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Journal 79: When Did George Mayes Puchase the Land for Cuchara Camps 
 

These research notes for the associated article contain the abstract, timeline of legal 
actions, and corroborating evidence. 

 
I. Abstract 

 
Journal 79 untangles the confusion about when and how George Mayes purchased the 
land for the future development of the Cuchara Camps in Cuchara, Colorado.  
 
For generations, local history has told a simple and appealing story: George Alfred 
Mayes purchased the W. J. Gould Ranch in 1906 and quickly transformed it into what 
became Cuchara Camps. Like many tidy origin stories, it is memorable, repeatable—
and only partly accurate. 
 
County records reveal a more complex and far more typical early-twentieth-century 
land transaction. Rather than a single purchase date, the acquisition of the Cuchara 
Camps land unfolded over several years through private financing, staged control, and 
delayed legal title. The confusion stems not from error so much as compression: 
multiple steps collapsed into one convenient date. 
 
The first documented transfer occurred in October 1907, when William J. Gould and his 
wife conveyed the ranch—not to Mayes—but to Charles M. Mack. Mack was not a resort 
developer; he functioned as a private financier, a common role in rural Colorado at the 
time. At this point, Mack held legal title. 
 
Only days later, George Mayes entered the documentary record through a deed of trust 
and related financing instruments covering the same land. These records show that 
Mayes gained possession, responsibility, and the right to develop the property under a 
privately financed arrangement while Mack retained title as security. In modern terms, 
Mayes was building under what we would recognize as a seller-financed mortgage. 
This explains why Mayes could legitimately begin developing Cuchara Camps by 1907—
even though he was not yet the legal owner. He lived on the land, invested heavily in 
improvements, and acted as its steward years before holding title outright. 
 
The final step came on December 6, 1910, when Charles M. Mack executed a 
confirmatory warranty deed further perfecting and quieting George A. Mayes’s title 
following the earlier financing arrangement. 

 
So which date is “right”—1906, 1907, or 1910? Each reflects a different stage of the 
same transaction: 1906 marks early negotiations, 1907 marks control and 
development, and 1910 marks formal ownership. 
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Far from diminishing Mayes’s legacy, this fuller story underscores his commitment and 
risk tolerance. He built first and secured title later—an approach shared by other 
mountain visionaries, including Pinehaven founder Steve Peirotti. In both cases, land 
was not merely acreage but possibility, shaped by imagination, courage, and a 
willingness to invest in a future not yet guaranteed. 
 
For a fully documented and more detailed explanation, see Journal 79, “The True Story 
Behind Cuchara Camps,” on the Cabin in the Pines blog linked below.  
www.cabininthepinescuchara.blogspot.com. 
 
 

II. Timeline of Legal Actions 
 

Mayes–Cuchara Camps Land Transaction Timeline 
 

Date  
(event order) 

What happened 
In order 

Document 
name 

Doc 
date 

Recording / 
Ref. No. 

Money mentioned & 
meaning 

Oct 7, 1907 
Goulds transfer legal title 
to Mack, positioning him 
as intermediary lender 

Warranty 
Deed (Gould → 
Mack) 

Oct 7, 
1907 

Reception 
No. 33761 

Consideration not 
stated; establishes 
Mack’s control of title 

Oct 12, 1907 
Mayes finances purchase 
from Mack using land as 
collateral 

Deed of Trust 
(Mayes → 
Mack) 

Oct 12, 
1907 

Reception 
No. 34082 

$5,500 loan @ 8%; 
payments due $1,000 
(1908), $1,000 (1909), 
$3,500 (1911) 

Oct 24, 1907 Mack conveys ownership 
of the land to Mayes 

Warranty 
Deed (Mack → 
Mayes) 

Oct 24, 
1907 

Reception 
No. 34402 

$5,200 stated 
consideration; reflects 
financed sale, not cash 

Dec 6, 1910 
Mack issues confirmatory 
deed to clear and perfect 
Mayes’s title 

Warranty 
Deed 
(Confirmatory) 

Dec 6, 
1910 

Reception 
No. 41832 

No new money; 
confirms earlier 
transaction and 
resolves title 

 
 

Notes on Interpretation and Record Context 
 

A. Recording vs. execution dates. Clarifies why documents appear “out of order” in 
deed books. 

B. Role clarification. Mack acted as intermediary lender, not original landowner. 
Mayes acted as a purchaser using seller financing, holding possession and 
development rights subject to a deed of trust. 

C. Why dollar amounts differ. $5,200 (stated consideration) vs. $5,500 (loan) reflects 
financing costs and structure. 

D. What is not present. No separate 1910 sale; no evidence of a cash purchase. 
 
III. Corroborating Documentation 

 

http://www.cabininthepinescuchara.blogspot.com/
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Following document copies have been purchased from the Huerfano County Recorders 
office and provided in the appendix to this document.  
 
• Gould → Mack Warranty Deed (1_19071007_HuerfanoCounty_Gould-

Mack_WarrantyDeed_033761.pdf) 
• Mayes → Mack Deed of Trust (2_19071012_HuerfanoCounty_Mayes-Mack-

DeedofTrust_034082.pdf) 
• Mack → Mayes Warranty Deed (3_19071024_HuerfanoCounty_Mack-

Mayes_WarentyDeed_034402.pdf) 
• Mack → Mayes Confirmatory Warranty Deed 

(4_19101206_HuerfanoCounty_Mack-Mayes_Confir_Warranty_Deed 041832.pdf) 
 

IV. Appendix 
 

The following documents were downloaded from the Huerfano County Clerk and 
Recorder’s website and concern property described as: 
• Section 3, Township 31 South, Range 69 West 
• Section 4, Township 31 South, Range 69 West 
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