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" I. SUMMARY

The purpose of this study is to evaluate the significance of
three cultural sites outside the present Pecos National Histori-
cal Park boundary, and to determine their suitability and
feasibility for inclusion within the park. The study also
identifies a range of options for future management of the
sites.

The sites were found to have potential for nomination to the
National Register of Historic Places and for consideration as
national historic landmarks. All three sites were found to
possess sufficient significance and direct relationship to
existing park resources to be suitable for addition to the park
boundary for research purposes. However, the sites do not have
high potential for visitor use, or outstanding interpretive
values. Two of the sites are not considered to be feasible for
acquisition by the National Park Service due to landowner
opposition. Although most of the Hobson-Dressler Site would be
feasible for addition to the park, private-sector protection
alternetives for this and the other two sites are reasonable
alternatives to National Park Service acquisition and management
as part of Pecos National Historical Park.



II. INTRODUCTION

STUDY PURPOSE

Public Law 101-313 recognizes the multi-theme history and
cultural interaction among diverse groups of the Pecos Valley
area and the Ygateway" role of Pecos between the Great Plains
and the Rio Grande Valley by changing the name of Pecos National
Monument to Pecos National Historical Park {(figure 1}. It also
provides for the preservation and interpretation of the cultural
and natural resources of the Forked Lightning Ranch by expanding
the park to add 5,500 acres of the ranch to the existing 365
acres. In the same piece of legislation, Congress reguired
that:

"The Secretary, acting through the National Park
Service, shall undertake a study of the Rowe Ruin,
Arrowhead Pueblo, Hobson-Dressler Ruin, and Las Ruedas
gsite for the suitability and feasibility of their
inclusion in the park" (Title II, Sec. 106, P.L.
101-313).

The 5,500 acres of the Forked Lightning Ranch are presently
being leased from the Conservation Fund by the National Parx
service, and are scheduled for donation by the Conservation Fund
and transfer of title to the park by January 1993.

Subseguent to the passage of P.L. 101-313, P.L. 101-536 was
passed, establishing the 682-acre Glorieta Unit of Pecos
National Historical Park (figure 2). Because this new unit
includes Arrowhead Ruin, and inclusion within cthe park boundary
is therefore no longer a question for this site, Arrowhead will
be dealt with only briefly in this study (see appendix D).

The purpose of this study is therefore to: (1) determine the
significance of the two prehistoric sites (Hobson-Dressler and
Rowe) and one historic site (Las Ruedas); (2) determine their
suitability and feasibility for inclusion within the park; and
{3) offer alternatives for both National Park Service and
non-National Park Service management. Guidelines used in this
study are outlined .in the 1988 Management Policies for boundary
studies, and National Historic Landmark criteria for national
significance (see appendix C). Because this study concerns
potential boundary additions rather than establishing a new park
system area, emphasis is placed on comparing and contrasting the
study sites with resource types and interpretive opportunities
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currently available within Pecos National Histerical Park and
other National Park Service units in the area.

BACKGROUND

Pecos National Historical Park encompasses a total of 6,547
acres in three non-contiguous sections in the Upper Pecos Valley
of neorth-central New Mexico. The primary resocources of the
original monument are the ruins of Pecos Pueblo and two associ-
ated Spanish Colonial missions. The addition of the Glorieta
Unit and the Forked Lightning Ranch property will expand the
resources to include a Civil War battlefield, remnants of the
0ld Santa Fe Trail, additional archeological and historic sites,
and several miles of prime riparian habitat along the Pecos
River.

The primary interpretive theme of the park is its role as a
ngateway” through time, starting with prehistoric settlement,
and continuing with the Spanish missions and settlements, the
Santa Fe Trail, the civil war, the Santa Fe Railroad, and
commerce and trade that occurred between the different groups
over the years.



IIT. THE SITES

INTRCDUCTION

The two prehistoric sites--Hobson-Dressler and Rowe--are both
examples of large, clustered pueblos in the Upper Pecos Valley.
Sevenn of these are known to exist. The other five (Pecos
Pueblo, Arrowhead Pueblo, Loma Lothrop Site, Forked Lightning
Ruin, and Dick’s Ruin) are within the new park boundary. Figure
3 illustrates how these sites are related in terms of time
sequence and architecture. The Pecos Quadrangle refers to the
extant remains of the most recent pueblo development at that
location.

HOBSON-DRESSLER

Hobson-Dressler Ruin sits atop a high ridge overlooking Glorieta
Creek. The site and the surrounding area are in private owner-
ship. With Arrowhead Ruin to the west and Pecos Pueblo to the
southeast, there is a wvisual link between these three sites.
The ridge is heavily wooded with pifion trees, and the area
slopes gently to the south once one leaves the room block.

The site consists of a compact village with a D-shaped plan.
Approximately 70 rooms made of stone are arranged .in groups
about 3 or 4 rocmse thick, radiating outwards from a core area.
It is unlike most contemporaneous ruins; despite its obviously
planned construction, it has no open plaza area, or any evidence
of kivas. Based upon the amount of rock rubble present, this
block of rooms is believed to be no more than one story high.
The mound now containing the room remnants protrudes about 1
meter above the surrounding landscape. A scatter of light trash
trails off to the southeast. The entire area measures about 50
meters east-west by 50 meters north-south.

ROWE

Rowe Ruin is located in a largely treeless, grassy drainage
tributary to the Pecos River, in the community of Rowe, New
Mexico. The site and the adjacent area is in private ownership.




It ie frhe southernmost known large pueblec in what might be
termed the Pecos Pueblo prehistoric trade/communication network,
but the site is not visible from Pecos Pueblo. Three plazas are
defined by surrounding room blocks on all four sides. Up to 200
ground floor rooms are present, but at least parts of the pueblo
probably were once two stories high. Of planned construction,
this pueblo is predominantly composed of stonemasonry. Although
earlier architecture or kivas may be present, they are largely
obscured by the rubble mound.

The area surrounding the architecture contains trash deposits,
some of which are quite thick. Arroyo cutting is occurring on
one side of the site. Including the architectural component
and the trash deposit, the site measures about 200 meters
northeast-southwest by 100 meters southeast-northwest.

LAS RUEDAS

Las Ruedas is located on the west terrace of the Pecos River,
east of Rowe, and is also in private ownership. The site is a
level area about 1,000 feet across, sloping steeply down to the
river on its north and east sides, and up the side of the canyon
to steep hills on the west and south. A small stream that flows
past the modern settlement of Rowe enters the Pecos River from
the west about 2,000 feet north of the site. )

The townsite contains the ruins of the settlement of Las Ruedas,
one of the small villages established by the Los Trigos Grant of
1814. Las Ruedas today consists of the low ruins of a church
and camposanto, with the low mounds of house ruins scattered
around it. Several old wagon-road traces cross the site. They
are considered to be connected with the Santa Fe Trail, and are
probably contemporaneous with the village. A more recent dirt
road provides access to the area.



Iv. EVALUATION

The questicns relevant to evaluation are: Should these sites be
added to the park? Are the sites of sufficient significance, in
relation to existing primary park resources, toc be added to the
boundary--and are they suitable and feasible for addition? The
following evaluation section will answer these guestions.

Boundary additions are made

W, . . To include significant resources or opportuni-
tles fer public enjoyment related to the purposes of
the park; to address operational and management issues
such as access and boundary identification by topo-
graphic or other natural features or roads; and to
protect park rescurces critical to £fulfilling the
park’s purposes. Recommendations to expand bpark
boundaries will be preceded by determinations that:
the added lands will be feasible to administer consid-
ering size, configuration, ownership, costs, and other
factors; and that other alternatives for management

and resource protection are not adequate" (National
Park Service Management FPolicies, 1888, Chapter 2,
page 8).

Although the sites do not have to be individually nationally
significant--and therefore potentially eligible for National
Historic Landmark status--to be considered for inclusion within
the park, potential National Historic Landmark status does
relate to site protection and management options. The present
study uses criteria for National Historic Landmark status to
determine whether or not the sites have potential for National
Histeric Landmark designation.

Accerding to National Historic Landmark criterila (see appendix
C), sites considered for eligibility are those :

u . . That possess exceptional value or quality in
1llustrat1ng oY interpreting the heritage of the
United States . . . and that possess a high degree of
integrity of location, design, setting, materials,
workmanship, feeling and association . . ."

and meet one or more of six additional criteria relating to the
source of significance.




The following six criteria, which represent a combination of the
National Historic Landmark and boundary addition c¢riteria, are
used in the evaluation of the study sites:

1. It is an outstanding example of a particular type of
resource,
2. It possesses exceptional value or quality in illus-

trating or interpreting the natural or cultural themes of our
Nation’s heritage.

3. Tt offers superlative opportunities for public use and
enjoyment, or for scientific study.
E 4. It retains a high degree of integrity of location,
design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and associa-
tion.

5, It includes a significant resource or opportunity for
public enjoyment related to the purposes of the park.

6. Resources considered for addition to the park are
feasible to administer in terms of ownership, access, threats to
the resources, special interest concerns, size/configuration,
operations/costs, and development. Other management alterna-
tives are inadeguate.

SIGNIFICANCE

Criterion 1: Tt ig an outstanding example of a particular type
of resource. :

Prehistoric sites: Archeology of the Upper Pecos Valley is
similar to that of the Rio Grande Valley in that the prehistory
pasically chronicles the growth of aboriginal populations from
hunting and gathering groups up through the beginnings of
agriculture. Eventually, this evolution culminated in the
formation of large towns where the population aggregated,
participating in complex agricultural puzrsuits and complex
exchange networks.

Although the mechanics of this development are incompletely
understood, the architectural representations of the process are
generally well documented. As population grew, people concen-
trated in optimal farming zones, where agricultural land and
water were available. At these locations, forms of water
control were practiced. Archeologically, these activities may



take the form of small check-dams, or mere ambitious and
substantial irrigation ditches or reservoirs. Alternatively,
individuals may have traveled to small field houses of only ons
or two rooms. The need to effectively organize the land-tenure
system and maintain communal water-control features was one
factor contributing to aggregation.

Another important aspect of late prehistoric activity was the
development of a complex trade network that invelved ceramic
vessels, obsidian and cther specialized stone materials, bison
products, and other items. Larger pueblos became the nodes of
exchange. Whereas in earlier times,: larger pueblos merely grew
by adding individual rooms or zroom suites, succeeding ones
tended towards a pre-planned mental template, suggesting an
idcreased emphasis on control of the network, perhaps coupled
with defensive measures. These are hallmarks of an increasingly
complex socliety.

By the time that the Spaniards arrived, the only site that still
remained functional in the upper Pecos Valley was Pecos Pueblo.
However, only six sites relating to the tradition noted above
are known for this area: Four are now within the boundary of
Pecos National Historical Park. Rowe Ruin and Hobson-Dressler
Ruin are the other two, and as far as 1s now known they. repre-
sent the southern and northern geographical extents of the
immediate ©Pecos interaction sphere--a major component of
Southwestern culture. In addition, Hobson-Dressler and Rowe
represent the extremes of the architectural continuum within the
system, with Hobson-Dressler being the least complex and Rowe
the most complex (see figure 3).

This system began to develop about A.D. 1200, lasting through
the arrival of the Spaniards in A.D. 1540 and ending during the
period of Comanche depredations in the 1700s. The two sites in
the study all fit into the evolutionary scheme between A.D. 1300
and 1370; only Pecos Pueblo continued in use after A.D. 1400.

Understanding the ethnographic context of the sites--that is,
how contemporary people who have traditional ties with the area
use and value the sites--is also important to the evaluation of
significance, and it also influences feasibility and future
management options. Descendants of Pecos Pueblo are known to
live at Jemez and Cochiti Pueblos, and may also live at other
pueblos in the area. Pecos Pueblo is still valued and visited
by members of these communities. Hobson-Dressler and Rowe Sites
may also be of value and significance to these communities, and
an ongoing consultation process designed to determine this is
underway . :
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These two prehistoric sites are outstanding examples of large
pueblos of the 1ldth century, essentially made up of many rooms
surrounding communal living spaces. Among these sites, Hebson-
Dressler is unique because it lacks a plaza; and Rowe is unique
because it contains three aligned plazas. Both sites played
critical vet poorly understood roles in the development of the

Pecos trade and agricultural networks--a nationally significant

component of national heritage.

No National Register or National Historic Landmark nominations
currently exist or are pending for these two sites. If the
concepts above are applied, these two sites may be eligible for
inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places, and may
alsc be eligible as National Historic Landmarks as individually
nationally significant sites, because they: (1) are associated
with events making a significant contribution to the broad
national patterns of United States history; (2) embody distinc-
tive characteristics ©of an architectural type specimen excep-
tionally valuable for the study of a type, period, or method of
construction; and {(3) are likely to yield significant informa-
tion important to prehistory (National Historic Landmark
criteria 1, 4, 6.

If nomination to the National Register or National Historic.

Landmark designation were pursued (see option 2, page 18}, a
nomination would be prepared that describes the site in relation
to others of its kind by means of a theme study. The nomination
would be evaluated by the Secretary of the Interior’s Naticnal
Park System Advisory Board, and, if found to be eligible, passed
on to the Secretary of the Interior for designation consider-
ation. Sites would not be designated as National Landmarks 1if
private landowners objected; however, the sites could be
evaluated and found eligible.

Las Ruedas: The Los Trigos settlements, of which Las Ruedas
is one, are of great significance to the histcory of the Pecos
River Valley, because they are among the first incursions onto
land that traditionally belonged to Pecos Pueblo, The settle-
ments are also of significance to the history of Spanish
colenization in the Scouthwest because they are part of only a
small number of sites built by Hispanic settlers making a second
attempt to spread from the Ric Grande Valley. {(The first
expansion was stopped by the Pueblo Revolt of 1680.) The site
is suitable for inclusion in the National Park Service’s Spanish
Colonization Commemoration Study, but was overlooked.

The Los Trigos settlement extended onto the Pecos Grant. Las
Ruedas was one of the two principal villages; Los Trigos itself
was the other. Outside the two villages, smaller settlements

were scattered up and down the river. Perhaps the northernmost



settlement was that of Diego Padilla, one of the original
petitioners for the Los Trigos Grant. The ruins of Padilla’s
house are believed to be near the suspected ruins of Los Trigos
within Pecos National Historical Park.

It is likely that descendants of the Los Trigos settlers still
live in the Rowe area. An ongoing consultation process is
underway to determine the significance of the Los Ruedas site to
Los Trigos descendants and Pecos Valley communities.

Las Ruedas is an important archeological site, which offers much
potential information about Spanish frontier villages of the
19th century. Apparently, no National Register nomination has
been submitted. The presence of the Padilla and probable Los
Trigos ruins within the park boundary diminishes the uniqueness
of the Las Ruedas Site, and makes it nationally significant only
as part of the whole Los Trigos settlement complex.

The Los Trigos group of settlements has potential to meet the
criteria for nomination as a National Historical Landmark. It
possesses exceptional value for illustrating the heritage of the
United States in the history of the settlement of the Scuthwest;
for illustrating the development of Southwestern culture; and
for preserving an archeological record of that culture. In
addition, most of the sites possess a high degree of integrity
because the majority of the historic site remains intact, and no
major incompatible modifications to the setting have occurred.
Finally, the settlements are assoclated with the events that
were part of the reestablishment of Hispanic culture in the
Southwest after the Pueblo Revolt of 1680, and contain archeo-
logical information about a previously unexamined period of
sectlement and cultural development in the Southwest. This

. complex may be eligible for the National Register, and may also

be eligible for nomination t» National Historic Landmark status
under criteria 1, 4, and 6--the same that apply to the two
prehistoric sites. The process for nomination for National
Historic Landmark designation would be the same for this site as
for the two prehistoric sites.

Criterion 2: It possesses exceptional wvalue or quality in
illustrating or interpreting the mnatural or
cultural themes of our Nation’s heritage.

Prehistoric Sites: The prehistoric sites in the study relate
to the following themes identified in the 19287 "History and
Prehistory in the National Park System and the National Historic
Landmarks Program" (page I-3):

10



I. CULTURAL DEVELOPMENTS: INDIGENOUS AMERICAN PCOPULATIONS
B. Post-Archaic and Pre-Contact Developments
8. Southwestern Farmers
18. Pest:Archaic Adaptations in Montane
(high-altitude) Regions
C. PREHISTCRIC ARCHEOLOGY: TOPICAL FACETS
All facets except 20 (submerged prehisteoric resourc-
es) and 22 (resources making a major contribution to
the development of the science of archeclogy).

Although the prehistoric study sites were abandoned prior to
European contact, they contributed to the foundation of the
phenomena observed when the Spanlards arrived in the Upper
Pecos. This is reflected in theme II. A. 3., Spanish Explora-
tion and Settlement in the Southwest (National Park Service
1987, pages 1-7).

The themes previously listed are well represented within the
current park system; however, the resources of the Upper Pecos
valley do not merely duplicate the events of the Rio Grande that
one sees in the prehistoric and historic development of Rio
Grande pueblo culture. The latter is the message provided by
Bandelier National Monument. Although a participant in the Rio
Grande interaction sphere, Pecos was situated in a much more
marginal environment, and was the major conduit through which
bison products flowed into the Southwest and Southwestern
products traveled out onto the Plains. It is this special role
.that makes the Pecocs area so valuable, but not uniqgue.

Within the Upper Pecos Valley, only six known large sites were
active at this time. Four are within the park boundary,
including Arrowhead Ruin. The remaining two are Hobson-Dressler
Ruin and Rowe Ruin. These sites complete the set of what was a
unigque trade and agricultural network, while simultaneously
‘defining its known geographical limits.

Hobson-Dressler and Rowe provide a temporal link within the set
of six contemporaneous sites, and add meaning to the set in
terms of architectural features and their possible implications.
They provide two more examples of sites occupied after Forked
Lightning (A.D. 1200-1300) and the Pecos Quadrangle (post-A.D.
1400) . They are also architecturally different from the other
contemporaneous sites (Loma Lothrop, Arrowhead, and Dick’s
Ruin); and their architectural features are clearer than-at the
contemporaneous part of Pecos Puebleo, which is overlain by later
deposits and complicated architecture that obscure the evolu-
tionary picture. Hobson-Dressler is architecturally uniqgue
because it lacks any sort of plaza even though it is representa-
tive of a pre-planned community. Rowe Ruin is unique because of
its architectural layout of three plazas and its non-elevated
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setting. More work needs to be deone at these sites, to reveal
possible other ways in which they might be unique.

The Rowe Pueblo ruin itself is easier to envision because of a
lack of vegetation; however, nearby a&adjacent residential
development makes the historic setting more difficult to
envision. The Hobson-Dressler Pueblo ruin is more difficult to
envision because of heavier vegetation cover.

Both sites have the potential for contributing to and enriching
ongoing park interpretation of prehistoric occupation in the
Upper Pecos Valley, especially in terms of adding understanding
of architectural characteristics and time seguence.

* Las Ruedas: The interpretive value of Las Ruedas lies in the
period it represents, characterized by early European expansion
from the Rio Grande valley and civil encroachment onto Pueblo
iands (Theme II. A. 3., Spanish Exploration and Settlement in

the Southwest). However, interpretively, this material will be
available to the park at other Hispanic settlement sites inside
the boundary (for example, Padilla’s Site) . One possible

exception may be that Las Ruedas may be the only site with
extant ruins of a church and camposanto. The condition of the
yuined buildings of Las Ruedas would make It difficult to
interpret the village. However, the presence of the chapel ruin
would make this easier, even though the surviving walls reach no
more than 4 feet in height.

Criterion 3: It offe.s superlative opportunities for public

use and enjoyment, or for scientific study.

Hobson-Dressler: Hobson-Dressler has much value for further
research that could enrich the total story told within the park,
but it offers limited potential for public use. It holds
interpretive/scientific value because it is one of the clustered
sites in the Pecos Valley that does not have the overlay of
later centuriesg, such as at Pecos; it is a pre-planned village
without a plaza; and it is situated on a ridge-top that has
visual connections to Arrowhead and Pecos Pueblo. Visitors to
this site would have the opportunity to experience the impres-
sive view and the visual connections, from what would seem like
a newly discovered ruin in a more enclosed, intimate setting
than at Pecos Pueblo. However, the additional understanding of
the prehistoric settlement complex in the valley gained at the
site could be interpreted to the public effectively at other
sites already within the boundary, and there are several .factors
that make it less feasible. From a public-use point of view,
rhe Hobson-Dressler Site is not a necessary addition to the
park.

12



Rowe : The Rowe Site also has greater value in terms of
gscientific peotential than in terms of public use. Previous
excavations (Cordell 1987) provide preliminary information that
indicates <that future research would be wvaluable because it
might clarify the reasons for and the role of the series of
‘large plazas. Mound helght is substantial, and the depth of the
trash deposit is known, because, under current conditions, it is
exposed by erosion.

As with Hobson-Dressler, most interpretive material gained from
thigs site could be interpreted to the public effectively at
other sites already within the park boundary.

. Lag Ruedas: As with the other twoe sites, Las Ruedas has
cohsiderable scientific value, but limited public-use value.
From what is known at this peint, Las Ruedas would not provide
the opportunity for substantially different experiences than
those at sites within the boundary. The Padilla Site within the
boundary also has a relatively isclated, river-bank setting,
which alsc would be attractive to visitors for recreation such
as picnicking and fishing. The one possible difference may be
the presence of the church and camposantc at Las Ruedas, which
may make a difference in the experience of some visitors. The
site is not a necessary addition to the public-use area because
its story can be interpreted elsewhere within the boundary.

summary: 2ll three sites have a sufficiently close and
impertant relationship to existing primary park resources to be
considered for addition to the park boundary as research sites.
They may also be eligible for nomination to the National
Register or for National Historic Landmark designation.

INTEGRITY

Criterion 4: It retains a high degree of integrity of loca-
tion, design, setting, materials, workmanship,
feeling, and association.

Hobson-Dressler and Rowe retain most of their integrity, because
the proportion of each site that has been excavated remains
small. Hobson-Dressler is about 925 percent intact; and Rowe is
about 85 percent intact. These sites are essentially banks of
scientific data, with much to contribute in the areas of
evolutionary and exchange networks. However, the very close
proximity of the road and residence to the Hobson-Dressler Site
substantially impacts the cultural landscape. At Rowe, the site
retains its integrity for study as an archeoclogical resource,

13




but the cultural landscape has been substantially impacted by
the recent residential developments adjacent to the site. This
development would be & visual intrusion for visitors, and reduce
the sense of the prehistoric landscape.

At this time, it is not possible to state definitively what the
integrity of the Las Ruedas Site is. Aerial photography from

1978 shows the remains of the church and camposanto. However, -

an on-site inspection is necessary to fully evaluate the site’s
integrity, and, as vyet, the National PaIk Service has not
received permission from the landowner to visit the site.

SUITABILITY

Criterion 5: Tt includes a significant resource or opportunity

for public enjoyment related to the purposes of
the park.

As discussed above, all three sites relate directly to primary
park resources, while not duplicating existing resources.
Hobson-Dressler and Rowe are similar to pueblo ruins within the
park, because they are alsc part of the Pecos pueblo system; but
they are also different, due to the uniqueness of their archi-
tectural features and location. Las Ruedas is one of several
villages of the overall Los Trigos settlement. When compared to
the Padilla Site--another Los Trigos settlement site presently
within the boundary--Las Ruedas is a similar type of settlement,
also situated by the Pecos River, but it is different because it
contains the remains of a church and camposanto. No Naticonal
park Service units other than Pecos National Historical Park
encompass examples of prehistoric Pecos Valley communities o>r
examples of the Los Trigos settliement.

FEASIBILITY

Criterion 6: Resources considered for addition toc the park
must be feasible to administer in terms of
ownership, access, threats to the resources,
special-interest concerns, size/configuration,

operations/costs, and development. Also, other

management alternatives for resource protection
must be found to be inadequate,
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Landownership

The four directiy-affected landowners on whose property the
sites are located were contacted in writing, and several
preservation options were offered for their consideration. The
owner of the Las Ruedas Site is not interested in outside agency
involvement. The owner of the Rowe Site did not respond. One
of the two owners of the Hobson-Dressier Site did not respond
(this parcel is on the market. The other expressed interest in
outside agency inveclvement, and this landowner is willing to
consider sale of that part of the property on which the site is
located.

Access

Although vehicular and pedestrian access to the Rowe and lLas
Ruedas Sites would be physically feasible, present landowners at
these sites are not interested in selling the property or
allowing public ¢r agency access to their property. If the
landowner positicon changed, both o©of these sites would be
accessible without requiring access through other landowners’
properties.

Vehicular access to the Hobson-Dressler Site would be feasible,
but difficult. The only existing access is a steep, private
road, impassable under wet conditions, which runs through the
portion of the site that is presently up for sale. 1If this road
were not available, access from the other direction would have
to be developed, reguiring an agreement oI access easement
through at least four other landowners’ properties.

Threats to the Resources

Hobson-Dressler: As mentioned above under "Integrity,®
approximately 95 percent of this site remains intact. Construc-
tion and use of the existing road has impacted trash deposits.
Although the large residence very close to the ruin itself has
not directly impacted the ruin, the residence has substantially
impacted the historic setting. There is some evidence of
amateur digging at the ruin, and the potential exists for more
digging in the future. The only natural threat to the ruin is
continued tree growth, which has ™ the potential for roots
displacing masonry and the mixing of deposits.

Rowe: Field school excavation has disturbed approximately 15
percent of the site. Several rooms were left unfilled by the
field school at the request of the landowner, and walls may have
deteriorated due to the lack of support and cover. Because the
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site is on private land and is well-known locally, there is the
potential for amateur excavation. Potential natural impacts are
burrowing by rodents and erosion from an adjacent arroyo.

Las Ruedas: The present condition of the site is not known;
however, as with the other sites, there is potential for
landowner modification of the site, and amateur excavation.

Special-Interest Concerns

The Pueblo of Jemez is the only traditionally-associated group
that submitted comments (see Appendix B). No other special-
interest concerns are known at this time; concerns may surface
as the ongoing consultation process that has been initiated with
these groups continues.

Ssize/Configuration

In the case of the two archeological sites, more research 1is
needed to determine the presence or absence of significant
related cultural remains in the vicinity of the pueblo ruins.
If such remains are present, protection of a larger area than
the ruin itself may be necessary for liong-term preservation of
all significant resources. At Hobson-Dressler, approximately
2.5 to 3 acres would be sufficient to encompass the site (ruins
and any related material); and at Rowe, about 6 to 8 acres would
be sufficient. The Las Ruedas Site 1is estimated to cover
approximately 20 acres.

If added to the boundary, all three would be small, noncontigu-
ous areas. Although managing non-contiguous sites is feasible,
it is more difficult than managing adjacent additions, because
immediately surrounding areas in private or public ownership may
be managed under different priorities and principles.

Park Operations

Although the sites are within manageable distance from the
existing park headguarters {(within approximately 5 miles),
addition of any of these sites to the park would increase the
existing strain on park staff and resources. The equivalent of
one additional full-time ranger position would be necessary to
provide staff time for daily patrols if all three were added to
the park.
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Development

Although some on-site staff presence would be needed for protec-
tion, no on-site permanent developments would be necessary to
enable these sites to be managed as research sites.

Summary

At this time, most of the Hobson-Dressler Site ig feasible for
addition to the park, but the other two sites are not, given
present landowner position. If ownership position  changed,
these two would also be feasible.

3

*
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V. OPTIONS FOR FUTURE MANAGEMENT

1. NO ACTION.

Existing conditions would continue; that is, the sites would
remain in private ownership, with no outside agency involvement.

2. DESIGNATION AS A NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK, OR LISTING ON
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES.

The sites would remain in private ownership, and be nominated
for National Historic Landmark status or National Register
listing. 1If the sites gualified, and if landowners concurred,

the sites could be designated. If landowners did not concur,
the sites could be evaluated and nominated, but not designated
(U.S. National Archives and Records Administration, 1990). If

the sites were designated, landowners would be invited to
install a plague provided by the National Park Service. Neothing

-~ would be required of landowners except cooperation with annual

moniteoring of site condition.

3. PURCHASE, AND LONG-TERM OWNERSHIP AND MANAGEMENT, BY A NON-
PROFIT ORGANIZATION OR NON-FEDERAL AGENCY (SUCH AS THE
ARCHEOLOGICAL CONSERVANCY) .

Hobson-Dressler
Approximately 3 acres of one private parcel would be purchased;
and part--the area where the site is located only, which amounts

to approximately 2 acres--of the parcel that is presently on the
market would be purchased. :

Rowe

If the present landowner position changed, approximately 10
acres would be purchased.

18



Lag Ruedas

.If the present landowner position changed, approximately 60
acres would be purchased.

In all three cases, the approximate acreages encompass the
actual sites and the immediate setting. An acreage larger than
the actual site would be needed in order to include the immedi-
ate setting; related resources unknown at this time; and space
for access, circulation, and research activities.

4. PURCHASE BY THE UNITED STATES FOR ADMINISTRATION BY THE
-  NATIONAL PARK SERVICE AS RESEARCH SITE(S) WITHIN PECOS
NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK (PURCHASE FROM EITHER ORIGINAL
LANDOWNERS OR FROM A NON-PROFIT ORGANIZATION THAT PURCHASED
FROM THE ORIGINAL LANDOWNERS) .

As in option 3, the landowner position on sale would need to
change for this option to be feasible for Rowe and Las Ruedas.
This option may require legislation to authorize National Park
Service acguisition outside the established park boundary.
Areas purchased would be the same as in option 3.

5. A COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT TO BE DEVELOPED BETWEEN THE
LANDOWNER (S) AND THE NATIONAL PARK SERVICE.

Under the agreement, the National Park Service would provide
technical assistance (for example, stabilization), and the
landowner (s) would agree to certain preservation standards (for
example, professional involvement in any excavation). This
option assumes nomination of the site(s) to the Naticnal
Register or National Historic Landmark program.
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VI. ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES OF OPTIONS
FOR FUTURE MANAGEMENT

INTRODUCTION

The following guestions will be used to evaluate the different
options: ' :

1. What are the impacts to cultural resources, and how
wgll are resources protected for their scientific value?

2. What are the impacts to landowners and the local
community? :

3, What are the impacts to American Indian and Hispanic
communities with traditional ties toc the site(s)?

4. How much public-use benefit is likely?

5. How would the cultural landscape or viewshed directly
around the sites be impacted?

The following apply to all options: No prime or unique farm-
lands, floodplains, threatened and endangered species, wetlands
and riparian areas, wild and scenic rivers, or wilderness would
be affected by any of the options. Air quality would not be
affected. AL this time, no hazardous wastes are known to be in
the area of the sites. National Park Service policies reqguire
a potential hazardous substances survey as part of the site
evaluation process if any sites were to be considered for
acjyuisition. Some indirect impact to water quality is possible
in all options if any road construction activities cause erosion
of so0il into drainages. No developments requiring access fozx
the disabled would be involved, and specific arrangements would
need to be made for any disabled persons involved in research.
If any sites were added to the park, additional staff time would
be required for year-round daily security patrols (approximately
one additional full-time ranger position if all three sites were
added) .
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OPTIONS/CONSEQUENCES

Option 1:

Option 2:

No action.

A,

The possibility of development (for example,
residential-construction-reiated; activities and
amateur excavation may result in impact to
Iesources,

No impacts to landowners or local communities are
foreseen.

The Pueblo of Jemez, one traditionally associated
group, has expressed a preference for Option 4.
Federal ownership would ensure American Indian
access for religicus purposes more than private
or other non-federal ownership. To date, no
other traditionally-associated groups have
expressed a preference; however, an Ethnographic
Overview and Asgsessment Study, programmed to
begin in the Fall of 19%2, may uncover other
ethnic groups who may need to be invelved in
consultation. Ongoing consultation with any such
identified groups may surface additional concerns
regarding the three sites addressed in this
Special Sites Study. ‘

Since the sites would not be available for pubklic
use and enjoyment or research, there would be no
benefit to the public through interpretive
programs.

The cultural landscape directly around the sites

may be impacted by further residential or other.

developments.

National Register 1listing or National Historic
Landmark designation. : :

A.

Increased recognition of the site(s), the moni-
toring program, and the possibility of federal
assistance for preservation may increase long-
term resource protection.

The site(s) would not be designated without
landowner consent (although they could be evalu-
ated and nominated). Landowner (8 may benefit

from federal preservation assistance, and would

21
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Option 3:

be reguired to coordinate with the National Park
Service on site monitoring.

"The Pueblo of Jemez, one traditionally associated

group, has expressed a preference for Option 4.
Federal ownership would ensure American Indian
access for religious purposes more than private
or other non-federal ownership. Te date, no
othex traditionally-associated groups have
expressed a preference; however, an Ethnographic
Overview and Assessment Study, programmed to
begin in the Fall of 1992, may uncover other
ethnic groups who may need to be involved 1in
consultation. Ongoing consultation with any such
identified groups may surface additional concerns
regarding the three sites addressed in this
Special Sites Sstudy.

Since the site would not necessarily be available
for public use and enjoyment or research, there
would be no benefit to the public through inter-
pretive programs.

The cultural landscape around the site(s) would
be better protected in the long term due to
monitoring requirements.

Purchase and long-term management of site(s) by a
non-profit organization or non-federal agency.

A

These sitas would be better preserved in the long
term because they would be owned by an organiza-
ticn or agency specifically charged with public
land management and resource protection.

Landowner (s) would be affected by the sale, and
the local community may be affected by the change
in the area tax-base.

The Pueblo of Jemez, one traditionally associated
group, has expressed a preference for Option 4.
Federal ownership would ensure American Indian
accese for religious purposes more than private
or other non-federal ownership. To date, no
other traditionally-associated groups have
expressed a preference; however, an Ethnographic
Overview and Assessment Study, Dprogrammed to
begin in the Fall of 1992, may uncover other
ethnic groups who may need to be involved in
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consultation. Ongoing consultation with any such
identified groups may surface additional concerns
regarding the three sites addressed in this
Special Sites Study.

D. Benefit to the public would depend on the site
management and research activity under the
managing entity.

E. The cultural landscape immediately around the
site{s) would be better preserved in the long
term.

Purchase of site(s) by the United States for adminis-
tration by the National Park Service ag (a) research
site(s).

'A. Due to ownership by an agency specifically

charged with resource preservation, the site(s)
would be better protected in the long term. As
research-only sites, public visitation would be
restricted, so minimal impact from public visita-
tion would be expected.

B. Effects on landowner{s) and the local community
would be the same as in option 3, except that
there may be some park visitors who try to access
the site because they are not aware that it is a
research-only site.

C. The Fueblo of Jemez, one traditionally asscociated
group, has expressed a preference for Option 4.
Federal own=zrship would ensure American Indian
access for religious purposes more than private
or other non-federal ownership. To date, no
other traditionally-associated groups have
expressed a preference; however, an Ethnographic
Overview and Assessment Study, programmed to
begin in the Fall of 1992, may uncover other
ethnic groups who may need to be involved in
consultation. Ongoing consultation with any such
identified groups may surface additional concerns .
regarding the three sites addressed in this
Special Sites Study.

D. Due to management by the National Park Service--
an agency mandated to provide opportunities for
public use and enjoyment--research could contrib-
ute to the park’'s interpretive program. This

23




would be done in consultation with associated
American Indian and Hispanic groups to ensure
sensitivity to their concerns. Because the sites
would be for research only, there would still be
no general public access.

The cultural landscape immediately around the
site(s) would be protected.

Option 5: Cooperative agreement.

a.

Resources would be better protected than in
options 1 and 2, but not as well protected as in
options 3 and 4. :

Landowner (s) would retain title to the part of
their property where the site is located, and
would agree to certain conditions in accordance
with the agreement. No impacts to the local
community are foreseen.

The Pueblo of Jemez, one traditionally associated
group, has expressed a preference for Option 4.
To date, no other traditionally-associated groups
have expressed a preference; however, an Ethnogr-
aphic Overview and Assessment Study, programmed
to begin in the Fall of 1992, may uncover othez
ethnic groups who may need to be involved in
consultation. Ongoing consultation with any such
identified groups may surface additional concerns
regarding the three sites addressed in this
Special Sites Study

Benefit to the public would depend on the amount
of research conducted and integrated into inter-
pretive programs.

The cultural landscape immediately around the

site(s) may be better protected than in options
1l and 2.
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LEGISLATION

Public Law 89-54
89th Congress, H, R. 3165
June 28, 1965

gﬂ dArt : 70 s-rri'. 395.

To :ulhs)rt:e the ewtablinhment of the Peevs Natlvnal Monsuent In the state of
New Mexiew, and Lor other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senats and Houss of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress lcﬁh&b]m order to
set arart. and preserve for the benefit and enjoyment of the American
peuple u site of exceptional historic and archeological importance,
the Secretary of the Interior may accept on behalf of the United States
the donation of approximately thres hundred and forty-two acres
of land. or interests therein, inciuding the remains and artifacts of the
seventeenth century Spanish mission and anciens Indian pueblo near
Pecos, New Mexico, for sdministration as the Pecos Nationa)
ohument, :

Sec. 2, The Secretary shall administer, protect, and develop the
national monument inn accordance with the provisions of the Act of
August 25, 1916 (89 Stat. 335; 16 U.S.C, 1 et seq.), as amended and
supplemented.

zc. 3, There are hereby authorized to be appropristed such
sums, but not more than $300,000, as are required for construetion of
facilities and excavation and stabilization of the ruins in the Pecos
Nrrionai Monument under this Act. '

Approved June 28, 1965,

LEGISIATIVE HISTORY:

HOUSE REFORT No, 234 (Coma. on Ioterior 2 Insular Affairs},
SEMATE REPORT No, 321 (Cawm. on Imterior & Insular Affayrs),
CONGRESS IDNAL RECCRD, Vol. 111 (1965):

Apr, 261 Considersd and pmessd Houss,

June 165 Comsidered asd passed Smnxte, "

@0 1% 13¢

Pscos Matioral
Mommaent, N, Mex,
Establisiment.

Appropristion.



104 STAT. 278 PUBLIC LAW 101-313—JUNE 27, 1990

Te:mination
date.

Reports.

Conservation,
16 USC 410,

Eswablishment.

16 USC 410rr-1.

time to time, meet with persons concerned with Indian history and
historic preservation, and with other interested persons.

_ () The Commission may make such bylaws, rules, and regulations
as it considers necessary to carry out its functions under this title.
Section 14(b) of the Federal Adviscry Committee Act (5 US.C. App.)
shall not apply to the Commission. _

(§) The Commission shall advise the Secretary on the manage-
ment and development of the monument, and on the preparation of
the general management plan referred to in section 103(a). The
Secretary, or his or her designee, shall from tims 10 time, but at
least semiannually, meet and consuit with the Commission on mat-
ters relating to the management and deve t of the monument.

(h) The Commission shal! cease to exist 10 years after the date of
its first meeting. { - :

SEC. 111. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS.

There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be
necessary for the purposes of this title. The Secretary shail prepare
and submit to the Committee on Energy and Netural Resources of
the United States Senate and the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs of the United States House of Re ntatives, concurrently
with the submission to Congress of the President’s proposed budget
for the second fiscal gear inning after the date of enactment of
this title, and years the r, & report on the status of the
agreement refe to in section 104(a), its associated costs, and any
proposed alterations to the agreement.

TITLE I—PECOS NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK

Sec. 201. The purpose of this title is— '

(1) to recognize the multitheme history, including the cultural

interaction among diverse groups of Eeop!e. of the Pecos area

. and its :’atamy role between the Grest Plains and the Rio

e s Tor th preservation apd interpretation of the
or the _ _

* cultural and natursil resources of the Forked Pﬁl‘ntnin; Ranch

by establishing the Pecos National Historical .

Sec. M(a)hordﬂwmhams:mwwtlnMPm
National Monument and related nati y significant resources for
the benefit and enjoyment of present and future generations there
is hereby established the Pecos National Historical Park (herein-
after in this title referred to as the “park™).

- (b} The park shall include the msuﬁem National Monument
and the area known as the Forked. ing Ranch which sur-
rounds the Pecos Nationai Monument and consist of approxi-
mately 5.865 acres of the lands and interests in lands as generail
depicted on the map entitled “Pecos National Historical Par
Boundary Concept”, numbered 430/80028 and dated March 1930.
The map shall be on file and available for public inspection in the
offices of the National Park Service, Department of the Interior. The
Secretary of the Interior (hereinafter in this title referred to as the
“Secretary”) may, from time to time make minor revisions in the
boundary of the park in with section 7(¢) of the Land

accordance
-and Water Conservation Fund Act of 1965(16 US.C. 46014 and

~ following).

(¢) The Act entitled "An Act to .auth;me the establishment of
Pecos National Monument in the State of New Mexico, and for other




PUBLIC LAW 101-313—JUNE 27, 1990 104 STAT. 279

- purposes’ approved June 28, 1963 (79 Stat. 195}, is hereby repealed,
and any funds available for purposes of the Pecos National Monu-
ment shail be available for purposes of the park.

Sec. 203. The Secretary is authorized to acquire lands, waters, and  Gifa and
interests therein within the boundaries of the park by donation, Fropeny;
purchase with donated or appropriated funds, or ex : Pro- SC 410rr-2.
vided. however, That the Secretary may not acquire lands within the
Forked Lightning Ranch as depicted on the map from the owner of
record of such lands as of May 1, 1990, without the consent of such
owner unless the Secretary determines that the lands are being
used, or that there is an imminent threat that the lands will be
ised. for any purpose that is incompstible with the purposes of this

oL :

Sec. 204. The Secretary shall administer the park in sccordance 16 USC 410m-3.
with, the provisions of this title and the provisions of law nmrﬂ!{
applicable to the administration of units of the National Par
System, including the Act of August 25, 19.6 (39 Stat. 585; 16 U S.C.

1, 2-4}, and vhe Act of August 21, 1935 (49 Stat. 666; 16 U.S.C. 461-7).

Szlc.b%ﬂ:';f. Wil't;hin 3 full f:sfcal years from th:rglau funding iltmlade 16 USC 410rr-4.
available for the purposes of preparing a gen management plsn, :
the Secretary shall developplnd transmit to the Committee on
Energy and Natural Resources of the Senate and the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs of the House of Representatives, a
general management plan for the park consistent with the purposes
of this title, including (but not limited to)— .

(1) a general visitor use and interpretive program that fuliy
considers the prehistoric and historic aspects of the national
historical park including the “gateway theme” and early Span-
ish settiemant of New Mexico: .
(2) a statement on the number of visitors and types of public
uses within the park which can be reasonably accommodated in
accordance with the protection of its resources; and -
(3) a general development plan for the park, includiny the
S m%mm ing through the National Pa..:k&n 16 USC 4105,
ZC. v * s f e -
ice, shall undertake a study of the Rowe Ruin, Arrowhead Pueblo,
Hobson-Dressier Ruin, and Las Ruedas site for the suitability and
feasibility of their inclusion in the park. The Secretary shail submit
the study to the Congress within one year after the date of ensct-
ment of this title.
Sec. 207. There is authorized to be appropriated such sums as may  Appropriation

is ti aut uon.
be necessary to carry out this title. Ul

6 USC 410pp.

» 6 USC 410pp-i.



104 STAT. 2368 PUBLIC LAW 101-536—NQV. §, 1390

_Nov. 8. 19%0
{H.R. 4090]

Pecos Nalionaj
i{ietonical Park
Expansion Act of
1940

Historic
preservation.

1C USC 410
note.

16 USC 410rr-7
note.

16 USC +10rr-7.

FUPS W s BT TR

Public Law 101-336

101st Congress
An Act

To authorize the establishment of the Glorieta National Battiefieid in the State of
New Mexico. and for other purposes.

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States of America in Congress assembled, .

SECTION 3, SHORT TITLE. ,
This Act may be cited as the "“Pecos National Historical Park
Expansion Act of 1990”,

SEC. 2. FINDINGS AND PURPOSE. -

{a) Finpincs.—The Congress makes the following findings:

(1) the Civil War battle of Glorieta Pass, New Mexico, fought
on March 25-28, 1862, was a decisive battle of the Civil War in
the Far West;

(2} the battle was significant because the Confederate defeat
at Glorieta Pass resuited in the collapse of the Confederacy’s
plan to capture the riches and support of the West, thus largely
ending the Civil War in the West; and '

(3) the campsite and headquarters of the Union forces during
the Battle of Glorieta are currently within the boundary of
Pecos Naticnal Historical Park. .

{b} Purpose.—The purpose of this Act is to preserve and interpret
the Battle of Glorieta and to enhance visitor understanding of the
Civil War and the Far West by establishing a new unit of Pecos
Nationa} Historical Park. : :

SEC. 3. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE GLORIETA UNIT OF THE PECOS
. NATIONAL HISTORICAL PARK. ‘

(a) ESTABLISHMENT.—In order to preserve and interpret the Battle
of Glorieta for the benefit and enjovment of present and future
generations. there i3 hereby established the Glorieta Unit of the

ecos National Historicai Park thereafter in this Act referred to as
the “Glorieta Unit™). The Glorieta Unit shail be comprised of
approximately 682 acres as generaily depicted on the maps entitled
“Glorieta Unit—Pecos National Historical Park”, numbered 430--
80,031, and dated July 1990. The boundary of Pecos National
Historical Park, established by title II of Public Law 101-313 (104
Stat. 278), is hereby modified to include the Glorieta Unit.

(b) AbmiNiSTRATION.—The Secretary shall administer the Glorieta
Unit to preserve and interpret the Battle of Glorieta for the benefit
and enjoyment of present and future generations, in accordance
with the provisions of this Act. applicable provisions of title II of
Public Law 101-313. and provisions of law generaily applicable to
units of the National Park System, including the Aot of August 25,
1816°(39 Stat. 535: 16 U.S.C. 1-4), and the Act of August 21, 1935 (48
U.8.C. 666; 16 U.S.C. 461-T) — .

(¢} AcquisiTioN.—The Secretary is authorized to acguire lands.

waters, and interests therein within the boundaries of the Glorieta
»
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PUBLIC LAW 101-536—NOV. 8, 1990 104 STAT. 2368

Unit by donation, purchase with donated or appropriated funds, or

exchange. Lands may not be acquired for purposes of the Glorieta

Unit without the consent of the owner thereof unless the Secretary

determines that, in his judgment, the property is subject to, or

threatened with, uses which are having, or would have, an adverse

itrjnpact on the Glorieta Unit or on the management of the Glorieta
nit. '

(d) Transrer —Lands identified on the maps referred to in subsec-
tion (a) as being within unit number 26 in the *“Historic Zone" are
hereby transferred from the administration of the Secretary of
Agriculture to the administration of the Secretary of the Interior, to
be managed in accordance with the provisions of this Act.

(e) MANAGEMENT PLaN.—The Secretary shall incorporate manage-
ment direction for the Glorieta Unit into the general management
plan for the Pecos National Historical Park, including the identifica-
tion of routes of travel associated with the Battle of Glorieta.

() AUTHORIZATION OF ArpropriaTiONs.—There are hereby
authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be necessary to
carry out the purposes of this Act. _

Approved November 8, 1990.

LEGISLATIVE HISTORY-—-H.R 405%0:

HOUSE REPORTS: No. 1012828 (Comm. on Interior and Insular Affairs:
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Voi. 136 (18907 g
Oct. 10. considered and passed House.
Oct. 24, considered and passed Senate.
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B: CONSULTATIONS/PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT

An ongoing coensultation process was initiated with the individ-
vals and groups listed below, and this process continued
throughout the completion of the study. Landowners on whose
property the sites are located were invited to meet with the
study team to discuss future management options before the draft
study was completed. . Two meetings were held. These same
landowners, and landowners with properties directly adjacent,
received copies of the draft study for their review and comment.

Letters were sent to the American Indian and community groups
listed below as the draft plan was being developed, informing
them that the study was underway and inviting them to express
any concerns they might have about possible future management
options for the sites. No response to these initial letters was
received. A genheral information notice on the study was posted
in the communities of Pecos and Rowe, All the following groups
received copies of the draft study for their review and comment.

Landowners

New Mexico State Historic Preservation Office
The Archeological Conservancy
Jemez Pueblo

Pueblo of Cochiti

Jicarilla Apache Tribe

Pueblo of Santo Domingo

Mescalero Apache Tribe

Comanche Tribal Business Committee
Kiowa Business Committee

All Indian Pueblo Council, Inc.
Town of Pecos

Town of Rowe

In addition, the general public was notified of the availability
of the draft study for review through a press release.

Received were a total of one letter--from the Pueblo of Jemez--
and one phone inguiry. The Pueblo of Jemez supports Option 4,
acqguisition of sites by the federal government, because they
feel that this option would provide the best protection for the
two prehistoric sites, which are of high significance to the
Pecos descendents living at the Pueblo of Jemez. The phone
inquiry was from an adjacent landowner to the superintendent,
requesting information on the study.




NATIONAL HISTORIC LANDMARK CRITERIA
36 CFR 65)

Cc:

_ (REF.

il
5

Jil “m | Gkl mmm:m TR R
mm mw mw mwwwwm mmmWMmMm mmm.mu mmw_
] HA e
m,,.mmm Mmmmmm g wmmmm il m _wmmm
3 n - uwm nuum_ muuum__ muu
mmm mm,.mm mw m_ _m m _M__m::
w WMM mm T m_ mwmwm m mw.mm._w o] mm
3! mm m mmw: mmmu ummmmw mmwmmm mmrﬂ
M IRTIET
T I
I it
A

Ll



D: ARROWHEAD PUEBLO

Arrowhead Ruin is situated on the southern end c¢f a small mesa,
overlooking Glorieta Creek. The area is covered by pifion trees,
and is bounded on three sides by a rocky escarpment. It is
likely that a number of rooms were built against this cliff. Up
on top are the remains of a stone pueblo. About 100 z1IoO0OmS
forming blocks define all four sides of a single plaza, but
there are other wings comprised of additional rooms. that may
delineate other 1living areas or plazas. Trash deposits and
piles of excavated soil are spread across the site area.

Much of the site has been excavated, starting in the 1930s.
Exposed rooms have deteriorated, and resource integrity has been
severely compromised. oOnly about a third remains untouched.

This site is also well-known, and probably attracts visits by

local residents; however, there is little evidence of recent
amateur excavation. The site is within the boundary of the
Glorieta uUnit, but it is still in private ownership. Future
management of the site will be addressed in the land protection
plan and general management plan for the entire park.
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As the Nation’s principal conservation agency,
the Department of the Interior has responsibility
for most of our nationally-owned public lands and
natural and cultural resources. This includes
fostering the wise use of our land and water
resources, protecting our fish and wildlife, pre-
serving the environmental and cultural values of
our national parks and historical places, and
providing for the enjoyment of 1life through
outdoor recreation. The Department assesses our
energy and mineral resources, and works to ensure
that their development is in the best interests
of all of our people. The Department alsc pro-
motes the goals of the Take Pride in America
campaign by encouraging stewardship and citizen
responsibility for the public lands, and by
promoting citizen participation in their care.
The Department alsc has a major responsibility
for American Indian reservation communities and
for people who live in Island Territories under
U.S. Administration.



