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ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY 

In  March 1989, the  Ol'l'ice 01 Archaeological Studies tested LA 101 135, a historic  site 
located  in the village of Cahoncito, Santa Fe County. New Mexico. It is situated on the west side 
of the 1-25 frontage  road. The site is within Parcel 1 ol' the Glorieta Pass Battlel'ield. ' lhe resource 
i s  included in the New Mexico Stute Rqis lcr  of Cdlural Propr1ic.s and the Natinlrnl Register of 
Historic P1uc.e.v. I t  is also designated a National Historic Landmark. A limited testing program was 
conducted for the New Mexico  State Highway and Transportation  Departrncnt (NMST-TTD) to 
identify the extent of cultural  tnatcrial rcvealed during the excavation of a drainage  system. 'Ihe 
drainage ditch was installed to help control water erosion in  the vicinity of Our Txiy of 1,ight 
Church, located southwest of the  pro-jcct arca.  The church is on the Nc.w Mexico S'Iutc] Ke]gistc>r of 
CuIt1~rd Proprties and also  within  Parcel 1 of the Glorieta Pass Battlefield. 'Thc prqjcct  area is 
within highway right-ol-way acquired  from  private  sources  and  private  properly. 

LA 1 0 1  135 is a  historic  habitation sitc that includes the remains 01' a historic  llousc, 
associated corral, outbuildings,  a well cornplex, and a historic trash scatter.  This  site  appears to 
datcs from latc 1800s into the present. Subsurface depnsils within thc highway right-of-way include 
a shallow midden and  the remains of a historic  structure. Informant interviews and archacological 
rcscarch at this site revealed that the structure was prcviously razcd and a l l  that remains is a single 
Ibundation wall made of adobc and sandstone. 

The  structure has little architectural intcgrity, and the sl~allow nature o l '  thc trash  dcposits 
do  not warrant l'urther excavation of the site because they are unlikcly to yield important 
itlfor~-nation on the local history. We thereforc do not recommend Furtller cultural ~CSOLKCC studies 
at this location. 

MNM Project 41.448 
NMSIITD  Report District 5 Maintenance  Report 88-29 

Submitted in  fulfillment of Joint  Powers  Agreement DO 3553 betwcen the New Mexico  State 
Highway  and  Transportation  Dcpartment and the Office o l '  Archaeological  Studies,  Muscurn of 
New Mexico, Ol'l'ice o f  C'ultural Affairs. 
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INTRODUCTION 

T n  March 1988 the New  Mexico State Highway and Transportalion  Department 
(NMSHTD) identified cultural lnaterial  during the excavation and cultural resource  monitoring of 
a drainage system that was installed t o  help control  water  erosion  in the vicinity of Our  Taiy of 
Light Church, Calloncito, Ncw Mexico. The church is on the NPW MLlxicn S / c r / ~  Rqistpr o/' 
Cultural  Properties and the Ncxtioml Rrgistw of' Historic Placw.  I t  is also  designated a National 
Historic  Landmark.  The cultural materials uncovered revealed the presence of a  historic site (LA 
101135). LA 101  135 is located within Parcel 1 ol' the Glnrieta  Battlcficld. 

From  March 27 t o  30, 1989, Office of Archaeological Studies  archaeologists Adisa 3 .  
Willrller, Stcpllcn C. Lent, and Byron Hamilton tested a  portion of LA 10 1 135. The project  area 
was within the highway  right-of-way of the 1-75 frontage road and 011 private  property located al 
Cal'oncito, New Mexico  (Fig. I ) .  David A. Phillips, Jr., served  as principal investigator. '].'he 
report was ediled by Robin  Gould, and figures  were  produced by Ann Noble. 

LA 101 135 is a historic habitation site and encompasses the remains of a house, associated 
corral,  outbuildings, well complex, and a light scatter of historic  trash.  Testing  was  conducted in 
and around the subsequent drainage system and included tlle historic dwelling (Feature 1) and trash 
area (Feature 2). The unexcavaled portion of the site was documenled,  photographed, and mapped. 
Examination ol' the surface and subsurface artil'acts suggest that the site was occupied from the end 
of tllc Territorial  period  to modern times (ca. 1870 to  present). 

Testing of two f-katures showed that the historic structure  had  little  architectural  integrity 
and that the trash deposits  were  shallow.  The  results of the testing  program are  presented in this 
report. Also included are the site description, a discussion of regional prehistory and  history, and 
inforrnation on the local environment. Site location and  legal descriptions can he found i n  Appendix 
2. 
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CIJL'TIJRAL HISTORY OVERVIEW OF T H E  REGION 

(adapted  from  Wilhner [1990], Lent and Goodman 119901, Lent [1991], and Gaunt C1991j) 

A  brief  summary of  the major cultural sequences  and  archaeological  work  characterizing 
the project  area will be presented here.  The  reader is referred to Stuart  and  tiauthicr  (1981) and 
Cc)rdell ( I  984)  for a more  comprehensive overview on the prehistory 01' the Northern Kio (3randc 
area,  and  Pratt and  Snow  (1988) and Simmons (1979,  1984)  for the Historic  period. Specil'ic 
cultural  information 011 the town o f  Caiioncito and its significance pertaining to thc S a m  Fc Trail 
and the Battle of Glorieta are also  prcscntcd in this section. 

Prehistory 

Paleoindian occupation of the Northern Rio Grandc took place between ca. 15,000 and 5500 B.C. 
This  stage of cultural  adaptation is characterized by big-game hunting of now-extinct  species 01' 
mammoth and bison.  Paleoindian  remains in the vicinity of the study area llavc bccn limited  to  a 
few isolated projectile points Ihund in the castern  fwthills of the Sangre de  Cristo  Mountains 
(Stuart  and  Gauthier  1981). A few Paleoindian points have been  recovered in lhe Pecos-Gloricta 
area, on the Las Vegas Plateau, and in the highlands ol' the Galisteo Basin (Lange 1968). 

'I'he low frequency of Paleoindian remains in this rcgion is not fi~lly understood.  Nordby 
(1981)  hypothesizes that the area may have lacked the large-game  resources  characteristic of 
Paleoindian adaptation. Peckham (1984) believes that lhe presence of thc few Paleoindian artifacts 
in  thc  Northern  Rio  Grande  area may be due to the f x t  that these projectile  points  were found 
clscwhere.  curated by later  groups,  and  introduced into the area. 

The  Archaic period (ca. 5500 B.C. to A.D.  400) adaptation  generally involved a diversiried 
subsistence  stralegy. It included  both  migratory hunting and  gathering  practices that followed a 
scasonal pattern of efficient  exploitation of selected plant and animal  species within a number of 
ccozoncs. 'There has been documentation of Archaic sites across much 01' tllc Northern  Rio  Grande 
rcgion (Cordell 1979; Peckham 1984). Archaic sitcs, which consist 01' lithic scattcrs and sometimes 
associated  hearths. have been docurnented north and northwest 01' the project  area (New  Mexico 
Cultural  Records Information System [NMCKIS] f i l a ,  LA 65922, Dickson 1(379), as well as in 
high elevations of the Pecos Wilderness and the Santa Fe National lkrcst (Stuart and Farwell 1983: 
Wendorl'and  Miller 199) .  Lent (1991) recently found Archaic points on thrcc Puebloan sites near 
tlle tow11 01' Pecos.  Obsidian  hydration  dates  from  predominantly  Puebloan  contexts  near Rowe 
suggest that there was possibly scavenging 01' materials  from  Archaic  sites,  perhaps  from  sites in 
the Pecos Valley or nlountain  area  (Morrison  1987). 
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The prqject  area  lies in a region bctwccn Kiddcr's Pecos  Classification and Wcndorf  and Rccd's 
Rio Grande  Cultural  Sequence.  Researchers i n  the Rio Grande  area, in particular  Wendorl. and 
Rced (19SS), havc  perceived the dcvcloprncnts in that area as departing  from the traditional Pecos 
Classilicalion proposed by Kidder (1927).  The chronological sequence for the  Kio Grandc  has  becn 
broken  down into the Developnmital  pcriod (A.D. 600-1200), the Coalition period (A.D. 1200- 
1323, and the Classic  period (A.D. 1325-1610). 

The I)evelopmental Period (A.D. 600-1200). This  period is subdivided into three  phases, the 
Early,  Middlc (Kcd  Mcsa), and Late (Tesuclue), i n  the Santa Fe District or what is also  referred 
to as the middle Northern Rio Grande region. 'Ihe early phasc of the Developmental  period dales 
from A.D. 600 to  900  and may be correlated with the Basketmaker 111 and Pueblo T periods o f  the 
Pecos Classification.  Early  Developn~ental habitation sites are  characterized as slnall  villagcs of 
shallow.  circular pithouse structures,  rectilinear surface storagc  cists,  and  associated  ceramic and 
lithic scatkrs [hat consist mainly of Lino Gray, Sa11 Marcia1 Black-on-white,  and  various  plain 
brown  and  rcd-slippcd  wares. In the Santa Fe area, a total of clcvcn carly phase sites have been 
rccordcd  (Langc 1968: nickson 1979; NMCRIS liles). 111 thc Pccos area, early  Pueblo  period 
pilllouses (LA 14154) were  documcntcd and dated approximately A.D. 800 (Stuart and Gauthier 
1981) and are located within [he  boundaries of thc Pecos National Historical Park. 

The  Middlc or Kcd Mcsa phase of the Developmental period  corrcsponds with the Puehlo 
JI period. It lasled li-0111 A.D. 900 to 1000 and was marked by the transition from pithouses t o  
conliguous-wallcd  adobc  surface  pueblos. Red Mesa Black-o~~-white  ceramics  are the doniinant 
ceramic lype li.)und on Middle p lmc sites. Within the Santa Fe District,  sites  from  this  phase 
consist of a "pre-Pindi" pithouse shucture beneath Koorn  164 at Pindi Pueblo (Stubhs and Stallings 
1'353:25) and the "pithouse  occupation in the area B" of the Tcsuyue Bypass s ik  described by 
McNutt (1969:S6). Middlc Dcveloptnental phase sites rccordcd near the project area were 
documented  during the Arroyo I-londo survey (Dickson  1979); a total o f  nineteen sites were 
recorded on the  surface. 

The Late or Tcsuyue  phase ol' tlle Developmental  period  dates  from A.D. 1000 to 1200 
(early  Pueblo 111). Wendorl' and Kccd (1955)  ascertain that the numbcr  and  size of sites in the 
Northern  Rio  Grande  gradually  increased  during the Developmental  period  aftcr A.D. 900 and 
reachcd a pcak during the Late phase. Late phasc sites characteristically range from  small, ten- to 
twelve-rnorn  pucblos, to fairly  large  communities of over  100 roon~s and contained up to  four 
kivas. The diagnoslic  ceramic type of 1,ate Developmenla1 plmc sites is a local indigenous  ware 
with mineral  paint, Kwahe'e Black-on-white. Sites from this phase  in tllc Santa Fe area  include: 
thc "Kwahe'e  Complex" at the Tesuque Bypass site (McNutt 1969); Lhe jacal  structure  bcneath 
Rooms 173 and 175 at Pindi Pueblo (Stubbs and Stallings 1953:24-25); LA 6462 near  Coclliti 
Pueblo  (Lange 1968): and 19 to 2.5 sites found during the survey of the Arroyo IIondo project 
(Dickson 1 (379:3 1) .  

Coalition Period (A.D. 1200-1325). The  Coalition  period is divided into two phases, tlle Early or 
Pindi phase and the Late or Galisteo phase.  The beginning of  the Coalition pcriod in the Northern 
Kio Grandc was  markcd by a technical change in black-on-white  pottery, in which carbon paint 
replaced  mineral  paint.  Kwahe'e Black-on-white design  clcmcnt  was  retained, hut a new ware 
emerged called Smta Fe Black-on-white. Cnalitioll  period  sites  were  marked by a  substanlial 
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increase in the nurnber and size of the habitatioll sites and the systenlatic expansion into previously 
unoccupied areas 01' higher  elevalion. Masonry construclion became co111111~)n in  the late phase of 
this  period,  especially  in the Galistco  area:  however, it did twt fully replace puddled adobe 
structures found at smle ol' the major pueblos in the S a m  1% District  (Stubbs and Stallings  1953). 
A  change in religious  architecture was also noted within the Late  Coalition  period.  Rectangular 
kivas incorporated into existing room hlocks coexisled for the first time wilh circular slrblerrarlcan 
structures  (Cordcll  1979:44). And finally, the late period was marked by the appearance o1'Galisleo 
Black-on-while, a ceramic lype Lhat shows  close  affinities  with  Mesa  Vcrde  Black-on-white. 

Many Coalition period sitcs cxist in the Santa Fe  area. In the vicinily 01' the study area, in 
the Arroyo  Hondo  area,  over 30 Coalition phase sites were recorded  (Dickson  1979). Tn the Pecos 
area, population size increased and resulted in the developrnent of  large communilies such as Lorna 
Lothrop (L,A 277), Dicks Ruin (LA 276)- Forked Lightning Ruin (LA 672), Rowe Ruin (LA 108), 
and [he black-on-white phase component of Pecos Pueblo (LA 625),  over wllicll the Classic period 
pueblo a1 Pecos was laler built. 'I'hese Coalition (early Pueblo 111) sites are lhougllt to bc ancestral 
sites of Pecos  Pueblo  occupants. 

Classic Period (A.D. 1325-1610). This period has been defined hy Wendorf and Reed (1'355: 13) 
as a "time of general  cultural  Iloresccncc."  Populations reached their highest levels,  large 
colnmunities with rnultiplc plaza and room block complexes  werc  established, and  lhe elaboration 
of material culture appeared to reach  a  peak.  The beginning o f  the Classic  pcriod, in the Northern 
Rio Grande, coincides with the appearance of two zones of specialized  ceramic  production: a 
northern biscuit ware area and a southcrn  glaze  ware area (Mera 1934; Warren 1980). 

Most Classic period sites were established by the early 1300s, but by the late 1400s there 
was a substantial  decline 01' population. Sites in this period arc characterized by a bimodal 
distribution,  suggested by the presence o f  very large  cornmunities  associated  with small, 
agriculturally related fieldhouscs.  This  contrasts with the preceding  Coalition  period,  in  which a 
greater  range of sile types characterized the settlement patlenl. 

In the Santa Fe  area, parlicularly  in the Galisteo Basin, some of the most  spectacular 
Soulhwest pueblos prolifcratcd: San Cristcibal Pueblo (LA SO), Pueblo Blanco (LA 40), San  1,lizaro 
(LA 91 and 92), and Pueblo  Galistco (LA 26), to name just a few. 

North of the project area, in the Arroyo Hondo area, Classic  pcriod sites flourished  in the 
beginning of the period and then exhibited a partial abandomncnt  around A.D. 1400. LA 12, 
Arroyo  Ilondo Pueblo, consisted 01' 24 room blocks around 12 plazas at its peak. The  pueblo was 
abandoned permanently by A.D. 1425 and the sustaining area virlually emptied by the mid L o  lale 
1400s. A few sites were still occupied into the late 15OOs, but  by [he end of the Classic period these 
sitcs  were  also  abandoned. 

By A.D. 1450, Pccos Pueblo was the only inhabited village i n  the Pecos area. The Classic 
period pueblo consisted of a fortified complex of-.  mullisloried buildings around a main plaza. Pecos 
Pueblo was a t  its largest and most  prospcrous by the mid-Classic period  (Late Pueblo TV to early 
Pueblo V) and was a major Lrade center  between the Plains Jndians to [he  east  and the northern 
Pueblo  cultures. 
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Historic Period 

The historic  occupation of the Rio  Grande Valley began with the first  Spanish entrzrtlns of the 
sixtccnth century  (Exploration  period, 1540 to 1598), i n  particular  Coronado's  expedition in 1540 
and Juan de Ofiate's colonizing expedition in 1598. Ry the time of Spanish contact and exploration, 
tlzc Santa PC area was largely abandoned, and  the aboriginal populations relocated along the middle 
Rio Grande. In  the Pecns region,  Pccos  Pueblo  was still inhabiled and continued to play the role 
as a trade  center between the Pueblo and Plains  Indians. 

Colonization Period (A.D. 1598-1680). Juan de Ofiate established the first  successful  colony  in 
New  Mexico at San JLWI Pueblo in 1598. Ofiatc was removed from the governorship, and around 
1610, Santa Fe was founded by Pedro de Peralta. In  the Santa Fe area, population was concentrated 
in the vicinity 01' Santa Fe's plaza with scattered ranchos localed to  the north and the south (the Rio 
hrriba and Rio Abajo areas, respectively). Subsistence during the Hisloric period involvcd farming 
within the Santa I:c and Pccos valleys and sheep herding in the nearby  grass-covered  plains.  Many 
churches  were built by the Franciscan  friars  using  forced  labor  from the nearby pueblos i n  an 
attcmpt to  convert the Indians to Christianity. The churches  were frequently built 011 the rubble of 
the pueblo's cercrnonial  kivas. In the early  1620s.  at  Pccos  Pueblo. the Spanish  nlissionarjcs 
destroycd a numbcr of kivas and huilt a 1nnnunlcntal church and associaled cowento just south o l '  
Pecos Pueblo's North Quadrangle (Hayes 1974). Severe social, rcligious, and economic repression 
o f  the l'ucblo Indians by the Spanish led to the Pucblo Revolt o l '  1680. 

Spanish Colonial Period (1692-1821). The Pueblo Revoll left New Mexico  unoccupied by 
Hispanic populations until Vargas's reconquest in 1692. By 1696, the Spanish had reoccupied the 
S a m  Fe  area, and some 140 land grants i n  the middle and upper R io  Grande Valley wcrc 
confcrr-cd (Maxwell 1988). 

Though failing in its attempt to throw off  the Spanish yoke, the Pueblo Rcvolt caused many 
changes.  'Ihc hated erlcowlirndll system of tribute was never  reestablished,  and  the  missionary 
practice of forced  labor was scaled down (Simmons 1979). The new Spanish  population  grew 
rapidly and soon  surpassed that of the Pueblos. Kclations between Spanish  and Pueblos became 
considerably  more  cordial. Tllc post-Revolt  Spanish  colonists tended to be small farmers and 
herdsmcn, living i n  scattered comrrlunitics that did not denland tllc amount of forced native  labor 
previously sccfl during the pre-Revolt  economic  system. 

Spanish  settlements  were loose clusters of ranchos,  sometimes  grouped  together  into 
defensive  plazas. The irlcreascd number of colonists  created a great dcrrland for land i n  the Rio 
Grandc  core  area, and a drop in the Pueblo population  caused  a  shortage o f  cheap  labor.  Thcsc 
trends  resulted in a shift from  large land holdings L o  smaller  grants (Sirrunons 1979).  Into Llle early 
1800s tllc royal  govcrmncnt  continued to subsidize New Mexico, but it then served as a b u f l r  
against the eiiemics of New Spain (Barmon 1963) and there was liltle concern with Christianiz~~tion. 
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The Sonta Fe Trail 

In the latc eighteenth century,  while the Spanish land grants wcrc  bcing cstablishcd in the Santa Fc 
and Pecos river valleys, mmerous expeditions brought  explorers and traders into New Mexico. At 
this tirnc, Ncw  Mexico  was still a  territory of Spain, and the Spanish  government  maintained tight 
corltrol over its liontier comrnunitics. Spain's colonial borders  were closed to m y  type of 
commerce with foreigners to the east.  Spain's new ii-ontier settlemcnts wcrc  supposed to have 
cxclusivc  cconomic tics with  Mexican  communities to the south via  the Camino Kea1 from 
Chihuahua. 

The  Mexican  and  American  Territorial Periods (1821-1912). Wllcn Mcxico  gained  independence 
from Spain in 1821, thc borders of New  Mexico  were  opened  and trading with thc IJnited States 
began by means o f  the Santa Fe  Trail. 'Ihe Santa Fc Trail was the first American trans-Mississippi 
pathway to  the  west  and also the only route that cntcrcd into another  country (Sinnnons 1988; 
National Park Service 1963). The  trade, centered in Santa Fe, cventually overflowed into the 
Mexican  provinces  where  merchants  found  lucrativc  markets  for their wares. 

Historians have  relerred to William Recknell as the "Father ofthe Santa PC Trail'' because 
he, his conlpanions,  and their mule trains 0 1 '  merchandisc wcrc thc first  Easterners to travel l'rom 
Missouri to Sarlta Fe on what  bccanlc the Santa Fe  Trail. I n  the autumn  of 1821 they were the 
initial Arncricans to engage in commerce with the Kcpublic  of  Mexico. The Santa Fe Trail is 
considercd the first and last highway of commerce; it diffcrcd nlarkedly from  trails l.arther north 
whose  traffic  was  composed  mainly of scttlers,  ranchers,  farmers,  and  mincrs  who  were  trying t o  
reach the Pacific in quest of new  homes and opportunities.  With  time, the trail became  a well- 
traveled  route.  Santa  Fe trade drew  Mcxican silver coins,  furs,  wool, and raw material into the 
United States. It also prccipitated a  minor econo~nic boom in Santa Fe, which  had previously bccn 
a  depressed frontier area (Sinlrnons 1984, 1988). 

The 25 years (1821-1846) in which Mexico  controlled the western  end of  tllc tradc  along 
the  Santa Fe  Trail  are generally rcgarded as the height o T  the period  of  use.  During that period 
many of the most dramatic events associated with the trail's history occurrcd.  These included the 
initial survey of the route i n  1825, [he first cxperiments with military patrols,  rocky  diplomatic 
negotiations with Mexico, thc travels of  dosialz Gregg, wllosc book, Commerce o / ' t h ~  Piairies, first 
publicized the Santa Fc  Trail and the American  West, as wcll as an assortment o l '  Indian fights and 
wealher disasters (Simmons 1984). 

In 1846, during the first year  of the Mexican-American  War, Gencral Stephen  Watts 
Kcarny led his army  along the Santa 1-:e Trail's mountain route and  conqucrcd  New  Mexico. 11 is 
bclieved to be at or near Caiioncito that Mcxican C3overnor Manuel  Armijo fortificd Glorieta Pass 
in anticipation of Kearny and  his American army.  Howcver, by the time that Kearny rcacllcd that 
point, Armi.jo had  disbandcd his forces and returned to  Clzihuahua because his ofl'icers were not 
willing to light.  General  Kcarny r-narched into Santa  Fe  without  any rcsistance and raised the 
American flag at [he Palace of the Govcrnors (Rauer 1988). 

Bringing  Santa  Fe  under thc lule of the IJnited States changed the charactcr  of thc 
conlmerce of the trail. Thc routc no longer benefited from  intenlational  lies.  Forts  werc  addcd to 
the  trail  to guard against Indian attacks, and military freight trains became  a new business. Diverse 
travelers now  used the Santa Fe  Trail.  Where  once the trail had  been  populated by mcrchants  and 
thcir ox-driven  caravans, the latc 1840s saw the trail traveled by 1J.S. Army soldiers,  govermnent 
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officials, gold seekers bound I b r  Calilkrnia, Catholic priests and nuns, Protestant missionaries, and 
Old World  immigrants (Simmons 1984: hlrnaraz 1988) 

By the 187Os, the railroad industry was building new rail lines across  Kansas into the 
Southwcst.  As each new section  was addcd to the railroad  systenl,  only  portions of the Santa I'e 
Trail  were being traveled. In 1879, when the train line reached Las Vegas, New Mexico, only 65 
miles remained of the Santa Fe  Trail's original wagon route to Santa Fe.  The railroad  reached 
Santa Fe i n  1880. This marked the  end o f  the Santa €;e Trail as a major comncrcc highway 
(Simmons  1984). 

The Santa Fc Trail, including its two main routes, was over 1,200 miles long. 'I'he original 
route started i n  Franklin,  Missouri, and  went southwest  through Kansas whcrc  thc  trail  followed 
thc Kansas Kivcr. At what is now the town of Cimarron, i n  western Kansas, the trail split into two 
routes; the Cimarron  Cut-of' crossed the Oklahoma Panhandlc  cntcrjng New Mexico  northeast of' 
Claytc.m, while lhe Mountain Branch headed wcst  along thc Arkansas  River into Purgatory. 
Colorado, then south through the Raton Pass into  New Mexico.  These two routes  then  convcrgcd 
at Ida Junta  (now  Watmus), New Mexico. 'Phis later bccarnc thc site of Fort  Union.  The  Santa Fe 
Trail headed south and wesl lion1 La Junta. Saa Miguel del Vado was the first Mexican settlement 
encountered by traders  prior to the founding of the town of Las Vegas i n  1835. The  town consisted 
of a fortificd plaza locatcd ncar a ford ( v u h )  i n  the Pecos Kiver and scrved as the port of entry f i r  
New Mexico. It was also tllc location of the Mexican customs house (Pratt  and  Snow 1988). 

Thc Santa Fe Trail left  San  Miguel and headed north and wcst into the mountains. The I'irsl 
travelers  would havc sccn Pccos Pueblo still inhabited by a few farnilics. IIowever,  after 1838 the 
pucblo  and mission ruins served as a  landmark and campsite for Santa Fe Trail  travelers  (Pratt and 
Snow 1988). Sometime in thc mid-l83Os, the Catholic  priest at I'ecos lcft  and took up residency 
at  the church at San Miguel. Trail ruts are still visible on a portion of the Pecos National Historical 
Park.  The  main trail lics to thc west of the mission across thc Glorieta  Creek. Some spur trail ruts 
to the village of Pecos pass thc ruins today on the easlerrl side of the mission (Metzger 1990). 

Al'ter Pecos Pueblo, tllc next settlement encountered was tllc small village of Pecos, 2 milcs 
north. Also located i n  this area were thrcc ranches that would become important sites for  their role 
in thc Civil  War battle of Glorieta:  Kozlowski's Ranch (whose main occupation  was in the I840s), 
near Pews Pueblo: Pigeon's Ranch (1850s) located further  wcst, at the entrance Lo Gloricta  Pass, 
and Johnson's Ranch  (1858), or1 lhe west side of Glorieta Pass. The most casily accessible  route 
through the mountain range for Santa Fc  Trail  travelers was Apachc Canyon. Afler passing through 
Pecos and Apache  Canyon, the trail swung west through  Arroyo  Hondo and north to  Santa I:c 
(National Park Service 1963; Pratt md Snow 1988). 

Kozlowski's Ranch and Stage Station is presently located on  Cheer Garson's Forked 
Lightning Kanch along NM 63. The modern headquartcrs  incorporates  some o l '  the original  walls 
of Kozlowski's  structurc. Captain Napoleon Kozlowski, a Polish  immigrant and ofl'icer with the 
Missouri  Volunteers,  came to New Mexico in 1846 and later acquired land on the Santa Fc  Trail. 
The spot where he settled was located acljacent to a spring (Kozlowski Spring), and will) adobe and 
roof timbers scavenged from the Pecos mission and pucblo, Kozlowski built his ranch house,  barn, 
and  corrals. It is possiblc there may have already been a structure at this location,  perhaps  dating 
t o  1810. Prior to the Civil  War,  Kozlowski's Ranch served as a  regular stage stop  and Mrs. 
Kozlowski would scrve meals to passcngers on route to and from Sanla Fe. In 1862, tllc ranch was 
used as the site 01 '  the Union Headquarters  during thc Battle of Glorieta  (Simmons  1984). 



Pigeon's  Ranch, once a 23-room complex, is presently located on NM SO. The ranch was 
another Santa Fe Trail stop-over established in the 1850s. Alexander Valle,  a  Frenchman from St. 
Louis, built the combination  ranch and S a m  FC Trail  hostclry.  Today only three adobe  rooms, a 
rubble  mound, and stone  corral ibotings remain of-.  the original  structure.  During  thc Battlc of 
Glorieta,  Pigeon's Ranch alternately changed hands between thc Union and  Confcdcratc  Ibrccs 
(Simmons  1984).  The site scrvcd as a makcshift hospital, a Irlorgue (Sil-nnlons 1984), and later the 
burial  ground  for 3 1 Confederate  soldiers. 

Johnson's Ranch and Stage Station is located in Callnncito at Apache  Canyon, west o i '  
Pigeon's Ranch (on the Old Pecos  Highway). In 1858, Anthony .Tohnson of St. Louis purchased 
h i s  ranch and built an adobc and rock  rcsidcncc.  Johnson's Ranch be can^ a stop for stagccoaches 
on the last  stretch of the Santa Fe Trail  before S a m  I k .  Confcderatc  troops  occupied  thc  ranch 
during the Battle of Gloricta  and used it as  their  headquarters and supply depot. I t  was near 
Johnson's ranch that the Union troops,  under thc command of Ma.jor Chivington,  destroycd  the 
ChnI'ederate supply train and tbrced the Confederates nut o f  Ncw Mcxico  (Sirnmons  1984: 
Swanson 1985). 

During the American  Civil War, the Army of  the Confederacy was trying to gain  control of thc 
Santa Fe  Trail in northern New Mexico.  Their  strategy  was  to  control the proposed  Southern 
Pacific railroad  routc  near the Mexican  border. IJniting the Conl'ederacy with transportation routes 
to the ports and gold fields of California would have bolstcrcd the econorny of the Southern  states 
and given the Confederate  Army military and polilical stronghold over  most of the IJnited  States. 
The Confederates also planned to annex a portion of Mcxico.  This vast territory would have been 
acquired  as a slave-based  economy  stretching  from the Pacil'ic to  the Atlantic  (Swanson 1988). 

I n  February and early  March of 1862, the Confederate Army,  under the  command of 
Brigadier  General  Sibley, successfully defeated the Union  troops in New  Mexico; they occupied 
a portion of Ncw  Mcxico along the Rio  Grande I'~*om El Paso, 'lcxas, on the Texas-New  Mexican 
bordcr, north to Santa Fe. Sibley then made plans to capture  Fort Union, located east of Santa Fe. 
I n  its role as the protector of the Santa Fe  Trail,  Fort IJnion was the headquartcrs and supply depot 
ikr the Department of New  Mcxico and was the key to the entire  territory.  Sibley,  howcver, never 
did make it t o  Fort TJnion nor did he ever  havc  anothcr  succcss in New Mexico.  The Battlc of 
Gloricta took place along the Santa  Fe  Trail within Gloricta Pass. This Union Anny victory 
rcsultcd i n  Union control  over New Mexico.  During thc samc period,  IJnion forces del'eatcd 
Confederate  troops  from Kansas lo Missouri.  This  rcsulted in IJnion control  over  lands west of 
New  Orleans (Swanson 1985, 1988). 

In late  March 1863, Sibley's Texas  Rangers  advanced  toward  Glorieta Pass and Fort 
Union. They  were f u l l  of confidence because of their  victories  over tllc previous month. General 
Sibley  remained in Albuquerque while 300 mounted men, under the cc.)mmand ol' Major  Charles 
Pyron, advanced from Santa Fe on lhe S a m  Fe Trail.  Pyron stopped at  Johnson's Ranch and Stage 
Stop. At the same time,  unknown to the Confederates,  Colonel John Slough and his Colorado 
Volunteers  came  to the defense of Fort 1Jnion. Slough decided to take the initiativc  and  advanced 
a party of his  men,  led by Major  John M. Chivington, west toward the Confederate  lines. The 
Union troops  reached  Kozlowski's Ranch and Stage Stop,  where they camped at the  spring 
(Swanson  1985:  Snow and Pratt 1988). 
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An initial encountcr  betwccn thc IJnion and  Confcdcratc arrnics occurrcd in Apache 
Canyon on March 26, 1862. 'This fight was the first Union victory in  New Mexico and has  been 
rcfcrrcd to as the "First Skirmish 01' Apache Canyon. " Chivington  abandoned pursuit and withdrew 
to Pigeon's Ranch  where a hospital was  established.  Pyron  and his Confcdcratc  troops  rctrcatcd 
to Johnson's Ranch  and sent a courier requesting reinforcement li.orr1 Colonel  William  Scurry  who 
had several hundred Texas Rangers  and  a supply train in nearby Galisteo. The next day  Chivington 
fell back to Kozlowski's  Ranch where he was  met by Slough  and his backup  troops  (Swanson 
1985). 

Both armies, at the opposing  cnds of Glorieta Pass, simultaneously  advanced on the 
morning of March 28 and  fought the Battle 01' Glorieta at Pigeon's Kanch.  Although  the actual 
battle was a Confederate  victory,  Scurry  conceded to a defeat after he received word that a Union 
detachment had crested the top  of Glorieta Mcsa  and  destroyed the Confederate  supply  train at 
Johnson's  Ranch. As a  result, the Confederate  lhrces  retreated  from  Ncw  Mexico,  returning to 
Texas  with  only one-third of Sibley's  original  army.  The Rattle 01' Glorieta,  often  callcd thc 
"Gettysburg of the West," forced (he Confederacy to abandon thcir plans to conquer the West. As 
a result of these events, the IJnion Army retaincd control of one of their  main  military supply 
routes,  the  Santa  Fe Trail (Swanson 1985; National Park Scrvicc 1990). 

By the mid-l870s,  thrcc  railroad companies  were  extending thcir tracks toward  New  Mexico. I n  
1880 the Atchison, Topeka and Santa i:c (AT&SF) Railroad Cmqxmy  complctcd  their line from 
Topeka,  Kansas, to Lamy,  New  Mexico, with a 16-mile branch t o  Santa Fc.  The building ol' the 
railroad to Santa Fe  marked the end of tllc  Santa Fe Trail as a  major commerce highway (Sit-nmons 
1984).  The  cra  of  freight  wagons,  oxen,  and  mulcs  crossing vast distances  over tllc ruttcd plains 
ceased, and most of  the trail passcd out of active use. Economic  growth associated with  the railroad 
stimulated a period of developmcnt  in New Mexico, primarily in the larger  urban  areas  (Pratt and 
Snow 1988). 

In 1912, New  Mcxico  became the 47th state of the Union. New Mexico  cxpcricnced  only  slow 
population growth, with most settlements concentratcd  along the Rio Grande.  Morc than half the 
state had a population density of fewer than I'ive people  pcr  square  mile  (Williams 1986), partly 
because  a large portion 01' New Mexico  was National Trust Land and  could not be settled.  The 
major industries of this time  were  mining, ranching, lumber, and farming within t l ~  Pecos  and  Rio 
Grande  irrigation  districts,  and  tourism.  These industries wcrc wcll established beli-jre statehood 
and continue to be important  today  (Jcnkins and Schroeder 1974). 
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HISTORY OF CANONCITO AT APACHE CANYON 

Caioncito at  Apache  Canyon is a small community with a history  dating  to the Mexican 
Territorial  period ( I  X21 - I  864).  The town appears t o  have been in existence before 1855 (Nutiovml 
Rqister ~JI I i s tor ic  Plrrces limn, Cilorieta Pass Battlefield, on file  at IWD). Prior to 1855, the 
present location of Our Lady of Light Catholic  Church at Caiioncito (Fig. 2) was used as an 
informal  gathering spot for public meetings,  trading, and community Kunctions. O u r  Lady 01' Light 
Catholic Clhurch, also rel'erred t o  as the Calloncito Parish Church, was constructed  sometime 
between 18% and 1891 along the historic Santa Fe Trail.  The  onc-story adobe structure WBS 

constructed into a  slope (311 the side of Apache Canyon.  The  church and associated cemetery  has 
served the needs ofthe colnmunity of Caiioncito Ihr over 100 years. 111 the church, many weddings, 
burials,  and conlrnunity and political events have occurred. In  1891, before the property  was 
transferred from Maria de la Luz Borrego to Archbishop Juan Rautista Salpointe,  oral  tradition 
statcs that some kind of structure served the f'unction  of the existing  church (Nrw Mexico Sfule 
Register of Cdtzml Properties form SR #1256, 011 file at the IIPD, Santa Fe). Somelime in the late 
I8OOs, a trading post-general  mcrcantile was built across from the existing  church.  From I870  to 
1880, Cahoncito had a post ol'l'ice (Pearcc 1965:26). The town 01' Cafioncitn is still a thriving 
comnunity today and the church i s  an important landmark on the landscape as one  drives  lrom 
Santa Fe to 1,as Vegas, New Mexico. 

111 1858, Anthony Johnson of St. L,ouis purchased  his  ranch and built an adobe  and  rock 
residence  (Figs. 3, 4) at the m)uth ol' Apache Canyon (Simmons 1984; Swanson 1985). The ranch 
was situated very close t o  the location of Our Lady of Light Church on the Sanla Fe Trail (Fig. 5) .  
Johnson's Ranch became a  popular  stop  for  stagecoaches on the last stretch of the trail before 
entering  Santa  Fe.  Also  during thle 1862 Raltle of Gloricta,  Johnson's Ranch  was  used as the 
Confcdcratc's main headquarters and supply depot (Simmons 1984: Swanson  1985). 

Historically, Caiioncito at Apache Canyon was an important spot f k r  military engagements. 
Strategically located where the Santa lk Trail emerges  lion1  Gloricta  Pass, Cafioncito is reported 
to be  the place  where,  in  1846,  Mexican  Governor Manuel Armijo  and  his  troops  retreated  back 
to  Mexico allowil-lg  tllc American  Army, under direction of General  Kearny, to rnarched on to 
Santa Fe. Because o f  this pivotal cvent, it was in August of 1846 that New Mexico  became a 
territory of the IJnited Slates. A second military cvcnt occurred near Calloncito  during  the  Civil 
War--the Rattle of Glorieta. A Confederate supply train was destroyed hy IJnion forces j u s t  south 
o f  Johnson's ranch. The Rattle 01' Gloricta began on March 26, 1862, when the LJnion and 
Confederate arrnies first fought for only a few  hours in Apache Canyon (located near Cafioncito). 
Two days  latcr  (March 28) heavy lighting rcsumed at Pigeon's  Ranch. As the battle was i n  
progress, Ma-ior Chivington and a I'ew Union troops  destroyed the Confederate supply train near 
Johnson's R.anch, 'I'his strategic move forced tllc Confederates to loose their stronghold and retreat 
from New Mexico  (Sinnnons 1984: Swanson 1985). 

The original  Johnson Ranch does not exist today.  According  to the Nalional  Historic 
Tmdmark li)rm Ibr the Glorieta  Pass Battlefield (on I'ile at HPD in Santa Fej, the site oI'.Iohnson's 
Ranch is immediately south and west of Glorieta Pass  gap,  near the village of Caiioncito. I t  states 
that  the ranch was destroyed (date unknown) and orlly open land remains. It is believed that the tcst 
excuvaticms conducled  during this project arc  in the vicinity where Johnson's Ranch  once  stood. 

11 







ENVIRONMENT 

(Adapted lion1 Willmer 19!N) 

The  project  area is located at the confluence of Apache  Canyon  and  Galistco Crcck, 
situated in thc eastern foothills of the Sangre  de  Cristo  Mountains.  This  mountain  range  comprises 
the southern portion 01' the Rocky Mountain Provincc. Northcast of the study area, the peaks of the 
Sangre de Cristo Mountains rise to an altitude 01' more  tlml  3,962.4 111 (13,000 ft). To  the 
southeast, the Great Plains Province abuts the castern prong of the Rocky  Mountain  Province and 
the northeastern edge of the Basin-and-Range  Province.  Wcstward from the foothills, an alluvial 
plain, or piedmont, is inclined toward the Rio Grande. Elevation within the prqjcct  arca is 6,900 
ft. A surface  drainage pattern is  Iron1 northeast to southwcst. Topographically, the project area is 
a series of north-northwest  ridgcs, separated by fault-formed valleys (Thornbury 1965). 

The  geographic history o f  the southern Rocky Mountains and the R h  Grande  trough hegar1 
with the Precambrian dcforrnations and  ends with the erosional processes of rcccnt  history.  The 
formatioll of the Sangre  de  Cristo Uplift occurrcd in the Taamide time  (late  Cretaceous-early 
Tertiary).  The eastern margin 01' the uplill is charactcrizcd  by  rcverse  faults.  The  southeastern 
portion o f  thc uplift contains several major  north-northeast trcnding faults that ,juxtapose 
Precambrian  rocks, which are  covcrcd by scdimentary  soils.  Westward,  where thc pro,jcct area is 
locatcd, the uplift consists of Precamhrian  rock that juts into sedimentary fill  of the Espaiiola Basin 
(Rio Gr-ande Rift). To the south, the Sangre de Cristo Uplift gradually slopes down to the south and 
southeast with  open,  upright anticlines and synclines (Woodward and  Tngersoll 1979). 

Thc climate of the project area is semiarid. Daily and armual temperatures lluctuatc greatly 
because 01' the dil'lerences in clcvation and  topography Ibund in thc area. Rased on statistics lor 
Santa PC  County, sumner temperatures rarely rcach  above 32.22 degrees  C (90  dcgrces F), usually 
averaging 15.56 degrees C (61  dcgrees F), while winter tcmpcratures  average 2.78 degrees C (37 
degrees F). The  mean ar~nual precipitation is 0.56 ~nm (14.12 in) for the Santa Fe area  (Maker et 
al.  1971). 

The  soils within the projcct arca  belong to the Travessilla-Rocliland-Rerllal Association. 
The  Travessilla soils are the specific soils lourid in the area and consist of a thin surfxe layer o f  
light brown to light reddish-brown  calcareous  sandy loam or  loam. This soil grades through to a 
light brown,  fine, sandy  loam to the underlying  sandstone  hedrock (Maker et al.  1971). 
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Flora and Fauna 

Vegetation in the area is characterized by an overstory of scattered  stands of pinyon, 
juniper,  and  a  fcw cottonwoods. Understory vcgctation consists of sagcbrush,  snakcwccd,  chamisa, 
rabbitbrush, various species o f  cactus, and  blue gramma grass, sideoals gramma, gallela, western 
wheatgrass, sand dropseed, Indian riccgrass, ring rnuhly, alkali  sacaton,  and  three-awn as thc 
principal grasses  (Maker et al. 1971). 

Cn~rlrnon fauna observcd in thc  study arca include jackrabbit, cottontail, coyote, mule deer, 
and a variety of birds, rodents, and  reptiles. 
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FIELD  AND LABORATORY  METIIODS 

Ficld  Methods 

'I'he first  step in testing was  to  establish  a datum to which a l l  horizontal  and  vertical 
measurements  were  tied. 111 order to del'ine  the site boundarics,  surface  artifacts within and outside 
of thc highway  right-of-way  were pinflagged by crew  members  walking parallel transects 3-1-11 
wide.  The pirlllagged artifacts  idcntificd the artifact  concentrations  and thc sitc  limits. A transit 
map was  made of the site showing the locations of thc features,  trash  scatter,  artifact  collcction 
units,  trenches  (test  pits),  and  any  diagnostic  surlkce  artifacts that wcrc  collected  (Fig. 6). The 
location of tlzc highway-excavated drainage ditch was also plotted on the site map.  A  salnplc of thc 
surface artil'acls was collected by two dogleash collection units  that rneasurcd 3 m in diameter. 'I'he 
collection slrategy depended on thc concentration 01' artifacts  and  location of features.  Diagnostic 
surface artifacts were  also collected in ordcr  to establish a  more  accurate tirrlc frame  for the  site. 

After the sitc parameters  were defined. and thc artifact  clusters and features wcrc  located, 
several I -hy- 1 -In and 1 -by-2-m tcst pits were placed within the arca of the site that was  affected 
by  tllc highway  drainage ditch excav;ltion. A high artifact density area (trash arca) and the remains 
o f  a structural  feature  wcrc the portions o f  Ihe sire that were  tested. 

Thc tcst pits were hand-excavated in arbitrary 10-cm levels until sterile soil was reached. 
The fill was screened  through !&inch screen mesh and artifacts  encountered  were  collcctcd  and 
recordcd  according  to respective provenicnces. l ipon completion of cach test pit excavation, tllc 
strata  were  described and profiles  were  drawn and photographed.  Featurcs  cncountered  during 
excavation  were  recorded  in thc same  manner. Unexcavated components of the site (the corral, 
outbuildings, and well complex)  were  documented,  photographed, and plotted on  the transit [nap. 

Cultural  Inatcrials recovered during this project are  curatcd at the Laboralory of 
Anthropology, Museum of Ncw Mexico. Field and analysis records are (311 filc in the New Mexico 
Cultural  Resource  Inlhrtnation System (NMCRlS) of the New Mexico  Historic  Preservation 
Division. 

1,ahoratory Mcthods 

l'he  artifact asscnlblage was analyzed by cxcavation level within cach  excavation  unit. A 
total of 1,049 artifacts were collccted and include animal bone (n = 215), Euroamerican  artifacts 
(11 = 829), and historic  Tewa Black sllerds (n = 5 ) .  The artifacts  wcre  brushed  clean of all 
adhering  dirt  prior to analysis.  Linda  Mick-O'Hara conducted the taunal analysis and Adisa .I. 
Willmer and Samuel Sweezy analyzed all Euroamerican  artifacts.  The  reader is referred to thc 
faunal  remaius section liw lahoratoly  procedures on all bone material  collccted  from 1,A I O 1  135. 

The analytical  method  uscd on the Euroalnerican  assemblagc  was based on  a functional 
typology.  Appendix 1 lists the Euroamerican  artifacts by provenience. The functional  categories 
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Figure 15. Strutigruphic profile of the north wnll, east side of wall, Trertch 3 (Test Pit 6). 
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