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ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY 

Between August 10 and August 14, 1098, the Office of Archaeological  Studies,  Museum or New 
Mcxico, conductcd limilcd tcsting at two sites near Las Cmces, 1)olia Ana Chunty, New Mexico. The 
testing of LA 1 13981 and LA 30763 was conducted a t  the request orthc New Mcxico State Iligllway 
and  Transportation  Department  (NMSHTD)  to  determine the extent and importance ol' cultural 
rcsourccs present wilhin the proposed project limits of planned reconstruction and improvements of 
1J.S. 70, near Las Chces. Both ol' the archacological  sites arc on private land and NMSHTD land 
acquired from private sources. Funds  provided by the New Mexico State  Highway und 
Transportation  Department  were utilized for this project. 

The  two sites are surface cen-lmic and lithic artihct scatters. No intact cultural features or deposits 
were  found on any ofthe sites. in both cases the data potential ol'thc  portions of thcsc sites within 
thc proposed projccl area was dctcnnincd to bc minirnal beyond that already  documenled, and IIO 

further  investigations  are recom~nended. 

NMSHTD  Project  NH-070-2(23) 
CN 354 1 /L20 
MNM Project 4 1.663 (US. 70-Mesa  Grande) 
CPRC Archaeological  Survey  Pennit No. SP- 146 

11 



CONTENTS 

ADMTNTST'KA'TIVE SUMMARY . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  i i  

INTRODUCTION . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 

ENVIRONMEN'I' . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 

Climate . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 
Flora and Fauna . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  4 

Geology . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  3 

CULTURALHISTORY . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 
Paleorndm Pcriod 5 
Archaic Period . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  5 
PuebloPeriod . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  0 
Protohishric Period . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 
Historic Hispano Period . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  7 
Anglo-American Period . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  X 

. .  
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

TESTINGPROGIWM . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10 
FicldMcthods . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10 
LA 113981 Testing Results . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  10 
LA 30763  Testing licsults . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  13 

ARl'lFACT ANALYSIS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 h 
Lithic Artifacts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  16 
Analytical Methods . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  16 
AnalysisResults . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  17 
Ceramic Artltacts . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 9  . > 

I>ATlNC;OI:SlTES . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  20 

DlSClJSSlON . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  21 

ASSESSMENTS  AND REC'OMMENDATIONS . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  23 
LA113981 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  23 
LA30763 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  23 

REFERENCES CITED . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  24 

APPENDIX I . Site Locations  and Legal Descriptions (rcmovcd from copies in 
general  circulation) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  29 



Figurc I . General  project  area . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  2 
Figure 2 . LA 1 13981 sitc map . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  1 1  
Figurc 3 . View of L A  1 1 3 9 X  I looking southwest . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  12 
Figure 4 . View or  LA 30703 looking southeast . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  13 
I'igurc 5 . L A  30763 site 111ap . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  14 

TABLES 

Table I . LA I I398 1. pcrccntage of dorsal cortcx . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  18 



TNTRODUCTTON 

At the request of Craig Conky, Environmental Program Manager, New Mexico State Highway and 
Transportation Department (NMSHTD), a limited testing I>rogram was conducted a t  two sites (LA 
1 1398 1 ar~d I,A 30763) located within the area of the proposed r-econstnlction and improvelnents to 
U.S. 70  near Las Cruces, New Mexico (1;i.g. I ) .  1:unds provided by the NMSI1'1'1) WCKC utilizct-1 for 
this project. Limited testing was conducted under C'PRC Archaeological Survey Permit No.  SP-146. 
Fieldwork  took place bctwccn August 10 and  August 14, 1998, conducted by Peter Y. Bullock, 
assisted by Byron Hamilton. Yvonne Oakes acted 21s principal investigator. Maps wcrc drafted by 
Ann Noble. 

Limitcd  testing  was  conducted at LA 1 1398 I and LA 30763 to dctenninc the extent  and 
importancc of the portions of the sites within the proposed prqject limits.  Testing  was restrickd l o  
the proposed project limits of planned reconstruction and il-nprovcmcnts. Exact site locations  arc 
included i n  Appendix 1 (removed from copies i n  general circulation). 

Prior to conducting  tieldwork, current listings or thc Nrrtionrrl  Kc)gistc.r of'Historie.* Pl(rc.*~~.s, the 
Start. Rrgisler o/' C724'ztllzlrtx/ Prqwrtic?,s, and the  site  tiles of the New Mexico  Cultural  Rcsourcc 
lnfonnation System wcrc consulted. One ofthc tested sites ( T A  30763) has been declared  eligible 
li)r inclusion to the National Rrgistw of'llisforic: f l u c ~ ~ s  on I'cbruary 9, 1982, as NMSU 808  (Fcdcral 
Number 4250) on the basis of criteria (d) (36 ClFR 60.4). Portions of LA 30763, NMSLJ KO8 (Fedcr-al 
number  4250) extend into the limits ofthe proposed undertaking.  A review ofthc cultural mtcrial 
that i s  actually located within the limits of the proposed  undertaking at LA 30763,  NMSlJ X08 
(Fcdcral numbcr 4250), indicates that it is not likely to yield  infonnation beyond what has already 
been  documented.  The  portions of LA 30763, NMSU 808, t h a t  arc likely lo yield  important 
information are not located within the limits ofthe proposed undettaking and will be avoidcd  during 
construction. Thc undertaking will no( alter any of the qualities that make LA 30763  historically 
important and no  additional  investigations arc reconmcndcd. 

No additional properties listed as eligible, or nominated to, or approved lbr shniss ion  to cithcr 
inventory arc located in thc vicinity of LA I1398 1 or T A  30763. 

This  undertaking complies with the provisions o f  thc klistoric Preservation Act of 1966, as 
amended tllrougll 1992, and applicable regulations. The report is consistent with upplicablc federal 
and state  standards  for cultural rcso~~rcc managerrtent. 
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Both  sites are located on private  land and land acquired from private sources. 
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ENVIKONMENI' 

The pro-ject area is located to the east of the Rio Grande  near the northcm cnd of the intcnnontain 
lowland lmown as the Mcsilla  13olson. Elevation within the prqjcct area varies from 1,322.8 111 (4,340 
ft) to 1,336.5 III (4,385 ft) (Marshall and Brown 1997). 

The  countryside, east of the Rio  Cirande Valley and north of Las Cruccs, is rolling dcscrt 
grassland (Castetter 1956, fig.1). The site areas are i n  a region ol'activc coppice dunes. Ilistorically 
these dunes have been stabilized;  however,  overgrazing has reduced thc local grasses, allowing 811 
increase in the Jcvcl of erosional duning activity. The invasive species  of'mesquitc, creosote bush, 
and soap-tree yucca  dominate the local vegetation. An indepth analysis ofthc gcncral project  area's 
environtnental  setting is available in Laumbach (1982). 

The project area is within the Mexican IIighland sectioll of  the  Basin-and-Range  Physiographic 
Province  (Fenneman 193 1 :379-380). The arca is characterized by north-south block fault ranges 
uplifted in the Tertiary period. Tl~esc ranges arc separated by intermontain basins that were l~l lcd 
during  the  upland erosion ofthe Pleistocene (Kottlowski 1958; Strain 1966). The project arca is in 
thc northcrn portion ol'onc of thcsc basins known as the Mesilla Bolson  (Fcnncman I93 1:38S). The 
Mcsilla Holson i s  bounded to the west by the Sierra de las Uvas and the Potrillo Mountains,  and  by 
the  Organ and Franklin Mountains to the east. The Organ Mountains, an uplift of  Precambrian, 
Paleozoic, Cretaceous, and Tertiary scdirncntary rock, with rhyolite, granite, and andcsilc intrusions 
(McAnulty 1967), arc located approximately 16 kln ( 1  0 miles) east ol' the projcct area. 

The projcct area i s  3.2 krn (2 milcs) east of the Rio Grande Vallcy i n  a n  area of  Pleistocene 
gravel and soil sediments. These  sediments generally slopc downward  toward the Rio Grmde Valley, 
although  they are fairly level in the gcncral  sile area (McAnulty 1967). 

The soils ofthe project area rellect thc redeposited erosional material ofthese  sedimcnts. Project 
area soils  arc  Typic  Torripsammcnts, gcnerally colnprised of loose no~~calcarcous fine sand over 
thick deposits of fine sand, sometimes grading into  sandy gravel. Small lcnses of both clay and coarsc 
gravel are common.  Deeper deposits may conlain slight calcareous deposits. Thew soils arc common 
in areas ol'duning  (Davis 1989: .Maker- et al. 197435). 

The climate of thc project arca is semiarid mcsotl~crmal, with hot days  and cool nights. Average 
annual prccipilation for Las Cruccs is 20.1 cm (O'Laughlin lC)XO:12; Tuan et al. 1973: 18). Most 
rainlill  occurs in the mid-summer  months  ol'.luly, August, and  Scptcmbcr  (Gabin  and Lespel-ance 
1977: 1 14; Maker et al. 1974:26; Tuan et a l .  1973:20). 'The avcragc  number of frost free days is 248 
(O'Laughlin 19XO:12; Tuan et al. 1973, fig. 35), while the pokntial growing scason for- domesticated 
crops is closer  to  348  days  (Smith 1920:273, tig. 79). CYLaughlin has noted ( 1  980: 12) that  this 
combination o f  temperature  and  rainM1 results in one long growing season; the variability of 
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microclilllates and localized conditions  have the greatest effect on productivity  and  crop  yield. 

The current pattern of summer rains and cool dry winters first appeared i n  the middle  Holocene 
when the amount of moisture was much greater than at present. Despite a great deal of variability 
(wetter periods are suggested for 1000 R.C. and A.D. 1 OOO), there has been  an overall drying trend 
through time. One result ofthis drying trend has been a gradual change in biotic  communities li.om 
savannah grassland to desel-t grassland and  mesquite scrubland (Davis 198921; O'Laughlin 19x0: 12- 
14; Van  Devender  and  Spaulding 1979). 

Flora and Fauna 

Little variation is present within thc environmental zone encompassing  the project area.  What 
variation that does  exist within the plant cornmunity  tends to reflect localized soil and  erosional 
conditions. In contrast, an  increased range ofcnviromxntal zones i s  present to the east ofthe pro-ject 
area in the Organ  Mountains, and to the wcst i n  the floodplain ofthe Rio  Grande. Plant comtnunilics 
generally v a ~ y  with elevation i n  the Organ  Mountains. Tncreascd plant variation is present on the 
eastern slope away from the project area, a result of increased rainfall (C'astetter 1956). To thc wcst 
of the pro-ject area,  the riverine ecosyslcm of the lZio C'rrandc floodplain serves as :I distinct lincar 
oasis,  providing habitat for plant and animal communities not normally associatcd with the desert 
landscapc. 

Livestock grazing has modified the vegetation oflhc general project area by increasing the  speed 
ofthe already occurring environmental trend loward scnrbland (Castetter 1956:261-262). Previously, 
heavy grass areas of dropseed and black  grama grasses have been  largely eliminated. Mesquilc, soap- 
tree yucca,  lour-wing saltbush, and creosote bush currently dominate the cxisling vegetation 
(Castetter I9SO). 

The general project area supports the Chihualwa Dcscrt faunal complex  ofjackrabbit,  pronghorn, 
mule deer, coyote, and desert cottontail; a variety of birds and small rodent species  are  also  prcscl~t 
(Moore 1996). 
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CULTURAI, HISTORY 

A brief summarized cultural histoly of the project area is inclded in this report. For a more complete 
cultural history ol'thc prqjcct area, tlle reader is referred to Lchmcr ( 1948), Moore ( 1996), Stuart and 
Gauthier ( 1988), and 'l'immons ( 1  990). 

Palcoindian Period 

The Paleoindian presence in the Las Cruces area is prilllarily known l'rcm surface finds  ofdistinctive 
lanceolate-shapcd  projectile points, scrapers, and gravers (Beckcs 1977; Evcritt  and  Davis 1977; 
Iiard 1983; KLISS~II 1968). These artifacts have been restricted to Folsom and later Plnno occupations 
dating  roughly between 8000 B.C. and GO00 13.C. Artifacts attributable  to  the earlicst Palcoindim 
culture  (Clovis)  have not been found in the general ILK C'ruces area. 

Although  originally  considered  dependent on large  extinct  Plcistoccnc  marnlnals  for food, 

Paleoindian  subsistence is  now believed to be broader based. Although bison did play a11 important 
role i n  Folsom and Plano  subsistcncc, small animals and wild plants also seem to have  been 
important  (Judge 1973). 

The prcscncc  of  surface  artifacts indicates that small, highly mobile Paleoindian  groups took 
advantage of the diverse ecology existing in the Las Cn~ces area during the late Plcistoccnc. During 
this  period large expanscs 01' open woodland and  savannah separalcd t11c then-forested mountain 
ranges. Small lakcs and pcrcnnial streams were common. By the middle  Holocene,  climatic  changcs 
had established the ecological  communities present today (CYLrtughlin 1980:23). 

Archaic Period 

'lhc Archaic period is characterized by a more gcncwali7ed hunting and gathering fonn  of subsistence 
than that utilized during the Palcoindial1 period. Small, family-based social groups rnay have traveled 
on a scasonal round, stntchlred around the availnbility ol'dirfcrcrlt species of wild plants. Lcchuguilla 
and sotol may have been principal food plants in south-central New Mexico and west Texas (Hard 
19835). 

Although subsistcrlcc remained based on wild plants, the cultivation of maize appears  during thc 
Archaic  period  (Hard 1983:s). Maize dating lo 1394 R.C. has been recovered h n  the Frcsnal 
Shelter in south-central New Mcxico (Tagg 1996:3 17) and dates t o  1029 l3.c'. fro111 the  Organ 
Mountains near Las C'mces (Upham et a l .  1988). 

Archaic  sites arc identified 011 tlle basis of diagnostic  projectile  points,  allowing  Archaic 
sequences to bc developed for  specific areas. In northwestcm New Mcxico, a cultural sequence 
known as the Oshara Tradition was developed by Irwin-Williams (1 973).  The C.hchisc Culture has 
been recognized in Arizona and southwcstcm New Mexico  (Reckett  1973). 

In addition t o  pro-ieclile points, Archaic sites  are  characterized by tlaked  corc tools, grinding 
implements, and clusters  of  roasting  pits and hcarths represented by burned and lire-crackcd rock. 



Perishable materials, including  basketry,  sandals,  cordage, and matting  have been recovered from 
caves and rockshelters, primarily in west Texas (O'Laughlin 1980:24). 

Archaic developments in the I.,as Clluces area reflect the Cochise  Culture, with the addition of 
traits  such as distinctive  projectile points from the Rig Rend aspect ofthe eastern trans-Pccos area 
(Hard 19839; Lehmer  I958:127).  This is pal-ticularly trut: for the Latc Archaic llucco phase (Hard 
1983;  Lehmer 1948). A number of Archaic sites have been recorded in the general pro-jcct area 
(Laumbach 1981 ). 

Pueblo Period 

The Pueblo  period i n  south-central New Mexico is part ol'thc Jomada Mogollon culture. Known as 
thc Eornlativc period, i t  i s  believed to be a direct offshoot of thc Latc Archaic Tlueco phase (Hard 
1983). Major cultural changes that occur include an increased dcpcndcncc 011 agriculture, the 
dcvclopnxnt  ofccramics, and increased sedentisnl (Hard 19X3:9). The  Fonnativc period is comprised 
of the thrcc phases  dcvclopcd by Lehmer ( 1  948), although  latcr  slightly  modified (Moore 1996). 

Beginning  between A.D. 1 and A.D. 200, and extending to A.1). I 100, the Mesilla phasc is 
characterized by the dominant usc of El Paso Brown ceramics. Pit st~ucturcs arc present during this 
phase, cithcr in a circular or rectangular form.  Also common at sites  dating  to this pcriod arc 
extramural storage cists and hearths, and the presence of shcct trash dcposits  (Hard IW3:9; Lclmcr 
I948:77). 

Rcgional  trade is indicated by intrusivc  ceramics,  suggesting  contacts with both the Mirnbres 
Culture to the northwest, and the 1,ivcmlore horizon ofthe west Texas Big Kcnd area to the east, and 
the prcscncc of shell from the Gulf o f  California (I.,chmcr 194X:77). 

Thc Dofia Ana phasc datcs between A.D. 100 and A.D. 1200. This is a transitional phase between 
the earlier  Mcsilla phase and the later El Paso phase. The Dolia Ana phase is characterized by the 
prcscrlcc of both El Paso Brown Ware and El Paso polychrome in the same cultural deposits (Hard 
1983:O-10; Lehrner 1948:78-80). 

Small  surface  pueblos begin t o  appear  during this phase  (0'1,aughlin lf-)XO:2h). Most of the 
cultural material ofthis time, howcvcr, shows little change from the preceding Mesilla phase (Moorc 
1996). Trough metates tend to become more conmon within the assemblages,  suggesting ;I grcatcr 
dcpcndcncc on agriculture and the processing of maize. An increased range of  intrusive  ceramic 
typcs, in greater  numbers,  occurs in the n o h a  Ana phase (Lehmcr 1948:78-80). 

The El Paso phase dates between A.D. 1200 and A.D. 1400.  This phase is characterized by the 
presence of El Paso polychrome and above-ground  adobe  structures. An incrcasc in intrusive 
ceramics takes place during this phase, and includes material from over a wider area (Hard 1983: 10; 
Lchmcr  1948:80-82).  The ovcrall artifact assemblage is more complex, with a wider range of items 



and types oftools represented than in cithcr ol'thc two earlier phases (12ehner  1948:81). 

Adobc surhcc slructurcs arc thc dominant structural type  during the El Paso phusc. These may 
be either grouped  around a plaza or arranged i n  linear rows. lntcrnal features are colnmm  (Lehmer 
1948:8), consisting usually of postholes, pits,  and hearths (Moore 1996). Village placcment is usually 
ncar the basc o f  slopes, possibly to take advnntage orseasnnal watcr runoff' for agricultural purposes 
(Hard 1983:lO). Village size varies. Clusters of'villagcs arc reported for both the Alamogordo nrea 
(Lchmcr 1948) and i n  the TTucco Rolson (Whalen  1977). Spccializctl sites sucll as hunting  camps, 
and plant gathering and processing  camps, are easily disccrnablc (O'Laughlin 1980:26). 

Ritual, at the village level, is suggestcd by the presence of specialized rooms a t  111ost El Paso 
phasc villages. These rooms arc larger than the other rooms i n  the  village, and l'rcqwntly caches of 
malcrial arc located beneath the floors  (Moore 1996). El Paso phase villages weru ahandoned by 
about  A.D.  1400  (Hard 1983: 10). 

Protohistoric Period 

The Las Cruces arca was  inhabited  by the Manso Indians, probable  descendants o f  the Jomada 
Mogollon, at Spanish contact. Although both  pit structures and adobe pueblos were i n  use in the La 
Junta area lo the south, and pueblos were used in the Socowo area to the north, the Manso inhabited 
small huts  covcrcd  with  bmsh.  Beans, squash, and maize wcrc raised, and  wild plant roods  gathered 
in season. The Manso hunted  game and fished in the Rio  Grande. After Spanish contact, the Manso 
wcrc gradually  absorbed into the general population (Rcckett  and  Chrbett 1992; Moore 19\16). 

Historic Hispano Period 

Although a number of  Spanish  expeditions  passed  through the gencral Las Cruces area  during t l~c  
conquest  and colonization oTNcw Mexico, no Spanish sett lc~~~cnt occurred i n  the general El Paso-Las 
Cruces region until Dcccrnbcr 8, 1659. On that date the Mission of Nuestra Sefiora dc Guadalupe  de 
10s Mansos dcl Paso dcl Norte  was  founded,  becoming the center of  Spanish settlemcnt in  tllc general 
HI Paso area. A presidio was also soon established (Timmons  1990). 

Thc small Spanish population ofthe area increased dramatically because  ol'thc inllux of refugees 
from the northern settlements o.TNcw Mexico after Pueblo Revolt or 1680. Marly Spanish and Indian 
refugees refused to rctum north after the reconquest in 1692, settling in the El Paso area and 
becoming part of the local population (Timmons 1990). 

Early Spanish scttlcmcnt in thc El Paso area was  concentrated  along thc Kio Cirandc Valley,  to 
the south of the pass that gave the area its name.  The threat or Apache  raids  cffcctively limited 
settlenlcnt to the north until the late 1700s (Timr-nons 1990). 

The Spanish  government granted a number of land grants in the Mesilla Valley in an effort to 
encourage  settlement,  a policy th;~t was contintled by the Mexican  government.  The Santa l'crcsa 
grant was established  by  1790 o n  the west bank of the Rio  Grande.  The El Rrazito grant, located 
further north on the  east  bank ofthe Rio Grande, was first established i n  1 X05 and reestablishcd in 
both 181 6 (Price 1 W5:2) and in 1823 (Sayles and Williams 1986: 105-1 07).  The  Canulillo grant, on 
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lhc cast bank ofthe Rio Grande,  was establislul i n  11523 (‘l’immons 1990). All o f  these grants  were 
abandoned by 1833  due to renewed  Apache raids, remaining  vacant w l i l  the arrival of American 
control (Tirnmons 1990). Onc successful settlement was Doha Ana,  settled i n  1843 (Price 1995:2), 
on the Dofia Ana Bend grant established in 1839 (Snyles  and  Williams  1986: 105-1 07). 

The Mexican War brought  an  American  presence t o  New Mexico, as American  forces  captured 
Santa Fe  in April of 1846. Dofia Ana and El Paso  were  captured i n  December ofthe same  year. At 
the end ofthe Mexican War, the west bank o f  the Rio Grandc, f h n  Doki Ana  to  El Paso, remained 
the territory of  Mexico.  Mexican citizens fro111 both arcas who wcrc unwilling, or unable, to remain 
in thc territory captured by the Americans  moved into this portion of the Mcsilla Vallcy with thc 
encouragement ofthe Mexican  government  (Price 1995: 14). The largest settlement i n  this  area was 
the  town of Mcsilla,  founded in 1850 by Mexican refhgees from n o h a  Ana (Price 1995; Stribling 
1986; Timnons 1990). A new scttlcmcnt, Las Cruces,  was established by the Americans i n  I 848 
several nilcs south of Doha  Ana at the request of  [he lirst justice of  the peace  for the new  county, 
Don Pablo  Melendez (Julyan 1996). 

The Mexican Government legitimized this settlement with a series  of land grants. The J. M. S. 
Baca grant, located on the west side ofthe Rio Grande, was established i n  1840. The  Refugio  Chlony 
H I  grant and  the  Refugio  Colony #2 grant were both established i n  1 852  (Sayles  and  Williams 
1986: IOS- 107), or  1850  according to Price ( 1  0 0 5 ) .  The Mesilla Civil Colony grant and  the  Snnto 
T o m s  de Iturbide Colony grant were both established in 1853  (Sayles and Williams 1980: 105-107), 
or 1852, according to Price ( 1995). 

Anglo-American Period 

The west side ofthe Mesilla  Valley became part ofthe 1Jnited States in the Gadsen Purchase of 1854. 
The Gadscn Purchasc was obtained from Mcxico I’or $ 1  S million and included the territory located 
south of the Gila River bctwccn the Rio Grandc and  Colorado rivers (Stribling  1986;  Timmons 
1990).  The small population of this territory was clustered i n  Mesilla Valley  and in the mission 
settlements of southern  Arizona (centered on TLICSOII). 

111 1 859 the Anglo-American rcsidcnts of the Mesilla Valley and TLICSOII areas petitioned the 
UniIed States congress for the establishment ofa  new pro-slavery Arizona Territory, to be made oul 
of the southern  half of  New Mexico (Price 1995: 12). This petition was not adopted, but with the 
advent 01’ the Civil War, many Anglo-American residents of the area  supported ;I Confederate 
victory. Mcsilla  was  captured by Confederate forces on  July I ,  I Xh 1, and the Territory 01’ Arizona 
was  proclaimed as part of the Confederacy  (Price 1995:26; Slribling 1986: 19; Timmons 1990). 

Although not originally  conccrncd with thc issucs leading up to thc Civil War, thc invasion o r  
New  Mexico by Texas Conl‘cdcratc forces rallied  the Mcxican-Amcrican population of  southern New 
Mexico  to support the Union. The final dcfccal of Confcdcralc forces in New Mexico,  and thc 
subsequent  capture of El Paso by Union  Forces in 1862, ended  Confederate control of the  Mesilla 
Vallcy (Stribling 1986; Timmons 1990). 

The northern arca  oftllc Mcsilla Vallcy rcnlaincd the primary  agricultural area as  fanners and 
some ranchers settled  along the Rio Graadc. The economics of the area was  altered in the  1880s 
because  of  the arrival of the railroads. 
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Construction of thc Atchison,  Topeka, and Snnta r e  Railway (AT&SF)  to Las Clruces was 
completed i n  April of 188 1 (Myrick 1990). This cl'l'cctively linked the economy of the northerll 
Mesilla Valley with that of thc El Paso a r m  ?'hc combination ofthe AT62SF  with the other railroads 
constmctcd  through the El Paso area served to integrate the region into  the national economy. 
Economic activily Ibr this pall of New Mexico is  now centered  on Las C?ruces, and on  the  growing 
El Paso-Juarcz arca to  tbc south. 



TESTING PROGRAM 

The  two  sites i n  the project area (LA 1 1398 1 and T A  30763), wcrc  recorded as surfitce scatters of 
ceramic  and lithic artifacts (Marshall and Brown J997). Both sitcs were tested as part ofthe planned 
reconstruction and improve~nents to 1J.S. 70 near Las Cruces, Dona  Ana Comty, New Mexico. The 
purpose ol'the limited testing was to determine the extent and importance  of the portions ol'tl~c sitcs 
located within the proposed project limits. Both sitcs are located on private land and NMSHTD land 
acquired  from private sources. 

Field Methods 

Limited  testing  followed thc procedures and practices outlined in the T r ~ i ~ g  nrrd Sile Evaluatinul 
Proposal (SHPO Log 43648). A main datum and baseline wcrc establishcd for each site. Surface 
artifacts were  pinflaggcd to locate artifact clusters, and to assist in  recording and  mapping site limits. 
A map of each site was  produced using a transit, a stadia rod, and a 50-ln tape, and the locations o f  
all  test units and cultural features were plotted. The locations o fa l l  surlkc artifacts were plotted with 
the use o fa  50-111 tape and ~napped. Ceramic artifacts, lithic artifacts, and ground stow artifacts werc 
analyzed in the field and left in place. 

Hand-excavated test units ~neasuring 1 -by- 1 111 wcrc dug a f  cach site. 'I'hcsc werc  placed adjacent 
to concentrations of surface  artifacts, i n  arcas of possible intact soil deposits. 

Augcr  holes  were  hand-excavated in patterned transects across both sites within the pro-jcct area. 
Each augcr holc was dug until  culturally sterile soil was reached, and the depth rccordcd. All of tllc 
excavated soil was inspected, and  any artifacts present wcrc  collected. Soil descriptions  were 
recorded. 

All excavated areas were backfilled when excavation was complclcd. Cultural matcrial recovered 
througll these excavations will  be  curated at  the Archcological Research Collections at the Laboratory 
of  Anthropology,  Muscum  of Ncw Mexico. Field and analysis records will be on lile at thc Historic 
Prcscrvation LXvision, Archcological  Records  Management  Section,  Santa Fe, New Mexico. 

LA 1 13981 Testin: Results 

LA 113981 (Figs. 2 and 3 )  is a shcrd and lithic artifact scatter measuring 40-by-30 111. Marshall 
( I  997) suggests this is a  campsite or resource procurernerlt area. The site is heavily modified within 
the pro-ject area, both within and outside ofthe existing right-of-way. The site area within thc cxisting 
right-of-way has  been  scraped as part of routine highway  maintenance, and is crcjsscd by a dirt Track, 
a natural gas pipeline, and a  telecom~nunications cablc arc all parallel to U.S. 70. Within  the project 
area, but outsidc oflhc existing highway right-of-way, the site i s  both deflated and heavily Inodified 
by three power poles and a dirt  track rornling part o fa  powcr linc corridor. Sonx recent duning has 
also taken place in the site area. The artificts present are redcpositcd from a now-eroded surface and 
are  exposed on a culturally sterile caliche and gravel surface. Site elcvalion is 1,322.8 111 (4,340 ft). 
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The portion of the  sitc within the project area was completely within thc  portion of the site 
excavated in 1982 as part of the power line corridor cstablished for the Plains Electric  Transmission 
Line  (Laumbach 1982). As well as having been excavated, the portion ofthe site  within the project 
area has bccn heavily scraped with approximnkly 70 crn of soil removcd from the modern ground 
surface. 'These rnodiljcations  continue  outside  of the right-of-way for the length  of  the  sitc, an 
additional 27 m. Within the existing  right-of-way, a dirt track, a natural gas pipeline, and a 
telcco117171unicatio1~s cable extcnd the  length of LA 30763 parallel to U.S. 70. Sitc elevatim is 1,336.5 
171 (4,385  ft). 

No surf:~cc artifacts  were found a t  LA 30763 within the projcct area. No subsurface  artilhcts, 
features, or cultural deposits  were round. A total of three I-by-1 -111 tcst units  were  hand dug al 1,A 
30763. I n  addition to thcsc units, 280 auger tests were hand dug across (he length ofX,A 30763 i n  a11 
effort to locate buried cultural fkaturcs or  deposits. Nonc was found. 

Test Units. Because of the lack of surhcc artifacts, tcst units were hand dug i n  arcas of possible 
rernaining soil integrity. Each test  unit was  hand dug in  IO-cln levels until cultural material or 20 cm 
was  reached.  Two strata of soil wcrc present within each tcst unit. Stratum 1 was a loosc, weathercd 
sand and  calichc layer. Strllturn 2 was a fine  to Incdjum-sorted gravel cemented with calichc. No 
cultural  features or deposits were found within any ofthe test units. 

Auger Holes. A total of280 auger  holes  was  dug at LA 30703. These wcrc hand dug i n  a  transect 
across the length of the sitc. Auger  holes were dug until either cultural material, or a depth of at least 
30 cm, was reached. No cultural fe'eaturcs or deposits were lbund ill any of the auger  holes dug at L A  
30763. 

No cultural features or deposits  were found within any ofthe test units or  auger tests at L A  30763. 
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ARTIFAC'I' ANALYSIS 

Lithic artifacts  were  recordcd  only at LA 1 1  308 I .  These  artifacts totaled 27 

Analvtical Mcthods 

Attributes chosen for lithic analysis reflected thc desire to achieve thc greatest rcturn o f '  uscful 
information within the available time  constraints.  The  guidelines and fornxlt of the  Officc  of 
Archacological  Studies Standrrrdized Chilp.d S t o m  Amlysi,s  Mnnltal (OAS  Staff 1994) were 
followed. Definitions uscd i n  lithic analysis arc also included i n  this volumc. 

The  following  attributcs  were  included i n  analysis. 

Codes  for material types are tin general material groups unless the material is from  a  recognizable 
source. However, rhyolitc was thc only matcrial t o  occur at LA 1 1398 I ,  and no lithic artifacts  were 
found at LA 30763. 

This is the charactcrization of artifacts by form. 

Portion is the part of the artifact present.  Flakes and tools n~ay  bc whole or  fragmcntary.  Angular 
debris  and  cores arc whole by definition. 

Cortex is estimated to thc nearest 10-percent incremenl. For tlakes, this  is the cortex on thc dorsal 
surfacc.  Cortex  on thc platform was not included. For other morphological types the cortex on all 
surfaces is estimated and added  togcthcr. 

Flake platform is recordcd for the whole  and  proximal llakcs. Some latcral tlakes  also have thcir 
platforms recorded, if the platform is still present. Either the morphology  of the impact  area prior lo 
flake  removal or extreme  modifications of the impact area causcd by the actual tlakc removal is 
coded. 
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Artifact size is dcscribed i n  millimeters. 

l?dgL> Nurrlber 

Artifacts  can  have  one  or  more utilized edgcs. Each utilized edge 011 an artifact is given a11 edge 
number. Consecutive numbers arc used for artifacts with tmre t h a n  one utilized edge. Each edge was 
analyzcd  separately for function  and  wear  patterns. 

Function describes and characterizes artifact fonr-rn. 

Analvtical R ~ S L I ~ ~ S  

Material use serves as an indication  of human decision-making  processes with regard  to the 
suitability o f  materials  (Young and Uonnichscn 1985: 128). The  presence within a  site asselnblagc 
of either tested material, or of substantial ntmbers ofcorc flakes  exhibiting dorsal cortex, can thLls 
be presumed to illustrate the manner i n  which  this material suitability is detcnnined. 

Lithic material was present on only onc ofthe Iwo sites teskd (LA 1 13981 j. Rhyolitc colnpriscs 
100 percent of the  lithic  artifacts recorded. This is locally availablc,  either as nodules within the 
Pleistocene alluvial deposits ofthe area, or from erosional deposits in the Organ  Mountains to the 
cast. 

The largest lmorphological group of lithic artifacts is made LIP of  core flakcs at 88.8 pcrccnt (24 of 
27 artifacts). Thc other lithic artifacts prcscnt includo m e  hnmmorstone flakc, one mtrltiketed corc, 
and  the lateral fragment ofa  biface. 

Flake platform types a t  LA I 1398 I arc restricted to cortical (56 percent) and single  faceted (44 
percent). Eighty percent of thc flakes from LA 1 1398 1 are  wholc,  and  proximal  fragments  are  the 
second most comnon f ' o n u  a t  12 perccnt. 

Bawd on the range of cortex present within this assemblage ( lable  1 j, limited  lithic  reduction 
of rhyolilc look place at LA 1 1398 1. 
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Although lithic matcrial was present at LA 1 139x1, orlly a single piece was utilized. This  was  a 
b i k e  fragment that exhibilcd evidence o f  use, possibly as 21 knife. None o f  the flakes present sl~owed 
any  evidcncc of use as expedient tools. N o  secondary utilization was present 011 any o f  the lithic: 
artifacts. 

The low number of tools within this assemblage arld the  single lithic material involved arc 
comlnon  occurrences  on short-term use areas (Adam 1978; Akins and Rullock 1992). This i s  
supported by sitc size and the lack ofcultural features, although both ofthcsc aspects could be thc 
result of the  heavy  modifications  to this sitc. The  number of artifacts is small, also making  any 
conclusions  regarding this assernblagc suspect. 

It should be possible to determine, however roughly, the typcs o f  activities pursued at this site 
(Christenson 1987:77). Howcver,  the  assemblage is too small for this to be practical at the sitc level. 
The presence of debitage suggests that the production oftlakcs for later usc as expedicnt tools may 
have taken place on a snlall scale. The low number o f  biface thinning flakes, uniface thinning  flakes, 
and tool resharpening  flakes also indicates a lack of fonnal tool production,  while the large 
nonutilizcd debitage to tool ratio (25:2) also suggcsts short-tcnn site LISC (Akins  and Rullock 
1992:27). 
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Ceramic At-tifllcts 

Ceramic  artifacts  were prescnt only at LA 1 1398 I .  Six sherds wcrc present on thc site's surface. All 
of these were El Paso Brown Ware shcrds. They wcrc identical i n  color a n d  tempcr, and a l l  six arc 
probably h m  the same pot. The small size ol' a l l  six howevcr,  makes identification of the vessel 
form impossiblc to determine. No ceramics wcrc found at LA 30763. 
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The dating ofthesc 1wo sites is problematic, given t 1 x  lack of features and  diagnostic lithic artifacts 
at LA 1 13981, and the total lack of features and artifacts of any kind  at LA 30763. “I’he presence of 
ceramics at LA 113981 makes the dating of‘tllis site incrementally easier, but only  to  a degrcc. It is 
difficult to assign a precisc date to this sitc based on ceramics, given t l x  very conservative nature of‘ 
ceramic  change i n  the Jomada  Mogollon  region, and gcncral absencc of independently  dated  silcs. 
The conservative  nature of Jornada Mogollon ccramic  technology is retlected by the very long 
dominancc of El Paso Brown sherds with similar  ranges  of pastc, temper, and surface  textures. 

The  ceramic  occupation ofthe southern Jornada Mogollon arca i s  usually divided  into a three- 
phase chronology (see the Cultural History section ofthis  volun~c). The earliest ceramic  period  (the 
Mcsilla phase) begins with the introduction ofplain brown warc ceramics a 1  about A.D. 0 to 500 and 
cnds  at  about  A.D. I 100 with the introduction of local painted  types.  Painted  ceramics  gradually 
replaced  plain  ware  vessels  during  the  following D o h  Ana and El Paso phascs (1,ehmer 1948; 
Whalen 1994). The lack of painted ceramics at LA I 13981 suggests that this site datcs to the Mcsilla 
phase of  the Jornada  Mogollon. 

No ceramics  wcrc  found within the portion of LA 30763 present within the  prqject  arca. 
However, previous excavations ofthis portion of‘ LA 30763 showcd the site t o  have two  components 
(Laumbach 1982). Laumbacll( 1982) fomd evidencc of both a11 undifferentiated Archaic cornponenl 
as wcll as a Jornada  Mogollon  component  dating to the E1 Paso phase. 



DTSCUSSION 

'The two  sites in the IJ.S. 70-Mesa Grande pro-jcct have been assigned t o  cultural phases based on 
their associated pottery. Ceramics at LA 11398 I date the site to the  Mcsilla phase of the Jornada 
Mogollon. While no artifllcts were found a t  LA 30763, the site is datcd to both tllc Archaic: and  the 
El Paso  phase of the lon~ada  Mogollon based on previous  excavations (L:ILIIII~X~I  1982). 

The  ephemeral nature of'thcse sites suggest that they are thc result ol'short-terrn limited activity 
areas.  Limited activity sites arc defined by Adam (197X), as "sitcs  containing a limited  range  of 
actions present within  that specific culture, and are generally involved i n  the exploitation orresources 
located at a distance  from residential area."  Short-term limited activity sites usually involve the 
procuremenl o f  seasonally availablc plant or animal resollrccs (Adam I 978: 1 O S ) .  They m a y  also 
involve the procurement  of other materials in s11or-t supply, such as clay or spccific typcs  of  stone 
( A d a m  1978: 106). In most arcas of the Southwest,  short-term limited activity sites arc present as 
small  structureless  ceramic and lithic artifact scatters. T,ong-tcrm occupational  sites  are  therefore 
defined as sites containing residential struclures and a range of features resulting from  long-term use 
of the area. These may includc hearth arcas, storage pits, and spccialized activity arcas. 

While short-term limited activity areas with featurcs have been documented that can be assigned 
to the Jornada  Mogollon  (Hard 1983; O'Laughlin 1979, 1 OXO; CYLaughlin and Gerald 1977; Whalcn 
1980, 1994), few habitation sitcs have bccn excavated i n  the northern Mcsilla Bolson (Lehmer 1948; 
Moore 1996; O'Laughlin  and  Gerald 1977; Whden 1994; Zamorn 1993). N o  intact features,  or  any 
other  evidence of habitation,  were  found within the project area. 

The  importance of wild plant and animal resources t o  the Jornada  Mogollon  has  become 
increasingly better understood. Use was  made ofa wide  range of wild plants, despite the cultivation 
ofmaize and other  domesticated  crops  (Whalen  1994:lIG).  This  combination  of  farming,  with  the 
collection of  wild plants, has been shown to be cspccially adaptive  to hot dry desert conditions 
(Whalcn 1994: 1 16- 1 17). Fluctuating crop yields arc a common  phenomenon in the difficult farming 
environment or thc Southwest,  where  crop  hilure is common. The  maintenancc  of a hunting  and 
gathering  component within a  fanning-based subsistence system is an effective  coping  mechanism 
in this type of  environment. 

Ethnographically, this mixture or fanning with  hunting  and  gathering  has been recorded by 
Bohrcr (1970) alnong the Pima Indians of southern Arizona. 'rhe Pima collected wild  plants in 
invcrsc proportion t o  their harvest, although some wild plants were  always  collected.  Hunting, as 
opposed to plant collccting, is less dependent on farming rcsults. 

IXfferentiating bctwcerl activities through use of the archaeological record can be challcngir~g. 
Ground stonc artifacts  would be indicative of'domesticatccl maize, wild sccd, or possibly nlesquite 
bean collection. Although no ground stonc artifacts were round at either site during testing, they 11avc 
been  previously  recorded at LA 30763  (Laumbach 1982). 

Ofparticular importance is the position of these sites within the Organ Mountains' eastem  slope 
environmental xone. This zone is a relatively homogeneous area characterized by sandy soils, 
scattcrcd  coppice  dunes,  and cut by aroyos. Historic descriptions indicate that this area supported 
an  abundant  cover  of grasses (black grama  and  dropsccd) until the late ninetecnth century (Tirnmons 
1990).  Grass  seed  would  have bccn an important  food resource, harvested in the  sulmncr  or  fall. 
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Y UCCR and mesquite,  although believed t o  have been important limd crops, had a rnuch more 
rcstricted range than at presenl (Castetter 1956). 

I n  contrasl, habitation sites generally occur in ccological edge arcas, the arcas ofcontact between 
different  biotic  communitics.  These arc generally where physical changcs are present i n  the 
landscape. Ecological edge arcas are "the most convenient  locations for proximity to the widest 
variety and stability ofresources" (Epp 1985:332). Correlations have becn demonstrated  between sitc 
location  and  ecological  edge arcas for sitcs dating 1Yom the Palcoindian  (Thrlrmond l990), the 
Archaic  (Rcher and Winter  1977), and the protohistoric periods (Epp 1088). Settlemcnt  patterns 
based on thc correlation between  cnvironmcntal zone and site location for thc Jornada  Mogollon in 
the El Paso  area  have been developed by O'Laughlin ( I980:27-3 I ). 

Although i t  has been argued that thc constraints imposcd by the ullprcdictability ofthe wild plant 
crops are  incompatible  with  a sedentary lifestylc (Whalen 1994: 132), T h u n n o n d  ( 1  990: 17) suggests 
that these biotic borderlands  maximizc both density and diversity ofboth available faunal and floral 
resources.  This increased availabilily of resources should result in a larger range of short-term 
activities occurring in increased frequency in lhcse ecological edge arcas. Inversely, the more limited 
range of resources located within a single environmental zone should result in  a smaller  range  of 
short-tern1 activities. 

The repeated use ol' an area  should OCCLII' as dil'l'crcnt plan( (and possible  animal)  reswrces 
become  available  throughout the year  (O'Laughlin 1980:230), allowing Ihe degree  of  exploitation 
needed lo support a sedentary population. 

The ecological zone  ol'thc site locations may also rellcct the types of f i l m  procured. O'Laughlin 
and Gerald (1977) developcd a model of.lornada Mogollon hunting strategies based on site location. 
Sites were  divided by their locations on the landscapc. Highland sites uiilized a hunting  strategy 
based on deer. Lowland sitcs utilized a rabbit-oriented slrategy. A riverine hunting  strategy fonncd 
the third lypc. This  was essentially a lowland rabbit-based hunting strategy  with the addition of 
migratory  water [owl, fish, and riverine nmnrnals (O'Laughlin and Gerald  1977).  The location of 
these sites would represent /kc lowland hunting slratcgy. Howcvcr, n o  faunal remains were rccovered 
from citllcr of  thesc sitcs. 

As an increasing number ofsilcs are recorded i n  this general area, a  more  complcte picture of site 
fkquency, location of occurrence, and site structure will enable us to make more refined 
interpretations of these  site  data. 

Limited testing of I,A 1 13081  and LA 30763 within the proposed prqjcct limits has deterrnincd 
that neither of  these areas is likely to yield information  bcyond that already documented. No l'Llrthc1. 
archaeological investigations arc recommended. 
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ASSESSMENTS  AND  RECOMMENDATIONS 

Information  derived from the surface  mapping and test excavations a t  J,A 1 I3981 and LA 30763 
combined  with analysis ofthc recovered artifact assemblages,  providcs insight into site function and 
aids in the interpretation or those portions of thc sites existing  within the proposcd pro.jecl area. 

LA 113981 

LA 11391 is a shcrd and lithic artiticl  scatter. Thc site is assigned to the Jornada Mogollon  culturc 
and  dates  to the Mesilla  phase (A.D. 200-1 100) bascd  on the  prcsence  of El Paso Brown Warc 
ccrnmics at the site.  The  site area has been heavily m o d i f % A  by a llaturd  gas pipeline, 
telecommunications cable, powerline corridor, i s  detlatcd, and has some rcccnt duning  activity. All 
ofthc artifacts present havc been redcposited. No intact cultural fcatures or  deposits  were t h 1 d .  

Archaeological  testing  within the proposed project limits at LA 113981 did not revcnl any 
cultural features or deposits likely to yield important inforn-~ation on the prehistory of LA 1 1398 I or 
ofthe region. It is our  opinion that no further invcstigations are  needed. 

LA 30763 

LA 30763 is a ceramic and lithic artifact scattcr with associated hcarths prescnt outside ofthe prqjcct 
area. Based on cultural material recovered when this portion or the site was  excavated in 1982, the 
site  was  found to have  two  components: a11 Archaic  component and a Jornada Mogollon El Paso 
phase  componcnt. The porlion ofthc site  within the pro-jcct area  was  cxcavatcd in 1082 by Human 
Systems as part ofthe Plains Electric Transmission Line corridor (Laumhach 1982). This portion of  
the  sitc has also been heavily scmped to a clcpth of approximately  70  cm below the nlodcrn ground 
surface.  The site has rdso  been modified by the construction of a natural gas pipcline, a 
telecornmunications  cable, and a dirl track. N o  artifacts wcrc  found in the portion ofthe silc within 
the project area. N o  intact cultural features or deposits were found. 

Archaeological testing within the proposed project limits at LA 30763 did not reveal any cultural 
I’catures or  deposits likely to yield important  information on thc prehistory o f  LA 30763 o r  of tllc 
region. It is our opinion that no further investigations arc needed. 
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