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INTROCOUCTION

In May 1984 I agreed to prepare a historical study of the Rio Grande Val-
ley in Sierra County, New Mexico, as one component of a project headed by Mr.
Stephen H. Lekson to conduct an archeclogical reconnaissance of the same valley.
A grant from the Mew Mexico Historic Préservation Division assisted this work.
[t was agreed that the historical study would contain (1) a general historical
narrative of this area to the beginning of canstructicn of Elephant Butte Dam
(i.e., to 1910); (2) a settlement history; and (3) a history of irrigation and
agriculture. The Rio Grande Valley was understood to include only the lower
portions of the tributary valleys, including the town of Cuchillo. It devel-
oped that Monticello, originally called Caflada Alamosa, was an integral part
of such a study and it has been necessary to refer to the history of that
community as well. |

It was soon found that almost no reliable secondary sources existed and
that the towns, except for three, were literally unknown. This meant that far
more time than had been expected had to be Speﬁt in examining primary source
materials - courthouse documents, U.S. Army and Superintendency of Indian Af-
fairs records, contemporary newspapers, and in particular the U.S. Census
schedules from 1860 thrcugh 1910. There was also aone Territorial census, made
in 1885. Without the census schedules this study would have been impossible.
Unfortunately the 1890 schedules were badly damaged in a fire in 1921 and sub-
sequently disposed of. The 1900 and 191C agricultural schedules also no
Tonger exist. |

Since one of the overall objectives of the project was evaluation of a
settlement-subsistence model for the study area, it was necessary to consider

historical Apache use of the area and the possibility of Apache settlements,



including agricultural ones. -Qnti1 now Apache agriculture has seen very 1it-
tle discussion. It was also decided to adopt a perspective more nearly that
of cultural geogfaphy than of h{story since the‘focus was upon man's use of
the landscape. Hopefully persons with Variou;.professiona1 backgrounds will
find the results intaresting.

The most useful referenceg were often théiﬁost difficult to find. Sierra
County was treafad in 188913”d until then most o% its Tands were in Socorro
County. TherearTy Sdcoﬁrdftounty record books and microfilms-of these books
are at the New Mexicorsfgté Records Center in Santa Fe, except for Record BRook
"D" and the index volume to county records through 1883. Thesé two volumes
remain in the courthouse at Socorro. The ten-sheet set of topographic maps of
the Rio Grande Project produced by the U.S. Reclamaticn Service in 1908 was
indispensable and two sections have been included as illustrations in this re-
port (Figs. 4, 55. Sets of the original maps are held at the Bureau of Recla-
mation office iﬁ Amarillo, Texas and in the Rio Grande Historical Collections

(RGHC) at New Mexico State University in Las Cruces. Rare reports such as the

Proceedings issued by the International (Water) Boundary Commission (IWBC) in
1903, the Water Facilities Area Plan published in 1940 by the U.S. Department
of Agriculture, Bureau of Agricultural Economics, and a variety of studies by
Herbert W. Yeo and others were fortunateiy available at the New Mexico State
University (NMSU) Library in Las Cruces. The examinations of U.S. Army and
New Mexico SuperintenAency of Indian Affairs records were done primarily from
microfilms and are verylincomp1ete; these films no doubt hold much additional
information of value. | |

1 appreciate the patienéé of Mr. Lekson and of Mr. Thomas W. Merlan,
‘Dﬁrectgr of the Historic Pre;ervation Division, during the preparation of

this study. For assistance with locating and obtaining copies of refarences
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I am indebted to the staff of the New Mexico State Racords Center (NMSRCA),

prartfculakTy Stanley C. Hordes, Denald R. Lavash and J. Richard Salazar; the

Interlibrary Loan staff at New Mexico State University; the Museum of New Mex-

'. ico History Library and Mr. Orlando Romero; the Rio Grande Historical Collec-

tions, Mr. Austin Hoover and Mr. John Grassham at NMSU; my wife Cheryl, who is

Special Collections Liorarian at NMSU; Mr. Doug Soyd at the U.S. Bureau of
Reclamation Southweét Région offices in Amarillo; and Mrs. Marion Grinstead of
£l Pasa, Texasf ‘The officas in Mew Mexico just listed were all visited as
were the Socorh05Cdﬁnty courthouse, the University of New Mexico Library Spec-
ial Co11éctfohs,-and the New Mexico State Library in Santa Fe. Mr, Lee Myers
of Las Cruces kindly loaned hfs microfilms of the Fort Craig and Fort McRae
monthly post returns. Indexes to articles in newspapers were reviewed at NMSU,
the E1 Paso Pub]icrLibrary, and the Museum of New Mexico History Library.

Petsona] documents from early Sierra County settlers were limited to a
few newspaper items and some pieces of correspondence in Federal archives.
Until after 1885 few individuals outside of the community leaders were 1it-
erate, so personal records may always have been rare. A1l known references
thought to be important for this work were seen and examined.

This study is in two parts. The first is a review and analysis of South-
ern Apache occupation from the 160C's to the middle 1870's. Some of the con-
c1usions.abautﬁhe nature of this cccupation are original in this report. The

secqhd;pgrfris'a study of the largely Hispanic settlement that began in 1859,

] A Synopsfs:of'Fort McRae, which was the one military post in the area, is in-

tluded‘here, Each of the parts is subdivided into a history of settlement and

& nhistory of irrigation and agriculture. With respect to this last, emphasis

is upon explaining the agricultural practices of the period and the different

types of irrigation systems, rather than con trying to 1ist every recorded
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inétance of a ditch system. Hopefully very few systems were missed, however.
Endnotes have been used for refekencing ﬁn view of the lengthy citations some-
times needed. A selection of documents and newspaper items used in this study
has been reproduced here as an Appendix.

Capt. Hatch's map (Fig. 1) showed a feature called "Adobe Wall" on the
west side of the Rio Grande. This place name was not uncommen in military
accounts from the early Territorial years. It referred to a natural feature,
not to a cuitural one. As Emory1 described it,

. A butte was seen in the distance, close to the river, and

surrounded by trees, which was at first taken for an adobe house,

but the near approach showed it a conglomerate cemented by lime,

which had been teft stand ag when the surrounding earths were

washed away. ‘

According to Col. Philip St, George Cooke this landmark stood about thirty

feet high; it marked his campsite of November 4-5, 1846. The rock has since

fallen over and lies in ruins in Section 17, Township 10 South, Range 3 Nest.2

L
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THE EARLIEST SETTLERé OF SIERRA CCUNTY

Who were the earliest settlers in what is now Sierra County? John Reid,
who traveled across sbuthern New Mexico in 1856-57, confirmed what George
Ruxton had said eleven years earlier: that the Rio Grande valley lay uninhab-
ited from Doffla Ana as far up as the little village of San Ahtonio.3 In his
diary entry for March 29, 1853, Governor William Carr Lané wrote that there
was no settlement from Dofla Ana north to Val Verde, a distance of about 120
miles. Lane did note an abandoned tdwh at Santa Barbara, 35 miles upstream
from Dofia Ana, when he passed by there on March 30th.4 Valverde, 15 miles
south of San Antonio, also stood in ruins.S As of 1857, the Rio Grande Valley
through what is now Sierra County had no European settlers.

Tﬁere were other settlers there, by 1857 and long before. Like the His-
panic farmers in New México, these people lived in small comﬁunities and relied
upon irrigated farmlands, The traces of their dwellings and agricultural sys-
tems may yet exist, and there may be little difference between some prehistoric
and historié settlement remains or between those left by different ethnic
groups. The history of settlement in Sierra County began with the Indians who
Tived there, -

What Indians Tived in Sierra County historically and could their sitss be
confused with those of later settlers? When the Chamuscado-Rodriguez party

came into New Mexico in 1581, the Spaniards found an abandoned town alongside

~the Rio Grande in what is now southern Socorro County. This was the southern-

most Piro Indian pueblo, the one called San Felipe. It may or may not have
been the sité now knewn as LAS97 at the mouth of Milligan Gu]ch.6 Qccupation
at LAS97 would have continued into the early historical period since Mera7

found all of the glaze-paint pottery groups well-representad there. During



Bim

the 17th century the Piro settlements were all north of the San Marcial area.

Apaches in Western Sierra.County: Spanish and Mesxican Perdiods

If no Pueblo Indians dwelt in Sierra County, what about the Apaches?
What Apache Indian groups frequented this part of the Rio Grande Valley? Did
Apaches Tive there ard if so what did they do? What kinds of remains might
they have Teft and could any of these now be identified as Apachean? What
bearing does all of this have upon the history of settlement?. We can explore
these questions but answers are not easiiy found nor are they necessarily in
1ine with existing interpretations.

Op]er8 recognized the Warm Springs Apaches as a Tocal group of the
Eastern Chiricahua band. He considered Coppermine, Mimbrefios and Mogollones
to be other names for the samé band. Schfoeder9 indicated that the Warm
Spriﬁgs Apache home area lay west of the Rio Grapde in what fs now western

Sierra County. How long had these people been there?

The name 'Warm Springs' is a reservation-period term, first used in the

middie 1870's in connection with the short-Tived Southern Apache or Hot Springs

Reservation above the town of Cafada A1amo$a10 (Fig. 3). Prior to that, re-
ports from the 1869-71 period had described the Apaches camped around Cafiada
Alamosa as Southern Apaches, as Mimbres and Mogollon Apaches, or simply as

Apaches,ll and asserted that the country was part of their ¢ld homeland or

12 If these claims were valid then earlier references to

planting grounds.
Apaches in that country should exist.

Such references Qere very scarce before the middle 1850;5..7Through the
first century and a half of Spanish rule, until the 1770's, the country be-

tween the Rio Grande and the Black Range remained virtually unknown.

Benavides' 1634 account of the Xila or Gila Apaches placed the village of



Captain Sanaba 14 leagues west from Senecu, a Pifo bueb1o.13 Fray Martin del
Espiritu Santo had besn sent iﬁ 1628 to catechfze the Gila Apaches and to
'gather them into puebles, but we hear nothing more about that friar. The dis-
tance and bearing from Senecu would be about right for Captain Sanaba's people
to have been 1iving at the Ojos Calientes, at what later became the Southern
Apache Reservation above Monticello Canyon (Fig. 3).

The Gila Apache country originally embraced all of southwestern New Mexico.
Few Spanish expeditions penetrated their domain until the late 1740's. |MWhen
Governor Don Diego de Vargas returned from his 1692 reconquest of New Mexico
towards E1 Paso, he followed the west bank of the Rio Grande south as far as
the "place called San Diego" (San Diego Mountain). There he caught up with and
killed two Apache Indians. Unti1 then the return had béen un;ventfu1.14

From 1747 through 1756 and aga1n during the 1770's and 1780" s, Spanish
presidial troops and their Ind1an a111es scoured the Mimbres and Gila River

countries for hostile Apaches. Several contingents did range through the

Black Range, then called the Sierra de Tas Mimbres, but only a few reports men-

tioned the country east of this 515331.15 Bernardo de Miera y Pacheco's ca.
1760 map of New Mexico showed hut symbols and the name "“Apache" on a western
tributary of the lower Rio Grande while a later map named the Rio de los
Nogales, now called Nogal Canyon.16 This knowledge must have been gained dur-
ing the 1747 and the 1756 expeditions.

In the fall of 1775 Don Hugo O'Conor marshalled perhaps the largest force
ever brought together in northern New Spain to war against the Apaches in the
Southwest. At Tleast one of his commands pushed west from the Rio Grande to

the Sierra de las Mimbres but we do not know what they found.l7 Five years

Tater, Governor Juan Bautista de Anza led an expedition from New Mexico to



Sonora, passing down the west side of the Rio Grande to a point two leagues

beyond the pass of the Sierra del Cavallo (Palomas Gap?), then turning towards

the southwest, possibtly up Las Animas Creek. They Fodnd four recently deserted
Apache rancher{as in the Fra Cristdbal Range but saw no more evidence of camp-
sites until they began skirting.the Sierra de las Mimbres.l8

During a 1784 campaign, Commander General Phelipe de Neve sent the fifth
division, under Captain Francisco Martinez, to pursue any fleeing Indians to
the Sierra.de las M;Embres.l9 Martinez' diary has not been published but the

20 had his divisién marching up the east front of the

map compiled by Thomas
Mimbres Mts. Four years later Governor Fernando de la Concha followed a simi-
lar route and met no Indians. Concha sent a detachment under Ensign Antonio
Guerrero to reconnoﬁter the place called Salsipuedes, where Guerrero found
signs that the Apaches had fled. In the campaign journal Concha wrote - "I
am sure that they have always Tived there". Salsipuedes Canyon is an old name
for Monticello Canyon, a cleft wherein Alamosa Creek wends its way between the
Hot Springs and the town of Montice11021 (Fig. 3).

The armies of New Spain campaigned almost continually in southwestern New
Mexico until the Gila and Mimbres Apaches finally pledged themselves to peace,

around the middle of 1790.22

From then until the opening of the American per-
- iod we know of no other expeditions through what is now western Sierra County.
Schroeder‘523 maps shbwing Apache raids and locales include no additional ref-
erences to Apaches 1iving in this country prior to the early American perﬁodt
In sum, there is evidence that Apaches resided there during the Spanish per=-
icd, but nothing that would lead one to think that this was more than a peri-
pheral area or that it was the home of some separate Apache group. The kin&é

of remains that might be expected and the prospects for identifying Apache

settlements will be taken up after we review the American period.
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Apaches in Western Sierra County: The Early American Period

With the American occupation of Mew Mexico in 1€4¢€, traffic down the west
side of the Rio Grande increased considerably (Fig. 1). General KearnyJIed
ﬁart of his Army of the West down the Rio Grande to a point several miles below
nresent Truth o» “ansaquences, N.M. before turning west on the way to California.
Col. Philip St. George Cooke followed less than a month later with thé Mormon |
Battalion, but Cooke continued along the river almost as far south as modern
Hatch, N.M. before he struck west. Three members of Kearny's party kept jour-
nals and there were a number of diarists for the Mormon Battalion plus Cooke's
own journal of the mafch. In addition we have two recent studies of the r:outes.24
The troops passed hundreds of Apache lodges in the Mimbres River Valley but
until théy reached there neither party saw Indians or mentioned signs of them.
Kearny met his first Apaches at the Santa Rita copper mines;.Cooke saw none
until he was almost into Arizona.

The next travelers of record were the '4%ers bound for Ca]ifurqia over
Kearny's old route or along the path of the Mormon Battalion. A number of
these people kept journals. When Lorenzo Aldrich's party was camped about 27
miTes below San Antonio, N.M. they had two mules stolen. Aldrich fo110wed,aQ;
trail for 25 miles, "reaching the highest of the mountain," before recoQéf?nél..
the mules as the Indians fTed.zs H.M.T. Powell's company preceded Aldrich's |
by about two weeks and found an Indian bow plus "a nﬁmbér of recent Indian
traces" at a point_now several miles above Elephant Butfe Dam. Beyond that
they discovered an old Apache caﬁp a short day's march éast of the Mimbres

26 William Chamberlin and Robert Green, who

River but met né Indians at all.
traveled together along Kearny's path, met their first Apaches more than 30
miles west of the Rio Grande. Until then they had neither seen Indians nor

any signs of them.27 Charles Pancoast, Caspar Ricks and Benjamin Haynes all
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made no mention of Indians beyond Socorro or San Antonio, N.M. until they

reached or had gone beyond the Mimbres River.28 E
Governcr William Carr Lane visited the southern part of New Mexico Terri-

téry in March and April of 1853. On his return he set out from Fort Webster

on the Mimbres Piv=ar and reached the Rioc Grande a few miles above Santa Barbara,!'

29 The

then continued north up the west side of the river towards Fort Conrad.
only Apaches he met were at Fort Webster, which was also the location of the [
Southern Apache Agency (Fig. 2).

The narrative to this point has attempted to show that no one found Apaches;
by whatever name, 1iving in what is now western Sierra County during the early
American period. The few references available from the 17th and 18th centuries '
suggest that some Gila Apaches did dwell there. Two tentative conclusions are "L
that (1) there were Apache settlements prior to the 19th century but the Indiansif
ceased to Tive in the area, and (2) the claims made in 1869-71 for this country ST

having been an old homeland or planting grounds had 1ittle foundation, perhaps

dating only to 1855,

Apache Subsistence and Michael Steck's Apache Farms

By the late 18th century the Spaniards had learned what the Americans
rediscovered after 1846; that the Southern Apaches were not self-sufficient in
foodstuffs and had to raid, starve, or be provided with rations in order to live;'

in their own country.30 One of the principal Apache plant foods was mescal, th

{
1
i
/
is

baked hearts of agave.31 Agave is not uniformly distributed and while abundant

in the Mimbres River drainage, it is imited to a belt of limestone soils on I

?

either side of the continental d1v1de through the Black Range COUﬂuPy.BZ In the :

Mimbres country and along the continental divide it was at least available,

whether or not the Apaches ever made mescal there. Where it was not available,



east of the Black Range, there was that much less in the way of native food
resources and too little to expect that any group of people could maintain
themselves by hunting and gathering. It would be surprising if Apache settle-
ments had been reported there in the early American period.

| At this time the Southern Apaches were commonly called the Mimbres, Copper
Mine and Mogollon bands. The name Gila Apaches was sometimes used as a collec-
tive term and again as the name of still another band (Fig. 2). The year 1853
marked the beginnihg of new policies affecting them. Edward H. Wingfield
arrived as the Southern Apache agent about the time that Fort Webster was re-
1qcated to the Mimbres River. Under instructions from the Governor, who was
ex-officio Superintendent of Indian Affairs for New Mexico, Wingfield brought
in about 300‘M1mbrés Apaches under Ponce and other chiefs and contracted with

his interpreter (Francis Fletcher) to plant a farm for them on the Mimbres

:boﬁtomlands. The farm program limped along with no more than 25 acres of irri-

gatéd cornfieids under cultivation. These produced a modest harvest that had

to be parceled out among 13 bands. That same summer Wingfield was removed

from office for mismanagement, one of the Governor's severest criticisms being

that the lands on the Mimbres would not accomodate the Indians who were already

there, yet the ageﬁt had brought'Mangas Colorado's people and other bands from

their homes on the Gila over to the Mimbres. "Has the agent been Insane?",

Lane asked.33
The Southern Apache Agency was off to a shaky start, but Michael Steck

became the agent in May 1854 and he remained for seven years. Fort Webster

was abandoned in Tate December 1853 and Steck established his agency near the

new stt of Fort Thorn, on the Rio Grande at the old site of Santa Barbara.

‘“rﬁuring his years there, Steck consistently carried out an official policy of

_encouraging the Indians to become farmers. The year 1857 was an exception
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as most of the Apaches wisely decamped to Janos to sit out the Bonneville cam-

paign.

The efforts in 1é§3nﬁéd évident1y left an impress on the Southern Apaches.
Steck was ﬁo novice at this sort of thing; early in 1853 he had tried to get
the Jicarilla Apaches fn_pprthern Mew Mexico to participate in a similar agri-
cultural pro_gram.34 Despite the interest among his current charges, agent
Steck had very Tittle to offer the Southern Apaches in 1854 except encourage-
ment. During August he Wrote

With regard to their farming operations on the Miembres they
are very limited and not 1ikely to be productive of much good.
About fifteen acres in different patches have been planted most
of which has been entirely neglected probab%y from the want of
implements and some one to encourage them. 3

By October he was more optimistic. Although they were destitute,

The Gila Apaches seem anxious to commence the cultivation of
the soil. A1l their principal men have expressed a willingness
to do so. and as proof of their sincerity I saw in my recent
visit to their camps many acres of land that had been planted
by them this season. But in asmuch as they have not been fed
by the Govt. they have been compelled to leave their fields in
order to obtain food. They have planted their corn with sticks
{as not even a hoe has ever been furnished them to work with)

& all without an agent or anyone to instruct or encourage them.
Under these disadvantages it could not be expected that their
farming operations should prosper, yet not withstanding all
these disadvantages they have many small pa(t)ches that they
have kept clean with sharp gticks and will yield them some re-
compence for their labour. 3

As a part of the program to encourage them to farm the Indians received
rations, primarily of corn and beef;37
Steck's plans in 1855 were ambitious:

The plan I propose is to clean off and pnlant a fﬁe]d for
each of the principal men of the tribe [Gila _Apache; or for
such as will agree to take good care of it.

Steck assisted them himself. On April 13th he reported that
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[ returned yesterday from a visit to the camp of Cuehillo
Negro who is encamped about 45 miles M.W. of this place [Fort
-Thaorn]. He has selected an excellent p]ace for planting on

the head of the Rio de Tos Animos and nis Band has tcleared
without assistance about three acres of land wh1ch is now
ready for planting.3® (Fig. 2)

A month later Steck wrote again, saying that he had been in the Indian country

for tne last 20 days where ne had'

. assisted Cuchillo Negro, Rinion (2) and their people to
plant on the Rio de los Animos about 4C miles from this place

and that he was planting on the Mimbres as well, for Mangas Colorado, Delgadito,

[tan, the family of Pance and others.*0

In July, Steck sent another progress report, acknowledging that on March
1l4th he had instructions from Governor Meriwether that.aT1owed him to spend
$750 to assist the Mimbres Apaches in planting. With this

- [ succeeded in planting a field of corn for the heads of
fifty-three different families - principally from the camps
of Delgadito & Itan - & Cuchillo Megro & Rinion - some haw-
ever in each of the different bands. Such as have planted
during the whole summer have remained about their fields and
shown a disposition to do all in their power to make a suc-
cessful experiment. They cleared off their grounds, assist-
ed in planting and have since watched and tended their
fields - and from present prospects they will be richly
rewarded for their labour.4l

The bands of Cuchillo Negro and Rinion totaled 30 lodges and 152 persons; all
together the Mimbres Abaches then numbered 187 lodges and'893 men, women and
children. At the end of the year Steck proclaimed that

The farming operations of last year were successful beyond
my expectations. Some of those who planted have still a sup-
ply of corn stored away and I have had applications from many
during the last year to select grounds for them.42

Steck had someth:ng to sell = success - and as a result his funds were

doubled for 1856, W1tn th1“§the M1mbres band placed about 200 acres under

cultivatien, p1ant1ng and attend1ng the corn mainly with their own hands.

Steck contracted with Ammon;Barnes of Dofia Ana County to provide seeds, teams
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and laborers for 35 days or longer to assist:theI%d{éh Agent "in preparing
lands, digging Asequias and planting for Mimﬁfes Apache Indians”.43

The Apache farm was a success story again, despite an ugly incident early
in the year when troops clashed with a camp df peaceful Mimbreés Apaches at the.

copper mines.44 Most or all of the farming seems to have been done on the

Mimbres, where Steck helped the Indians to clear lands, plant, hoe their fields,

irrigate and repair their dams. At the end of June he had five men assistiﬁgi
them with irrigating and hoeing corn.45 After the harvest was in, Stéck re-
ported that the farming last summer "was attended with entire Success,” but he
gave ng detai1s.46 Tnere is an interesting description of Steck's agency as
of December that year.47

Southern Apaches were also farming quite independently of Steck's efforts.
In September 1856, St. Vrain said that the Mongan Apaches had cornfields on
the Rio Prieto, Valle del Nogal at the foot of the Mogollon Mt., and_on the

4 " : ; . .
8 Rio Prieto is a former name for the San Francisco River.

Culebra River.
The Mogollones were the least known of the Southern Apache bands.

When spring arrived in 1857, most of the Mimbres Apaches were ét Janos.
They had heard about Col. Bonneville's proposed éampaign through their country
and decided to get out of the way.49 Steck droppéd the idea of planting on
the Mimbres although he did open a farm for the Mescalero Apaches that year at
Nuestra Sefiora de La Luz. Bonneville's Gila Expedition duly arrived and cam-
paigned for a couple of months, in the midst of which Cuchillo Negro and some
of his Mimbres band Qandered into the zone of operations with more than 1000
Sto]en sheep.' Col. W.W. Loring caugﬁt up with the Indians at a place ca?1edl
the Cafion de los Muertos Carneros. When the shooting stopped $1% warriors
and old Cuchillo Negro lay dead, " Apart from this 1ncidentﬂthezéjja Expedi-

tion found very few Indians in southwestern New Mexico.

....._,
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By 1858 matters had quieted and the remainder of the Mimbres band re-
turned to their old farm on the Mimbres River. Steck also arranged for some

i
of them to plant on the Rio Palomas, about 35 miles from the agency.‘l

This
was partly for convenience:
The poorer portion of the Band such as have no horses have

planted upon a stream about thirty five miles N.W. of this

agency - being near they are enabled to attend to their fields

and come in regularily for their rations. .... The fields of

those look very promising. Corn, Beans, pumpkins & meilans

several inches above the ground and look very promising.32
Apparently 1858 was another success year since Steck wrote in August that the
Mimbres and Mogollon bands had their corn planted together, about 150 acres in
all and promising we11.53

By 1859 the Mimbres band had Tost many of its people and agent Steck began
to Tump the Mimbres and Mogollaon bands together in his correspondence, calling |
them Gila Apaches. The Mimbres Valley was rapid1y being preémpted by miners
and settlers S0 that Steck moved the Apache farm to Santa Luc{a (Mangas Springs)
in 1859 and 1860. 1In the formér year at Teast the farming was still going
well; Brevet Major W.H. Gordon visited Mangas Colorado's camp and then passéd
down to the Gila River "throﬁgh their croos, which extendad some three miles in
length, and are in finé condition."s4 - Apache farms on the Rio Palomas and Las
Animas were no langer mentioned. -

When plantiné season came around in 1861, the Southern Apaches were at war
and had driven the miners and settlers in éouthwestern New Mexico back to the
Rio Grande. Michael Steck was absent in Washington and the Civil War was about
to explode. Mo one thought sericusly about Indian farms. Instead there was an
Indian war that continued until 1869, Rk

In retrospect, the feature that made Steck's Apache farms successful was

the rationing program that accompanied the farming. The neophyte farmers.
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generally received corn and beef éach week while they tended their fields so
that it wasn't necessary to roam 6r raid in order to eat. Ffrom its incention,
this system drew the Apaches closer to their agency and also further east.
Schroeder55 pointed cut that by bringing Mangas Colorado's band to the Mimbres,
agent Wingfield had disturbed the normal territorial range of the Copper Mine
and Mimbres Apaches. With the subsequent removal of the agency to Fort Thorn,
the Mimbres band was then drawn to the eastern slope of the Black Range.s6
That country had probably seen no permanent occupants for generations. When
Cuchillo Negro moved his people to the head of Las Animas Creek in 1855, he
did so because the rations and the produce of their farms made it possible to
Tive there (Fig. 2).

As time went on, Steck became less definite about the scale and locations
of his Apache farms. There were irrigated Fields along Palomas Creek in 1858
and possibly in neighboring valleys as well. 1In 1869, when the Mimbres Apache
chief Loco began negotiations to abandon the warpath, he told agent Charles
Crew that

. they want to plant near the Cuchio Negro, where they used

to plant before they were driven away; also to hunt on the east

side of the Mimbres Mountains as far south as old Fort Thorn,

and as far as the mountains east of the Rio Grande, known as

the Sierra de]sgaba11os, and to a distance of twenty miles north

of Fort McRae.
Loco was vague about the time and circumstances of his prior claim but the
aréa he described virtha]1y coincided with the western half of Sierra County.

From all of the foregoing we can conclude that most surviving evidences
of Apache occupation aré orobabiy no-older than the middle 1850's. Apaches
tiving in the area had irrigated farmlands and traces of their old irriga-

_tion works might be confused with prehistoric systems, or with structures

Cbuilt by Hispanic farmers.
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A fufther interpretation is considerably more interesting. It has both
historical and archeological dimensions, and a potential application that in-
cludes and extends well beyond the country between the Rio Grande and the

Black Range. To explain it will require some additional background.

The Uecline of Apache AoricuTture

The Western Apaches lived in Arizona, in the mountainous country along
the Gila River and north of there. Agriculture is recognized as having been
an important element in their economic system.s8 Less well known is their ex=-
tensive reliance on agriculture in pre-reservation days and how this in turn
depended upon irrigation. In his annual reports for 1858 and 1859, Indian
Agent Michael Steck reported that the White Mountain Coyotero and the Pinal
Apaches cultivated the soil éxtensive]y.sg Their labors were entirely indepen-
dent of Steck's efforts to make the Southern Apaches into peﬁcefu] farmers.

This Western Apache talent for farming appears to be of long standing.
As far back as 1775; Father Vélez de Escalante wrote that the San Francisco
River below the box canyon, six leagues above the junction with the Gila River,
entered a Tittle hollow where one found various rancherias of Apaches who cul-
tivated the valley "and with the aid of irrigation, harvest much yellow cor‘n.“60
His information actuaily derived from the general campaign in 1747. In 1754
another expedition evidently visited the middie San Francisco valley. There
the troops found "various Apaches who do not roam about or have horses but
much yellow corn.”61 |

There are a series of 19th century references to Western Apache farming
with the use of irrigation, all from before the reservation period.ﬁz Three

0of these merit special attention. On June 30, 1857, three days after Cal.

Dixon Miles defeated a Targe group of Coyotero and Mogollon Apaches, Lieut.
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John Van Deusen De Bois camped at a2 very large Apache rancheria where the
ground was irrigated, tHe aceguias well and handsomely constructed, and "As
Tar as I can see are corn & whéat f‘iers."E3 Seven years later in that same
part of Arizona, alcivi1ian on a punitive expedition found himself amongst
cornfields, and also at a large acequia about six feet wide and two feet
- deep, full of water.s4 Finally, Major thn Green moved his command into
White Mountain Apache country at the end of July 1869 to hunt for cornfields.
His was one of the first recorded parties to enter their domains. He was
astonished to find at least one hundred acres of fine corn, just in silk,
planted along the White'Mountain River. He destroyed it all, commenting
that he

.... could hardly believe that the Apache Indians could and

would cultivate the soil to such an extent; and when we con-

sider their very rude implements, and the labor it requires

to dig the aceguias for irrigation, one cannot help but won-

dgr at their success. Thejr‘fjeids compare ggry favorably

with those of their more civilized brethren.
Later accounts from the reservation period described a pale reflection of
Western Apache agricu1ture’in earlier times.66

' westeﬁn Apaches were not the only ones who farmed in pre-reservation

days. Ophar's'.67 Eastern phiricahua informants told him that their people
farmed and also had irrigation before the modern reservations were established.
Other sources give historical depth and shed some Tight on the distribution of
these practices.

As far back as 1630, Benavides claimed that the Apache nation

... had no cultivated fields but lived by the hunt - although
lately we have broken ground for them and taught them to sow.

His 1634 Memorial reflected either an incredible success rate or better know-

ledge of the Indians:
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.... and although their [the Apaches] chief sustenance is
derived from hunting, they alsc pnlant much corn.®9

Apache references Téter in the 17th century dealt aTmost entirely with their
raiding. One éxceptfonrwas when Governor Vargas set out from E£1 Morro on his
return to E1 Paso in December 1692, After one league his guide (from the Zuni
puebio of Halona) told him that a mountain which they could see at a great dis-
tance, the Pefla Largé, was where the Apaches Colorados had their rancheria and
that they planted maize.70 | _
Father Bartolom€ Sdenz, chaplain on the 1756 expedition, left the only eye-~
witness account of that campaign yet discovered. He had seen the Apache coun-
try for the first time and came away impressed, especially with Todos Santos.
This was thg area around present-day C1iff and Gila, N.M. -Among other things,

o

The Apache plant plots of maize from Todos Santos_along the
entire Rio Gila and in the Caflada de Santa Lucfa. .

Father Sdenz was unclear as to whether the irrigation ditch he saw at Todos
Santoslwas prenistoric or one currently in use by the Apachés.72

Don Hugo Q'Conar, Commander-Inspector of the northern provincés of New
Spain, preferred the mafied fist to the olive branch when dealing with Apache
Indians. He campaigned extensively against the Gila Apaches from 1772 to 1776
but unfortunately only a few of the campaign reports by O'Conor and his comman-
ders have been pubTished; During his.largest coordinated action, in the fall
of 1775, he found cultivated fields a little beyond a place called San Cristdbal.
He then crossed to the Rio de las Mimbres and found a great area of Apache
fields near the Picacho de las Mimbres.73

Sométime later, 0'Conor laid out his plan for an even more ambiticus cam-

paign, with ten divisions to operate in unison. Three of these would unite a*

a place called el Alemdn (north of Janos) and then, as guietly as possible,
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- 50 as not to be seen beforehand by the enemy, they will

reconnoitre the Sierra de la Acha where, as in the places pre-

viously indicated, they will surely find the enemy making

mescal, which is a large part of their sustenance. Provided

with what they need for consumables, they [the Apaches] take

their families to the Sierra de los Mimbres absut the middle

of April in order to sow their maize, beans and squash in the

cafladas of the same range. ;his-Tikgﬂis&'presentS‘an oppor-

tunity for their punishment, &
0'Conor's strategy focused upon disrupting the native and cultivated food re-
sources as well as punishing the Indians directly, so that those not killed
in the campaign faced the prospects of starving or of eventually making peace.
His successors' correspondence shows that they took account of these consider-
at“ions.75

When Governor Fernando de la Concha scouted the Gila Apache country in
1788, he entered it from the San Agustin Plains and eventually exited by way
of the Rioc Mimbres. While on the Mimbres he saw two cornfie]ds.76 One more
reference from the Spanish-Colonial pericd is at hand, in the form of a re-
markable map by Juan de Pagazaurtundua and dating from 1803. On this map he
showed the provinces'df Sonora and Mueva Vizcaya plus much of New Mekfcn,
with a "Labor de Pachetiju" at the approximate location of the spring now
xnown as Apache Teju, south of Huriey; N.M. The word labor implies an irri-
gated field and Pachiteju was the name of a Gila Apache chief_dhring the
1770'5.77 The only other relevant place‘names on Pagazaurtundua's map were
the Aguaje de el Sescé, northeast of the Picacho de Tos Mimbres, and a Plaza

de armas de cuellan west of the Rio Grande aboutfopposite,the gap between the

Fra Cristobal and the Caballo Mountéfns.78 The meaﬁfhﬁ?or specific location
of either place name is,not”known. ' ke

With the opening o%‘the American period, refe?énces to Apache agriculture
in southwestern New Mexico virtua?ly.ceased. Céptdin A.R. Johnston mentioned

that "we found two smail patches where the Apaches had made corn" as General




Kearny's trdops camped at Santa Luc{a.79 The.captain alsc made perhaps the

earliest reference to B8lack Knife (Cuchillo Negro), whom he calied one of the
three principal Apaché chiefs west of the Rio Grande. Four years later John
C. Cremony had a near standoff with Cuchillo Negro when Cremony passed through

80 These two en-

Cooke's Canyon just ahead of the main Boundary Commission.
counters suggest that Cuchillo Negro Tived in the Mimbres or the Gila valley
at that time rather than in the upper Rio de Las Animas where he farmed in

1855, or in the canyon that Tater bore his name.

Apache Settlement; An Interpretive History

In drawing ;onc1usions about Apache settlement in southwestern New Mexico,
we see a pattern in the sometimes sketchy reportage. By 1630 and for an un-
known time befaore ﬁhat, Gila Apégheé were living west of the Rio Grande.- They
may already have been‘farmers. 5As1de from Benavides' stateménts, several lines
of evidence support th{s. They were sufficiently sedentary byﬁ1628 for a priest
to be assigned to them. The neighboring Western Apaches and the Spanish set-
tlers in Arizona and Sonora had consistently hostile relations from the 1680's
on, which means that Nestern Apache fields and 1“r'gat10n works were probably
not modeled directly on Span1sh practices. Western Apache farming might reflect
lmowTedge gained from the P1ma Ind1ans, but the earliest known reference tc
1rr1gat1on among the u11a River Pimas was in 1744, Bl

A more reasanab]e interpretation is that the Western Apaches did not learn
about farming from the Spanish or from the Pimas but instead were already far-
mers Qhen fhey arrived in east-central Arizona from someplace further east,
prbbab]y during the late 17th or early 18th centuries. If so, thén the Gila
and Western Apaches at one time had equal knowledge about farm1ng The Navajo

Ind jans who ad301ned the Western Apaches on the north have a1ways been farmers.
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As time passed, the Navajos and Western Apaches retained and perhaps enhangéd""Vﬁi

their agricultural skills, while by the American period the Gila Apa@hes'ﬁéaiii???
nearly lost theirs. Aboriginally all of these Indian groups would ha&e had
favorite camp- and farmsites, and a substantial reliance upon their own farm
products. The Apaches at least also had ditch irrigation. Thig was the con-
tact-period pattern for the Gila Apaches, whose country includad what is now
western Sierra County.

The extensive campaigns of the 1770's and 1780's disrdpted the Gila Apaches

who came to rely less upon agriculture and more upon raiding, trading and rations
from the Spanish. For a time in 1790-1792 some of them considered 1iving a1ong~i?
side the New Mexico settlements on the Rio Abajo, a development that coincided
with the creation of Apache peace establishments on the northern frontier.sz s
As of 1796, Antonio Cordero estimated that the Gilefios had lost three-quarters
of their forces in the recent wars and that the Mimbrefios had been reduced by ‘
more than half; if his figures were anywhere near accurate‘thén_the Apaches may

have been ready for peace.83 A reservation near Sabinal, N.M. attracted upwardsi?
of 226 Gila Apaches for a féw months during 1793, but by the next year the g

Indians were gone again.84 Many other Indians from the same bands lived at the

presidios of Janos and ET Carrizal until the rationing policy collapsed in 1831.

— O . .
o o

The Western Apaches remained untouched by these changes while the Navajos,
until the time of the Bosgue Redondo roundup, never expérienced campaigns on -
the scale of those in southwestern Mew Mexico. The Gi1a‘Apaches bore the brunt’
of these earlier campaigns. By the time of the Mexican War they had been warriné@

With Mexico since 1831; - 15 years. B8y this time also their economy was based

|

primarily upon raiding and collecting, Farming had beén abandoned almost en-

Ty
i

tirely. They no longer lived in the country between the Black Range and the Rio .

Grande, where it was necessary to farm or live off of ?ations'just to survive. i

!
LT



i
]

e,
K

In Cordero's terms the original inhabitants of western Sierra County were
g

probabfy Mimbres Apaches.86

[t was members of the Mimbres Eand who moved back
there in 1855, drawn by a combination of inducements (rations, assistance_wfth
farming), an absenée of competition for the land, and generally peaceful condi-
tions. For some of the older Indians perhaps there was a'sensé of homecoming.

Mavajo raiding parties ranged south to the Caflada AIamdsa valley or beyond
when they sought to drive livestock stolen from the Rio Abéjo settlements back
to the MNavajo country in northwestern Mew Mexico. Ouring January and February
of 1860 the garrison at Fort Craig fought a brief but intense war with a number
of these raiders. No one mentioned Apaches, who may well have been farming
only a few vaileys away. 1860 was'the last year of relative peace, since 1861
saw the beginnings of both the Civil War and a general war with the Southern
Apaches. MWarfare continued intérmittent1y-unti1 1869, with soldiers from sev-
eral posts chasing unidentified Apaches across the ridges ané through the can-
yons west of the Rio Grande even as the new settlers in that area petitioned
the Army for protection.

Ouring the 1860's, any Indians in western Sierra County prabably lingered
no mare than a few days at any one site. Latg in ihe decade:things became
quieter when relations between the Indians and the townspeople began to change
Trom hostility to reciprocal trade, although the trade involved traffic in
Tiquor, When Lieut. Charles Drew became Indian Agent for the Southern Apaches
in late August, 1869, the Mimbres and Mogollon Apaches came in to talk with
him within a few days. They wanted a reservation, with its northern boundary
at the town of Cafiada Alamosa and éxfending south to include tﬁe Cuchillo Megro
va]ley.87

Matters rapidly became complicated from that point on, No reservation was:‘f

established even though Drew did issue rations and move his agency headquarters
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to Caflada Alamosa. Throﬁgh 1871 the Indians around Caﬁadé Alamesa were c]eaf1j
identified as Mimbres and Mogollon Apaches, with a few Mescaleros. After the
removal of.thése people to the Tularosa Reservation in 1872 the band identifi-
cations were dropped and each group was generally referred to by the name of
its chief, or simply as Southern Apaches. The sequel to this story Ties out-
side the scope of this report, except to note that a party of Indians under
Sancho continued to live on the Cuchillo Negro, with permission, at least until
Cctober of 1872.88 Prior to reestablishment of the Southern Apache Reservation
in 1874, at the 0jos Calientes above Cafiada Alamosa, the name 'Warm Springs
Apaches' was not in use (Fig. 3).

It is probably not possible to identify all of the 'Warm Springs Apaches'
with respect to their earlier band names. The 0jo Caliente Reservation includ-
ed Mimbres Apaches, but with the creation of multiple Apache.reservations at
about the same time, the Indians were shifted around for some years. In late
1874 the Chiricahua Reservation in Arizona included 275 Mimbres, Mogollon and
Coyotero Apaches, among others.89 Schroeder90 noted that by the 1930's infor-

mants were projecting reservation groupings back into pre-reservation times.

Archeological Implications of Apache Settlement

How to identify archeological remains as the work of Apaches or of someagne
else may be a substantial prob]em.- We've seen that the Apache Indians not only

farmed but did so with the ajd of irrigation. Ditches might still be present

where sections of valley floors have been left undisturbed by later cultivators.

The problem would be in trying to determine whether the builders of these
| ditches were prehistoric Indians, Apaches, or more recent Hispanic farmers.
As a further complication, earlier irrigation works could be put back into ser-

vice. With Apache remains there would also be the question of their age; of
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whether these dafed from the Spénish perﬁdd-or to ca. 1855-60 when their agent
h1chae1 Sueck Was encourag1ng them to farm.” The ditch systems in any case
uould 1ook much alike and perhaps be indistinguishable, so that it may not be
possmb]e-to say who built them unless they could be associated with other cul-
turﬁ]kémafns. Prior to the mining boom of the late 1870‘s and 1220's, any

settlement in western Sierra County without ditch irrigation probably had a

very brief existence.

Wherever a settlement existed there were dwellings. Along the Mimbres,
Emory found numberless Apache lodges. These lodges probably Tooked much 1ike
the ones that Capt. Johnston described for the Pinal Apaches:

.... their wigwams scarce peep above the low brushwood of the

country, being not more than four feet high, sTlightly dug out

in the centre, and the dirt thrown around the twigs which are

rudely waven into an oven shape, as a canopy to the house; a

tenement of a few hours work is the home of a family for

years or a day; ;91
Agent Michael Steck in his Annual Report for 1856 said much the same, specifi-
cally that the Apaches 1ived |

.. in misérab1e Tittle huts built of willows bent and tied

together, & covered with branches of the same and other shrub-

ery. They are built at every encampment, lived in from two to

three days, to as many weeks, and when once abandoned never

returned to.

These would expectably leave 1ittie or nothing in the way of archeological
traces.

We do have the spec1f1c location for one Apache settlement in western
Sierra County s1nce 1t was at a section corner when the exterior boundaries
of townshtps were bewng surveyed in May of 1857. The surveyor's field notes
said onlyf"Apache camp at this corner“.93
Finally, there 15 circumstantial evidence that Apaches may have lived in

abandoned pueblos. " This would explain such curious statements as the one by
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Governor Juan de Ofiate in March of 1599; that although he was told the Apaches

lived in rancherias,

. in recent days I have learned that they live in pueblos
the same as the people here. They have a pueblo eighteen
Teagues from here with fifteen plazas. '

Benavides, with respect to Captain Sanaba and the Gila Apaches, persuaded them

... that, as a good beginning to their Christianity, they
should erect a cross in the center of the plaza of their
pueblo so that I could find and worship it when I came to
visit them.95

In his Annual Report for 1856, agent Michael Steck included a Southern Apache

tradition:

. They claim that the ruins upon the headwaters of the Gila,
the Mimbres and other mountain streams were the habitations of
their fathers, and that they were destroyed in obedience to the
custom that existed at the time of Montezuma's death & still
exists of destroying all that belongs to them when a near rela-
tive dies.%96

An even more explicit statement was made by Captain William McCleave, who
Ted a scout from Fort West, N.M. into eastern Arzona during the early months
of 1863. He had a fight with some Apaches and on the way back to Fort West
crossed a tributary of the Gila River northwest of the fort:

We found there, a good stream of water, and the third tributary

of the Gila, coming from the North. We also saw a quantity of

good Tand, in which the thieves raised excellent crops, if we

may judge from the old corn stalks found standing there. They

have Tikewise good adobe houses, built against a ledge of rocks.

Cne of my men termed thgg one horse forts, the holes in them

representing Toopholes.
And so recently as this century, with respect to a small (prehistoric) ruin
near Cedar Creek on the Fort Apache Indian Reéervation, anthropologist Leslie
Spier commented that

Although it has been rebuilt by Apaches like many cthers,
the original walis are fairly.distinct.” .

f
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THE EARLY COMMUMITIES OF THE RIO GRANDE VALLEY, 1859+

5 had claimed that the Rio Grande Valley above DoAa Ana Tay un-

John Reid
inhabited. When nis 'tramp' led him to Fort Thorn, Reid found that

The citizens, in equal numbers of American and Mexican, reside

a few hundred yards from the post, and were generally engaged

in vending "sisﬁits" and other groceries to, and gambling with,

the soldiers.
Fort Thorn was at the site of Santa Barbara, about five miles northwest of
present-day Hatch, N.M. Governor William Carr Lane had seen a deserted vi11age-
there early in 18953, but with the establishment of Fort Thorn on December 24th
of the same year, a garrison was available to protect settlers. By the spring
of 1854 people were back at Santa Barbara and contending witH the Army for the

use of an acequia dug by the troops L0l (

Figs. 1, 2).

Fort Thorn ceased to be a U.S. Army post as of January 1859. Civilians
continued to live at the site and probably in the old military buildings them-
selves since the 1860 Census recorded 32.persons at Fort Thorn. In about mid-
October a party of Navajo raiders drove off a Tot of livestock, whereupon

The settlers at the fort, numbering some 40, apprehending a

renewal of hostiiities, have abandoned the place and come into

the Mesilla valley for security. They brought with them several

thousand head of stock. The settlement is consequently entirely

broken up.102 '

The Mesilla News for January 8, 1878 reporfed that a few weeks earlier pegple

from the county had again settled at Santa Barbara. An 1877 newspaper survey

of Mesilla Valley communities referred to it as a flourishing town.103

Santa Barbara lay in Dofia Ana County, a few miles south of what in 1884
became the south line of Sierra County. Just north of the Sierra-Socorro County
boundary another early settlement grew up at what had been a camping ground by

104

the Rio Grande. Paraje, at the north end of the ninety-mile trek across the
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Jornada del Muerto, has been the subject of a recehtfhistorica1 and archeoleog-
105

ical study sponsored by the Bureau of Reclamation (Fig. 3).

Ceputy surveyor John W. Garretson apparently caught the beginning of Paraje["

in June of 1857, when he ran a line between Sections 31 and 6 in Townships 8 and
9 South, Range 2 West - Tands that were later incorporated into the Pédro |

L

Armenddris Grant Mo. 33:

r
H
i

Land. The bottom part good soil part covered with sand.
There are patches of corn planted on both sides of the line.
About 15 Chs. north of the Tine are some new Mexican cabins
perhaEs 5 or 6 families who have settled there this present
year.106

The 1860 Census recorded the village here as Fra Cristdbal, with a population
of 196. It was occupied continuously for another 50 years although Paraje's
importance 1essened.after 1881 when the railroad bypassed it. When construc-
tion for the E1Ephant Butte Dam and Reservoir began in 1910,  the U.S. Reclama- P
tion Service bought up the small holdings and village properties in Paraje and -
at the other settlements downriver from it. Most of the people had moved away .
by the time the dam was completed in 1916.107 ‘ r
By 1857 an established road led down the west side of the Rio Grande; sur-
veyor Garrétson called it the Fort Thorn to Fort Craig road and it still bore

108

that name a decade later (Fig} 7): This river road followed the routes of

Kearny and Cooke, and apparently it became established through use since there
is no record of a road improvements project.lgg John Refdllo, writing in 1857,
claimed that not only was this road constructed by the military but all govern-
ment trains and troop ﬁovements‘were required to follow it. Whatever its

origins, it was an alternative to the Jornada del Muerto and villages grew up

alongside of it.
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San Ygnacio de la Alamcsa

Hispanic farmers madé their first settlement within what is now Sierra
County in 1859. They chose a location along the west side of the Rio Grande
Valley bé1ow the mouth of Alamosa Creek and east of the next point of land -
north from Three Sisters Point (Fig. 4). The sole reference to its establish-
ment 1S a remark by the 1860 Census enumerator, Louis Felsenthal, written at
the bottom of a Schedule 4 sheet (”Producticns in Agriculture") for the Town
of Socorro: |

In San Ygnacio de Alamoza the production of agriculture could

not be found out because that place has not been populated but

one year,ill :

Felsenthal wrote this on June 25, 1860. Capt. Jno. Hatch's map dated April
1859 may lend support in that it-showed_a Ranch and a cultivated area 51 the
mouth of an unnamed arrayo north of the Cafada de Palomas (Fig. i)., If Hatch
meant to represent San Ygnacio théﬁ helgﬁbwea-fhe site toc far south on his
map. The proper location is the east-central part of Section 7, Township 12
South, Range 3 East (Fig. 4).

The full name of the community was used again on a certification concern-
ing the theft of 12 oxen, two mules and four burros by Apaches on June 8 or 9,
1860.112 Most often the fown was identified simply as Alamosa. Occasionally
it was called by still another name - Caflada Alamosa - as in U.S. Army reports

113 This Tast name also designated the broad can-

beginning in September 1861.
yon, drained by ATamosa Creek, that extended westward from the Rio Grande Val-
ley just above the townsite.

The 1860 Census listed 321 persons at Alamosa when it was enumeratad on

July 3-5. There were 169 males and 152 females, who lived as 71 families in a

total of 73 dwelling houses. A1l of the surnames were Hispanic, the most
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common ones being Padilla, Apodaca, Chavez, Tafoya, Montoya, Trujillo, Sénchéz,
' Salas and Paredes. Everyone had been born in New Mexico. The family heads
ranged in age between 18 and 75 with 58 of the 71 household heads distributed
quite evenly between the ages of 20 and 60. The oldest person was Jdse Ramos
Chavez, aged 98! As for professions, 43 of the family heads represented them-
selves as laborers (presumably meaning farm laborers or ggéggg) and only 17 as
farmers. There were very few other occupations; Jesds Abela, a blacksmith:
Jos€ Torres, carpenter; and Jos€ Romero, musician, plus several individuals

114

who did not give an occupation.

The main personage in Alamosa, the jefe or patrdn if you will, was one

Stanislado Montoya, merchant and farmer, aged 40. The values of his personal
estate ($10,000§ and real estate ($2,000) far exceeded those of anyone else.
In addition to his wife and four minor children, his hoyseho]d included a
cook, one laborer, and four servants, two of the latter being Indians. Montoya
was from San Antonio, N.M., which suggests the possible source of the Alamosa
settlers. Governor William Carr Lane had spent the night of April 22, 1853 at
the house of Don Estaneslado Montoya in San Antonio. Don Estanislao (the more
usual spelling of his name) recorded the sale of a piece of Tand in San Antonio,
N.M., as of December 18, 1853.115
Although his wealth and status (in view of the honorific "don") indicate
that he was a principal figure %n Alamosa as of 1860, he didn't stay long since
he was Tiving in San Antonio again as of November 12, 1864, the date he pur-'
chased the interests of Manuel Trujillo and his wife in the Socorro grant.116
His name was recorded in many other Tand transactions in both San Antonio and
San Pedro through the early 1880's, as both a buyer and a seller, including’

Tots in a part of San Antonio known as Montoya's Addition. His influence was

sufficient to cadse Indian Agent 0.F. Piper to call a council with the chiefs

l
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and principal men of the Southern Apaches regarding some livestock that
Montoya nad been missing.ll7
With the date and the key figure in the settlement of Alamosa now estab-
lished, the motive(s) and mechanism remain to be examined. The motive was pre-=
sumably the same as it had always been in New Mexico - a desire for land, at a
suitable Tocation beyond the existing settlements. The mechanism too was appar-
ently the age-old pattern of an organized group of families under recognized
Teaders, moving as a unit to establish a new settTement; This happened at
Mesilia in 1850; at Tﬁlarosa, Puerto de Luna and La Luz in the 1862-65 period;
and so recently as 1874 at Colorade (now Rodey), N.M. The population profile
in the 1860 Census suggests that Alamosa was founded as a colony of farmers
with their families and pednes under a single leader - Estanislado Montoya.
Despite Louis Felsenthal's disclaimer that San ané&io had been populated
but one year, there was a neatly filled-in Schedule 4 for this community, bear-

118 The statistics for

ing a date of July 4, 1860 and Felsenthal's signature.
productions in agriculture would be most valuable for understanding the Toca]u
economic system, but unfortunately they are not creditable.

A comparison of Schedules 1 (the population schedule) and 4 for Alamosa
showed that only five names were common ta both,'despite the fact that Schedule
4 Tisted 39 persons as owner, agent or manager of a farmrwherea§ on Schedule 1
only 17 heads of households had identified themselves as farméféﬂa There were
many other discrepancies between the two schedules such as the s@gstant1a11y
greater wealth indicated on Schedule 4 and the reported productisﬁ,of_ZOO gal-
lons of wine by Antonia Chavez during the year ending June'l, 1860 - an impos-
sibility if the village was on]Q-one year old, unless the grapes had been

grown elsewhere and brought to Alamosa. If the names and figures on the puta-

tive San Ygnacio de Ta Alamosa Schedule 4 were not fabricated, perhaps the



«36-

séhedu]e sheet was mistitled and it represents some other town. This exper-
_lence was a caution about accepting schedules at their face value. | .
: As of 1860 Alamosa was the only Hispanic community in what is now Sierra
4 fCounty.r Its existence was brief but eventful, probably more so than the set-
tlers would have wished. I
The Southern Apaches'remained generally quiet until 1861 but not so the ;-
NaVajos. In January-Febrﬁary 186b, Alamosa found itself in the midst of a L
small war between bands of Navajo Indians trying to make off with sheep stolen
in the Rio Abajo settlements and Army patrols out of Fort Craig. There were a
number of skirmishes, the main one fought in the western part of the Cafion del
Muerto (McRae Canyon) several miles below Alamosa (Fig. 9). Capt. George
McLane and his Company I, Regiment of Mounted Riflemen, literally cut the
Navajos off at the pass and kf11ed 15 of them, recovering some 12,000 head of
sheep. Mclane's report is included here in the Appendix. ) 5:
Over the next year and a half the Navajos were actively hostile and raided
as far south as Fort Thorn. Both the Southern and the Mescalero Apaches, rest- 3
tess at first,)fina]]y took to the warpath in 1861. Indians killed three herd-
ers and ran_off 780 head of sheep 15 miles below Fort Craig; 2d Lieut. C.H. ;f
McNally 1eft'the post April 15th 1in pursuit but returned empty-handed the next |
day. 119 '

Alamosa citizens undoubtedly suffered from raids on their own live-
o«
i

stock. They petitioned for military protection and perhaps took part in puni-

 ;tive expeditions, though we know few specifics.l20 (

/

' i'fLate in July of 1861 the Civil War came to New Mexico. £ol. John R. Bay?or‘gf

Téfas'Confederates captured the Mesilla Valley and the Union forces there after 1
a singie skirmish. Alamosa, 35 miles south of Fort Craig, was in a no man's -
land. Two of Baylor's companies soon pushed northward and in the early morning

hours of September.ZS, 1881, they surprised and scattered Capt. John Mink's
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3tompany of New Mexico Mounted Volunteers at Alamosa. The Captain himsalf and

23 others were captured.121

Union reports consistently referred to the town
where this happened as Caflada Alamosa while Confederats sources called it
Alamosa. Official reports were quite detailed about this skirmish, which the

Federal side played down (no one killed or wounded) and the Southern newspapers

'trumpeted as the Battle of Alamosa, or La Mosa. For a few days Alamosa became

a household word, at least in the Southern states. Mewspaper coverage of the

affair tehdedito be mere colorful than the official reports if less accurate;
axamples of contempaorary newspaper accounts.are included in the Appendix.

A]amosa's'rOTe in the Civil War continued. During December of 1861 var-
ious companies from Fort Craig found themselves on picket duty at Cafada

ATamosa.122

Lt. Col. Benjamin Roberts, the commander at Fort Craig, withdrew
his pickets on January 3, 1862, but then received an express from the alcalde
at'Caﬁada'Aigmosa before daylight on January 20th, advising him that tworcom-
paﬁies of feﬁéns had come into the town and remained about an hour before fal-

123 his was only a scouting party. Very soon after-

ling back to their camp.
wards the Ccnfé&erata Army of New Mexico did begin its advance up the Rio
Grande. On February 2lst it clashed with the Federal troops from Fort Craig
at the Battle of Valverde. - ‘/f’
Alamosa figured again in the Civil War, when a group of wounded and paroied
Confederates passed there in early June 1862 under escort back to their own
army. Seven of the parolees dropped out-from the column and hid in a vacant
house as the group paséed through Alamosa, then came out and constructed a
raft. A friendly crowd waved them o%f as the raft swirled away down the swol-
Ten Rio Grandeﬁtowards their friends and messﬁatas, by then back in the Mesilla
124

Va11ey§- Although this story has met with skepticism, at least three of the

voyagers - S.W. Merchant, John M. Rapp and James DeSpain - were indeed wounded,
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paroied Tate in May 1862, and returned to the Mesilla Valley. 123 One diarist

with the Army of MNew Mex1co conf1rmed that some of his comrades did float back <.
tc the Mesiila Valley on rafts.lzsﬂm . _ [
After the Confederates left, things at Alamosa only got worse. In May of
1863 six Justices of the Peace from Socorro County, 1nc?uding Francisce Baca |
of Alamosa, petitioned General Carleton at Santa Fe for assistance. Families
were destitute because the Rio Grande had destroyed their fields and acequias
in 1862. There were also 1nces$ant Indian depredations.127 Hope for relief g:
was already at rand, in that FortrMcRae had been established at the Cafion del .
Muertc late in March of 1863 (Fig. 9). This was just seven miles from Alamosa.
For the rémainder of that year the garrison was almost continually skir-
_m%shing with Indians along the Rio Grande and the Jornada del Muerto.128 Yet ;%
west of the river an Army wagon road reconnaissance met no Indians during
April and May 1863 when it scouted between the mouth of the Rio Puerco and

Fort west on the upper Gila River. 1239

Hostilities continued with Tittle or no Tetup into 1869, with the Mesca?ero?q
Apaches committing most of the raids along the Rio‘Grande and to the east of
t.lBO Southefn Apache activities at this time are less clear. The Army pur- 2
sued and skirmished with many adversaries identified only as Indians or Apaches,fx
along the ridges and canyons west of the Rio Grande.131
_Alamosa received many'fncidenta1 mentions in Army reports but no one ks
thought to describe the town; nor do we have any maps or plats of it. The P
1860‘Census told us that it was a good-sizéd'vi11age, what with 73 houses and
3217iﬁhabitants. The location of Alémosa almost certainly corresponds with

thefﬁémains of a settlement found at LA5151, just below the mouth of Alamosa -

Creék; _Today_that site is under approximately 100 feet of water.



t
. i
o
fuitd -
e,
1
1
v ' ¥
- -a"\-.(h.‘
L o e,
'\_’;&p:;‘ S
54
- H
1
'
.
N
1 H

¥ ) '-
! ' ’H?BI- X Regk v

H
k. ¥
.
¢
} .
{ .
i
\
1o :
; .
. ’ ,
Z .
H
il .
L)
1
1
i
#lo
Caflm IS SANTE FL A2, AL CHGLE AOW mEUCO
CONTOUR iMTTRYAL 1O FEET
E
IS
| s
El
1]
&

Fig. 4 Alamocita and site of San Ygnacio de la Alamosa, 1908.  From map
"Vicinity of Alamocita™, sheet #8 of 10, U.S..Rec1amatxon'5erv3ce,
Rio Grande Project, Engie Reservoir. New Mexico State University
Library, Rio Grande Historical Collections.







Alamosa ceased to exist sometime before the 1870 Census was taken. The
latest recorded marriage was on Qctober 5, 1866, when Amado Chavez of,ATamosa
wedded Jacinta Chavez.132 One year later Alamosa stood abandoned In earlj
October of 1867 W.A. Bell, travelling down the Rio Grande Va?ley zn ‘a railroad
survey- party, wrote that

. we passed through the ruins of a large village, formerly

known as the Alamosa, about half way between Craig and Thorn.

The inhabitants, having abandoned their homes and the rich

lands around them, had built another village on the opposite

bank, under the protection of a small post, Fort M'Rae, gar-

risoned by a few United States Troops. Mew Alamosa, as it is

called, is the only village we saw on the opposite bank for

seventy miles; and on our side, Polomas, g place of some

twenty houses, alone remained inhabited.

Alamosa's existence spanned seven or eight years, from 1859 to 1866 or
1867. Bell's report that the pedp}e who abandoned the village moved to the
east side of the Rio Grande and buiit a new town, more commonly called Alamo-

cita, can be augmented considerably (Fig. 4).

A Transiticn in Time énd Place: Alamosa to Cafada Alamosa

In late July of 1865 Capt. Wm. Ffrench wrote froem Fort McRae, saying that
the corn in the neighborhood was fine and promised a gocd yield while not more
than half a crop of wheat would be harvested. |

The above applies most particularly to the Cafiada, the crops
at the town of Alamosa, having been nearly all destroyed.134

~The Captain's report implied that people lived at Alamosa but planted their

crops at two Tocations - near their village, and alsc in the valley of Alampééﬂf?'
Creek near present-day Monticello, N.M. Almost two years earlier anlArmy:Qagon"
road reconnaissance party had descriﬁed this situation in more detail ;s fheL
party scouted the eastern front of the San Mateo Mountains and the Black

Range:l35
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September 28th (1863). We Teft the Texan trail at the Pefiesco, and
marched south over a smooth rolling country for 11 miles to the
Cafiada Alamosa. This is a wide cafada extensively cultivated by

the inhabitants of the town of the same name, situated at its mouth.
The stream has been diverted from its natural bed into an acequia 2%

- feet wide and 6 inches deep. The water flows at the rate of about

2% miles an hour. The grazing is good - the wood scarce. Nine
miles further up the stream and in the pass leading to the Cienega
.-de valerde are the 0jos Calientes. The descent into the caflada is
- difficult.

September 29th. The Indian trail which we entered led W. of S. for
18 miles over a rolling country intercepted by deep cafiadas with
steep gravelly sides. At 10 miles distance from camp crossed a

large valley which the guides called the Cafada de 1a Cuchilla Negra.
We finally entered a valley the guides called the Rio de los Palomas,
but I beljeve it is Cuchilla Negra and that the Palomas is the next
stream to the south. The bed of the stream was dry, and the valley
thickly wooded. (Cne and a half miles below we found a fine spring.
It had now become evident that a wagon road could not be built on
this route, without great expense and that it was inferior in many
respects to that by the Nutrieso. I shall therefore not attempt to
describe more than the general features of the country between here
and Fort West.

September 30th. Travelled S.W. for 14 miles over a country similar
to but rougher than that of yesterday, and descended a long steep
hill into the Rio de las Animas as the guides called it. I believe
to be the Palomas. It is a fine stream of running water. Grass
and wood abundant. Here as at our former camp, we prospected for
gold without success.

October 1. Travelled over a broken country S. 30 W. for 12 miles

to the Cienega del Apache. 10 miles from the Animas passed the Hot
Springs. At 12 the Rio Perchas. The valley of the Cienega is quite
extensive and would no doubt make a fine farm if water enough could
be had. This requisite is wanting. The soil as shown by the arroyos
is in some places more than 25 feet deep. The springs are small but
furnish enough water for the command.

October 2d. Course was S. 20 W. 7 miles to the Cienega Garaloso
over hilly country, then S. 80 W. 6 miles to the Ojo del Beredo a
small cienega in an open valley. Three miles from camp passed the
Cienega de los Hombres and seven miles crossed the road from Fort
Thorn.

October 3rd. OQur course was Y. over a rough hilly country and then
down a ravine to the Qjo Gavilan 14 miles from the Berendo. This
spring is in a pretty grove of Cottonwoods. The grazing is fine.

These two Army reports confirmed that Alamosa citizens had fields near

their townsite and cultivated farmlands some 20 miles ub tHe Alamosa Creek

(3
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Valley as well. When AIamosa was abandoned, part of the people no doubt did
as Bell said and moved to the east side of the Ric Grande, where they estab-
Tished Alamocita. Those who had fields on Alamosa Creek simply moved up to
these and founded a new town, calied Cafiada Alamosa (Fig. 3). This name con-
tfnued in use until 1881 and was then changed to Mpntice11o. Alamosa Creek
Valley was a]sq called the Caflada Alamesa in this eaEIy period.

Two points need to be substantiated: can an actual movement of people
from Alamosaz to some new place or places be shown, and did the breakup of the
old village coincide with the appearance of Monticello née Cafiada Alamosa?
With respect to the first question, San Ygnacio de Ta Alamosa was the sole
community within what is now Sierra County in the 1860 Census. There was no
Caflada Alamosa then. The 1870 Census schedules Tisted Alamocita, Rio Palomas
and Cafada Alamosa as the only settlements in the general area. In arder té
trace whether families in any of the latter towns came from Alamosa, the
names of household heads were listed from the Alamosa schedule and then com-
pared with names of family heads from the 1870 schedules.

0f the 74 names from the 1860 sEheduTe, 22 or almost 30 percent could be
accounted for in the 1870 listings. These identifications were made by vfrfue
of the names and also the ages of individuals. There was some uncertainty be-
cause many persons who should have aﬁ%d by ten years between 1860 and 1870
reported themselves as anywhere from seven to 15 years o1der.l36 Assuming
that the 22 individuals were the same persons in both censuses, then some 20
percent of the families enumerated at Alamosa were at Alamocita, Cafada
Alamosa, and Rio Palomas ten years later. Apart from Estanislado Montova,
who returned tc San Antonio, N.M., the other 70 percent of family heads

either moved elsewhere or died before 1870.



With respect to the second point, Cafiada Alamosa is outside of the pre-

sent project area and only its beginnings are relevant here. Anderson137 said

that lands in the Caflada Alamosa were extensively cultivated by people who
lived in a town of the same name at the mouth of that valley. Alamosa was
still the only town in the area as of September 1863, even though U.S. Army

138 Confederate records

139

Eeports had begun to call it Cafiada Alamosa in 1861.
used the more customary name for the town, i.e., Afamosa.

To sort through the confusion brought about by the erratic use of the
.singie name Cafiada Alamosa for two different communities and for a valley as
well, we need to establish when a settlement was made at the second townsite,
the one later renamed Monticello. This will tell us how early in time we may
expect to find references to a Caflada Alamosa at that location.

At the end of September in 1865, Lieut. L.F. Samburn led a five-day scout
out of Fort Craig to search for Indians who had been depredating at the "Town
of Cafiada Alamosa." This Cafiada Alamosa was in a valley (the Cafiada Alamosa)

a day's ride west of the Rio Grande140

(Fig. 3)}. Clearly this settlement pre-
dated the abandonment of the oner village at Alamosa.

In 1886 the Secorro Bullion carried a Tong article on the Indian-fighting

experiences of R.C, Patterson ("Tejane Barbon"), who from 1872 had been a
miner, rancher and farmer in Socorro County.

Mr. Patterson had, however, become a citizen of this county
long before this. As early as 1866 he and a few other adven-
turous American and native families, including Captain Joe
Emerson of this city, founded the town of Cafada Alamosa, the
first settlement west of the Rio Grande. The colonists were
exposed to daily attacks from the Apaches and Navajos, and it
was only by the most indomitable energy and bravery that the
settlement was perpetuated.

The circumstances may have been much as described. As we have seen, the town

was there before 1866. An earlier newspaper article described a trip by that




paper's editor/publisher, M.V. Bennett, to find and interview "the Noted Apache
Chief Cachise.” Bennett actually accomplished this. He met with the Southern
Apache agent at Fort McRae during the last week of October, 1871:
. From there they journeyed from the fort, through the town
of Alamocita, across the river, up the Cafada Alamosa or Cotton-
waod Cafion 30 miles to the agency.
Canada s a Mexican town of about two hundred inhabitants

situated near the foot of the mountains, and settled about seven

years since. Until the Tast two years the Mexicans told us they

were always compelled to Tabor in their fields with their guns

strapped to their shoulders. Mow as we sat in the office of the

agent, and in fact until midnight, the night was noisy with the

play of the Mexican children in the plaza.l4Z
Bennett's date of about 1864 is confirmed by a land Tocation for 264 yards of
land claimed by Isidro Barreros at Caflada Alamosa, dated in the month of Feb-
ruary, 1864, and registered by justice J.D. Emerson on March 1¢, 1867.143
Barreros, in the 1870 census, lived at Cafada Alamosa. His ;1afm is the ear-
liest one on record for that area. The beginning of the Cqﬁada Alamosa set-
tlement {s therefore ddted to 1864.

For a period of three years, 1884 through 1866, two communities in south-
ern Socorro County were called Caﬁéda Alamosa. One of these, better known as
Alamosa and the older of the two, was abandoned in 1866 or 1867 while the
newer town had its name changed to Monticello in 1881. A marriage between
Porfirio Gonzales of Caflada Alamosa and Felicita Chavez of Alamosa took place
on July 13, 1866, at a time when both towns were occup'ied.l44 These two were
the earliest civilian settlements in that area and it is from them in part
that the later communities have sprung.

In documents from the 1864-66 périod, careful reading is required to
decide which of the two sites was meant when the name Cafada Alamosa was used,

if indeed the reference was not simply to the valiey. A petition for a military

guard or for arms and ammunition so that the citizens could protect themselves
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: fhch Indian raids was dated at Alamosa on October 12, 1866 {see Appendix).
Actually the settlers at Caflada Alamosa wrote this. J.D. Emerson, cited ear-
Tier as one of the founders of Cafiada Alamosa, was one of the signers, while
a comparison of names on the petition showed that 21 of 37 signatories were
Tiving at Cafiada Alamosa when the 1870 Census was taken. None of the remain-
ing 16 Tived at Alamocita in 1870. The establishment of a settlement at the
second Cafiada Alamosa location may have come about gradually over several
years, between 1864 and 1866.

With Alamosa (1859 to 1866/67) and Cafiada Alamosa (1864+) as the First

g
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two communities, other farming settlements in modern-day Sierra County evident- ‘-

ly began as offshoots or daughter villages of these two. Much Tess is Known
about the later villages althbugh Las Palomas persisted into the 1930's and
Cuchillo is a small community yet today. A1l of the later towns were founded

within a few years of one another. What is known about them is given below.

Alamocita

Alamocita lay on the east side of the Rio Grande in Section 9, Township
12 South, Range 3=WEst, opposite from its parent village of San Ygnacio de Ta
Alamosa (Fig. 4). The beginnings of Alamocita about 1866 or 1867 have already
been described. As a place name "Alamocita" endured into the early 20th cen-
tury. As a village it had a 1ife of Tittle more than ten years. Thers is no
known description of the town itself.

Alamccita was enumerated only in the Ninth Census of the United States,
on September 5-8, 1870. The popu]atfon schedule listed 156 persons, who were
| 1i§ing as 43 families fﬁ a total of 47 dwe]?iﬁé houses. The population was
nearly ail Hispanic gnd barn in New Mexico. Most headsvof households Tisted

their employment as farmers or laborers; there were also two merchants, a



justice of the peace, a constable and a school feacher. One of the merchants,
Rafael Tafolla, had Tived at Alamosa Back in 1860.145
Eighfeen individuals at Alamocita owned or managed a farm and all 5ut one
also had at Teast two head of livestock. Antonio Garcia had by far the mos*
Tand under cultivation (20 acres) and the largest holdings of livestock (400C
sheep, 100 head of cattle). Other farmers worked six to 12 acres and in most
cases had sheep and cattle as well. The only crops grown were wheat and corn.146
The impression from the cansus schedu1es is of a small but prospering community.
Isidro Torres, ége 27 and a citizen of Alamocita, offers a possible glimpse
into the workings of the local economy. On MNovember 17, 1872 he submitted his
vquchers for 21,000 pounds of corn, amounting to $525.C0, to the Superintendent

of Indian Affairs 1n:Eanta Fe for payment. Four weeks later he wrote again,

‘asking for his'chgck, noting also that the corn had been delivered to the Indian

147 The 1870 Census had listed Isidro Torres as

agency at Canada Alamosa, N.M.
a 'general merchant' at Alamocita. With reference to the 1870 agricultural pro-
ductions for this town, 21,000 pounds would have amounted to 20 percent of the
corn crop. Torres' contract absorbed a good chunk of thé'harvest and was a

cash sale to boot!

The only non-Hispanic living in Alamocita was John W. E11is, then a clerk
in the Quartermaster's Department, but formerly a 2d Lieutenant in the Tst
Infantry, New Mexico Volunteers, and stationed at Fort McRae in 1864-65.148
He was also the Mr. E11is who served as an interpreter for the Army during the

late 1860's and was wounded in a skirmish with Indians along Las Animas Canyon.

: 1
He later wrote an autobiographical sketch that includes some questionable claims.~

The 1870 Census caught two other individuals in Precinct #10 (Alamocita)
who later became locally prominent. John Sullivan was a 24-year old soldier

stationed at Fort McRae while 46-year ald Bentura Trujillo had modest holdings

I3



-48-

of both cultivated land and Tivestock in Alamocita. After Su]lﬁvan's discharge
from the Army, he became a freighter, rancher, farher'and-éventua11y a merchant
at Alamocita, but by 1880 he was at Cafada Alamosa Tnat v11?age was renamed -

150 Bentura Trujillo Tived -

Monticello for Sullivan's old hometown in New York
at Alamosa in 1860 where he reported h1mse?f as a- 30-jear old laborer. By 1880
he was the largest sheep owner (4000 head) in the Cuchillo precinct. His farm .

home on Cuchillo Creek became the nucleus of a tiny community called Chiz.lSI. L

Kather‘ine-Stoes152 found that Alamocita had been desertad since 188C, the
reason being a change in the river course that left the irrigable lands former-
ly east of the Rio Grande either destroyed or on the west side (Fig. 4). The
people left for neighboring villages. This may indeéd be what happened since
neither the 1880 U.S. Census nor the 1885 Territorial census mentioned Alamo-
cita. When deputy surveyors Easley and Eas1éy subdivided fractional Township
12 South Range 3 West in January of 1884, théy noted that the only improvements —
were two ranches although the Rio Grande Valley was all tillable 1and.153 The
two ranchers, Jos€ Perfecto Gonzales and Pedro Montoya, may have been the Tast
“holdouts: the 1870 Alamocita population sqhedu]é.listed a Pedro Mcntoyé (45)
and two persons with the name of Jos€ Gonzales (aged 34 and 48).. vk gf

By 1910 there was once again anAA?amocita. Attorney P.W. Dentrwent‘throughgﬁ
the valley that fail securing purchase contracts ?or the small holdings of 1oca1:;
ranchers as construction began on the Elephant Butte Dam and Reservoir. At -
Alamocita, San Albino and San José, ' | :;_. g £

In each instance the villages are the centers of farm1ng commun- :

ities, the people living in a sort of a community system;. % =

relic of other days when mutuaT protection was necessary.
Déntracqu1red several small parcels in the-v1cwn1ty of A?amoc1ta. The census
population schedule that year had Jiéted four families wifh 24 persons there. .

-
-

5 "
A1l four of the family heads were farmers and thres shared the surname Gonzales.”
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however and the Elephant Butte attorney acquired 28 of these at San Albino.

The U.S. Reclamation Service topographic map "Vicinity oF ATamocita” showed
the tiny community in 1308 as several houses amongst some oTd fields (Fig. 4).
The inhabitants may have stayed on until the rising waters of the reservoir

finally reached their homes.

San José€ and San Albino

These twd-vf113§es Ta& néar1y opposite one another; San José on the west
side of the Rio Grande af the mouth of San José Arroyo, in the west-center of
Section 16, T10S R3W, and San Albino just_east of the river near the ﬁrbjected
west side of Section 10, T10S R3W (Fig. 5). San Albino actually lay w}thin a
private Iandrgrant, the Pedro Armenddris Grant No. 33, confirmed_by Congress
in 1860. Small parcels had been granted to Tocal residents by court decree
156

Two documents filed in the Socorro Cbﬁnty courthouse tell most of what we
know about the beginnings of fhéée two towns. The documents were effect%#eiy
group pre-emption claims; nbtiﬁes of squatters' rights intended to protect the
settlers' interests unti? fhe lands could be surveyed and claims entered under

157

the Federal Tand laws. With respect to San A1b1no, the claimants said that

they had taken possession of a tract of 1and su1tabTe for farming and pasturage
as we1 as res|dences,

. and we have had possess1on of the same since the year 1869,
having affirmed this [by the construction of] an acequia in the
year 1873 and 1874 .... which tract is situated in the County
of Socorro N.M. east of the Rio Grande and in front of San
Jos€, and [15] known by the name of San Albino.l38

A similar decTaraticn with respect to San José sought to preempt 160 acres
a place formeriy known as Los Esteros and Padercillos,

and now [known] as the plaza of_San José, in the precinct of
Paraje, County of Socorro,.... 59
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San José was clearly in existence by late 1869. Venceslao Apodaca and
Ponciana Miranda celebrated their marriage at San José€ on November 19, 1869,
while Indian Agent Charles Drew's report of January 5, 1870 referred to sev-
eral horses and cattle stolen from San José, allegedly by Mimbres Apaches.160
Perhaps San José and San Albino were founded at the same time.

When deputy surveyors Lampton and Biggs subdivided Township 10 South
Range 3 West in Lecember df 1885 they used a church steeple in San José as a
reference. fhe Rio Grande Valley was very fertile and in many places under
cultivation, elsewhere generally covered with willow and cottonwood brush.

In the central portion of Sec. 16 is situated the town of San

José€, a Mexican town of some 50 or 60 houses and having a pop-

ulation of about one to two hundred inhabitants.l6l
The corresponding township plat showed that the houses in San José may have

been arranged around a plaza. By 1908 San José was a loose elustering of

buildings while in San Albino the houses 1ined either side of a road (Fig. 5).

Both towns should have been listed in the 1870 Census but their statistics

were included in the schedules for Paraje precinct, contributing to an overall
total of 525 peopte. In 1880 the population schedule for Inhabitants of the

Town of San José listed 90 persons and 24 dwellings while for Settlements East

of the River from San José (presumably meaning San Albino) the enumerator found

72 people living in 20 houses, At San Jos€, 14 of the 24 family heads were
farmers and another nine were laborers. Across the river, the ZQ'fami1ies in-
cluded 14 headed by farmers, two by laborers and one by a carpenter, All of
the residents were Hispanic except for a single, Irish-born soWdfér staying
with one of the San Jos€ families, 6 Al |

By 1880 gold and silver mining was getting underway {n the ?jack ange
but people from the river towns still depended upon agricu?turef ;A Schedu]e

of productions in agriculture for San José and (Caflada) Alamosa showed a range

rﬁ‘.m.,h.n-‘\l
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in size for individual farms of four to 17 acres with the average at ten.
Crops were corn and wheat, with half of the farmers growing both. Three
farms also included one to two acres of barley. Livestock holdings were
1nsignificant, bein§ limited to a few milk cows, oxen and horses.l63

The 1885 Territorial census 1isted Precinct #8 as San José. Presumably
this included San Albino. The population had grown to 181 persons who now
1ived as 52 families in 43 houses. The range of occupations remained un-
changed; 25 family heads called themselves farmers and 16 were reported as
laborers. With the exception of four Anglo men, all of whom lived in a sin=-

4
gle house, the population was Hispanic and native Mew Mexican.lﬁ'

The schedule of productions in agriculture that year showed a completely

different situation compared with 1880. Production of corn, wheat and other
grains at San José was zero! Although the 1885 schedule Tistgd ten farmers
(none of whom were the same as in the 1880 Census) with an average of 7.4
acres tilied, two of the 'farmers' were ranchers with herds of 140 and 600
sheep. The others had only a dozen or so head of milk cows, oxen, mules and
horses apiece. These curious statistics suggest that the family heads may
have considered themselves to be farmers but they actually engaged in wage

55 The mines in Sierra County cffered opportunities

work to earn a Tiving.l
in 1885 that had not been available five years earlier. San José and San
- Albino lay in relatively narrow parts of the Rio Grande Valley, which made
them subject to the same river channel shifts and destruction of farm lands
as had happened at Afamocita.

In 1900 the census enumerator Foﬁnd 161 person$ in 33 families, Tiving
in 32 houses in Precinct #8., Twenty-three of the family heads called them-
selves farm ahdiday laborers. No one actually farmed for a livelihood al-

though there were six sheep and cow herders and two stock-raisers.166
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Stoes*® said.that a school was maintained at San Albino in 1908 but
that by 1314_ohﬂy a single elderly couple remained there. The U.S. Reclama-
tion Service;maﬁ "Vicinity South of San ATvino" showed a dozen or so buildings
at each town,;the ditches and fields apparently abandoned (Fig. 5§). In May of
1910, six mohtﬁs before the attorney from the U.S. Reclamation Service came
aroqnd to buy the land, the last census recorded a total of 87 people stil}l

living in Precinct #8.168

0f the 17 households only 13 were actually families,
the family headé listing themselves as farmers, laborers and herders. As be-
fore, all had Hispanic surnames. Mr. Dent purchased several small parcels in
the vicinity of San José€ for the reservoir. With the completion of ETephént
Butte Dam in 1916, San José and San Albing soon saw their last inhabitants

depart.

Zapata or San Ignacio

Zapata, a tiny hamlet along the Rio Grande about 3% miles below the mouth
of the Canada Alamosa, met a watery death in 1915.169 [t Tay on the west side
of the Rio Grande, northwest from Kettle Top Butte; in terms of land subdivi-
sions Zapata fell within the southwest quarter of Section 20, T12S R3W, inside
the’coﬁffnes of the Pedro Armenddris Grant No. 33. The U.S. Reclamation Ser-

vice map "Vicinity Fort McRae and North" showed the remaininé buildings as

“ruins in 19C8.

Zapata {or Zapato) evidently began with a land location recorded by

Antonia José Garcfa on January 4, 1869. He claimed for cultivation "and for

the contentment of my family" an unoccupied tract of lTand 2000 yards long by

600 (yards) in breadth, west from the pass of Alamocita, bounded on the scuth

and west by the ancdn del sapato.170 This pass of Alamocita was evidently the

old name for the passage through the Fra Cristdbal Mts. via Reynolds and Flying
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E E,wg_EatOn's enumeration of the inhabitanté of Zapata or San Ignacio on
June 29,_1880, was the only census record of that town. Later census-takers
simﬁly included its population in the schedules for the appropriq;e precinct.
Eaton used the dual néme without explanation; the original San Ygﬁacio,de la
Alamosa had been about 3% miles north of Zapata. |

The 1880 population scheduTe 11sted 58 persons who Tived as 15 fam111es
in 14 houses. A1l were native New Mex1cans, the heads of families giving
their occupations as farmers (11), laborers (2), farm hand, and carpenter.171
On the agricuitural schedule, the average acreage in cultivation was 12.
Everyone grew wheat and corn, eight farmers planted bar]ey and three produced
beans.‘_Andréé.Gonza1es was clearly the wealthiest man in the community, due
'mainTy t§ his 3000 sheep.172 The peop}e'at Zaﬁata were as w§11-off as persons
in the other river towns and had a'§1fght1y more diversified range of crops.
By its location this Tittie viTTagé would have been subject to the Toss of its

acequias and farmlands from shifts in the river channel. Whether this happened

here we do not know, but by 1908 Zapata was already an abandoned town.

Cuchillo

Cuchillo is a shortened form of the original name for this town, which the
census returns th?ough.lQOO identified as Cuchillo Negro. In a 1902 promctﬁonalg
booklet and the 1910 Census it was called s{mp1y Cuchillo. The village stands _
today where it has always been, along the rorth side of the CuchiTTo Negro Creeki,
Valley in about the center of Section 28,7T12S RSW. The name was that of a
Mimbres Apache chief killed in 1857; but no documentation that would Tink him

or his band to thislparticu1ar valley has yet been found.

e
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The beginning date and circumstances for the settlement at Cuchillo Negro
are laess certain than for the other communities. As with the Canada Alamosa,
cultivation in_the Cuch1T1o Negre. Valley pre&éted a permanent settlement there.
In the fall 6ff1369, when the Hot Springs Reservation was first being oroposed
for the Southérh'ﬁpaChes, Agent Charles Drew wrote that

I was out on the proposed reservation ten days, making about

-twenty-five miles per day. I find that the mountains are

covered with a fine growth of timber - pine, oak, and cedar.

There sesems to be plenty of water, and, with the exception

of the small Mexican town of Polonas, there are no settle-

ments on the place. At this town, for a distance of six

miles, the people have planted corn, and have fine crops.

Some corn planted on the Rio Cuchilla Megre, but the people

~Tive in Alamozita and have no claim on the Tand, and I can-
not find }hat any of this land has been surveyed except

Polonas. 1’3 _ :

The 1870 Census did not list a Cuchillo Megro.

_ When General 0.0. Howard left Cafada Alamosa on Sentember 19, 1872 on his
odyssey to find the Chiricahua chief Cochise and convince him to accept reser-
vation 1ife, Howard's party followed the track of an unshod horse to a point an
the upper Cuchillo Negro. There,

.. we reached an abrupt descent. It led to a deep cross-

canyon. At the bottom flowed the Rio Cochinillo Negrao. We

could descry that river's tortuous course for miles toward

the Rio Grande. The valley afforded many rich fields for

cultivation. At intervals waving corn glistened in the sun-

light and gave picturesqueness to the view.l7
In the valley was an Apache camp, Ponce's peopie, who had not gone to the new
reservation at Tularosa. Pqnqgﬂag%eed to lead Howard to Cochise after the Gen-
eral took the whole ban@?tﬁffﬁelheérest Mexican hamlet (unnamed) where there
was a general merqhéndiseiétofé{ " There, in Howard's own words, he furnished
this gypsy-band withfsdpp]ies for thirty days.175 Mothing was said about who
owned those fields of waving corn. Since Howard datelined at Teast thres com-

munications from Cuchillo, M.M. a1l on that same day, the hamlet with the



store was probably Cuchillo Negro.17§

At the beginning of that year newspaper
pubtisher N.V. Bennett had written while at Aleman, on the Jornada del Muerto,
to say that the settlers were all coming in frem the Cuchillo Megro because
they feared an Indian outbreak.177

The consensus of all this is that actual settlement on the Cuchi?To Negro
probably took place in 1871, preceded by an unknown length of time during

which farmers cultivated the valley and 1ived somewhere else. The timing for

a new community at ca. 1871-72 suggests that the people may have expected their . .

farm products to find a ready market at nearby Caflada Alamosa, where the South-
ern Apaches were being rationed and where the citizens expected a reservation
would soon be established. An 1875 map showed a Plaza Cuchillo MNegro (Fig. 3).
At the time of its first census in June of 1880, Cuchillo Megro had 233
people Tiving in 51 houses. A1l but three of the residents were native-born
New Mexicans. Eighteen of the 55 family heads were fﬁrﬁers, aﬁother 3l were”
laborers (presumably farm Taborers), and the 1ist included one tailor, two car-
riers (freighters?) and a miner. The very small range ih professions suggests

178 By 1885 the population

that the community was dependent upon agriculture.
showed a moderate increase to 296 and the number of families to 79, with only
six new houses. The range in occupations had changed 1ittle although 43 fam-
i1ies were now headed by farmers and 20 by laborers. Another nine family
heads were widows, an unusually high proportion and perhaps a reflection of
high civilian casualities in the Apache wars just ending.17g-

Chief Victorio!s Apaches ravaged the Cuchillo Negro and adjacent val-
leys through the fall and winter of i879-80, with sevefa] major battles when .
the Army and its Apache scouts managed to catch the raiders. In a running

fight within the upper Cuchillo Negro canyons on September 29-30, 1878, Col.

Morrow's 9th Cavalry and attached Indian Scouts had the worst of,jt,f Fdr a



[P

et 3y

S E—

[;_._'..'-..‘

P

PO
—

Sth Cavalry, which captured some Indian horses while losing several of its own.~

brief time early in April 1880,'Co]. Edward Hatch asgfgﬁed hié-batta1ions for -
the next stage in the Victorio éampaign frdm a temporary headquarters at
Cuchilio Negro.lBO

A year and a half later, Mana's raid terrorized southern New Mexico. Lieut,
Gustavus Valois' troop of the 9th CavaTry was struck by Nanan band near Cuchillo
Negro and in a severe fight two troopers were killed. Three of the survivors
recé{Qed Medals of Henor. The same day Nana ran into another detachment of the
181
After a series of raids through the Black Range in 1885, the Indian wars in this
part of New Mexico came to an end.

In 1885 Cuchillo Megro remained Hispanic except for six names, one of which
belonged to Ed Fest. Fest, then a 36-year old bachelor, was the town's only
merchant and aiso operatéd‘a ferry across the Rio Grande on the road to Engle,
N.M. As of 1888, Fest owned the stage tine as well. Cuchille Negro lay direct-
1y on the stage and wagon routes between the railroad siding at Engle and the |
mining towns of the Black Range. Silver mining was then at its height but this
seems not to have affected Cuchillo Megro direct]y.lgz

Farming, stock raising and probably wage_work were the major livelihoods in
1880 and 1885. Cuchi1?§ Negro's agricu]tura]lstatfstits for 1880 were partly
combined with those of two other towns. Most farmers had between six and 18
acres under cultivation, from which they produced corn, wheat, barley and a few
bushels of beans. The tilled acreage in 1885 totaled 189, of‘which some 65
acres were evidently in pasturage and 50 acres each in corn and barley. Wheat
and potatoes made up the balance. Ranching was 1mp6rtant to four heads of house-.
holds in both 1880 and 1885, Bentura Trujillc being the only rancher common to

both schedules. The ranchers all listed 3000 to 400C head of sheep on hand in

1880 but only 1000 to 2000 head in 1885. Bentura Trujillo's sheep hoidings had
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dropped from 4000 to 1000 head in five years but his agricultural productions

rose from five acres of wheat in 1880 to ten acres of corn plus seven acres of

potatoes in 1885,

Cattle ranching had a late start in Sierra County. In 1885 there were
only two ranchers at Cuchillo Negro with significant holdings; Jos€ Tafoya
with 300 head and Snyder Bros. & Scéarce with 100C cows, 800 of which had been
purchased in 1884. Tafova & Va]Test used the JTG brand and had their range
at Las Alamos, Caflada Alamosa Creek, while Snyder Bros. & Scearse branded with
SS and ranged on the Cuchillo Negro and Cafiada Alamosa creeks. Angora goat
raising had already been introduced to the Southwest but apparently not vet
to Sierra County.

Just as sheep and cattle ranching at Cuchillo Negro was in the hands of a
very few people, only one-third of those who said they were farmers actually
grew crops. Forty family heads gave their occupation as farmer on the 1885
Census population schedule. The agricultural schedule 1isted 25 TﬁdividuaTs
as farmers, of whom only 14 produced anything.183

The 1880 Census Tisted no businesses.. After_that Cuchillo Negro was al-
ways a one-store village. Ed Fest established his mercantile business some
time before 1885 and evidently sold out his interests to Emil Grandjean around
1889. Grandjean and his partner Frank Calhoun operated the combined merchan-
dise and livestock business until 1902, when Robert Martin bought a half-
interest. Two years later Martin acquired the entire business and made his
headquarters at Cuchillo until 1917. Between 1902 and 1913 Martin also oper-

ated the Black Range State Line, a line organized by the Armstrong.brothers

P ey
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back in 1886. The stage traveled 52 miles daily between Engle and Chloride.
The 1500 Census found only 180 people at Cuchillo Negro, all but one

(Emi1 Grandjean) of them native New Mexicans. Most of the family heads were
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laborers and farmers, with several stock raisers and herders as well &s:é car-
penter, blacksmith, lawyer, brick mason, and Mr. Grandjean. Thirty-six of the
village children attended school. The numbers of households and dwellings (56
each) were practically unchanged from 1885. Although the population schedule
indicated 14 farms, the relative importance of agriculture and other pursuits
cannot be measured.185

Bj 1910 CuchiiTo'é pobufatfon had increased more than 50 percent - to 275
- the increase being primari1ylin the number of children since tﬁe numbers of
both families and houses remained almost the same. Mor had the range of occu-
pations changed significantly although the blacksmith, lawyer, carpenter and
masan had debarted. Children in school now totaled 46. Unemployment had ap-
parently becomé a factor siﬁce seven family heads gave "none" as their occcupa-
tion. Farming, so far as can be told, waé down to the scale of meeting family
requirements; a “home farm'. Only Lorenzo A. Armijo had a General farm. ot
Angora goat ranching was about at a peak and the ten herders in the village
were possibly so employed. 7

Cuchillo is a small vilTage today and the once-green fields are almost en-
tirely brown. The decliine is laid to the destructicn of homes and fields
wrought by Cuchillo Megro Creek during floods in 1904-05 and again in the
1920's. Mining and freighting declined after World War I; these economic los-
ses combined with the effects of floods to bring Cuchillo's days of prosperity
to an end.187 Wnen 8entura Trujillo passed away in 1913 at his home in Chiz,
he may have been the last survivor of the first settlers along this section of

the Rio Grande Valley. He had seen it all; right from the earliest beginnings

at Alamosa, moving to Alamocita, then to Cuchiilo Negro and finally to Chiz.
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Las Palomas

Palomas Creek was the only tributary with a perennial flow all the way to
the Rio Grande. Lt. Col. Emory noted the name of the creek (Paloma; Pigeon [

88 Governor Lane said that

creek) when Kearny's army passed this way in 1846.;
the stream was 12 or 15 feet wide, the water exceedingly clear and cold:

Running water is so rare in this region, that it would be an

unpardonable omission in a Traveller not to note the Rio de

Paloma. It is the first running water, since we passed the

Mimbres, & the 2d since leaving the Gila.183
Such an attraction could hardly fail to attract settlers.

Fanciful stories about the town of Las Palomas, originally called Rio
Palomas, were in circulation scarcely 17 years after its establishment. MNone
of the individuals named in a lengthy 1884 newspaper account about Las Palomas
were present when the settlement began nor were the circumstances as the re-
porter described thernlgO (Fig. 6).

Las Palomas started in very much the same way and at about the same time
as the other river settlements. At one point in the Apache campaigns cf the
late 1860's, the commander at Fort McRae reported to District headquarters

I have the honor to state .... that the réport of R.C. Patter-

son a citizen of Cafada Alamosa is correct and that the Indians

are there very often, that the most of the people have left there

and are settling on the Rio Palomas river 20 miles below Fort

McRae, a much safer 8iace and one that this Post can guard with a
small squad of men.181

Early in the fall of that same year the éitizéns ét the Plaza of the Rio Pa1oma5§,
petitioned for protection of themselves and their fields from Apache raids.

" They 1ncidenta11y gave a fair amount of information about the new town (see
Appendix).

Deputy Surveyor Isaac Stuck subdivided the two townships wherein Rio

Palomas and its fields lay during the first two weeks of December in 1857.
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He gave unusually complete descriptions (Fig. 7). With respect to Township
14 South Range 5 West, he said:

- There are no persons living in the township, but those who
. are tending the land Tive in a town about 1 mile east of the
. -east boundary. This is done as protection against Indians,
‘.as there is no safety for a family being isolated in this sec-
tion of NSW Mexico, nor in fact in any other which I have ever
visited.19¢

A few days later Stuck survéyed'Township 14 South Range 4 West and described

Rio Palomas:
' General Description

Land in this township mostly bottom and can be irrigated.
The hills are stony and broken, are almost destitute of
grass and are worthless,

The timber is chiefly cottonwood and is of good quality,
better than is generally found on the Rio Grande, and is
used in the town of Rio Polomas for -building houses.

Rio Polomas contains about 60 houses and as many families,
and has a population of about 250 persons. It is improving
rapidly, houses going up every day, and if the Indians don't
clean it out will make a considerable town.

The houses are built by setting timber upright in the
ground, daubed up with mud & covered with earth. These
buildings are here styled Jacal. They are intended as
temporary houses, it being the intention of the people to
build Adobe. It is situated in Sec. 30 in the Rio Palomas
valley, about 10 chs. from the Rio Grande, and the water
used is taken out from the Rioc Palomas & conveyed to the
town by an acequia some 5 miles long. Altogether the Rio
Polomas is a prosperous village.

The township is capable of sustaining a large population,
and if there was any safety for persons living outside of a
town it would soon be settled up. But as it is, no sooner
does a settler get a house built and a few head of stock
around him, than the Indians are after him and soon succeed
in robbing him of all his stock and anything else they can
get .their -hands upon.

There is considerable farming done in the township west
of this and it is done by those living at the Rio §8£omas.
Some of them go as much as & miles to get to work.

At this point in time the town of Rio Palomas was about one year old.
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Nine of the 16 signatories of the September 5, 1867 petition sti]1.IfQ§d .
at Rio Palomas in 1870, Two others had moved (or returned) to ATamocitaff:The
1870 Census found 186 people at Rio Paiomas, Tiving as 51 famiiies in 47:hodses
with four other houses vacant. The only non-native New Mexican was Fe11x '
Libold, a 43-year old farmer born in Baden but marr1ed to Juliana, born 1ni
Mexmo‘lg4 Nearly all of the Fam11y heads were Farmgrs or farm laborers, the
only other occupations being a justice of the peace,ra constable, and a carpen-
ter. Evidently Rio Palomas did not have a store,

According to the agricultural schedule, 24 farmers cultivated a total of

690 acres for an average of almost 29 acres of improved land per farm. This

~ figure is incredibly high and when one sees that all of the farms were reported

~to be 20, 30 or 40 acres in size, it looks 1ike the enumerator rounded his num-

bers excessively. The only crops were corn, wheat and a fewlbusheTs erbeans.
Livestock cdnsisted of work oxen, several horses, cows and pigs} pTus.FeTix
Sénchez' 26 head of sheep.195

By 1880 the population at Las Palcmas (including Las Palomitas) had more
than doubied, to 445, as had the numbers of families {105) and of houses (104).
The great majority of the people were Hispaniq.énd from NeQ Mexico, but the
community included one black family (Andrew Yoelsey) and 18 or more persons
from the eastern'United States, England and Germany. Sixty-three heads of
households Tisted their occupation as farmer,;dfthough on the agricultural
schedule this reduced to something over 3C. There were four merchants (Blas
Chaves, Antonio José Garcfa, Donaciano Monfoya, and J.P. Chase), two school
teachers, a baker, carpenter, cabinef makér-and'three freigﬁﬁers - altogether
a community with é varied economy. N1ne of the nnn Huspan1c ma]es were far-

mers employed in the household of Jesus Arm1jo, h1mseTF a farmer with a wife

and ten children! Since Mr. Armijo's ho1d1ngs were 20 acres of tilled Tand
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and two dozen head of cattie, easily manageable by a man and his iﬁmédiaﬁe
family, it appéars that Armijo may have been running a hotel orfg bo&rding
house cperation as we1?.195

The cultivated area in 1880 totaled about 375 acres, which averaged out

. to a believeable 12.5 acres per farm. For 20 of the farmers, the census

enumerator gave corn, wheat and barley as the principal crops, with a few
beans. On the schedule with nine non-Hispanic male farmers he wrote - nothing

planted in 1879. Sheep raising was now significant with six men running more

than 1000 head apiece - including Antonio José Garcia, with 9000 sheep on hand.

Since he was a merchant as well, he would have been the dominant economic force '

in Las Palomas at that time.lg7

Surveyor Isaac Stuck's 1867 plat implied that Las Palomas had its houses
around a plaza (Fig. 7). As of September 25, 1876, the U.S. issued a patent
for the Palomas town site to the probate judge, as trustee for the inhabi-

tants.198 When the Rio Grande Republican's reporter visited Las Palomas in

December of 1883, he came south by buckboard along the west side of the Rio
Grande, past the Hot Springs,

From these springs to the town of Palomas, the road follows
the course of the river; and is splendid meadow Tand, covered - -
at intervals with a thick growth of cottonwood. Many ranches
are passed that are still inhabited, and many more ranches,
and in some places even small villages, are entirely deserted,
?nd the)former habitations reduced to mere heaps of ruinsl9®

Fig. 6).

After puiling into the stately plaza and having estimated the population at
600, about double its probable figure, he proceeded to describe the town.

It is composed of & fine large plaza, surrounded by hand-
some stores, and with streets leading from it to the various
roads and ranches. The mayor-domo is Don Juan Analla,
and his constazble is Gideon M. Tomlinson, .... There are
three saloons on the Plaza; one is kept by Mr. J.C. Summers,
another by Mr. John Taylor, and the third by Messrs. Strick-
land & McKenzie. The latter house is also the city restaurant,
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where all Americans take their meals who are not elsewhere
nrovided for. There are also three stcras, all doing a good
business and making money. Don José M. Apodaca, who keaps
one of these stores, has also the paost-office, where tri-
weekly mails are recsived from the outside world. Another
store is owned by Don 0. Montoya, but is under the manage-
ment of his father-in-law, Mr. Philip Bourgonia [Bourguinon].
The third store is owned by Messrs. Brooks & Hopewell, who
recently opened it because they have a large number of men
employed on their ranch who thought the Mexican prices would
not do for them. This store seems to be drawing the Mexican
'custom §s1c) also, and it does the largest business in the
town. 2

Las Paiomas had just ce]ebrated a service in its yet-to-be-ccmp?etedrﬁﬁurch,
described as a roofed-in shell of adobe still lacking decors and wﬁndoWs.ZOl

A year and a half later economic power in Las Palcmas had paésed.to other
hands. Antonio Jos€ Garcfa was gane completely; Doniciano Montoya still had
his store, and José M. Apodaca likewise ran his store but had lost virtﬁaT]y
all of the 3000 sheep and 80 head of cattle he owned in 1880 The ten acres
of 1and he still had in cultivation produced no crops. 202

Two new faces - Messrs. Brooks and Hopewelil - were now the Ioca? powers.
These wealthy gentlemen appeared around the end of 1882, liked the area and
entered homesteads at a place thgy named "Vega Blanca" about two miles south
of Las Palomas (Fig. 6). They also bought up man} of the neighborfng ranchés.
When the newspaper reporter visited this new ranch, he found that Mr. W.S.
Hopewell had

.... nearly a hundred men employed, partly in the eréctfcn of

his budeéngs, and partly in care of his stock, of which he

has an immense number, having received a _single conSTQnment

of 85 carloads only a week or two since.?
The journalist went on to cite the handsome new residence, the large corral,
boarding housés for the men, blacksmith's shop, storercoms, et. al. B8y May of
the same year this partnership had become Grayson, Brooks and Hopewell, a cat-

204

tle and mining company. Publication of the stock brand D two years
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thence identified it with the Animas Ranch of Grayson &.Co., Las Palomas,
Sierra County.zoS
Las Pa1omas-may have witnessed T1ess violence than the mining camps and
cattle tdwns;'bpt it didn't escape entirely. The morning after Dutch Charley
wounded a young man named Rivera, Charley walked into J.C. Summer's saloon on
“the plaza. winjgm Martin called him a vile name, then went for his six-gun
and pumped two shétsrih Charley's direction. Charley, who was unarmed, ran -
out the door but Martin followed and tumbled Charley for good with a shot in
the chest. Martin then went to the corral, saddled up his horse and galloped
out of town shouting "Adios". A coroner's jury delivered the verdict that
Charley came to his death by means of_a bullet. This was deemed too imprecise,
so the jury deliberated again and decided that he had been assassinated by one
William Martin. Charley was laid to rest the next day, wrapped in a blanket
and without the benefit of clergy.zos

On April 4, 1884, the Silver City Enterprise reported a hold robbery the

previous Friday at Las Paiomas. Three men entered the store of Donacianc
Montoya y Armijo and reiieved him of $1200 cash. With their plunder in hand,
the bandits knocked the merchant senseless, blew out the lights and rode off
on horseback.zo7

- The range cattle industry would have been at its height in 1885 and the
Territorial census at Las Palomas reflected this to some extent. The population
(254) had dropped by almost 200 and the 70 families Tived in 60 dwellings. The
largest proportion of people were native Hispanics, but many others had come
,:'from the eastern U.S., England and Gérmany. José Apodaca and Dpnaciano Montoyva
- were joined by a third merchant, Judson E. Strong. Fifty-four heads of house-

holds gave their occupations as laborers and farmers while five said they were

stock-raisers. Nathan Grayson, originally from Kentucky but more recently a

,_..



San franciscan, listed his assets in land and cattle at $156,000, including

610C head of cattle. These dwarfed the holdings of five other cattlemen, who
nad from 15C tc 1000 head each, and the solitary sheepman with his 300 sheep
on hand. The tilled acreage (387 acres) was virtually the same as in 1880 but
consisted now of Nathan Grayson's cultivated lands (100 acres), other farmland
(211 acres) and permanént pastures (76 acres). Tnhe types of crops were un-
changed from 1880 but they benefitted only 11 farmers. Grayson was the only
one who combined farming and stock—raising.zo8

The range cattle business was Targely ruined by a combination of drouths,
overstocking and low prices, beginning with a severe winter in 1885-86.209
Successful operations also depended upon outside capital. The Grayson operaF
tion presumably folded when it was no longer profitable. Farming continued
and does to this day. Max Kahler located along Palomas Creek in 1887 and de-
veloped his land into a farm of 200 acres. He also controTTéd the range sur-
rounding’this.210

In 1900 Las Palomas had 250 people, almost the same number that Tived
there 15 years earlier. Ther; were fewer families {55) and also houses {54)
than before. Most of the residents were native-bdrn New Mexicans but others
nad come from the eastern states. The variety of occupations was much greater
than before and included a blacksmith, weaver, music teacher, two miners and a
book agent. Sixty percent of the family heads identified themselves as farmers
and laborers, although the population schedule showed only 11 farms. Thirty

211

children attended schoagl. Las Palomas was now down to one store, Alex Max-

well (self-described as a 'grocerman') having bought out Donaciano Montoya's
mercantile business.212 .
Las Palomas was affectad only indirectiy by construction on Elephant

Butte Dam since the U,S. Reclamation Service built its own townsite a mile
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below the dam, fough1y ten miles upriver from Laé Palomas. Yet by 191C
something had happened ﬁo revive the town, which recorded 320 people that
year in 73 families, with 74 houses. The majority of names were Hispanic,
as before, but with many non-Hispanic ones as well. The single black family
present in 1900 had gone. Almost 60 percent of family heads continued to
identify themselves as farmers and laborers but among the remainder there
were more occupations than ever before - doctor, professor, photographer,
stone mason, shoemaker, cook and mail carrier. The stone mason actually was
employed at a ferry boat. Four merchants - Alex Maxwell, Tomds Baca, Frank
worden.and Leandro Armijo - vied for local business and the thirsty could
wash the dust from their throats at two saloons. One of the two persons who
listed "retired" as their occupation was Perfecto Duran, baorn in Texas, who
gave his age as 105!213
 This revival may havé'beéﬁhéasédlﬁgftlg upon agriculture since there
were more than twice as many farmers in 1910 (22) as in 1900 (10} while the

L 3

number of farms had increased to 19. Another factor may have been a new in-

dustry - raising Angora goats - that appeared about the time cattle went into
214

a decline. Sierra County took the lead in New Mexico in the goat industry.

Completion of the E]ephant Butte Dam in 1916 again left Las Palomas un-

affected since many buildings at the old Elephant Butte camp were removed and

reassembled at the new Palomas Hot Springs townsite, many of the people moving

there as we11.215

mation bought out the interests of the townspeople as the waters behind Caballo

Dam rose to where they encroached upon the old village (Fig. 8). Las Palomas

in 1938 probably bore T1ittle resemblance to the compact village that the first

settlers built to defend themselves when Apache raiders swept through their

valley.

Las Palomas continued until 1938, when the Bureau of Recla-

5 )
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For awhile LasfPéTomas had a suburb, cai]éd Las Palomitas. Atlas Sheet
#34C in the U.S. Géographical Surveys West of the 1CCth Meridian series showed
Las Palomitas as about two miles north of Las Palomas and on the east side of
the Ric Grande. That map was drafted from information gathered in 1877-78,
while the 1880 Census lumped the sfatistics from Palomas and Palomitas. Herbert
Yeo wrote that Las Palomitas was the first settlement in the Palomas Valley,
i.e., below the Elephant Butte Dam site and above the mouth of Percha Creek, to
use water from the Rio Grande. -The ditch there was destroyed in 1887 and the
town later abandoned.216 F011ett217 noted fhat the ditch system was on the west
side of the Rio Grande but had been washed out and abtandoned in 1884.

Fort McRae

2

Brigadier General James H. Carleton assumed command of the Military Depart-

__ment of New Mexico in September of 1862. The Confederates had been expelied

but the settled parts of New Mexico were still under attack by hostile Indians.
To deal with them, Carleton established a chain of new forts, one of which was
Fort McRae. The garrisons at these posts rode out to strike the Apaches and
Mavajos, eventually forcing most of them to give up or be killed. Those who
surrendered were to be confined on reservations. This at least was the stratagy.
With respect to the situation along the Rio Grande, Carleton wrote:
. Among all my endeavors since my arrival here, there has
been an effort to brush back the Indians, as you have seen
from official correspondence, so that the people could get
out of the valley of the Rio Grande, and not only possess
- themselves of the arable lands in other parts of the Terri-
tory, but, if the country contained veins and degosits of
the precicus metals, that they might be found. 2l
Fort McRae was officially established April 3, 1863 and named for Capt.
Alexander McRae, 3d U.S. Cavalry, killed at the Battle of Valverde. The posi-

tion of the fort in the Canyon del Muerto blocked the Indians from driving
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stolen Tivestock through that pass and allowed the troops from Fort McRae to

protect travelers on the Jornada del Muerto (Fig. 9}. The 0ic déi Muértg, o %j
the north side of the canyon, was the only water eaét of the Ridterande be- F;
tween Fort Selden and Paraje. The Canyon del Muertoc is now called ‘McRae Can- é(
yon and the waters of Elephant Butte Reservoir cover partg p%'fhéibjd Fopt

o
- H

during times of high water.219

Fort McRae never had a large garrison - one or two companies; Volunteer
troops manned the post until 1866, when Regular Army infantry units took sta- /.
tion there. In the spring of 1872 the cavalry branch moved in and stayed for
the Tast 4% years of the.fort's active Tife. During much of this time and
especially in tne early years the garrison was out scouting and pursuing hos-
tile Indians aftef a raid on a settTemeﬁﬁ or an isolated ranch, The Army
abandoned the post on October 30, 1876.

Albert Jennings Fountain became a leading Eitizen in southern New Mexico
during the late 19th century, but he was 2d Lieut. Fountain in Company G, 1st
Infantry California Voiunteers when his company took station at Fort McRae in ™
the first days of July 1863. Three months later Fountain wrote to his brother
in a letter that described the continuous rdund offegmpaigning,'the preparationsgi
to leave on a moment's notice, fighting thé Aéachéélat twenty to one "and num- &
erous times when the odds weren't so great". He liked the 1ife and was comfort-
ably situated in a two-room jacal roofed with a Sibley tent, 220 »

Not all of the men in Fountain's company were so fortunate and in May of (
1864 their commander, Capt. Henry Green, did an unusual thing. The'éraveyafd L
was filling up and in the center of it he erected a neat and pretty mohﬁméﬁt; {"
nine feet high.221 The inscriptions were ba}e1y legible 2C years Tate} wHen a -

passing reporter transcribed them. They were in memory of Pvts. Geo. S. Dickey,é;

R.S. Johnson, Chs. M. Q'Brien, and Wim, J. Rowlett, all of Company G. Three of
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Fig. 9 Plat of Military Reservation and Plan of Fort McRae, N.M., April 1869.
Bureau of Land Management, New Mexico State Qffice, files in Public
Room, Misc. Info. F-M; Fort McRae Indian (i.e., Military) Reservation
file envelope. - =

the men had been killed by Apaches; Pvt. RdWTEtf.dFOﬂnéd in the Rio Grande.222

With respect to éﬁbsistence, an inspection in January 1868 had Tittle good
to say. The bread was:séﬁ, the storefobm leaked, and worst of all the records
were not up to datelzza“ﬂ8u11dings were another métter; Permanent construction
got underway in 1865 withran édobe cemmanding officar's quarters, barracks,
guardhouse and a hcspita1, all completed the next year. The commandant at Fort f
McRae Tuxurated in a six-room house with 1500 square feet of living space..l&ew

officers' quarters - two sets of adobe Quarters, each with gypsum plaster fTéérét,‘
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and open firep1éce3‘for heating - followed about 18£3. By this time there was
also a new storehoﬁse with two Targe rooms and an office. Evidently the work
was well-done since reports on the post used the rare?y-héard adjectives
”excé11enpw and "good condition®. McRae had a parade ground but unlike ﬁost
posts of the period the buildings did not form a rectangle around the parade
ground. The Tayout might in fact be called a straggling alignment (Fig. G).
By 1869 a post garden had been pianted near Alamocita, six miles distant, and
a permanent detail from the garrison cultivated this garden. It was but har-
tially successful. 224

For about ten months in 18€9-7C 1st Lieut. Charles Drew was Indian Agent
for the Southern Apaches. He used Fort McRae as his agency headquarters.
After the agency and the Indians were transferred to Fort Tularosa in 1872,
many Southern Apaches cont%nued to roam and the garrison at Fort McRae scouted
the canyons west of the Rio Grande looking for them. By the.spring of 1874
the desirability of removing the Apaches at Tularosa back to Caflada A]amosa  )
was being debated. The Superintendent of Indian Affairs for New Mexico, L.E.
Dudley, inspected the proposed Hot Springs Reservation early in May and while
there, his military escort performed an 1nterest1hg experiment:

Lieut. H.J. Farnsworth 8" Cav, with Det. Co. H same Reg-

iment Teft Post May 5 '74 to accompany Supt. of Indian Affairs

Tor New Mexico to Cafiada Alamosa & Hot Springs - points on the

proposed new Apache Indian Reservation. Returned May 9, 1874,

marched 100 miles - Communicating while at Caflada Alamosa with

Post of Fort McRae by means of 'flashes' air 1ine distance 28

miles several messages were received and sent. 2d Lieut. H.G.

Carleton 8th _Cav. & Sgt. M.E. Beauman, Co. H 8th Cav. in charge
of stations.

F4

This described a little~known communications system that used artificial

lights, not the heliograph line that the Army introduced into the Southwe%t{jn

1886 and used in the Geronimo campaign.226
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In mid-é@ﬁmer of 1874 the Southern Apaches were moved back to the Hot
Springs Res?r?étion (Fig. 3). Fort McRae then drew its "Efhal mission. For
two years, détachments from the 8th and later the 9th Cavalry units stationed
at Fort McRaewere sent to OJjo Caliente as a backup for the Indian agent and

227

to aid in keebing the Indians on the Reservation if need be. In September

1876 this ended; the troops were sent from Fort Craig and Ojo Caliente was
designated a subpost of Fort Craig. Fort McRae no longer had an active role
and by Special Crder of the District Commander it was abandcned at the end of
October. Threé years later that same District Commander, Col. Edward Hatch,
may have rued his decision as he watched his cwn battalions and Victorio's
Apaches race back and forth across southern New Mexico, stopping now and then
for a short, fierce battle.

Less than ten years after it closed, a passing newspaper reporter wrote
the epitaph for Fort McRae:

The fort has quite a history, both in the Civil and Indian

wars, but has been abandoned for years, and is now aimost for-

gotten. The walls of immense adobe buiidings still stand to

attest the durability of such structures, and many acres of

ground are covered with these ruins,. but everything that was

worth carrying away has long since been removed by Mexicans

or Indians. Nothing is Teft but the adobes, and even these

may yet be appropriated and removed by pioneer settlers.

Just in the rear of the fort is the soldiers' graveyard, en-

closed with an adobe wall, and in the centre of it _stands a
handsome monument, surmounted by an obelisk, ....228
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IRRIGATION AGRICULTURE IM EARLY SIERRA COUNTY

AT} o? the early communities in Sierra County were at locations with
'wéter-ahd“Téhds suitable for cultivation. Until the mining boom started in
gthe Tate 1870 s, pecple were dependent on agriculture. Farming in turn was
"synonymous with ditch 1rr1gat1on Only in the 20th century did people begin
to drill frrigation wells and try a 1ittle dry farming in the higher eleva-
tions of the Black Range.

There are a number of descrfptions, some quite minute, of Hispanic agri-

) .
culture and farming in early Territorial MNew Mexico.“29 A few accounts gave
details about cultivation practices and crops in early Sierra County. Before
‘getting into these, some of the distinctions basic to understanding agricultur-
al practices in this area need to be outlined.

One d1st1nct1on is the Rio Grande VaT]ey vs. the tributary valley systems.
This recognition of two different types of watercourses and va11eys, with sep-
arate prob?ems, dated from at Teast the 1890 Census:

Sierra County «... 15 rough and mountainous, and .... it con-

tains the smallest amount of cultivated Tand. The Rio Grande

flows through the county from north to south, but for the great-

er portion of the distance it is in a deep, narrow canyon, with

1ittle or no agricultural land along its course. In the moun-

tain valleys to the west of the Rio Grande are scattered tracts

of cultivated land, but the water supply is insufficient for

their further extension without recourse to storage. Dur1ng
certzin seasons of the year there is an amp]e supply of water,

230
Settlers had recognized this difference long before and adjusted according to
. the Tocal cfrcﬁmsﬁahces.

When Co]:lPBf]fp St. George Cooke led. the Mormon Battalion down the Rio
Grande VaT?ey; hé camped the night of November 3, 1846 on a plain about oppo-
site the site of Paraje. He noted that for the last 40 miles the river valley

had been a flat bottom about twormiies in width, much of it covered with a
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"white efflorescence" that made the soil unfit for agriculture. There was also
the fear of Indjaﬂs.and in ccnsequenﬁe the district was entirely unoccupied.231
From there on %dﬁth'the country became brokéﬁ and wild, and on November 7th
Cocke commenﬁe&”ihat

There 1s everg few miles a sma?1 bottom in a bend of the river;
none other.?

Emery in passing over the same route a month before had been similarly impressed:
October 9.- The country becomes broken, and the va11ey narrows
into a cafion which sweeps at the base of Fra Cristdbal mountain,
making it necessary to rise to the table lands on the west s1de,233
The'déy before, whenlabout-weét'ofﬁpéfaje, Emcry had said that
The valley of the Del Norte, as we advance, loses what iittle
capacity for agriculture it possessed. The river commences

to gather its feeble force into the smallest compass to work
its way around the western base of Fra Cristdbal mountain.234

At Teast one of the '49ers echoed these observations.235

North of Paraje and especially above Sah Marcial, the Rio Grande Valley
was relatively broad and ﬁeop}e farmed the valley lands at many locations.
Below Paraje the river valley was scar;ely a hé1f~m11e in width and at several
places only a canyon. Above Arrey, N.M. the valley opened cut again. The con-
fined stretﬁh was the broken and wild country seen by Emory and Cooke, and was
the section that H.M.T. Powell had in mind when he wrote:

The river is a muddy rapid stream, with shifting sands and

very treacherous quick p?aces in all directions. It has but

one saving clause about 1t, it raises good catfish, blue,

yellow, and white, e

Examination of the U S Reclamat1on Service topograph1c maps of the Rio
Grande Project, a ten sheet series produced in 1908, conFIrmed the earlier
descriptions. Ih1$ map'ser1es‘was the cnly one that showed the Rio Grande

Valley between San Marcial and the Elephant Butte Dam site as it was prior to

construction of the dam. The mdp; indicated the locations and layouts of
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villages, acequias, fields, pastures and other features {Figs. 4, 5). Those
portions of the valley wherein San Jose andgsén@A1b1no lay, and again between
Alamocita and Zapata, were aTso where the river-looped from side to side withe
in a half-mile wide valley, creating the situation that Col. Cooke saw every
few miles of small bottoms-in bends of the river; The terrace level or second
bottom within these bends was the farmland. |
. The soil of River bottoms, where they are subject to
hie Tevel thiy are fertile and eaey of irmisacion 23
‘ gation,

At San José, San Albino, Zapata, Las Palomitas and presumably at Alamo-
cita, the agricultural systems were to farm the river bends, there being no
other arable lands. Irrigation water was taken directly from the Rio Grande
via acequias. Individual ranches.eTSewhere along the valley evidently fol-
Towed the same practices. At San Jos€ and San Albino, enginger W.W. Follett
reported 300 and 200 atres.respective1y under irrigation in 1896. Yeo found
cultivation decreasing at the two towns as of 1907, the acreages then being
only 160 and 100. Yeé also listed as abandoned three out of four ditches up-
stream from San José / San Albino and five of the six ditches below, as far
as Zapata. Besides San José and San Albino, the only irrigated areas of the
Rio Grande Valley between Paraje and the Elephant Butte Dam site as of 1907
were at three ranches. There too cu?tivation'wés decreasing or already aban-
doned. Yeo confirmed that the Alamocita ditch was abandoned because of a
change in the riVef. At Zapata there was some cu]tivatioh although the irri-
gation ditch had gone out of use.238

The ditch sygtem at Las Palomitas and Hot Springs had irrigated SC0 acres
but washed out aﬁdZWas abandoned in 1884.239 This lay in the Palomas Valley

section of the Rié:Grande Valley, i.e. between the Elephant Butte Dam site and

the mouth of Percha Creek, Irrigated acreages were reported for the Palomas




Valley in 1907 (150 acres) and 1928 (235 acres), but thesé had no necessary
connection with the old Las Palomitas farmsites and none at all with the vil-

lage of Las Palamas, as will be seen. A report written about 1920 suggested

that the Palomas Valiley may not even have been farmed then:

The Las Palomas Valley remains the only unirrigated land be- |

tween Elephant Butte Dam and the lower end of the project

through which the river runs but most of this is high enough

to be unaffected by seepage from the river.240

Farming the river bends could be highly productive since everyone agreed
that the Tands were very fertile. Unfortunately fhis was a high-risk system
since the rivercourse was subject to change with every flood - more so here
than in the broad valley stretches above San Mércia]or.downstream in the
Mesilla Valley. To keep the ditches operating even under normal condftions-
was a demanding job. It was only a matter of time until a major flood washed
away these ditches, the farmlands and perhaps even the villages themselves.
The villagers then faced a choice of rebuilding their works, giving up on farm-
ing, or moving away. By 1908, according to F011e£t, Yeo, and Stoe5241, people
were choosing the Tatter two alternatives.

Another problem that affectad the entire Rio Grande valley was mentioned
in the 1890 Census, reported in aetaii by Follett and documented with great
clarity in Hedke's 1924 study. This was the reduced flow of the Rio Grande
that came about after 1880 because of excessive withdrawals in the San Luis
Valley of southern Colorado. Foliett estimated that the average summer fTlow
at E1 Paso had been feduced by 1,000 second~feet in consequence. Informants
told him that in five of the efght years 1889 - 1896 the Rio Grande was dry
for part of the year at Las Pa1omas.242 The first stream-gauge records on

the Rio Grande below Embudo, N.M. began at San Marcial in 1895, from which

date there was a dry river during some part of the irrigation season 22 out
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of the next 30 years of records.243

The combination of normal hazards to farming due to floods aTth_tHe Ric
Grande, the disastrous decreases in riverflow during the irrigation seaédn,
and expanded job opportunities had brought agriculture in the Sierra County
section of the Rio Grande Valley to a virtual halt even before ETephant Butte
Dam construction started in 1910.

w ¥ and Ye0245 did a number of interesting things in their irriga-

Follett
tion studies. Follett was the first to assign numbers to irrigation ditches
along the Rio Grande and its tributaries, also es;imating their age, capacity,
and acreages watered by these ditches. Yeo continued and expanded this system.

Follett classed the New Mexico ditches ogutside of the immediate Rio Grande Val-

Tey into a separate series of Districts from those within the main river valley.

As a result, his District No. 17 extended from San Marcial to old Foff.Se]den
and encompassed the communities and ditches just discussed. Follett's District
No. 11 included all of the drainage area west of the Rio Grénde between the Rio
Salado and Berenda Creek, the first stream with a water supply south of the
Salado being Alamosa Creek. Follett also found that |

From San Marcial to a point some 2C miles above Rincon, about
100 miles by river, the hills abut closely onto the channel of .
the stream, there being but 1ittie valley land. From the west .
enter several small tributaries, which have cut down deep into
the Mesa Cuchilla Negra; each of these has along it a narrow
fertile valley, and, while each brings to the Rio Grande some
snow water in the spring from the Black Range lying to the west,
dependence for a summer water supply rests on springs which
appear in the bed of the stream about halfway between the moun-
tains and the Rio Grande,246

The country for 60 miles to the south of the Salado is with-
out water for irrigation. Then, cutting deeply through the
Cuchilla Mesa, are met several lines of drainage leading from
the Black Range to the Rio Grande. Only in seasons of exces-
sive snowfall or after heavy rains does the water flow from the
hills to the river. But about midway between the two, springs
are found in the dry channels, and the water from these is led

re—
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into the long, narrow valleys below. While the water supply ;
is scanty, it is constant, and the users have learned to util-
ize it fully, and they raise good crops with an amount of

water so small that it would mean failure anywhere else in the
Territory. The settlements all antedate 1880.

. The water supply is regular, and the amount estimated for

1894 and 1895 is assumed to be the amount used bagck to 1880,

except in 1889, when a slight reduction is made.2%

Follett was operating under severe time limitations when he made his inves-
tigations in 1896, b;t he cTaimed to havé seen nearly all of the irrigated lands
in the Mew Mexico portion of the Rio Grande drainage. Actually he may have mis-
sed a good many smaller systems on the tributaries, including some abandoned
works, but Yeo's 1928 inventory added more ditch systems. A more recent compil-
ation not only described additional irrigation facilities (with a different num-
bering systewi, it specified their location, size and nature with accuracy248{ s
(Table 1; Fig. 10). The latter listed abandoned irrigation systems as well
(Table 2) and noted that faint traces of other systems were noticed but had been
so long abandoned as to he almost obliterated.

Between these three sources one could compile an inventory of historical
irrigation systems, within the Rin Graﬁde Valley as well a§ along the tributar-
ies to the west of it, that should be nearly completa for Sierra County. Ye0249
was aware that prehistoric Indians practiced irrigation in the Rio Grande Valiey

but his inventory presumably inciuded none of their works.

Yeo did pick up one distinction not made by Follett, namely that some

ditches diverted floodwaters while others provided water from perennial stream

flows or springs. This kind of distinction did not exist within the Rio Grande
main valley where the river was the only water source. Palomas Creek had a per-
ennial flow ali the way to the Rio Grande; the other major tributaries had a
perennial reach at one or more locations along the streambed but carried only

floodwaters down to the Rio Grande. Along these tributaries one might find
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TABLE 2
ABANDONED IRRIGATICN FACILITIES

Location Former
Number S T=-S R-W Source of Supply Acreaqge Remarks

A~1 lo ¢ 7 Alamosa River 10 1/

A-2 25 14 7 Seco Creek 80 Water-right of
Record-System not
inspected-
Reported abandoned.

A-3 16 15 6 Las Animas River 15 Has been abandoned

‘ over 10 years.

A=4 18 16 8 - Percha Creek 12 Six small water

- rights recorded -
mostly abandoned.

A-5 8 16 7 Percha Creek 80 2 water rights of
record - mostly
small plots near
Hillsboro at least
G0% abandoned.

TOTAL - 197

This system was reported to have been abandoned for scme 10 years and
appeared so on the first inspection trip. A recheck on July 1, 1940,
showed that attempts were being made to irrigate from it, but with
little success. '

Number as shown on map (Fig. 10).

(Retyped without change from Table 25 in Water Facilities Area Plan far .
Alamosa River, Rio Cuchillo Negro, etc. 1594Q) h




ditches that diverted floodwater or perennial flows, in different sections of

the same va11ey250 (

of one type of system versus another, but the geologist Kirk Bryan recognized
this same distinction and described flood-water farming in the larger valleys
further north:
It appears that before 1880 farming by flood water was more

extensive than at present. In the main stream valleys, such as

the Rio Puerco, it was a thriving business. Here the Spanish-

speaking New Mexicans settled about 1870 and built simple diver-

sion works and ditches. .... Log and brush dams and at least a

short length of permanent main ditch were usually constructed.

Juan Bandera, who came from Texas and settled near San Ignacio

in 1882, told me that low brush dams were thrown across the

channel during later phases of a flood, and the water was di-

verted into ditches or simply warped over the Tand. At times

of great floods the whole valiey floor was inundated and so iat-

urated that no further irrigation was necessary that year.¢d
The stream-channel entrenchment that concerned Bryan did not take place in the
tributary valleys of western Sierra County, where flood-water farming continued

until at least 1940.252

In this area the temporary diversion dams were earth
or sand TiFl structures rather than brush.

With one possible exception, the agricultural settlements along tributary
valleys all depended upon irrigation waters diverted from perennial streams,
springs or subsurface flows that rose to the surface. A letter of June 25,
1868 by Surveyor General John Clark gave a minute description of such a system
(see Appendix). This is not to say that flood-water systems were necessarily
small or unproductive; at least two (#3 in Fig. 10 and the diversion on Seco
Arroyo) furnished water for 100 acres of land, while with respect to #5 (Fig.
10) there was "an elaborate distribution system in excellent cﬁnd?tion and evi-

dénce of goed crops produced on the land" as of 1940.253

In Figure 10 the community ditch systems were #2 (Monticella), #9 (Chiz),

#10 (Cuchillo), #11 (San Miguel), #15 (Palomas) and #21 (Las Animas). As of

Fig. 10). It is difficult to judge the relative importance
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1940 the Chiz ditch served about 58 acres and the one at Monticello someQBSO :

e 4
acres; the others were all in the range of 300 to 500 acres.25

The map re-
produced as Figure 10 fs the best single guide to the location, nature aha
condition of the various water fa;i}ities. Tables 1 and 2 give the acreages‘
of the 4rr?gated-tracts. |

In addition to the systems shown in Figure 10,;Fo]1ett had Tisted é @%tch
system watered by springs in the Cienega Apache (now Trujillo Arroyo) that
headed in Section 31 of Township 16 South Range 6 West and furnished water to
irrigate 60 acres, while another ditch suppiied by springs in Berrenda Ceesk
and heading in Section 12, Township 18 Soﬁth Range 7 West allowed irrigation of

another 80 acres.zss

Both were evidently in disuse by 1928 since Yeo didn‘t
mention them. i
One hundred acres qnldara1osaICreek near Lake Valley were usua13yrirrigated
from springs, according to Yeo. Sixty acres on two ranches were watéred from
Tierra Blanca Creek during normal seasons and three private ditches an North
Percha Creek diverted water for irrigating 100 acres of Tand. The four springf
and f1ood-wéter ditch systems that Yeo Iisted'fok Percha Creek between Kingston

Aa8.” Any ditch system not

and Hillsboro had evidently gone out of use by 1940.
owned by a community would have been held by-a ranch or a private individual.
The possibTe exception mentioned was the earlfest settlement, San Ygnacio
de la Alamosa. This settlement was a mystery fh-severaT respects, in spite of
what has been said about it. For exampTe? the éar]y Socorro County records
contained no land locaticns or quit-claim deeds for ATamosa; which made it
unique among Sacorro County communities of the time and aquramong the towns
whose histories are reviewed here. ‘Hhiiéfjﬁfgﬁﬁbpgﬁfﬂlfthat such claims and

deeds had much Tegal force, everyone &id”iijiﬁjwayhexcept at Alamosa.
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Agriculture at Alamosa is another mystery in that the people had parf of
their fields soméwheré near the townsite and Another part 20 mi]es up Aﬁamoéa
Creek. Fields at the Tatter Tocation would have been the precursor éf'éaﬁada
Alamosa, but the Tocation and nature of croplands near the village i@ée}?lare
uncertain. Francisco Baca of Alamosaz had been one of the sfén&?ﬁf{é;non a
petition that claimed the people of Socorro County'wera-made}déétitute in

1862 when the Rio Grande destroyed their fields and acequias.z57

Perhaps the
extensive cultivation reported for the Caflada Alamosa location as of Septem-
ber 1863 was a response to the Rio Grande flooding in 1862. The crop loss
that Capt. Ffrench reported at Alamesa in 1865 might have beer a result of
drought or of Indian depredations rather than from flooding. Capt. Ffrench
did not explain. |

One clue to the whereabouts of Alamosa's fields may be Capt. Hatch's map
made in April 1859, about the time the settlement was beginning (Fig. 1). If

e "Ranch" at the mouth of a broad tributary valley north of the Cafiada de

Palomas was intended to represent Alamosa, then the fields shown just above
the mouth of the Cafada Alamosa, on the south side of the val]ey, would have
belonged to Alamosa. There is some collateral ev1dence in that when Deputy
Surveyor Fred Shaw subdivided fractional TlZS R4W Tn'December of 1883, he
wrote that 7

There is some good valley land in secs. 1, 2 & 3 and known as

the valley of Caflada de Alamosa. The greater part of this

valley was, at one time? ynder cu1tivat13gé but on accoqnt

of a scarcity of water is now abandoned,
Shaw added that a ranch and a small spring supposed1y belonging to one Chris

Keeser stood near the center of Section 3. He noted no other 1mprovements

in the Township.
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[f Shaw did see the abandoned fields of Alamosa, then the villagers must
have had a flood irrigation system there. Alamosa Creek does not have a sur-
face flow so far downstream. Another observation on this same system was;1 ;

made in 1940:

8. This is also a flood irrigation system and the last sys-
tem on the Alamosa River. The usual type of temporary diversion
dam is Tocated in Sec. 34, T. 11 S., R. 4 W. about 3 miles above
the point where the river flows into the Elephant Butte Reser-
voir. There is a main canal, in good condition, about 2 miles
long and several Taterals as well as a small reservoir which
holds 2 or 3 acre-feet of water. It is estimated that some 75
acres are firrigated at present and that possibly 30 more have
been abandgned because of encroachment of the shore 1ine of the
reservoir<d9 (Fig. 10).

If the settlers at Alamosa farmed along the Rio Grande as wé]?, then the Rio
must have removed all traces by 1883. Shaw failed to mention the ruins of a
village or of any otﬁer farmlands in the township.

The other villages in the area - Cafada Alamosa, Cuchillo Megro, and Las
Palomas - all had i}rigation works consisting of a diversion dam, six miles
or more of main canal and several laterals. The Caflada Alamosa system was
functioning by 1863. When Indian peacé commissioner Vincent Colyer visited
there in 1871 he found a stream of pure water with every acre occupied by the
Mexicans, who haﬁ a town of overl300 inhabitants in thé midst of it.zso IT
the 1870 Census of productions in agriculture was accurate, 119 acres were
under cultivation then. B8y 1896 this had increased to 600 acres, about the
same amount farmed there today. The water was derived from perennial springs
Jjust above the box cényﬁn on Alamosa Creek and brought some nine miles to the

=61 The system is still in use but has been improved

262

farmlands by a canal.

considerably since 1977.



For Cuchillo Negrc there is less information. The first bare descrip-
tions were made in 1881. The deputy surveyors who subdivided T12S REW (west:
of the town) noted that the Cuchillo Negro was a fine stream of excellent

water and the valley was a fine land for cu]tfvation.263

For the next town-
ship east the same surveyors repeated that the Rio Cuchillo Megro was a fine
stream and the land in the valley was susceptible of irrigation from that
stream.z64 Fifteen years later fFollett found 300 acres under irrigation at

Cuchillo Negro and 200 acres watered by three private ditches further up-

stream.zsé Yeo266 reported that the Cuchillo Community Ditch headed eight

miles above the town and diverted water to 450 acres near the village. There
were other ditch systems upstream at Chiz and beyond. Three private ditches
below Cuchillo diverted flood waters to hay land and pasture (Fig. 10). The

water supply was judged fair. As of 1540 the Cuchille ditch system had been

267

recently improved and served slightly more than 4C0 acres. Today few if

any fields remain in use.
Deputy Surveyor Isaac Stuck's description of Las Palomas when it was
one year old was quoted earlier. By that time there was a completely develop-
ed irrigation system in place and functioning along Palomas Creek. Stuck
made an excellent map of tﬁis system (Fig. 7) and went on to describe the

tocal scene:

The bottom of the Rio Polomas on the south or right bank is
cultivated from the Eastern boundary of the Township west to
the west boundary of Sec, 9, and with one or two very slight
openings the cultivation is continuous for the entire distance.
This year it was in corn ch1ef1y, there being occasional patch-
es of wheat, but corn is the main crop, the stalks of which
are still s;and1ng

There is a mi1l in Sec. 16, I think in the N.W. % but of
this I am not certain as it was impossiblie to get bear1ngs to
it from the lines. This mill is run by water power, and con-
sists of 2 stones or burs, as they are termed in the Fast,
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about 18 in. in diameter and will grind corn at the rate of
2 Bushels in 24 hours. This is an immense turnout, and is
quite in keeping with the arts and sciences as practiced in
New Mexico among the Mexicans. Whilst at work in this town-
ship I saw 4 Mexicans with a cart, the wheels and axle of
which formerly belonged to a U.S. Cannon, loaded with about
20 bushels of corn, and they were just as long grinding it
as we were surveying the township. They completed their
grinding & returned the same evening with us to the town.
They eat the meal thus obtained, Bran, shorts and all.

The water from the Rio Polomas from Sec. 8 passes through

the Acequia, and is sufficient to irrigate all land within

its valley. Above Sec. 8 it is quite a stream, swift & pure

water, and rocky bed, and I am told it is supplied from

springs within the Timits of Sec. 6, if not, but a short

dist. beyond the Township boundary. The acequia extends 1

mile beyond the eastern boundary of the township & the water

from it is used in the town of Rio Polomas.

Isaac Short's descriptions of Las Palomas in December 1867 confirm a
more general impression. This is that all such Hispanic settlements were
initiated by an organized group of people who moved to a new area and gave
their first priority to digging an acequia, laying out their fields and
planting crops. Temporary housing would do for awhile. If they could hold
on for the first year in the face of whatever adversities, they had a much
better chance of making their 'colony' permanent. This is what was behind
the petition of September 5, 1867 (see Appendix). Evidently the petitioners
got the'help they needed since they stayed that year. Their descendents re-
mained until 1938, when the Las Palomas townsite was bought up as part of
the land acquisitions for Caballo Reservoir.

Follett found 360 acres irrigated from springs in the Rio Palomas as of
1896 while Yeo reported the Las Palomas ditch carried irrigation water for
495 acres of land in 1928. The head‘for the Las Palomas ditch system lay

269

8.5 miles upstream from the townsite, Crop failures in this valley were

reportedly rare. As of 1940 things had changed very little, and the 1939



Fig. 11 Palomas Creek Valley, looking up the valley from near the village of
_ Las Palomas. June 28, 1939. Rio Grande Historical Collections, New
Mexico State University Library; Herbert W. Yeo Records, Box 12.

‘photograph looking up the Palomas Creek Valley showed a situation very simi-
lar to what Isaac Stuck had mapped in 1867 (Figs. 7, 11)}. The corresponding
view of Las Palomas and the adjacent Rio Grande Valley in 1939 confirmed that
the main river valley had no fields (Fig. 12). Today, although the townspeo-
ple have moved elsewhere, some farming is still carried on in the Palomas

Creek Valley.

When attorney P.W. Dent came through in 1910 making his pufchase con=
tracts for the lands that became Elephant Butte Reservoir, the conservatism

of the people was strikingﬁ
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Fig. 12 Village of Las Palomas, looking north-northeast. Rio Grande Valley
in background cleared of brush and trees. Palomas Creek is in lower
right foreground. June 28, 1939. Rio Grande Historical Collections
New Mexico State University Library; Herbert W. Yeo Records, Box 12.

.+.. He found the most primitive conditions prevailing all along
the way, the people Tiving very much as they must have Tived a
century or two ago. The old time flint and steel for starting
fires and 1ighting cigarettes is still in use to a limited ex-
tent and the people are extremely expert in its use,2/0

271

Stoes confirmed this impression, P.J. Smith, the first County Agent for

Sierra County, found that people were still growing the old Sonora wheat.

Irrigation water was scarce in the height of the growing season, in spite

of which the Agent had gotten some of the progressive farmers to grow al-
falfa. As a rule, however,

The farm houses in this county are mostly frame shacks, Tog
cabins, dobie huts, or Mexican 'jacals'. The farm implements
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are few, in pcor5cché1t1on, and belong in the age of our ances-
tors. Inquiry showed that the average farmer could not afford
to spend a sufficient amount at any one time, to build a good
- house or purchase expensive machinery.
A well prepared seed-bed should be the rule on all farms.
[t is a rule that is not observed here, as the ground is
scarcely disturbed in preparation, planted by children, - 272
scratched once by the farmer and the crop left to Providence.
These descriptions indeed echo the detailed accounts of New Mexico agricul- %
ture reported to the Commissioner of Patents in 1851 and 1852. Alfalfa had
been grown elsewhere in New Mexico since the 1880's. I
Despite the seeming indifference to cu]tivation,-tﬁe primitive utensils
and shallow plowing, and the reliance upon silt deposited by irrigation wa-
ters to fertilize the land, agriculture in New Mexico Qas surprisingly suc-
cessful. The crops were suited to the country and only when conditions be-
yond the control Of:the farmers intervened - floods, droughts, Indian raids
did their system fail. Otherw1se it produced a suff1c1ency and until the
waters of the Rio Grande began to fail after 1880, in most communities the
standard of living was adequate,
A1l of the viT]éges along the Rio Grande disappeared with construction
of the Elephant Butte Dam and Reservoir if not earlier, so that today only

two of the early settlements in Sierra County - Monticello (Cafiada Alamosa)

and Cuchillo - are Tiving communities,
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CONCLUSIONS

No Pueblo Indians dwelt in Sierra County historically. By at least the
early 17th century the Gila Apaches were living there. Until 1747 the Apaches
were rarely mentioned; after that the Spanish warred against them for the next
40 years. From about 1790 until 1831 the Apaches remained generally peaceful.
After the Mexican government's reservation program coTTapsed, the Indians dev-
astated northern Mexico. DQuring the éar]y American period to 1851 the Apaches
in southwesterh Mew Mexico were again relatively quiet. From 1861 until the
beginning of the reservation period in 1869 the Southern Apaches and some Mes-
caleros carried on an unrelenting warfare.

The Spanish and later the Americans realized that the Southern Apaches .

did not have a completely self-sufficient econcmy and for part of the year

~ they either had to raid or bt rationed in order to eat. This shortage may

have been a result of the nearly continuous campaigning against them during
the 1770's and 1780's, which disrupted their agriculture and led them to vir-
tually abandon it. Prior to that the Gila Apaches had farmed extensively with
the aid of irrigation, in the manner that the Western Apaches did in the 1Gth
century. The earliest historical remains in praseqt-day Sierra County might
be Apache irrigation works, if any of these have survived and can be identi-
fied. Owellings were probably too impermanent for traces to be left.

There is no evidence that any Apache bands‘iived in what is now western
Sierra County as of 1846-49. How long that country had been uncccupied is not
known. In 1855, as a result of Indian Agent Michael Steck's efforts, the
Southern Apaches began to resettle the tributary valleys west of the Rio Grande
and practice irrigation agriculture under the tutelage of men contracted by

Steck (Fig. 2). This continued until 1861 when war erupted with all of the
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Southern Apaches, followed by the Civil War and a Confederate invasion.

In 1869 the Southern Apaches claimed that they wanted to settle down and
begin.farming. A partial peace followed in 1869-71, during which they had a
temporary reservation at the Ojos Calientes on upper Alamosa Creek. They were
returned there tc a shﬁrt-Tived reservation in 1874-78 (Fig. 3). After that
the Indians Teft for a reservation in Arfizona and saw New Mexico again only as
raiders - Victorio, Nana, and others - until the last hostilities died away in
1885. The name 'Warm Springs Apaches' came into use during the 1874-78 period,
as a collective term for all of the Apaches on the Ojo Caliente Reservation.

The Southern Apaches and their ancestors lived along the western tributar-

ies of the Rio Grande during two periods, from ??? until arcund 1790, and again -

beginning in 1855 for ahout 20 years. Prior to 1790 and between 1855 - 1860

they farmed, using irrigation works, although in the 19th century they also de-

pended upon rations. Without farm products there were very few natural food
resources in that country. Apache farm locations would have been relagively
stable but their habitation sites were not necessarily tied to these; crops
may have been tended only occasionally during the growing season. After 1860
Apache sites would have been short-term camps.

At the beginning of the Territorial period there were no towns or villages
in the 130-mile stretch of the Rio Grande drainage between San Antonio and Dofia

Ana, N.M. The first settlers moved to Paraje in 1857. A small civilian com=

munity at Fort Thorn began in 1854, Within present-day Sierra County, Hispanic -

sétt]ers made their first settlement at a location below the mouth of the
Canada Alamosa, calling their village San Ygnacio de la Alamosa. This was in
1853, They came as an organized group or colony, with over 300 people. The

townsite was more familiarly known as Alamosa (Figs. 1, 4).



At that time and for anather 20 years this was Indian countfy."-HostTIe
Indians ravaged the Tower Rio Grande Valley, beginning with.Navajb fafds in
1853-60. During the Civil War, A1amosé was still the only settTement between
Paraje and Fort Thorn. In June of 1863 Foft McRaé was established in a stra-
tegic pass, the Cafion del Muerto, just easf‘of the Rio Grande (F'igT 9). The
community at Alamosa broke up in 1866 or 1867 with part of the citiééﬁs moving
to Alamocita on the cpposite (east) bank of the Rio Grande and others relocat-
ing upstream near their fields on Alamosa Creek. They called the village

there Caflada Alamosa.

In October and Movember 1866 the Apaches turned Caffada Alamosa into a
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battleground. Some of the people Teft and established a new town, origi-.

nally called Rio Palomas, at the mouth of Palomas Creek. This settlement was
soon known as Las Palomas (Figs. 6, 7). .

In 1889 the Apache raiding quieted and many of the Indians sought ﬁc have-'n
a reservation created at the 0jos Calientes on upper Alamosa Creek. At the
same time several new villages - San José, San Alhino, Zapata - sprang up
along the Rio Grande (Figs. 3, §). The Cuchillo Negro settlement probably
dates from 1871 although the farmlands had\be%hxcu?tivated earlier by people
Tiving in Alamocita., After 1900'Cuch1110'ﬁég;b was shortened to Cuchillo.
Canada Alamosa became the Monticello post offiee in-1881.

In most of thesé.£§Wns the population was entire1y native New Mexicans or
had one or two non-HiSpanics Las Paiomas differed in that more Anglos 11ved
there, perhaps a ref?ect1on of this town's greater economic importance. 1In
all of these communities the people had irrigated fields which they farmed on
their own accounts or worked in as laborers. Until the 1880's there were #ir~‘f

tually no other opportunities. A combination of flood damage and reducead fldwlf
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in.the Rio Grandé after 1880-reduced farming in the Rio Grande Valley to in§1g4 -
nifféance. People moved away or drifted into wage labor. The major western ?a
 tributaries - Alamosa Creek, the Cuchillo Negro and Palomas Creek - had wate} l
supplies that were more constant and generally more controllable. Farming {s
continued there. | ' ™
Engineering studiés during the 20th.century made it clear that several
types of irrigatipn systems were in use. In the relatively narrow valley of 2;
the Rio Grande, the villagers farmed the river bends - fertile terraces or sec-
ond bottoms susceptible of irrigation, but also subject to damqge or loss When
the river flooded and changed its course (Figs. 4, 5). This system began to
-deciine in the 1880's and by 1910 it had practically ceased to exist. Econom-
ic factors as we1f 55 physiographic ones weighed in this decline. L;
At Cafiada Alamosa, Cuchillo Negro and Las Palomas, the fields received [
water via diversion ditches that delivered perennial streaﬁ flows from a head
further upstream_(Figs. 7, 10). These systems provided more constant if some-
times inadequate éupp1fes;'cu1tivated lands were developed to the extent of
the available water. Dams were tempofary aFFaifs_buth for diversion, not for
the storage of water, and the absence of reservoirs placed a ]imit-on thé
amounts of Tand that could be watered. Ditch irrigation along the major tribu-
taries was in any case more reliable and controllable than farming in the Rio L.
Grande Valley although f?ooq damage was still a hazard. {l
Still another type was f1ood irrigation. This depended upon diversion of |
flood waters from a normally dry creek bed by the uéuaE diversion dam, ditch
and laterals, or by spreader dams. fhis was practiceﬁ chiefly in the lower »
Alamosa and Percha valleys (Fig. 10). Since the yields were unpredictable, r

lands dependent entirely upon flood waters were largely devoted to feed crops. é;
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Flood irrigation works may date mostly to the 20th century, but thé remains of
such a system along lower Alamosa Creek possibly belonged to the San anacio' 
de Ta Alamosa settlement. Flood irrigation could produce good crops.

U.S. Census schedules for productions in agriculture showed a very 1im- -

ited range of Crops - corn, wheat, some barley and a few beans. Any of these-

~might have been taken in trade by local merchants. The produce that was not

bartered would support the family until the next year. In a bad year people
protably went into debt but they would not have gone hungry. By 1885 some of
the irrigated land - 20 percent of it at Las Palomas, 34 percent at Cuchillo
Negro - was used for feed and forage cropgs or as permanent pasture rather than
éor growing foodstuffs. Local produce, including the occasional potato crops,
would have had a ready sale at the mining camps in the Black Range. A couple
of references suggested that the Southern Apaches intended to feast on crops
grown by nearby Hispanic farmers rather than grow their own at the 0jo Caliente
Reservation.274'

Each farmer had his own work animals but the raising of livestock for sale,
particularly sheep and later Angora goats, was limited to a few individUaTs.‘
The range cattle industry came to Sierra County at about the same time as the
mining boom, in the 1880's. There was one large ranch, based at Las Palomas,
and it had disappeared by 1900. Mining towns adjacent to the Black Range,prb#
vided Timited local markets and opportunities for wage work, Eut the census
scheduies reflected very Tittle impact from mining on the economies of the ear-
lier settlements.

‘Construction on Elephant Butte‘Dam began in July of 191C. Several of the
river towns had already been abandoned and the surviving ones had lost many of

their people. Cuchillo and Las Palomas however were evidently prospering. At
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Las Palomas the Bureau of Reclamation purchased the townsite in 1938 in con-
nection with Caballo Cam and Reservoir (Figs. 8, 11, 12). The green fields
are gone now at Cuchillo and the population is much smailer, but that vil-

lage Tives on.

{
.
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Document 1

Report of Captain George Mclane,
fight with Navajo Indians,
February 8, 1860
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National Archives, Record Group 393. Microcopy 1120, Rngisters‘of Letters
Received and Letters Received hy Headquarters, Depnartment of New Mex1co,
1854-1865. Roll 12 (1860N-Z). File No P6/1.

Fort Craig, N. Mex®
February 11lth 1860
51 : :

i I have the honor to report for the information of the Commander of the
Post, that pursuant to his verbal instructions, I Teft here at a quarter
past nine o'clock, on the Morning of the Sth inst., with my Company ["I",
RMR] , consisting of Lieut. Edward P. Cressey and forty enlisted men, to
intercept a party, or parties, of Navajoe Indians, who had driven off large
herds of sheep above this post, and who were supposed to be making their
way down the river, on the east side, to cross at the 0jo del Muerto, or
some place further south. [ reached the Mexican settlement of Alamosa,
thirty-five miles south of here, and opposite the mouth of the Cafon del
Muerto, in which is the spring of 0jo del Muerto, after a gallcp of four
hours. [ here Tearned from some Mexicans that had just come over from the
Cafion that the Indians had not passed through - that they would probably
cross further below. Don Jesus Lunas, one of Fremonts' Mountaineers, and
who was one of my gquides on this occasion, was of this opinion, and strong-
ly urged upon me the propriety of moving down to some of the other passes.
He had just returned from Capt. Hatch, who had on the 2d inst., started
from here in pursuit on the east side of the river, and who had sent him
into the post, to reqguest, that a party should be sent down on this side;
he thought that Captain Hatch would pursue the Indians, and that if they
made for the Canon of Del Muerto, could not fail to cvertake them,

= : Accordingly, after feeding my animals, and resting them for a few
hours, [ started again at five o'clock, and Camped that night at a pass

some fifteen miles further down. Capt. Manuel Chavis, an experienced and
excellent Mexican guide + soldier, with a small party passed this post on
the 24 inst., and had pushed down the Country on the east side of the river,
passing through the Cafion del Muerto, and arriving at the Ojo del Muerto,
about dusk on the evening of the 5th inst.; here he learned from some Mex-
icans, wnom I had Teft to watch that pass, that [ was below; he immediately
dispatched an express to me, requesting me to hold on for him, and in a few
hours afterward rode into my Camp. He advised, that I should at the break
of day, move down some twenty miles further. He expressed the belief, that
the Indians were making for the lower passes Well acquainted with his
reputation as a guide and Indian hunter, [ could not be otherwise than gov-
erned under the circumstances by his opinion, and accordingly, that morning,
[ moved down the country, and concealed my men in Camp some twenty two or

: three miles north of Fort Thorn. Before IeaVTng ‘Alamosa on the 5th inst.

< however, spTes were employed to watch the Canon ‘of Del Muerto.

e o sy

_ At five o'clock on-the evening OF the Gth inst. these spies gailoped
il into my Camp, and informed me, that at one.a'clock that evening the Indians
had reached the mouth of the Caflon - that it would take them until night

; to cross - that about forty Mexicans at the.settlement opposite the pass,

by had armed themselves, and would annoy the Indians, as much as possible, un-
til we would come up. [t was a long distance for my jaded animals, yet, I

. did not hesitate an instant. In fifteen minutes, my men were in the saddle,
- -and by a quarter after nine o'clock that night, I reached the foard
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McLane to Post Adjutant, February 11, 1860, page 2:

(a distance of thirty three miles) where the Indians had crcésédflﬁfjumuf

On my arrival at this point, I iearned from the Mexicdns, that.the
Indians numbering about f1rty warriors, and dr1v1ng some twelve thousand
sheep, came down to the river a 1ittle after 2 o'clock P.M., when for the
first time they discovered that they were watched, and supposing that the
Mexicans would show them fight, fled precipitately, abandoning such of the
sheep as had not crossed, and carrying off only some three or four thou-
sand. They did not fire on the Mexicans, and these foolish fellows, were
too glad to be let off in this manner, to make pursuit.

My animals could go no further. Captain Chavis' were in the same con-
dition. Pursuit the next morning with our animals was out of the question.
There was nothing to be done, but to furnish Col. Porter with a report of
the direction the Indians were taking, and accordingly, I dispatched the
following morning (7th) Capt. Chavis with several of his men on fresh ani-
mals to the post, for the purpose of giving the Colonel the information
necessary to intercept the Indians, and to assist the troops in deing so.
Capt. Chavis with six Mexicans arrived at the post after Col. Porter had
Teft on a scout; but with provisions started immediately after him, and was
only prevented from joining him, in consequence of an attack made on him,
by a large number of Indians, forty miles from the post, who killed two of
-~ his party and wounded three after a desperate fight of several hours; the
Captain making good his escape with his wounded, under cover of the night
and returned here yesterday (10th) by the assistance of a few troops sent
out to him that morn1ng by Bvt. Capt. Hatch, who had received information
the day before of Capt. Chavis' situation

With my Company on the morning of’ the 7th inst., I moved up the river
a few miles to obtain Fodder from the settlement of Aiamosa, and was here
joined by Sergeant Somday and twelve men on my Company who had brought me

down the Forage and rations I had requested might be sent me, in my note of

the S5th.inst. from Alamosa, to the Commander of this post.

On the morning of the 8th inst. about nine o'clock, my attention was
called to a dust in the Cafion del Muerto. Supposing that it was occasioned
by another party of Indians bringing through more sheep, as it proved to be,
I immediately saddled up. I directed Corporal Leammy with ten men, to pro-
ceed to the foard opposite the mouth of the Cafion, there to intercept such
Indians as might escape in that direction from me in the Caficn; and with the
remainder of my men (forty in number} I galloped for the Cafion. I succeeded

with the aid of Don Jesus Lomas and two other Mexicans in entering the Cafion

undiscovered by the Indians until within some nine hundred or a thousand
yards of them. On seeing me, they divided into three parties. Some twelve
or fifteen horsemen to the left, evidently with the intention of attacking
me in the rear: Ancther party of some ten or twelve men, partiaily on foot,
made for the river, carrying off with them, about a thousand sheep and
forty-f1ve head of cattle; and a th1rd party about forty or forty-five war-
riors strong, entirely on foot, armed with the Rifle and Bow, fied to the
hill side. -

[
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MclLane to Post Adjutant, February 11, 1860, page 3:

Dispatching Lieut. Edward P. Cressey with a party to the left, this

‘accomplished young officer, gallantly dashed after the mounted men, and

chased them for some five or six miles back inte the Cafion - thus prevent-
ing their attack on my rear, and securing the sheep from re-capture by the
mounted Indians, while I attacked the party that fled to the hill side.
Following this party to the base of the hill, I dismounted my men, and
attacked the Indians with great effect - driving them over the hill, kil-
?ing thirteen Indians and wounding several. Hearing and seeming nothing

5f Lieut. Cressey, and it being impossible for my houses to ascend the
hill, I deemed it prudent to continue my pursuit no further, and according-
ly ra?iied my men, mounted them, and proceeded to collect the animals & our
Booty captured; ccnswst1ng of some four thousand sheep, forty nine head of
cattle, nine Indian ponies, two Burros, and a number of Blankets, their
Packs &c. &c.

Placing these animals under charge of Sergt. James Louris and a small
party of men with the Mexicans, to drive out of the Cafion, I went in pursuit
of Lieut. Cressey, whom I found in a few minutes, on his return fr m the
chase of the Mounted Indians. We then proceeded to the river, where I
found Corporal William Leammy, who had with great credit to himself, inter-
cepted the party that fled to the river, killing two of them, and taking
from them all their sheep and cattle (one thousand sheep & forty five cattle)
and two of their ponies. The conduct of Corporal Wm. Leammy on this occasion
is worthy of the highest commendation.

The conduct of my men in the whole affair was excellent. lst Sergeant
Peter McGrath well sustained the high reputation which he has heretofore
earned for coolness and daring - his gallant bearing during the affair was
the admiration of all. Sergeant George Somday and Pvts. Thomas Gillan and
Michael Ronayne particularly attracted my attention - their coolness and
gallantry would have distinguished them anywhere. Sergeant Somday bore him- -
self most handsomely in a single combat with a young brave. Pvi. Tnomas
Gillan killed two Indians, and Pvt. Michael Ronayne one. Pvt. Charles Kauf-
mann charged upon an Indian, killed him with his pistol, and tock away his
horse. Sergeant Louris and Pvts. Alexander W. Brown, Peter Reilly and
Bugler John Welde, were by their gallantry and bearing, particularly distin-
guished. Lieut. Cressey whose good judgement and gallant diversion, to my
left, prevented the animals from being re-captured, while [ pursued the party
to the hill side, recommends to my notice, that excellent non-commissionad
officer, Corporal John J. Knox, who gallantly charged side by side with the
Lieutenant, in his pursuit of the mounted Indians.

Leaving Sergeant James Louris, with ten men, to remain at Alamosa for a
few days, [ started on the 9th from there for this post with my Company, and
the two herds of sheep taken at the Cafon del Muerto, numbering near twelve
thousand, and arrived here yesterday morning (10th inst.).

[ am Sir, Very Respectfully,
Your Qbdt. Servt.

Bvt. Capt. Jno. P. Hatch George Mclane
Post Adjutant Captain R.M.R. Commg. Campy. I
- Fort Craig, N.M.
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Documents 2, 3, 4

.Three newspaper accounts of the skirmish at Alamosa,
September 25, 1861
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The Daily Delta {New Orleans), Vol. 16 #270 {Qctober 29, 1861),

page 1 col. 4:

ANOTHER VICTCRY.

- -

BATTLE OF LA MOSA.

Cne Hundred and Eight Confederates Route Four Com-
panies of (.S. Requlars - Cne Company cf New
Mexican Volunteers Taken Prisoners - Federal Loss,
Twenty Killed - Only Cne Confaderate Killed and
Three Wounded.

From the Mesilla Times Extra, Sept. 27.

An express reached here last night with the intelli-
gence of an engagement between a detachment of
Confederates, numbering 108 officers and men, under
Capt. Coopwood, being composed of portions of Capt.
Coopwood's Spy Company, Capt. Walker's, and Com-
pany £ of the 2d Texas Mounted Rifle Regiment, and
four companies of Reguiars in the U.S. Army, near
the village of La Mosa, in the Rio Grande Vailey,
about 60 miles above this place. Capt. Mink's compa-
ny of New Mexican Volunteers were stationed at this
village, being the Federal advance. 0n this company
being surprised by Capt. Coopwood's command, they
Taid down their arms and refused to fight, declaring
that they had enlisted expressly and only to fight the
Indians. The men were sworn not to fight against the
Southern Confederacy and discharged. The officers
were made priscners of war.

Capt. Coopwood's command then started on their
return, with the priscners; but they had gone only a
short distance, when they were attacked by four com-
panies of mounted regulars. After a sharp struggle
the regulars were forced to retreat, with a loss of 20
men kiiled, and were pursued several miles in the di-
rection of Fort Craig.

Fearing the Federalists would receive reinforcements
from Fort Craig, Capt. Coopwood withdrew his men in
the direction of 01d Fort Thorn; and about six miles
above that post, finding a strong, natural position,
with plenty of forage for his animals, he encamped and
dispatched an express for reinforcements.

Late last night and early this morning, several com-
panies of troops started for the scene of action, in-
cluding the remainder of Capt. Coopweod's, Capt.
Walker's and E Company of the Mounted Rifles; Capt.
Frazier's Arizona Guards; Capt. Walker's Company;
Capt. Teel's Light Artillery; with a battery of five
guns. The whole united force will be about 400 men.
They expect to be in possession of Fort Craig within
48 hours.

In the engagement near La Mosa, Or. Wright of Capt.
Coopwood's Company, an old Texas pioneer, and late
resident of E1 Paso, was killed. Three of the com-
mand were waunded,
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At sunrise, on the morning of the 26th,
while the command was breakfasting,
the pickets came running in, announcing
the approach of the regulars. In fifteen
minutes about 200 men came in sight,
being three companiés of mounted reg-
ulars, a portion of Capt. Hubbell's, and
the remainder of Capt. Mink's mounted
volunteers, supposed to be under the
command of Col. Roberts. They. rode
up within 600 yards of our position, dis-
mounted, and formed into two lines,
raking our position with cross fires.
Our men were under cover of trees,
~high grass, and a ravine, but the horses
were exposed. The regulars, likewise,
fought under cover, not choosing to
charge, though double in numbers. A

o continual fire was kept up for five hours

between the forces, at a distance from
400 to 600 yards. Many of the Feder-
als were seen to fall. The commander
was seen to fall from his horse, and was
borne from the field by four men, as if
dead. On the fall of their leader, the
Federalists retreated from their warm
position, carrying off their dead and
wounded.

Dr. W.C. Wright, of Capt. Coopwood's
company, was killed instantly, and Robt.
W. Lyon, of the same company, was
mortally wounded, and has since died.
The following Confederates were also
wounded: Of Capt. Pyron's company -
Sergt. 0'Grady, an arm bone fractured;
Corporal Robinson, slightly wounded in
the hand; F. Carrilly, flesh wound in
the arm; T.W. Murphy and T. Connel-
ty, flesh wound in the hip; E Co. Mtd.
Rifles - A. Lambert, flesh wound in the
cheek. Coopwood's Spy Company - Sergt.
Quinn, flesh wound in the right cheek;
Fred. Kessler, wounded in the left arm;.
31 of -our horses were also killed by the
‘enemy.

On the withdrawal of the Federalists,
Capt. Coopwood commenced preparing
for another attack.  The camp was en-
trenched, a well dug in the ravine, and
the horses watered from hats and mess
pans. The command remained in this
position twenty-two hours after the re-
treat of the Federals, and then slowly
withdrew in the direction of the Mesilla
Valley.
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_iﬁThe Texas Republican (Marshall, Tekas), Vol. 13 #8
- (Movember 9, 1861), page 2 col. &:
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LATER FROM ARIZONMIA.

-

BATTLE OF ALAMOSA - FIVE HOURS HARC
FIGHTING.

The Mesilla Times, of the 3rd inst.,
has the following account of the brilliant
aifair of Alamosa, on the 25th and 26th
ultimo:

Qur extra of the 27th, which was has-
tily issued for the mail going South,
giving an account of this battle, was, in
a measure, incorrect in some of its de-
tails, but contained the report rife in
Mesilla at the time. The following,
however, can be relied upon, as the in-
telligence has been gathered from those
who were present:

Capt. Coopwood, with a command of
114 men and officers, being 45 of the
Spy Company, 45 of Capt. Pyron's Com-
pany, under command of Lieut. Poor,
and 24 of E Company of the 2d Texas
Mounted Rifles, under Sergt. Brown, sur-
prised at 3 o'clock on the morning of
the 25th, a company of New Mexican
volunteers, under the command of Capt.
Mink, being the Federal advance, at the
village of Alamosa, on the Rio Grande,

60 miles north of this place.

The volunteers ran at the first fire,
with the exception of Capt. Mink and
ten men, who kept up & continuous fire
from the houses and corrals until day-
1ight, when they surrendered uncondi-
tionally, having three men killed and
four wounded. No one of Capt. Coop-
wood's company was hurt. -Twenty-five
animals, nineteen guns, several revol-
vers, and several boxes of ammunition
were taken. The privates taken were
swarn not to fight against the Confeder-
acy and discharged; the captain, lieu-
tenant, orderly sergeant, and three team-
sters, were made prisoners of war. Both
the officers and men declared that they
had been trifled with - that they had en-
listed expressly and only to fight In-
dians, and had no desire tc fight Ameri-
cans. '

Capt. Coopwood then withdrew his
men in the direction of Mesilla, and
camped thirty miles this side of Alamosa.



Santa Fe Gazette, Vol. 3 #24 (N.S.), October 19, 1861,
page 2 col. 1:

From Arizona. - We have been shown a copy
of the Mesilla Times of the 3rd inst., from which
we learn that Arizona is in a most deplorable con-
dition. The Indians are having their own way in
that portion of this Territory, and it may be im-
a@gined that they rule with no 1ight hand. Ac-
cording to the Times "nineteen-twentieths of the
Territory of Arizona is under their undisputed
control.” One-twentieth of the Territory there-
fore remains in the possession of the Texans. -
That leaves a small field for the army of occupation
to operate in, and proves the Indians to be quite
as good, if not better, at conquest than the Texans.

The paper before us says: "Every day brings
from the East, West, North and South, appaling
additions to our black Tist of Indian murders. =
Houses desertad, friends fallen victims to the sav-
age foe." The Apaches have fully uni: :d their
tribes, and the war which they wage is one of ex-
termination. The unprotected ranch and the
towns fare alike. Mo force can be obtained suf-
ficiently strong to resist the overpowering attacks
of the desperate savages.

The Times also contains an account of the fight --
at Alamosa, in which Capt. Mink and ten of his
men were taken prisoners, and of the subseguent
engagement, thirty miles south of Alamosa, on the
26th of September, #he day after the affair with
Capt. Mink. The report is gotten up in the usual
sensation order, awarding unbounded Taudation to
the officers and men who did the fighting, and
apothecaizing those who fell in the combat. In
the statement in reference to the United States
troops, there are some inaccuracies which should
not be permitted to pass uncorrected. Instead of
being commanded by Col. Roberts, they were un-
der charge of Capt. Robt. M. Morris of the Rifles.
Col. Roberts not having been there, was not seen
- to fall from his horse and per consequence was
not "bourne" from the field by four men as if dead.
Neither was Capt. Morris in any manner injured.

The casualties of the fight so far as our troops
were concerned consisted of two privates siightly
and one seriously wounded.

In the fight of the 26th the Federal troops had
decidedly the best of it, having suffered but Tittle
while the confederate Toss even according to the
statement of the Times, was considerabie.




Document 5

Pet1t1on for a guard or for arms and ammunition,
citizens of (Caflada) Alamosa;,
October 12, 1866



Nat1ona] Archives, Record Group 98. Tomds Montoya et. al., Alamosa, N.M., to
" Commandant, Fort Craig, October 12, 1866. LR, Ft. Craig, AC (no file number)}.
Copy 1in Schroeder Collection, Southern and western Apache file, NMSRCA,

Santa Fe. _

(Jacket endorsements)

Requests a guard or ammunition & arms for the 1nhab1tants of Alamoca
to protect themselves aga1nst Indians.

Cannot be granted at present. Rec'd Ft. Craig Oct. 15"/66

(Petiticn)
Alamosa MN.M.  Otubre 12, 1866

Sr. Comandante del Fuerte Craig

Con mucho respeto, tenemos el honor los abajo firmados, de acer patente
de V. todos los uitrajes que continuamente estamos reciviendo por los indjos.
Nada menos que el dia de ayer han venido y leventado groseramente una labor
de mais de que han levantado nras. que cien costales y soltado ensima del
mismo sembrado toda lo cabailada en gue levantaron la dicha suma de maisf y
por esto nos vemos posirados d pedir de V. nos protega de algun modo con
escolta o armas y municiones, pues parte de la gente no tiené unas armas v
nos vemos por esto posirados & suplicar de la honda el de V. se digne conce-
dernos el alivio de nuestros males.

Y con este quedamos con mucho respeto de V.

Tomds Montoya
Jues de Paz precinto de Alamosa

Ysidro Romero ‘ Francisco Padia

Juan Montoya : 8alentin Padia

Manuel Chaves Manuel Torres

Juan N. Montoya ‘ Jos€ AYC Tafoya

J.D. Emerson Caspio Barela

J. _app Juan Trujillo

Lufs Tru31110

Juan Jos€ Trujillo Paulino Aldos Perio Gonsales
Jos€ Romero Jos€ Estanislado Garcia Ricardo Gonsales
Juan Romero Simon Gr13a1va Santiago N.
Juan Abeyta José A0 Chaves : Ricardo M.
Juan Lucero Bernabel Chaves : Juan Valencia
Bonifacio Justamante Jos€ A9 Errero - Jesus Chaves
Francisco Lucero Lavino Errero '

Jos€ Lionardo Torres Ricardo Candelario

Fernandes Corrasco
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Document 6

Petition for arms or protection,
citizens of Rio Palomas,
September 5, 1867
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