilson (1974).
18. Arizona Historical Society, photograph collection, n.d.
19. Browning interview (1975).
20. De Wald (1961).
21. Kolbe interview (1975).
22. Arnold (1926).
23. Some sources instead suggest a location west of 

Sahuarita.
24. "Little Outfit Guest Ranch" (n.d. [1970?]).
25. "Starr King Ranch" (1950).
26. Martin interview (1976).



APPENDIX H

MAJOR SOURCE MATERIAL USED IN COMPILING 
THE GUEST RANCH LISTING

NOTE: All dates given are for the winter season beginning
in August of the named year. For instance, all data 
collected between August, 1936, and July, 1937, are 
considered part of the 1936 season.

Descriptive Guest Ranch Lists
Applicable To the Entire Study Area:
1923 "Arizona Vacation Directory," Arizona; the State 

Magazine 14 (June/July, 1924), pp. 4-5, 51
1924 "Arizona Summer Resort Directory," Arizona; the 

State Magazine 14 (June, 1925), pp. 8-9.
1926 Automobile Club of Arizona, "Official Road Map of 

Arizona," George Hammond, 1926.
1929 Arizona Summerland Resort Directory. 1930. 6th Ed., 

Phoenix, Arizona, Summerland Resorts Association, 
1930.

1929 Southern Pacific Railroad, "Guest Ranches of
Southern Arizona"(pamphlet), September 25, 1929.

1931 "Guest Ranches in Arizona," Hoof and Horns 1 ( uly,
24, 1931), pp. 4-5.

1931-1932 Annotated List, Hoofs and Horns, each issue from 
10/23/31 through 4/5/33; however, they are only 
comprehensive through June, 1932.

1934 Smith, Lawrence B. (Lon), Dude Ranches and Ponies 
(New York: Conrad-McCann, 1936), pp. 283-306 (list 
dated May 1, 1935) .

1935 Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railroad, "Hotels 
and Guest Ranches in Arizona" (pamphlet), Poole 
Brothers printers, October, 1935.
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1937 Southern Pacific Railroad, "Guest Ranches Along

Southern Pacific Lines" (pamphlet), January 1, 1938.
1945 Valley National Bank, "Arizona Ranches, Resorts, 

Hotels" (pamphlet), 1945.
1947 "Directory; Ranches, Resorts, Hotels," Arizona 

Highways 23 (September, 1947), pp. 30-44.
1948 Valley National Bank, "Arizona Ranches, Resorts, 

Hotels" (pamphlet), 1948.
1948 "Your Hosts in the Sunshine Land," Arizona Highways 

24 (September, 1948), pp. 26-40.
1950 Southern Pacific Railroad, "List of Resorts and 

Guest Ranches, Resort Hotels and Ranch Schools Along 
Southern Pacific Lines in Arizona and the Southwest," 
(pamphlet), October 1, 1950.

1951 Ibid., October, 1951.
1968 State of Arizona,' Department of Economic Planning 

and Development, "Directory of Guest Ranches and 
Ranch Resorts" (pamphlet); no date given, but 
telephone conversation with author (Steven Paquette) 
confirmed publishing date.

1973 Robert E. Golden, Insiders Guide to Outdoor Recrea
tion in Arizona (Phoenix: Phoenix Books, 1973), pp. 
58-60.

1973 Farm, Ranch and Countryside Guide, 1974 (25th
edition). Ed by Farm and Ranch Vacations, Inc.,
1973, pp. 48-52.

1973 State of Arizona, Office of Economic Planning and 
Development, "1973-1974 Directory of Guest Ranches 
and Ranch Resorts" (pamphlet), no date, but "rates 
effective October 1973 through September 1974."

1974 Ibid., January, 1975.
1975 Ibid., January, 1976.

Applicable to Greater Tucson and Southeastern Arizona
1925 Lowell J. Arnold, "Dude Ranches of Southern

Arizona," Progressive Arizona 1 (September, 1925), 
pp. 13-16, 38-39.



1926

1928

1928

1929

1930

1931

1932

1933

1934

1935

1936

1937

1937

1938

1939

1951
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L. J. Arnold, "Dude Ranching," Progressive Arizona 
4 (February, 1927), pp. 18-20.
L. J. Arnold, "Guest Ranches in and About Tucson," 
Tucson 1 (December, 1928) , p. 3.
Ruth Borum, "The Lure of Ranch Life," Progressive 
Arizona and the Great Southwest 8 (February, 1929), 
pp. 22-23.
"Southern Arizona Guest Ranches," Tucson 3 
(February, 1930), p. 6.
"Resorts and Ranches in Southern Arizona," Southern 
Arizona Daily Rambles 1 (April 20-May 20, 1931) , 
pp. 12-16.
"Guest Ranches," Southern Arizona Daily Rambles 3 
(March, 1932), p. 3.
"Guest Ranches Abound Near Tucson," Tucson 5 
(October, 1932) , p. 1.
"Hosts of the Open Spaces," Tucson 6 (October,
1933), pp. 3-5, 8.
"Seeing the Guest Ranches," Tucson 8 (January,
1935), p. 10.
"Guest Ranch Accomodations in Southern Arizona," 
Tucson 8 (October, 1935), p. 7.
"Guest Ranch Accomodations in Southern Arizona," 
Tucson 9 (October, 1936), p. 5.
"Guest Ranch Accomodations in Southern Arizona," 
Arizona 1 (September/October, 1937), p. 19.
"Guest Ranch Accomodations in Southern Arizona," 
Tucson 10 (September, 1937), pp. 5-8.
(untitled), Tucson 11 (September, 1938), pp. un
numbered.
"Outstanding Guest Ranches of the Southwest," Tucson 
12 (September, 1939), pp. 3-8.
"Directory of Guest Ranches and Resorts," Magazine 
Tucson, Blue Book of Southern Arizona Guest Ranches 
and Resorts 4 (October, 1951), pp. 18-19.'
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1955 Tucson Chamber of Commerce, "The Sunshine City—  

Tucson, Arizona, Accomodations'! (pamphlet) , no date 
given, but guest ranch composition suggests that it 
was printed for the early 1956 calendar year.

1960 Tucson Sunshine Climate Club, "Accomodations in 
Tucson and Southern Arizona" (pamphlet), "prepared 
for the 1960-61 season."

1964 through 1967: Tucson Chamber of Commerce, "Tucson 
Vacation Living," annually issued pamphlet.

1968 through 1975: Tucson Chamber of Commerce, Tucson! 
(accomodations pamphlet), June, 1973.

Applicable to Phoenix and Other Central Arizona Areas
1930 "Resorts and Ranches in Northern Arizona," Southern 

Arizona Daily.Rambles 1 (April 20-May 20, 1931), 
pp. 20-21.

1938 Santa Fe Railroad1, "Dude Ranches of the Santa Fe 
Southwest" (pamphlet), November,30, 1938.

1952 Wickenburg Round-Up Club, "Wickenburg— Dude Ranch' 
Capital of the World" (pamphlet), October, 1952.

1955 Phoenix Chamber of Commerce, "Accomodations in 
Arizona's Valley of the Sun" (pamphlet), date 
approximate.

1974 Wickenburg Chamber of Commerce, "Out Wickenburg Way" 
(pamphlet), date approximate, pp. 14-15.

1930
Ranch Lists— No Descriptive Material

"Guest Ranches," Southern Arizona Daily Rambles 1 
(March 15-April 15, 1931), pp. 20-22.

1930 "Dude and Guest Ranches in Yavapai County, Arizona," 
Yavapai 20 (August, 1930), p. 7.

1930 [untitled] Arizona Year Book, 1930/31, 5th edition, 
various pp., Forrest Doucette, ed.

1933 and 1934: "Guest Ranches in Arizona," Hoofs and Horns,
monthly, in issues between October, 1933, and May, 
1934.



1938 "Famous Ranches of Arizona," Arizona Highways 14 
(August, 1938) , pp. 36-37. and back cover.

1940 "Winter in the Old West," Arizona Highways 16 
(November, 1940), opposite p. 21.

Telephone Listings of Guest Ranches 
("Yellow Pages")

Tucson Telephone Books
1937- .-Winter 1937-38
1938—  Summer 1938
1942—  July 1942
1943—  February 1944
1944—  August 1944
1945—  August 1945
1946—  August 1946
1947—  September 1947
1947—  May 1948
1948—  March 1949
1949—  March 1950•
1950—  September 1950
1952—  October 1952
1953—  Spring 1954
1955—  Spring 1956 
1957— June 1958 
1959— June 1960 
1961— June 1962 
1963— June 1964
1965— June 1966
1967— June 1968 
1969— June 1970
1971— June 1972 
1973— June 1974

Willcox Telephone Books
1945—  February 1946
1946—  February 1947 
1949— March 1950
1956—  October 1956

Benson Telephone Books
1947—  September 1947
1948—  September 1948 
1956— October 1956
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Nogales Telephone Books

1956—  January 1957
1957—  January 1958

and every January to-
1966—  January 1967
1967—  October 1967
1968— -October 1968

Phoenix Telephone Books
1932— Summer 1933
1935—  Winter 1935-36
1936—  Summer 1937 
1938— Summer 1939
1942—  December 1942 
1944— -January 1945
1949— January 1950 
1952— January 1953 
1955— January 1956 
1957— January 1958 
1959— January 1960 
1961— January 1962 
1963— January 1964 
1965— January 1966
1967—  January 1968
1969—  January 1970
1971—  January 1972 
1973— January 1974

Wickenburg Telephone Books
1943—  February 1944 
• 1950— November 1950
1968—  October 1968
1968—  March 1969
1969—  March 1970
1972—  March 1973
1973—  March 1974

Bisbee Area Telephone Books
1956—  February 1957
1957—  February 1958
1958—  March 1959
1959—  March 1960
1960—  March 1961
1961—  March 1962
1962—  March 1963
1969—  September 197
1970—  October 1970

(with Sierra Vista-Tombstone) 
(with Douglas and vicinity) 
(with Douglas and vicinity) 
(with Douglas and vicinity) 
(with Douglas and vicinity) 
(with Douglas and vicinity) 
(with Douglas and vicinity) 
i (Cochise County)
(Cochise County)
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1971—  October 1971
1972—  October 1972
1973—  October 1973
1974—  October 1974

(Cochise County) 
(Cochise County) 
(Cochise County) 
(Cochise County)

Source: Mountain States Telephone and Telegraph
Corporation.
NOTES: Help in locating the ranches was provided by:

1. U.S.G.S. Quadrangles— 7-1/2* 1 2 3 4 5 6, 15', and 1:250,000 
series;

2. County Atlases of the following Arizona counties:
Cochise County, 1966
Graham County, 1965
Maricopa County, 1960 and 1969
Pima County, 1947 and 1963
Santa Cruz County, 1961
Yuma County, 1964

3. Guest-Ranch Locator Maps in the following publica
tions :
Arizona, September/October, 1937, pp. 4-5,
Southern Arizona Daily Rambles, March, 1932, pp, 2-3,
Tucson, January, 1935, pp. 10-11,
Tucson, October, 1935, pp. 8-9,
Tucson, October, 1936, pp. 6-7;

4. Pima County Assessor's Records (tax forms);
5. field investigations by the author; and
6. persons interviewed in Appendix I, noted with 

asterisks.



APPENDIX I

LIST OF PERSONS CONTACTED

This appendix shows those persons who were inter
viewed for this study. The first four parts are lists of 
owners of guest ranches during various historical periods, 
as referred to in the text. The last part lists other 
contributors. As described in the introduction, several 
people also helped verify the data in the published lists. 
They are referred to by an asterisk (*) in this appendix; 
their area of expertise is included in parentheses at the 
end of the citation.

Present Ranch Owners and Managers—
On-Ranch Interviews

Berry, Mr. and Mrs. Glen, Remuda Ranch Inn, Wickenburg,
April 21, 1974.

Catalan, Mr. Jose, General Manager, Castle Hot Springs
Resort Hotel, Castle Hot Springs, April 22, 1974.

Cote, Mr. Robert, Jr., Tanque Verde Ranch, Tucson, April 
17, 1974.

Donau, Mrs. A1 (Frankie), Rex Ranch, Amado, April 28, 1974.
Gant, Mr. Dallas C. ("Rusty"), Jr., Rancho de los Caballeros 

Wickenburg, April 21, 1974.
Green, Mrs. Andrea, Rancho de la Osa, Sasabe, April 24, 1974
Hansen, Mrs. Donald (Evie), Sahuaro Vista Ranch, Tucson, 

April 15, 1974.
Hartman, Mr. Robert, Hacienda del Sol, Tucson, November 2, 

1973, and April 17, 1974.
Jackson, Mr. Jack, Saddle and Surrey Ranch Resort, Tucson, 

April 12, 1974.
Labensart, Mr. Irving, El Carnila Ranch, Tucson, February 12, 1974.
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Miller, Mrs. Ernest (Grace), Elkhorn Ranch, Three Points, * 

April 26, 1974 (Area Z). Also, dude ranch historian.
Miller, Mr. Howard W., Jr., Wild Horse Ranch Club, Tucson, 

April 17-18, 1974.
Rothschild, Mr. Philip, Double U Ranch, Tucson, April 23, 

1974.
Treadway, Mrs. Royal (Patty), Wickenburg Inn, Tennis and 

Guest Ranch, Wickenburg, April 21, 1974.
Wellik, Mrs. George (Vi), Flying E Ranch, Wickenburg,

April 21, 1974.

Other Contemporary Guest Ranch Owners
Allen, Mrs. W. T., and Ms. Lynn Thompson, Kenyon Ranch,

Tubac, January 27, 1975, and March 7, 1975 (Area Y).*
Burden, Mr. Dana, Remuda Ranch, Wickenburg, September 20, 

1974, and May 6, 1975.
Burden, Mrs. Jack (Sophie), Remuda Ranch, Wickenburg,

September 20, 1974, and January 29, 1975 (Wickenburg 
area) . *

Cote, Mr. Robert S. ("Brownie") Sr., Tanque Verde Ranch, 
Tucson, February 7, 1975 (Tucson area).*

Glenn, Mrs. Marvin, Marvin Glenn Ranch, Chiricahua Mountains, 
West Side, March 14, 1975.

Kissinger, Mrs. John (Dottie), Sahuaro Lake Ranch, Mesa,
East, February 21, 1975 (Area J).*

Kolbe, Mrs. Walter (Helen), Rail X Ranch, Patagonia, April 
18, 1975 (Area X).*

Komarek, Mrs. A. W., Castle Rock Ranch, Tucson, February 
20, 1975.

Martin, Mr. Frank, 2-M Ranch, Tubac, March 2, 1976.
Miller, Mr. Howard W. Sr., Wild Horse Ranch Club, Tucson, 

March 3, 1975 (Tucson area).*
Miller, Mrs. Glenn (Ruth), Desert Trail Ranch Club, Tucson, 

September 23, 1974.
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Patterson, Mrs. Dorothy, Ride-1n 1-Rock Ranch, Phoenix,

March 20, 1975 (Phoenix area).*
Vactor, Mr. Drew, Rancho del Rio, Tucson, February 7, 1975 

(Tucson area) . *
Vukovich, Mrs. Steve (Gladys), Buckskin Ranch, Bonita, 

January 28, 1975.
Wilson, Mr. Boyd, Rancho Linda Vista, Oracle, September 29,

1974 (Area T).*
Yates, Mr. Hube, Sierra Vista Ranch, Cave Creek, March 3,

1975 (Area I).*
Young, Mrs. Ray, Loma Vista Ranch, Dateland, March 12, 1975 

(Area A).*

Transitional-Period Guest Ranch Owners
Allen, Mrs. W. T. (see above).
Barker, Mr. Mark, Sunset Trail Guest Ranch, Apache Junction, 

February 6, 1975 (Area J).*
Bradshaw, Mrs. Eva Moson, Y-Lightning and Diamond C Ranches, 

Hereford and Canelo, February 16, 1975 (Areas S and 
X) .*

Burden, Mr. Dana, and Mrs. Jack (Sophie) Burden (see above).
Conklin, Mrs. Madesta, Oasis Ranch, Tucson, February 7, 1975.
Cornwell, Mrs. Marstell, Starr King Ranch, Elgin, January 

29, 1975 (Area X).*
Cote, Mr. Robert S. ("Brownie") (see above).
Kolbe, Mrs. Walter (Helen) (see above).
Miller, Mrs. Ernest (Grace) (see above).
Miller, Mr. Howard W. Sr. (see above).
Shaul, Mr. Edward, Tanque Verde Ranch, Tucson, February 10, 

1975 (Tucson area).*
Webb, Mrs. Paul (Virginia), Soda Springs 

February 23, 1975.
Ranch, Rimrock,



Wilson, Mr. Boyd (see above).
Yates, Mr. Hube (see above).
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Early Guest Ranch Owners 
Bradshaw, Mrs. Eva Moson,(see above). 
Burden, Mrs. Jack (Sophie) (see above). 
Wilson, Mr. Boyd (see above).

Other Resource Persons
Bloom, Mr. Philip V., Maricopa County Planning Department, 

personal communication, April 23, 1975.
Breed, Ms. Janita, Tucson City Clerk's Office, February 10, 

1975.
Brinkerhoff, Mr. Sidney, Director, Arizona Pioneers

Historical Society, Tucson, February 8, 1975.
Browning, Mr. Richard, present owner. Muleshoe Ranch, April 

6, 1975.
Bull, Mr. Joe, longtime rancher, Bonita, January 20, 1975 

(Area M) . *
Collins, Mr. Paul, bartender, Wild Horse Ranch Club, Tucson, 

April 18, 1974.
Crosby, Mr. and Mrs. George, descendants of original

proprietor, Molly Butler's Guest Ranch, Greer,
April 6, 1975.

Darling, Mr. Joe, present head, Tucson Tourism Bureau, 
February 20, 1975.

Day, Mr. Charles C., longtime rancher, Colossal Cave area, 
April 10, 1975 (Area V).*

Douglas, Mr. Gordon, Director, Cochise Visitor Center,
Willcox, personal communication, October 25, 1973.

Drachman, Mr. Roy P. Sr., past President, Tucson Sunshine 
Climate Club, Tucson, February 10, 1975 (Tucson 
area).*
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Gilcrease, Mrs. John, Arizona historian, Tucson, March 3, 

1975.
Glover, Mr. and Mrs. James, present owners, Glover's Ranch, 

January 26, 1976 (Area U).*
Herrera, Mr. Manuel, Manager of Delivery and Collections,

Tucson Post Office, February 5, 1975 (Tucson Area).*
Hinton, Dr. Harwood, Historian, The University of Arizona, 

Tucson, December 19, 1974.
Hoosier, Mr. Virgil, former employee, Guest Ranch Reserva

tion Service, Tucson, February 10, 1975 (Tucson 
area).*

Jones, Mr. Don, former head, Guest Ranch Reservation Service, 
Tucson, February 10, 1975 (Tucson area).*

Kaiser, Mr. William, officer, Arizona Cattle Growers'
Association, Prescott, and longtime area rancher, 
February 17, 1975 (Area G) . *

Layton, Mr. Delbert, longtime rancher, Castle Hot Springs 
area, February 3, 1975 (Area H).*

Lloyd, Mrs. Alice, longtime postmistress, Greer, February
27, 1975.

Lowery, Mr. Don, longtime resident, Tucson, March and April, 
1974, various dates.

McPhine, Mr. Donald, Phoenix Planning Department Mapping 
Division, March 11, 1975.

Manley, Mr. Ray, guest ranch photographer, Tucson, April
28, 1975.

Meckem, Mr. Edward, former employee, various Rimrock-area 
ranches, February 8, 1975 (Areas D and E).*

Moore, Mrs. Yndia S., longtime Tucson journalist and 
historian, February 14, 1975.

Peterson, Mr. Tom, Historian, Arizona Pioneers' Historical 
Society, December 16, 1974.

Ramsey, Mr. William, Publicity Director, 1975 Fiesta de los 
Vaqueros Parade, Tucson, February 13, 1975.



Richards, Mr. James F. ("Finley"), present owner, Sierra 
Linda Ranch, Portal, February 23, 1975 (Area O).*
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Ridgeley, Mr. Rider, Graham County Historian, Safford, July 
2, 1975 (Area L).*

Stewart, Jan, Arizona ranch historian, Tucson, December 15, 
1975.

Sturgis, Mrs. Vera, longtime resident. Camp Verde, February 
23, 1975 (Areas D and E).*

Tapp, Mr. Frank, longtime resident, Portal, February 23, 
1975 (Area 0).*

Wilson, Mrs. Marjorie, Historian, Arizona State Parks Board, 
personal communication, December 16, 1975.
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