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Pigeon's Ranch from the East, 1880

Photo by Ben Wittick
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Pigeon's Ranch along the Santa Fe Trail, 1880
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INTRODUCTION

This report 1is the result of a feasibility study

conducted to determine the appropriate designation and

2se of Pigebn's Ranch as a cultural facility at the
Slcorieta Pass Batmtlefield National Historic - Landmark.

G4

The site consists of 10.2 acres owned by'Jennifer Donald
on the west side of the 0ld Pecos Highway épproximately
one mile south of the Glorieta interchange'on'Intefstate.
25. A three»ac'rej portién of this site is protected by a
nistoric and cultural resource casement granted to the
State of New Mexicb. The study was performed for the
Historic Preservation» Division, Office of Cuitural

Affairs of the State of New Mexico by Santa Fe Plannihg

ssociates. Dr. John P?. Wilson, historic archaeologist

4

researcher, was retained to perform archaeclegical

h

n

st

investigatlons. Dr. Wilson's report, as well as the:

aumerous publicaticns, 1nterviews and materials listed

ander Section X. SOURCES, was distililed by Santa Fe Planning

Associates to derive the conclusions and recommendations

presented herein.

The Civil War Battle of Glorieta Pass which took
piace on and 1n the vicinity cf Pigeon's Ranch, has been
called "the Gettysburg of the West"”. Its significance

ie2s in the fact that it was fhere in March, 1862, that

[

-he Conizsderate thrust at Fort Union and the Colorado

soldfields was put to a dramatic halt, resulting in the



-

retreat of Confederaté forces southward, and ulﬁimately
the abandonment of Confederate schemes to cut off the
western United States from the Union. Remains of the
structures which stood at the time of the battle include
a three room'adobe building and various foundations and
wéll sections, both visible and subsurface.

The 1issues explored &by this study “nclude <the-
relative historical and culoaral signiﬁicance -of the
site, 1it's cbntext within the state and local enviroﬁs,
and its cdntext within the statewide system of cultural,
historic and recreational resources. Also éxpldred are
preservation, interpretation and facility -dévelopment.
_isSués, the -proximity of tHe State highway and its
affeét upon the stability of the structures, site
specific ‘land .uée consideraz.ons, and. the economic

feasibility of implementing the recommendations proposed

The summary of conclusions and reccmmendations also.

includes suggestions for further study to optimize the

management of the site as a cultural resource . to the

citizens of New Mexico.
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II. HISTORICAL REVIEW

The site known as "Pigeon's Ranch"” Vis situated
eighteen miles southeast of Santa Fe; midway through the
Glorieta Pass. The ranch was a stage and rest stop for
vtravelers along the Santa Fe Trail. It is'not clearly
documented when the rénch‘ Nas ‘first -built, but some
décumentation ‘does suggest that in 1843 a Frenchman
named zlexander Pigeon settled on the abandoned northwest
}cornerb of the Pecos Pueblo Grant, along the road to
Santa Fe. AIn 1851-52 Pigeon purchased the land grant
now kﬁo&n as the Alejandro Valle Grant. He built a
trading post ‘and home, the remains of 'which are the
subject of this study.. ’Pigeon was‘a native of Carondelet,
Couniy of St. Lquis, State of Missouri, who began to
,speculéte on land in New Mexico as well as in his native
sfate.' He later adopted the surname "Valle", and all
reference to him on future documents referréd to him as

Alejandro "Valle"’ llvale" Or )lvalleyn.

A claim filed against the U.S. Government by
'Alejaﬁdro Valle in 1870-71 for damages to this house and
ranch caused by the 1862 Civil War battles has produced
a clearer picture of Pigeon's Ranch than had previously
- been recdraed. It is in that document.that two prominent
New Mexicans testified that they had known Alejandro
Valle since 1843. In testimony from Donaciano Vigil it
can be- ascertained that the house and ranch were in

operation in 1860.
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"I frequently visited his House and Ranch at
La Glorietta near said village of Pecos during
the years A.D.. 1860, 1861, 1862 and 1863,
where he Kept a House of entertainment for-
travellers and the public, and also Kept and
furnished forage and supplies to United States
Troops, and trains of transportation; that he
also Kept and furnished forage and supplies to
all trains requiring the same, whether for
-Public service, or for private individuals.”

The sefies of events which led to the ranch's fame
and abuse are well documented-in various writings. In
1861, when the "War Between the States” broke out, the
Union Troops.stationed in Texas joined the Confederacy.
Under the command of Brigadier General Henry H. Sibley,
the Texas Confederates planned to march through New
Mexico and .on to Denver, to capture gold shipments
coming out of the Colorado Rockies, but more importantly

to separate the Far West from the rest of the Union.

This would have enabled the Confederacy to attempt -

conquest and possession of California, allowing the
Confederacy access to the Pécific Coast.

The first step in the plan was the invasion of New
Mexico byr a brigade of 2500 TeXés Mountéd Rifleman
commanded. by Brigadier Genefal Henry H. Sibley. He
organized his troops 1in San Antonio, Texas during the
summer of 1861, and by the fall, they had marched to El

Paso ‘where General Sibley assumed command of Fort Bliss.
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By February of 1862, they arrived near Fort Craig in New -
Mexico with about 3,000 men, and clashed with neariy
4,000 Union Troops under Colonel E. R. S. Canby.
AConfederate victory at the "Battle of Valvefde", as it
was called, allowed the Confederates to continué.their
march north to Albuquerque and Santa Fe with litﬁle
resistance. Sibley;s forces prepéred to take Fort
Union, north of Las Vegas, on their march to Colorado.

Perhaps 1t was the improbable ease with which the Sibley

"h

orces had gained their first minor objectives which led

to the eventual pathetic demise of the Confederate plan.

e




Up until the battle aﬁ Glorieta Pass, the southerh
brigéde had met -little reésistance from the »eqemy.
However, Governor. William Gilpin of Colorado, -sensing~
the ominous portent of the Confederate forcesvin
Colorado,'hastily formed a regiment of volunteers and
sent them south on a  forced maréh to strengthen the
Unioh forces at Fort Union and to turn back the invading
Texans. The Colorado volunteers arrived at Fort Union
March 11, 1862.

On March 22, 1862; under the command of Colonel
John B. Slough, a Union brigade of 1,342 men left Fort
Union to meet the Confederate force of some 1,100 men
under the command of Lieutenant Colonel W. R. Scurry.
The Union forces consisted of the First Cdloradq

Infantry, a -battalion of the Fifth U. S. Infantry, a

‘battery of four guns (two 12 pournders and two 6 pounders)

and a batﬁery of four 12 pound mountain howitzers. The
Union fofces marched 50 miles southwest bf Fort Union
and reached Bernal Springs on March 25, 1862;

At the same time, part of thé Fifth Texas Infantry
had péssed through Santa Fe, under the'command of Major
Charles L. Pyron, on their way towards Glorieta Pass

where Major Pyron expected to meet up with the Seventh

"Texas Infantry and part of the Fourth Texas Infantry

ander Lieutenant Colonel W. F. Scurry, then camped in

Galisteo. The plan was for che combined Confederate

forces to march forward to take Fort Union.

T=




The night of March 25, 1862, Major Chivington of
the Colorado Voluﬁteers and a force of 418 men camped
five miles eesteof Pigeon'e Ranch. The morning of March
26, 1862, Chivingfon's advancevguehd captured a Con-

federate picket force from Major Pyron's force, at

Pigeon s Ranch. = Pyron was_simultaneously entering the

west end of Glorieta Pass with 7our companies of the
Fifth Texas Infantry.

Chivington's forces continued westward hoping to
meet the Confederate forces which they surmised would
not be far away.

The opposing forces met at Apache Creek where
fighting ensued for several hours. The Coﬁfederate
forees were pushed back  through Apache Canyon to
Johnson's Ranch at the western end of Glorieta Pass.
With night approaching, Cﬁivington feared his forces
were not prepared to meet the main Confederate forces
which he assumed were - approaching from the Awest,
‘Chivington withdrew to the east back to Pigeon's Ranch
ahd then farther east to Kozlowski's'Ranch.

| ~ On March 27, i1862,v the Confederate forces ‘under
Lieutenant Colonel 'Scurry (who had been camped in
Galieteo) joined Major Pyron's forces at Johnson's Ranch
while the Union forces wunder Colonel Slough joined

Chivingtcn;s forces at KOzloWski's Ranch.
The morning of March 28, 1862, the. Confederate

forces advanced eastward through Glorieta Pass leaving



200 men behind to guard the supply wagons. Under

-Colonel Slough, Union forces advanced westward at the

same time through the pass'leaving behind Major Chiving-
ton and a force of 400 men. Slough ordefed'Chivington
to cross the mountains south of thé pass to locate the
Confederate's rear flank. Chivington's forces entered

the mountains two miles west of Kozlowski's Ranch while

Slough and the balance of the Union forces headed west -

to meet the Confederate forces. The opposing forces met
approximately 300'yards west of Pigeon's Ranch at mid-
morning, March 28, 1862. After furious fighting
including hand-to-hand combat in Glorieta Creek, Slough
pulled back =zo Pigeon's Ranch with 'the Confederate
forces océupying Slough's earlier position. The battle
raged and again Slough withdrew his forces. east <¢f
Pigeon's Ranch. ‘Meanwhiie, Major Chivington's forces
being guided by Lieutenant Colonel Manuel Chavez.of the
New Mexico Volunteers had traversed ﬁhe mountains to the
south and reached a blﬁff above Johnson's ranch where

the Confederate supply wagons were being guarded. After

minimum resistance, the Union forces prevailed decimating

the supply force. They burned 80 wagons containing .

ammunition, food, clothing, forage and medical supplies, 
and destroyed horses and mules. After the Union forces
spiked fhe lone Confederate nhowitzer and founded up 17
prisoners, they headed ba¢k to Kozlowski's Ranch over
the mountains again being guided by Lieutenant Coionel

Chavez.

~J
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According to testimony given by Donaciano Vigil,
Pigeon's Ranch in 1862 was an operating farm while thé
main structure served as a place of entertainment and
rest for travelers on the Santa Fe Trail, somewhat
similar in concept ﬁb today's motels.

Though Alejandro Valle sold his ranch in 1865, he
sought ;elief in 1870-71 from the U. S. Government for
damages and déstruction to his property sustained during
the battle. The ranch was actually used.by-bOth the
Confederate and Union forces during the battle and both
sides availed themselves of Mr. Valle's facilities and
goods. Téstimony given by Mr. Valle and OnéA of his
employees reveals 1losses of cxen, a horse, _graih,
mciasses, whiskey and other supplies; and destruction of
structures, equipment and family possessions. In spite
of various :estimonies from participants in the pattle
affirming Mr. Valle's claim, including Major Chiviagton,
Donaciano Vigil and Manuel Chavez, the United State§
Government rejected the claim.

The subsequent 5istory of Pigeon's Ranch is inclear
except for some brief desériptions which provide a few
clues as to what the facility looked iike., One account
written in 1866 described the farm as "more than a mile
in length” along the valley east of the ranch. Perhapsv
its ma jor attribute was a well on the site with the next

nearest well being six miles away.




When word of the destruction of the supply train
was relayed to.Lieutenant Colonel Scurry at the battle-
field to the east, Scurry immediately sent a truce flag
to Slough seeking a cease fire. Slough-accepted and the
Union forces withdrew to Kozlowski's .Ranch. The

Confederate <forces stayed through the following day

. caring for the dead and wounded. With the loss of the

suppiy train, the Confederate forces were forced to turn
back to Santa Fe where they joined Brigadier General
Sibley. Sibley, reportedly in Santa Fe during the
battle, épparentiy he§er saw the battlefield. Confed-
erate forces continued a hasty retreat down the Rio
Grande Valley back to Texas. They encountered a hostile
native population and were hounded by Union forces.not
far pbehind.

It 1is generally agreed by historians that neither
side overwhelmed the other in this pivotal battle for
the West. The  battle 1in comparisbn to battles in the
East, was more a skirmish, but the outcome was decisive
in terms of larger issues. Had the Con%ederate forces
prevailed at Glorieta Pass, they woﬁld most likely have
cained momentum in their quest for Fort Union, the
Colorado goldfields and eventually the West. |

It can be argued however, that their progress would
have been temporary at best and that at some point they
would have been stopped, resulting in a larger and

suraly more costly retreat.
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In 1888 a description of the ‘Ranch building was as

follows:

"...This ‘place was along the 0Old Santa Fe
Trail. On it was a big adobe house about a
hundred feet long with two wings of fifty or
more feet, with a high adobe wall and stables
in the rear. In the middle of the buildings
was a patio in which were several trees; this
had a porch on the three sides after the
Mexican manner. Along zhe front of the house
was a wide pcrch on the road". :

another description around 1900 described the place in a

like manner although showing signs' of deterioration.

"...In the accompanying view 1is seen the
principal structure, the rear of which formed
a kind of Asiatic Caravansary, where guests
could lodge by themselves and eat their own
meals. Beyond was a double ccrral for
enclosing and protecting loaded wagons, and
to 1t was attached sheds with stalls for
draft horses and mules. Back of these,
running up well into a ravine, was a strong
adobe wall that surrounded a yard in which
teams could also be kept and fed”.

The Ben Wittick photo ccllection of. the Museum of

New Mexico shot in June of 1880_provides documentation

of the appearaﬁcév_of the ranch' with an “accurate
depiction of the exterior of the main house and
assorted.outbuildings. It is clear that at that time
the Ranch had suffered the ravages of time and the
elements, while being used as a way station for

+ravelers on the 0ld Santa Fe Trail.
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SUMMARY OF ARCHAEOLOGICAL FINDINGS

Initial compilation of  background material for the

feasibility study on Pigeon's Ranch began in August of

1984. A critical aspect of the study is the archaeolo--

gical investigation which was performed by John P.
Wilson, nistoric archaeologist and researcher.  The
archaeological study was limited to investigation of the

physical extent, architecture and appearance of the

site. No attempt was made to unearth artifacts or to .

determine the nature of the interiors of structures.

The scopé and budget for this feasibility study did not:

allow for a thorough archaeological_ research program.
Mr. Wilson's site investigations began on November f6,
1984 and his report was submitted in mid-December, 1984;

John Wilson studied readily available historical

material including photographs, documents, books and

‘other sources listed in the notes and references at the

conclusion of - his report (see X.- SOURCES) . ‘He also
conducted interviews and corresponded' with preVious
owners and parties wpo'havé had some connection with the
site. His cn-site in&estigations involved photography
of exiéting conditions, measurement of observable
features, probing and- 1identification of foundation

locations, a single <test excavation and <finally,

_documenting coniirmed wall foundation 1locations. by

mapping.

23




The methods employed q5ve sufficient information
fof an accurate determination of the original perimeter
of the ranch. "The reconstructed outlines based upon
the archaeologicél findings agreed very well with
pictures of the site taken in 1880. It 1s not known
whether the site had the same.plan and outward appear-
ance at the time of the Civil War since there is very
little information from before 1880.

The interior layout - the locations of rooms and
wings 1s not well known. Future efforts might focus

upon locating the interior walls and features. Histori-'

"cal photographs and the few written descriptions give

little'aséistance here, while-a map by William Méhan*
purportedlyrshéwe6751 number of excavated and projected -
foundations, some of which were inaccurately plotted br
may not have be;n fcund. The Mahan map was'an’unreliable
guide but useful as the 6nly known document from the
wall-trenching program carried out. in‘ November 1971.
The extent of. disturbance caused by thig work is

unknown. Identifications of features and walls in the

interior may be further compliéated by the existance of

several small buildings or sheds over that area as
recentLy as the early 1970's. While Mahan removed the
above-qfound structures, their foundations may still be
in the ground.

It is very doubtful that anything is 1left of the

original construction beyond some of the foundations and

*Ranch owner during the early 1970°'s




what can presently be seen above ground. Very few wall
foundations have survived on thé eastern third of the’
site area. Although the perimeter walls and the rooms
along the front had foundations of roék cobbles, 1t is
not known whether other interior walls were built in.
this same way; Any walls that did not have foundations
could probably noﬁ be located now. |

A reéonstruction of Pigeon's Ranch as it appeared
in 1880 is as follows. The bésic plan was an enclbsed
patio with rows of rooms around all four sides. The
front facé&‘towards the south. There were two units
along the front, separated by a zaguan gate, with a
continuous portico along the south side. The three-
room adobe bﬁilding west of the gate is the only part of
Pigeon's Ranch now intact. The row-of_robms across the
back side of the structure may or may not have extended
far enough west to completely énclose the rear side of
the patio. A narrow porch bordered this patio on three
sides. All of the rooms had shed roofs. A corral with
a stable at its west end adjoined the west end of the-
dwelling area. A gable-roof building stood on the north
side of the corral.

Pigeon's Ranch deteriorated or was- progressively
abandoned through the eérly 1900's. The entire stable
area at the west end of the corral was remoVed'before‘

1915 and a new wall was built across that end of the
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corral enclosure. Before 1925 practically all of the
Qld Pigeon's Ranch was removed except for the corral, a
three-room building (converted to a gable roof) and an
adobe ruin ‘wall on the back part of the site area.

Since then the basic appearance has been largely

unchanged, other than from the effects of weathering."*

Old Glorieta Stage Station on the Santa Fe Trail (Pigeon's Ranch)

View from the Southwest, circa 1885

*Directly quoted frcm "Archaeological Investigations at
Pigeon's Ranch, New Mexico" by John P. Wilson.
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native varieties and introducad variéties which might be
referred to as weeds.

The most notable element of vegetation .is the
undsually rall juniper immediately behind the three room
adobé. This tree can be seen in the earliest photos, in
the patio space surrounded by buildings and is at least
130 yeérs old. It was certainly standing at the time of
the Battle of Glorieta.

Hvdfologz. As described above under "Topography"
Glorieta Crsek traverses about two-thirds of the site
from the west and then crosses beneath the highway,
con;inuing .in' a south easterly course. The creek 1is
perennial at least 80§ of the time. The sewage treatment

plant of the Glorieta Baptist Conference Center a couple

‘of miles ncrthwest of Pigeon's Ranch drains into this

stream.’ The water table at the lower elevations at
Pigeon's Ranch 1s estimated to be around 35' to 45'

pelow che surface. No water can be seen in the "oldest

‘_Qell" just across the highway. Cn the upper portions of

the ,site, the water table would vary and be affected
substantially by the subsurface rock shelves and
formations. Though the water table is relatively near
the surface, a wéll producing water of good potable
guality would probably have to extend substantialiy
lcwer.

Utilities. Both =2lectrical power and 'telephone
service is available to the éite from lines along the

south side of the highway. Surrounding land uses are
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igeon's Ranch from

the East, circa 1935
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PHYSICAL CONTEXT - STATEWIDE AND LOCAL

Pigeon's Ranch is located along the Santa Fe Trail
about 18 miles from Santa Fe, where on the Plaza, the
trail terminéted; Today, accéss from Santa Fe is via I-
25 from the west, and ZIrom the Glorieta turn-off
slightly over one mile along. NM-30 to the‘sité. See

4. From *he town of Pecos to

/]

_ccal Vicinity Map, Figur
the east, 1t is approxi@ately 5 miles aiong NM-50 to the
site. -Just peyond Pecos, east. of Pigeon's Ranch 1is
Pecos Nationél Monument and the Forked Lightning (Greer
Garson;s) Ranch. Pecos National Monument.is not related

to the Glorieta Battlefield historically, but from a

tourist's standpoint, i1nformation at one site should

inforh the traveler of the proximity of the other site
since both may be,found.aldng the 11% mile alternace
route -which passes through the zown of Pecos between
Giorieta and Rowe. The rorked Lightning Ranch - was

formerly Kozlowski's Ranch,- the camp of the Union

forces east of the battlefield site. Thus for historical

contaXt, interpretive vicinity maps should show <the
relationship between Pigeon's Ranch, Forked Lighthing
(Kozlowski;s) Ranch to the =ast and Cafoncito 6 miles to
the west. Cafioncitoe, in Apéche Caﬁyon, is the site of

Johnson's Ranch which was used by the Ccnfederate forces

1)

as a supply camp and was ambushed zané destroved by cthe

Union forces during the Civil War skirmishes.

(a3
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Locational maps should also Show,.on a statewide scale,
the location of Fort Union .8 miles northeast aloﬁg I-
25 near Mora. See Statewide-.Context Map, Figure 3.
Uﬁion,soldiers assembled and marched from this important

fort zc 2attle at Glorieta.

Tourists should learn cf thevlocatiOn of FortvUnion
atVPigeon's Ranch, and-vice versa, so that they may come
to. understand the relationship between the sit2s, and
may take advantage of facilities at both locations.

Anothef site connected historically to the above
sites'is Fort Craig, 37Amiles south of Socorro, where
the Conféderate forces gathered, after entering New
Mexico from Texas intending to detach the western
portion of the United States from the Union. It was
from Fort Craig that the Confederate forces marched
northward along the Rio Grande to Albuquerque and Santa
Fe, and eventually tc the 'battle at Glorieta. For£
Créig is on the National Regiéfer~of Historic Places and
the State Register of Cultural Properties. The ruins of
the buildings are st;ll standing. This site should also

be interconnected with the others described in -this

secticn Dby 1nterpretive maps at each sita. Thus a

traveler making a leisurely and educational trip through
New Mexico may trace the routes, and experience directly
the scale and extent of the Civil War maneuvers through-

out the Sctata.
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HICHWAY LOCATIONAL CONSIDERATIONS

The one-story, three room adobe building, which is
the most prominent feature of Pigeon's Ranch, is the
last building standing in New Mexico which was involved
in the Civil War. It is also one of the two remaining
buildings xnown to have been stops along the Santa Fe
Trail. Due‘to its function along the old stage route,
and the fact that the current State Road NM-50 foliows

the original Santa Fe Trail very closely, this very

 significant structure sits only 3 feet from the edge of

the pavement. rThe speed of horse'drawn vehicles did not
pose a threat to the structure, or to passengers. But
the proximity of the paved highway has necessitated the
construction of a guard rail along the highway edge,
mainly £for safety and also to protect the historic

building. In recognition of the significance as par:z of

a National Historic Landmark of this structure anéd <=he

need to protect it from damage, the Federal Government
authorized a.seismic—hazard inspection of the site. The
study was conducted by K. W. King and S. T. Alcgermissen
in early 1984 and the resulting report was conveyeda to
both the State Highway Department and Historic Preserva-
tion Division in May 1984. |
In  addition to the structural stabilizazion

measur=s described in Section VII of <this repcrt, zne



to 'highway location and construction methods. The

report reccmmended a separation of at least 10 meters

between the road and the building, which would provide

tt

suf fici=nt protection from traffic vibration if the road

avel base. It is further recom-

"

stcne/

ry

is buiiz =n a

I
Xe]

mended that, the road e kept quite smooth, and cnly

light equipment be used for compacting the base. 1If a

*BQmag"rtype compactor is used on the road, a 75 meter

separatioh between road and building is recommended.
Should ihe above recommendations not be implemented, it
is recommended that the rcad iﬁ its present position be
kep; in a very smooth condition without the use of heavy
constructiod equipﬁent. |

In response to the findings of the seismic study,
the New Mexico State Highway Department has begun the
process of establishing a new alignment for NM-50. See

Figure 7, Schematic Land Plan for proposed alignment

)

configuration. In 1its preliminary -stages, the plan

oY)

calls for 32 fcot pavement width, the edge of which

.

would lie 34' from the corner of the building. Final
location will depend qpbn various utility, drainage and
other environmental factors yet to be incorporated. The
Highway Derartment will work cicsely with the Historic
Preservaticn Division to provide appropriate turning

iares, sicning and illumination when final design

coniigurat:icns of the nistoric site and the highway are

peing determined. The realignment plan in its current

33
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prelizinary stage appears to provide sufficient space
north of the road. Schematic Design for the Pigeon's
Ranch site included in ‘Section IX shows proposed

relationships between the realigned highway, the

‘historic structure, and other recommended features.




VI.

PRELIMINARY SITE ANALYSIS

Topography. The topography of‘the Pigeon's Ranch
site .is fairly rugged and steep northeast of the
relatively level .area of the three room aaobe and
remains. The land risesv rapidly behind the- ruins
forminq a rocky backdrop behind the ranch structures.

“2rt of the original ranch corral enclosure ran up into
a large ravine behind the ‘main buildings. Above and
behina the ranch ruins, the rugged promontory which is
the most prominent‘geologic feature on the ranch, has
been called "Chivington's Ecock" and "Sharpshooters
Hill"; The configuration of the topography natﬁrally
separates the Piqeon's Ranch remains from Vthe cabin
residence -on ﬁhe west portion of the property. The
lowest point ‘on the site 1is where Glorieta Creek,
flowing into the property from the west, passeé under

the NM-50 highway west of the ruins after crossing the

drivewéy to the cabin, and meanderihg within 100' of the

- southwest property line.

Vegetation. The higher.eleﬁations of the Pigeon's
Ranch site are characterized by a fairly dense cover of
ﬁhe typical native Piﬁén - Juniper Woodland consisting
priﬁarily of Pifion pines, with fewer Jjuniper and

'Ponderosa pine trees. On the lower siopes and around

+he develcoped areas are low shrubs and grasses, both

35
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primarily residential and utilize private individual

wells and septic systems.  Further tests of soils and

subsurface conditions would need to be carried out to
determine’ the appropriate method of sewage disposal in

the vicinity of the Pigeon's Ranch ruins. Gas needs of

residences in the area are provided by private propane .

suppoliers.

- - Adjacent Ownership and Land Uses. Land use in the

area of Pigeon's Ranch 1is primarily residential and-

‘sparsely developed. The Glorieta Baptist Assembly in

the vicinity of the intérchange northwest ofvthe site is
a conference center which can acéommodgte up to 3000
visitors and 1is used primarily during summer months.
Between the Baptist Assembly and the ranch, a small
antigque and western artifact trading post is locaied on.
the eastvside Qf the highway. As shown on the Adjaceht

Ownership Map, Figure 6, the three acre parcel of land owned

by the Museum of New Mexico lies about a half a mile to

the southeast of the site.- Tﬁé ownerships shown on the

map are questionable. The information Qas sought from
the Santa Fe-Coﬁnty Clefk's and Tax Assessors offices,

and. from the ﬁew Mexico State Highway Department which .
provided the following statement:

"Information regarding the ownership of
property adjacent to State Road 50 is not
readily available at the Santa Fe County
Assessor's Office. 'This. is caused bv indivi-
dual parcels not being plattad on the assess-
~ment maps, the absence of assessment cards and
incorrect assessment codes. For these

" reasons, an accurate ownership list for State
Road 50 in Santa Fe County can not be provided.”
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VII.

ALTERNATIVES FOR PIGEONS RANCH

A. Overview of State System

Récreaﬁional and éultural sites in New Mexico fali
into numerous categories. Purely recreational and
scenic sites'may be found on lands administered by any
one of seven Federél agencies and four’State-agencies.
as well as numerous counties and municipalities.

_Culﬁural and historic sites are also found on lands
under a variety of jurisdicﬁions. The indian Pueblos
and Reservations are sites of historic missions, and
ancient habitations. The.National Park Service admini-
sters ten National Monuments and one National Park in
New Mexico. All but three of these -are sites. of
historical significance representing settlements from

prehistoric times through the late 19th Century. The

‘New Mexico State Highway Department, in conjunction with

‘their roadside rest areas, provides some historical

displays and intefpretive facilities. In coordination
with the State Historian, the Highway Departmént also
ereCté nighway markers deséribing sites of cultural and -
historic significance. The State system of museums and
State monuments administered by the Museum of &ew-Mexico
is described more . thoroughly in the foilowing subéection
The Museum of New Mexico also works in conjunction with
the Historic Presservation Division to 1identify and

document the significance cof cultural sites. The result



is.the State Regisfer of Cultural Properties consisting
of over 1000 sites, mwany of which are also on the
National Register of Histofic Places.

One of the»factors which should be considered 1in
the evaluaticn of alternatives 1is the.relative signifi-
cance of the Glorieta Pass Battle and the Pigeon's Ranch
site to New-Mexico history compared to othéf_eventé and
sites. John Wilson, the Historcal _Archeéologist. who
conducted the archaeological resea;ch for this report,
considers the Battle of Glorieta an.event of relativeiy
high signi‘icancé. GlQrieta and Valverde were the only
two Civil War battles of significénce occgrring in New
Mexico. The Valverde Battle was fought in a river bed
which has since silted ovet; Of the several historicél
attributes of'Pigeon's Ranéh, the féct thaﬁ this 1is the
site of the Battle of Glorieta giﬁes the ranch its hiéh
historical status.

Within the State system of recreational, cultural
and scenlc sites, Pigeon’s Ranch, with its colorful and

nistorically relevant past, has an appropriate role.

The subsections that follow evaluate the various:

alternatives to determine which designation is most

appropriate.
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' B. State Monument

.Any 'cultural property situated on lands owned or
controlled by the State may, upon recommendation of the
Cultural Properties Review Committee, be declared a
State Monument by the Governor.  Generally, Staté
Monuments are administered by the Museum of New Mexico
fér the purpose of protection, care.ahd management of
‘the cultural resource.

The six State Monume-ts shown in the table below
" preserve sites of historical=significanée ranging from
prehistoric to 19th Century periods of habitation. Each
of the monuments 1include 'Visitor Centers Qith museum
exhibits, réstrooms, drinking fountains and gift shops.
Visitation to State Monuments 1s enhanced by the close
proximity of other recreation facilities such as camping
and picnicking, and of.populatiop centers. The'ﬁature
of the development at each of the monuments reflects the
extent of the resources available for viewing by the
public and the unique significance of the events which

occurred at the site.

EXISTING STATE MONUMENTS

STATE MONUMENT COUNTY 'ACREAGE MAJOR FEATURES

Coronado : Sandoval _ 21.3  Mission & Pueblo Ruins

Fort Selden Dofia Ana 29.09  19th Century Military Post
Fort Sumner De Baca 50.00  Fort, Indian Reservation
Jemez Sandoval 6.00 Mission and Pueblo Ruins
Lincoln Lincoln - Histofic Town Buildings
Palace of the _ |

Governors ©  Santa Fe .05 . Seat of Government 1610-1907



bsupply station, tourist attraction with souvenir shop

*Draft review meeting held July 3, 1985 with Thomas Merlan,

The designation of a site as a State Monument
resnlts in a range of possible‘alternatives with regard"
to development and maintenance, depending upon the
appfopriate ievel of interpretation.

Tom Caperton, Director of State Monuments, based
cn his extensive> experience with the development and
management of the various Stéte Monuments which have
been acquired and disposed of during his tenure, feels
rhat the minimum development for any State Monument _
should include a Visitor Center with museum and restrooms,
and a staff consisting of a manager in residence and two
full-time scaff assistants.*- Stan Hordes, State
Historian, expressed a similar concern for staffing
adequate to protect the resource in conjunction with any

improvement which would call public attention to the

Relative to existing State Monuments, Pigeon's
Ranch has comparatively few visible remains recalling
the events that give it historical value. Of course,
the decisive Civil War battles that occurred on ané in
the vicinity of the fanch are of greatest significance,
and- the subsequent functions that the fanch sérved;

i.e., traveler's  way station, railroad and military

and the "oldest well”, all’have‘added to 1its historic

interest.

Director and Tom McCalmont, Grants Manager of the Historic
Preservation Division, Tom Caperton, Director of State
Monuments; and David Schutz and Alexia Janine of Santa Fe
Planning Associates.
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Should a State Monument be developed at Pigeon;s
Ranch, we do not feel that facilities at the site weuld
need to be as extensive as at most other State Monuments.
Due to the size of the site and its proximity to Pecos
National Monument‘and Santa Fe, such features as gift
shops and museum/visitor centers would not be essential.
Adequate self-guided interpretive facilities should be
provided to facilitate visitors' understanding of the
site,‘ its  context and significance, while keeping
imprevements relatively confined and unobtrusive, and
minimizing ongoing operational costs. Care should be
taken to assure that any gr-oposed structures be designed
and sited so as not to detract from the visitor's
e#perience of  the historical nature of the site. In
addition, we stress the importance of full-time surveil-
lance of the site and structures for protection against
vandalism;

A limited level of development accommodating basic
visitor needs would be a reasonable alternative economi-
caily, while'commemorating the notable historic events

and the significance of the site where they occurred.

C. State Aistoric Park

Some of' New Mexico's State Parks are referred
to as Szate Historic Parks. The criteria for
establishing a State Park are listed in Section
E of this «<hapter. Comparing Pigeon's Ranch with

other historically significant State Parks, the site is
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relatively small and has-comparétively fewer historiéal
remains. Pancho Villa State Park for example is 63
aéres, contains historical buildings, and provides
highly developed campingi and picnicking. facilities
throughout a beautiful desert bOtanicél garden. Oliver
r :
historic ranch house being restored, the site of another
hbmestead, :emainsvof a historic irrigation system, and
evidence of ‘nomadic Indian habitation. It also has
trails connecting to the National Forest trail system
and offers refined camping and picnicking facilities.
Thus ‘the criteria for establishing a State Historic
Park 4t Pigeon's Ranch would include the presence of
consideréble historic resources, or thé location of a
highly significant.evenf, as well as a variety of other
fecreations resources. Such a designation would also
imply the need for considérable interpfetive faci;ities
and perhaps-exﬁensive rehabilitation and reconstruction.
In comparison with a State Monument, this designation
would indicate a éreéter investment 1in development of
facilities and in ongoing hainfenance Voperatibns.
Though the decisive Civil War ‘battles which
occurred eon and near Pigeon’s Ranch are of considerable
ﬁistoric significance, there- are Sites.more signifiéant
and more suitable for developmeht as a historic bark.

Remains of structures which stood at the time of the

battles are few. Even 1if the remains were more substan-

tially preserved, their importance to actual events

during the Civil War skirmishes are relatively minimal.

Lee Memorial State Park is 180 acres, contains a

18y
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The Pigeon’s Ranch» site is physicallf too small and
topographically inappropriate for the scale of develop-
ment indicated by such a-parkIWithout detracting from
-the signifiéant features being preserved. Thus in our
~opinion; consideration of Pigeon's Ranch as a State

Historic Park 1s not warranted.

D. State Museum

The Muséum Division of the State Office of Cultural
Affairs administers four of the State;s Musedms and all
of the State Monuments. The Staté Museums are generally
located in sizeable urban areas. They aré faqilities
where exhibits are gathered: from widelyb scattered
historic sites or séurces, and assembled for fthe
enjoyment ‘and education of large numbers of visitors.
They generélly seek <o "Bring the experience to .the
people” rather than té attract the people to a signifi-
cant site. Of the fou; options for Pigeon's Rénch
described in this section, designation as a museum would

involve the Qreatest investment in- developmént of

facilities, assignment of personnel and ongoing opera-

tional costs. Should the site be designated a museum,.

»the logical focus would be a military museum where

artifacts from throughout New Mexico would be gathered;
and a comprehensive military histbry of the state would
be interpreted. Carrently, military artifacts are
diéplayedAand_events interpreted in either tﬁe Palace of
the Governors or at. the National and State Monument

Visitor Centers where actual events occurred. Military



museums are also operated at several of the United

States military bases throughout the state. It does not

" appear that there is a deficit of military museums in

New Mexico, and it also seems that opportunities for
public'infbrmation about military history are relatively
well distributed at significant sites throughout the
state.

The buiidable land area required for the construc-
tion of a museum or visitor center buiiding with <the
full range of public conﬁeniences is larger than that
which 1is -available at Pigeon's Ranch. ‘The major
constraints -are topography, location of structural
rémains, and the highway, even after propoéed realign-
ment. To try. to 1incorporate such a facility on the
existing site would detract from the visitor's expeii-
encé ofvthe very resources considered worthy of preser-
vation; the architectﬁral remains and relatively
unspoiled setting of the Battle of Gloriéta. Thus, due
to its size, its location relative to urban centers, and
its general‘cﬁaracter,>PigEOn's Ranch 1is deemed.a‘poor
choice és a site for a State Museum.

E. StateAPark

The criteria established'by.the State Legislature

for the desighation of State Parks include the following;

Sites must:

1. Contain a diversitv of resources including areas

of scientific, aesthetic, geologic natural or
histeric value. '

47



2. Provide recreational opportunities significant
enough to assure patronage from a region or pre-
ferably from the state as a whole; and

3. Conform to the State Comprehensive Outdoof>
' Recreation Plan (SCORP)

It is clear from a brief overview of the Pigeon's
Ranch site that these criteria would not be met. State
Park designation is the least appropriate of the four

options being considered.
F. Implications of Status Quo

In addition to the four alternatives being con-
sidered for the Pigepn's Ranch site, there is also. of
course the possibility of leaving the -siﬁe in 1its
current status. For the reasons given below, we do not
favor this option.

Due to the unigue and significant nature of the
remaining adobe structure and the remnants of the:
structures which stood at the timé of the.(:ivil War
battles, we feel that it is in the best intefest of the
public that the Stabilization and preservation measures
aescribed in Section VII be undertaken as a high
oriority regardless of whatever other improvements are
eventuélly made. Safe-guarding this cultural resource
for future generationé is Vextremely important and an
appropriate responsibility of the State of New Mexico.

| In addition to basic stabilization and preéervation,

we also feel that some action =o facilitate commemoration



and public education 1is appropriate. Thus a minimum

.plan of action should also incorporate some interpretive

facilities, and dissemination of information to the
public calling attention to the significance of the site

and the events which occurred there.

[¥¢]
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VIII.

RECOMMENDED STABILIZATION AND PRESERVATION MEASURES

This section describes the minimum stabilization
and preservation measures recommended to be undertaken
by the State of New Mexico. It is based on a seismic
study by K. W. King and S. T. Algermissen.

Since the remaining standing 3;room structure at

Pigecn's Ranch is considered unique and known to be

fragile, the seismic-hazard investigation was performed

under Federal'aﬁthorizatioh in early 1984. The investi-
gétion included vibration tésté on site to evaluate the
sénsitivity of the structure to shaking, since the
existing traffic on NM-50 and future construction tob
improve the road is likely to cause qroundishaking that
might contribute to deterioration of the building.

In ‘additién to road relocation and construction
procedures as described in Section V of this report, the
seismic stﬁiy recommended.several remedial measures to

protect the structure. The following measures are

recommended regardless of the option selected for

:11timate development of ;he site. It was proposed that
no. short guy l%nes or blocks which;produce a natural
high frequency of _vibration be wused to support the
structure. Also, all existing framework within the
building should be pinned to prevent further high-
frequency response to vibrations of secondary striuctural
members of the building. The building should then be

retested after pinning to establish its dynamic sensi-

tivity.




Some method should also be employed of stabilizing.

the outside -urface of the adobe walls. During the

winter of 1983—84, hea&y snows and resulting moisture
saturated the>north wall of the structure causing it to
collapse. It was reconstructed with donated funds and
labor. However, to prevent repetition of such damage,
it is recommended that provision be made for drainage
away from the building walls, and that a petroleum
based stabilizing agene be applied to the walls to
minimize saturation of walle by runoff.

Should'the“State of New Mexico choose to designate
the site a.State Monument or one of the ether options
explored in the previous section, the following further
stabilization and reconsﬁruetion is. recommended.

To delineate the historic locations of the founda-
tions and walls, it is recommended that a ‘partial
reconstruction of stone foﬁndations and adobe walls be
undertaken to height of two to three courses. The
adobes and mortar for the foundatidns shouid be sta-
bilized and allowed to ,weather vslowly to maintain an
euthentic' appearance. . interpretive facilities should
make a clear distinction between the original, found
conditions and.the reconstruction.

Te further public understanding and appreciation of
the nature of the original appearance of Pigeon's Ranch,

it 1s recommended. that the remaining structure be

(93]
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reconstructed to conform to the shed roof design with
the portal which was documented in the earliest photo-

graphs.

The archaeological investigation performed by John
Wilson aiagrams " the japparent original structural
configuration ahd should be followed. In addition, ﬁhe
wélls should be stabilized from the inside, and the
building sealed - to prevent public entry. No trails
through the site are recommended, since little of
interest could be seen other than t?at which would be

clearly interpreted from a single vantage point near the

established public parkihg and visitor facilities.
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IX.

SUMMARY : CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Recommended Pacility Development

In summarizing the alternatives described in Section

VI, we conclude that designation of Pigeon's Ranch as a

State Monument is the most appropriate option. This
option allows the greatest flexibility in concept. It
can be Dbest adépted to physical site constraints,
iﬁcorporate the most appropriate interpretive and
commemorative elements, and be relétively economical to
implement and operate. |

It 1is primarily the site limitations of size,
cohfiguration and topography which rule 6ut the option
of a State Histofic Park, as well as the 1lack of
"diversity of résources" required for State Parks.
Considering the various military -~ museums ekisting

throughout the state, it is also questionable whether a

State Historic Park with a military theme is needed in

New Mexico.

"The State Museum alternative is deemed inappropriate _
due to the size and location of Pigeon's'Ranéh, and tﬁe
considerable initial as well as ongoing éosts associated-
with a museum. Museums are best vlocated in urban
centers where the visitation rate, aUgmented by resident
and tourist populations, warrants the necessary expendi-
tures.

The State Park alternative is clearly inappropriate
due to the lack of diversity of resources established és

criteria by the State Legislature: recreational,
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scientific, geologic, and natural.

The "status quo" option is opposed because of the
considerable signifi_cance of the Glorieta Battle as a
turning éoint in the Civil»War in New Mexico. The adobe
building and other structural remains at Pigeon's Ranch
are ﬁnique and worthy of commemoration both.for their

military historical significance, and for subsequent

- historically interesting functions.

Since designation of Pigeon's Ranch as a State Monu-

ment allows considerable flexibility in the extent and

nature of facility develcopment, proposed improvements

may be designed to the specific constraints of the site,
features to be inﬁerpreted, and visitor requirements.
We have concluded thatithe facilities required should
consist of parkiﬁg for 6 cars and 2 buses or recrea-

tional vehicles, restrooms  incorporating <chemical

tcilets with a holding tank, picnic tables, shade trees,

trash receptacles, and interpretive displays situated so

that visitors can view the pertinent features of the

site from a relatively restricted vantage point.

Interpretive material should be durable and vandal

resistant depicting locational and historical context,

chronology of events, battle diagrams, reproductions of

early photographs, and site plans showing original
building locations. Due fo a relatively hign water
table and limitations to on-site sewage disposal, a
holding tank requiring periodic pumping out is proposed.

The 1limited size and topographical constraints of the

W
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site require that considerable sensitivity be applied to
the design and location of the restroom structure so as

not to detract from the experience of Pigeon's Ranch as

'a historical site. For this reason also, no paths or

shade structures are prcposed. In cooperation with the

Highway Department, turning lanes, adequate signing and

illumination should be provided. It is also recommended

that the coopergtion of the State Highway Department and
the National Park Service be.sought to érovidé-informa-
tion ét highway rest stops and related Natioha; Monuments
(Pecos .and Fort Union) respectively, tying the sites
together' geographically aﬁd historically.

Due to topographical configuration, and the
location of. the highway even 1in its neQ alignment, an

adequately developed State Monument may require acquisi-

tion of lands to the east of the present site. The 3-

acre parcel of land currently owned by the Museum of New

Mexico, shown on the map entitled "Adjacent Ownership,”

"Page 38, and situated just over % mile to the east of

the site,.Awould not be particulariy useful to the
inferpfetation of the Pigeon's.Ranch site. But further .
analysis of that parcel may'prpve it adequate for the
construction of a facility thch could interpret éther
aspects of local Civil War history.

The Schematic Land Plan, Figure 7, shows a hypothe-
tical arrangement of the facilities proposed and general

relationships between uses. The land area required for
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the uses proposed is shown as the three acre area

currently protected by the historic resource easement

plus approximately a half acre to the east of :the

Pigeon's Ranch property. An accurate site analysis and
land use planning process will be possible once a
topographic, boundary and imprcvement survey is available

for the area. The plan shown does not reflect accurate

site information, and no contact has been made with the

adjacent property owners. Nevertheless, .a general idea

of the extent of the facility propdsed may be obtained

from the diagram.

The dévelopment being recommended. for "a Staie
Monument at Pigeon's Ranch is »ccmparatively low key
relative to the other alternatives evaluated, and
relative to other State Monuments. It is also 1in
accordance with the wishes of the owner of thé property.

Jennifer Donald, present owner of the property, is
very much in favor of efforts to protect and stabilize
the remains of structures, éna fully supports the
intenfions» of the easement attached to hér -property
which ‘allows the State to pfeserve and maintain “the
premises” described -in the easement {Appendix B ).
However, she wants to'rétain.ownership cf the propexty

and tc Dbe protected from any liabilit resultin from
. S Y vy

- public use of the site. She also wants to retain

privacy for her 1living environment and would want all

visitor activity to be confined to the roadside facili-
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ties. Special attention to security of the site would

‘be required to satisfy her concerns even if the extent

of the ‘development were minimal. ‘To ‘maintain her
privacy, 1t is'recommended that - inconspicuous fencing be
placed unobtrusiQély between the visitor areé and thé
residence. In order to make any substantial imprévements
to the site,'the State would require acquisition'of thé

1and from a willing seller. A less desirable alternative

_would be a long term lease. The owner's desire to

retain possession of the property is a critical

consideration. The control the State is able to acquire

over the site, whether it be a time extension of the
existing easement, long-term lease or purchase of all or
a portion of the site, will be a factor in determining
therappropriate extent of development. The recommenda-
tions presented herein are contingent upoﬁ théStaté's
obtaining fee simple ownership over the land reqﬁired.
In addition to the above described improvements,
the full range of stabilization ‘and presec-vation
measures described in Section VII is recommendea.

Should devélépment be phased, this aspect should receive

the highest priority.

B. Anticipated Visitation Analysis

In order to derive some understandinq of the
anticipated rate of visitation for a State Monument at
Pigeon's Ranch, visitation statistics were gathered for
other State Monuments and for National Monuments. The

facilities considered relevant to this study were Pecos
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National Monument and Fort Union National Monument. No
other existing State Monuments are compafable in nature
or size to that propbsed for Pigeon's Ranch, so no
visitation statistics from these were utilized. Traffic

counts on the State roads and at the Interstate 25

‘interchanges adjacent to the above National Monuments

were also obtained. (See.Appendix D.)

The factors which would affect the visitation rate
at a State Monument commemorating the Glorieta Baﬁtle—
field and Pigeon's Ranch are many, and their cumulative
influences are very difficult to‘predict. They would
generally include but not be limited to the following:

1. Signs along I-25: number, location and in-

- formation included.

2. nformation provided at nearby and related
points of interest; 1.e., Pecos National
Monument, Fort Union National Monument,
-Palace of the Governors, etc.

3. Type, amount and quality of facilities avail-
able at the site, both relative to and inci-
- dental to the historical remains..

4. Information provided on highway maps, at
Chambers of Commerce, and at highway rest
areas. '

5. Traffic counts on I-25 and NM-50.

6. General tourist travel to and arocund 3anta
Fe, and in New Mexico. '

7. General public kxnowledge and interest in New
Mexico and Civil War history.

In making comparisons with the two relevant
Naticnal Monuments to project visitation rates at the

proposed Pigeon's Ranch State Monument, it 1is clear

which facters would contribute to higher rates and which

U
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would lessen visitation. These are listed below.
Annual visitation at Pecos National Monument

extrapolated to 1990 <from 1983 statistics would be

52,796. Relative to Pecos National Monument, factors

which would add to visitor appeal at Glorieta are:

1. Proximity to Santa Fe.

2. Higher tréffic count on NM-50 compared to NM-63.

Compared to Pecos National Monument, factors which
would detract from visitor . appeal at Glorieta are:

1. Considerably fewer remains, artifacts and
relics.

2. Fewer and less comprehensive visitor facilities.

Annual visitation at Fort Unicn National Monument
extrapolatéd qo. 1990 from 1983 statistics would be
16,616.  Relative to Fort Union WNational Monument,
factors which would add visitor appeal to the proposed
Glorieta Battlefield State Monument are: |

1. Proximity to Santa Fe.

2. Proximity to Pecos National Monument.

i)
.

Higher traffic counts on both I-25 and NM-50.

4. Proximity to I-25 interchange.

Compared to Fort Unicn National Monument, factors

which would detract from visitor appeal at Glorieta are:

1. Fewer remains o be seen, considerably smaller
.scale.

2. Fewer and less comprehensive visitor facilities.
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No scientific method has been used to project
visitation rates since it is not possible to establish
the relative weight of the various . factors involved.

However, intuitively evaluating the above observations

and the actual traffic and visitor counts in Appendix

D, we conclude that visitation at a Glorieta Battlefield
State Monument developed as <described_earlier in this
section would be somewhat less than thét at Fort Union
National Monument . Projected visitation for Fort Union
iﬁ 1990 is approximately 16,600 visitors per year. Thus
we are projecting that visitation at Glérieta in 1990
would be in the realm ~f 14,000 visitors per vyear.

Whether the benefits acérued to citizens from
14;000 §isitors to a State Monument offsets the antici-
pated costs of developing and maintaining such a

facility must be evaluated in terms of some assigned

" value to such visits.  Incidental economic benefits

would include some additional spending in Pecos by
travelers driving between Glorieta and Pecos National

Monument. There would likely be increased demand for

- food and lodging establishments in and around the town

of Pecos.
C. Schematic Design and Budgetary Estimates

The elements listed below reflect those shown on the

Schematic Land Plan, FigureA 7. Not included
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ars -costs of off-site signing and modifications to

related National Monuments and highway rest stops to

provide information about the site.

Land Acquisition (3;5 Acfes)..,...}‘;;f.;s 21,000.00
Improvements .
1. Asphalt paved parking area for '

£ cars and 2 R.V.'s or buseS....c.c.... $ 5,700.00
2 Wheelstops/vehicle barriers.......... $ 1,000.00

3. 4 picnic tables on concrete pads.....$ 4,600.00
4

Caretaker's shelter and restroom
~structure with 2 chemical toilets
and holding tank.......veieeenoeennn $ 25,000.00

4 trash receptacleé on concrete pads.$ 1,380;00

5.
6. 1500 linear feet fencing............. $ 9,750.00
7. Interpretive displays............... ,$m10,000.00
8. SEGNS. e ennen ., ST S . 500.00
9. sSite lighting and electrical......... S 2,100.00
10. .Archaéological stabilization/pre-. ‘

servation as described in Section VII$ 35,000.00

11. Shade trees and landscape plantings..$ 8,500.00

Subtotal......... S e .$124,530.00
+20% Contingencies...............coioennn. $ 24,906.00
TOTAL. .. veuveennn- PR e $149,436.00

D. Operations and Hanééement

The closest examples of facilities comparable to
that proposed for P;geon's-Ranch are the smaller safety
rest areas maintained and operated by the New Mexico
Sﬁate Highwayb'Department. These facilites generally

require a cafetakef who spends approximately 75% of full

~ time employment oOn security, operations and maintenance

duties. Iz should be noted that Pigeon's Ranch will be
subject to a high incidence of vandalism. The bronze
plaque placedbon a rock at the three acre site owned by

the State Museum Division near Pigeon's Ranch was
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defaced and stolen so many times that efforts to

maintain it in place were abandoned. For this reason,

one of the main responsibilities of the caretakers at

Pigeon's Ranch will be simply to maintain a virtually

continuous visible presence at the site at all hours of

the dav and night tc discourage vandals.
Annual maintenance costs for tha comparable highway

rest areas are:

U. S. 285 between Vaughn and Rcswell ...... $19,000.00
U. S. 70 between Portales and Clovis..... $22,000.00
0. S. 64 near the Rio Grande Gorge....... $20,000.00

‘Projected annual operations and maintenance costs

for a State Monument at Pigeon's Ranch are:

24 hour full time caretaker with vehicle..$55,000.00

Materials, supplies, repairs, servicing

of restroom»holding tank.......... 0L $ 8,000.00
Annual archaeological 1nspectlon and

minor stabilization............... EEERRREE $ 3,000.00
TOTAL ANNUAL BUDGET............ eeeeee....$66,000.00

Actﬁal'costs may vary depending on how the State
chooses to supply housing for the caretakers in the
vicinity, to facilitate maintenance of security at the

site..
E. Recommendations for Public Input and Further Study

Public participation in the process of determining

the appropriate level of development and Pigeon's Ranch
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éhould include oppoftunities for several population
groups to contribute.

The general public should be offered the opportunity
to express support and objections to deveibpment
concepts quite early in the decision making process by
means oOf well-publicized public hearings.

Land owners and residents of the area should bé
contacted directlyAduring early design stages éo that
final developmént plans:have the support of neighbors.

A special direct solicitation of input from indivi-
duals,'agencies and organizatioh involved'iﬁ historical
issues coﬁld be beneficial to the project.

With regard to items needihg further study it is
recommended hat a thorough topographical and boundary survey be
performed. The survey should document locations of all
visible 'site features including existing structures,
vegetation, roékboutcrops, utilities, drainage patterns
and the existiﬁé highway. John Wilsbn's determination.
of structufal remains and the State Highway Department's
finalized road alignment may‘then be éuperimposed on_the:
survey. ~Once such a survey is completed, in-depth land
use planning méy begin. ’

Eventually, a thorough aréhaeological féseafch
program should be performed which would include investi-

gations of the building interior, recovery of any

"remaining artifacts from the site, and further research

as recommended by a qualified archaeologist. This could
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be accomplished before or after the development of the
site.  Any on-site <construction or stabilization
activities should follow precautions established by an
archaeologist so .as not to preclude continuation of

necessary archaeclogical research.
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The back files and issues of the following newspapers and
periodicals were researched:

Albuquerque, The Albuquerqﬁe Journal

New Mexico Historical Review

New Mexico Magazine

—-

Santa Fe The New Mexican

anta e Reporter

192}

(22]
The

The following sources of information were utilized:
El Paso Centennial Museum files, University of Texas at
El Paso

Johnson-Nestor, Architects for map/plan drawn for William
Mahan, 1971

Kansas State Historicall|Society files
Laboratory of Anthropolo site files

Museum of New Mexico History Library vertical files, card
catalogue, manuscript collection, map collection.

Museum of New Mexico Photo Archives

Museum of New Mexico, Public Information Office
National Park Service, Southwest Regional Office filéé
Santa Fe County Courthouse deed and plat records |

San Miguel County Courthouse deed and plat records
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A, Survey Plat of Pigeon's Ranch
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D. Visitation Statistics and Calculations
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- - .~ EXHIBIT "A" | .

A portion of the NE/4 of the SE/4 of Section 34, Township 16 North, _
Range 11 East, N.M.P.M., lying North of the Old Pecos Road, in Santa
Fe County, New Mexico and being more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the 1/4 corner common to Sections 34 and-35, being tge
Northeasterly corner of this tract; thence from said beginning corner
S. 01° 28' 26™ W., 750.87 feet to an iron stake set on the north .
right-of-way line of the Old Pecos Road, being the SE corner of this_
tract; thence along the northerly boundary of the 0ld Pecos Road as

follows: . . :

N. 63° 16' 00" W., 174.19 feet to an iron

. ‘'stake; thence along a curve to the right
whose radius i3 1770.0 feet, a.distance
of 210.58 feet to a point; . .

N. 56° 27' 00" W., 479.50 feet to an iron
stake; thence on a curve to the right
whose radius is 1770.0 feet a distance
of 419.86 feet to an iron stake marking
the northwesterly corner of this tract;

S. 88° 22' 40" E., 1074.86 feet along the
1/4 section line to the point and place

of beginning. All as shown upon plat of survey. prepared by Cipriano
Martinez, N.M.L.S. No. 3995 in February, 1978 and entitled "Plat of
Survey for J. H. BURTTRAM, 3ZR. AND LOUISE M. BURTTRAM, in the NE/4

of the SE/4 of Sec. 34, T. i6 N., R. 1l E., N.M.P.M., Santa Fe County,

New Mexicof.
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Historic Resource Easement

423757

ACREDMENT FOR CRCATION

OF AN FASPMEN

™{s aurcemenc i3 aade on Uctover 2. 1981, betveen Linda Frve
and Cindv Conklin, Sielr heirs. succusoocy dnd 3ssigns (colleczively
spfecred o throuchouc o8 the oweers”™) and the Staee of New Mexico,
Jepartment of Finance znd JJainistratiue, Sctate Planaing Diviston, Historic
Sreservation Jureau sr itd successors {collectivelv refurred to throurhout

as HPB").

RECITALS:

e HPY is 3 subdivision of the zoverument of the Stage of New Mexico.
The [PS cxecutes and ¢ncurs inta Jnvenants and Jcgreements for the preserve~
tion and/or maincenance of properties cncered in the Nacionsl Register of
Yistoric Places, pursuant to its rusponsibllicies under the Histocic
Preservacion Act of 13966 (P.L. 39-465) the Hi{scoric Preservation Act
Amendoents of 1980 (P.L. 36-515) and the Cultural Propercies Acc of 1969 '
(Sections i3-6-1 chroush 17, XMNSA 19738). -

The owners are the owners in fece siople of {mpraved-real properey,
consiscing of the Alexander Vaile (s.k.a. Plicon's) Ranch house and
issociated structures and remains and a porcion of zhe Clorieta Racclefield,
locnted in Santa Fe Councv. The attached nap, vhich i3 cage § of this
document, shows the property, markud in veilow ard consistirm of 10.198
scres more or less, of the Owners. A smaller tract, marked (n red on
the said =ap, constitutes che "Premises’ ruferred 2o throughout chis

-

apreeeent.

The Soundaries of che "?remises” are ay followe: [from 3 poinc € ths
avreh ond of the casc abucdent of a sridye uver the Glorisca Creek upon
che N1d Pecos 'lighwav (State #oad 50): thence souchease aloang the boundary
of Owner's property and boundacv of .the State road right-of-wvay a discance
of 415 feuc more or less to thu soucheast corner of the Ownur's propuctys:
chence 3 distance of 400 feec %o Che narch zlong the esscern boundary of
oswner's propertvy za a poine bevond the top of zhe Mill; thence a discancoe.
of 1IN0 feer more or less tn the vesc, to 3 point >n cthe esst bank of the
Clorieta Creek: thence a distance of 200 feet, sassing lmmeulactely to che
wost of 3 rcck sutcrop, o the soint of hYecinnine.

The premiscs comorise a significanc nortion 2f the flovieca 3actiefield
National ¥{%coric Candmark, s0 desipnatud 33 authorized by the Historic
Slces Act of 1935, and therefore lisced {n the Magcional Regiscer of Hiscorie
Plaees maincained by the Scverecary of the Taterior pursuant to the N¥acional
Historic Presarvation Act of 1966 as amcnded. The boundaries of cthe
lorieta ldactlefieid Nacional Hiscoric landmark are descrided in documencs
on file in the offlce of the HPB. : -

<6 the end that the premises be oruscrved as a siunificant part of the
histortc and culcural assecs of the Stace of New Mexico, che Ouners Jesire
to zrant 2o the d#PB, and che HPB Jes{rus to accent, an caseoenc va the
premises.

NOW, THEREFORE, ‘a consideracrion of five dollars (55.00) and ocher zood
and valuszble consideration, cecetpe of which is hereby acknuwledged, the
Ouners do herebv zrant and cnnvey an casument iln cross, for a period of
tveney (20) years from the date of exccution of this agreement, to the
4PB or {ts successor, in and to the premises.

The easement pranced herein, o be of the nature znd chacacter herein-

* L 1
2 ! s E R . . . . U .
‘| after furiher uxvressed, shall conscitute o 2inding secvizude uoon said
f Sremises 3¢ the wners, and 0 zhat end the Ouners covenaant an hehall at
themseives, theif succuesSsSory Jnd assiuns, with ctne HP8, its succossors
#and assiuaus, such :cvenants beinz icumed to Tun 3S 3 Yinding servitude,
4 for 3 per:nd uf weaty vears, with the primises, o Jo (3nd reirain from
_ il doina) uson the Premises each af the roilowing stipulations, which contri-
T . — o R ) 2 X
P :\\;.- ;1 ?%tc (€] tnv nqnc:g Jucpuse i DNt thes atd algnedicanclyv 1o the arescrvaclon
., - it”-of the hisctoric -rupertcv,
//. . it -9 o
y - ' . .
e . } ..t 2 . 3
- vy : ‘x’\ : ¢g4.09/ 1 Dareby cornly thet thie Inerrememt wos files
2 l”‘“ e I. . STATE OF NEW MEXCO Tor reanrd oo 1ha_Z.. dov of
. - ) :Q B . ’
- | ,‘:—\ﬁg = CSUNTY OF UNTA 72 iS5 28w sl u.d;.._&al‘
-t L4 ))f' .= . Vitness rmy Hand end Seel of Cliica ¢°% ™0 duy ru.r:!d i yooi_Too= &
- -~ oL : - 741
g [ CAROLINA R SONIALES 70007 of the remerds of Seate Fy Covary,

-

w—



ram W o

STIPULATIONS:

1} The Ovners shall nut undertake any construction, alteracion, re-
aodeling, ground disturbunce or other aodification on the Premises vhich
vounld affect the =pocarance of the bhuildings, structures and festurus
locaced cthercon or affcct che specific ur general appearance of all or
sart of the Premises, or obstruct ur rumove any arcifact or deposic beneach
+%¢ surface of the iroumd, without the cxpress vritten permission of the
HPB. Ia considefiag 3ty zroposal by Ounurs for construction, alceracions,
rumodelinu, disturdance or removal oi arctifaccs from che Premises, che HPS
vill cause "udverse effects” to be avoidud, Causes of adverse affects
include, but are not necessarily linite« to

1. vescruction or alteration of ull or sart of the
premises:

2. Iancroduczion of visual, audinle, or atmospheric o
elements that ure ouc of character with the pre=
mises or aditor cheir settinx.

2) The kPB’3 Jecisionus will 3void or zinimize such udverse effucts tou the

premises, to the createst dueurve which, in {ts judgment, shall be praccical and

feasible. The HPB shall review and srnvide decisions on all sufficiencly de-
tailed proocosals sutmitted by the Ounecs vursuanc to this easement vichin 30 -

davs of receiot of such propesals. 7 che id7B-fails to respond to such prowsat,

vithin 60 Adavs che Quners nmav nrocecd uith the oroposed work without further
review by the HPB. .

3) Ouwners may repair ocr maintain existing cultural ov nacural feacures
of the Premises without the wnrior anpruval of the H#PB, provided thac such
repair anu maincenance {3 perrvurmed in o manner vhich will not altes the
appearance of the Premiges or of anvy cultural of nacural fescure within
the Premises.  Oviers mav restore the scenccures and feacures on the
Yepmigey o their original coadicion snd apnearance, subject to the approval
of the HPB,

2) The Premises shall aoc De used tor anv cormmercial or {ndustrial use
which 1 incompatible with the histoerie character of the Premises as
Jdetermined by chu iP8. .

$) The Premiscs shall not be subdlvided, nor shall they aver be devised
ur canveyud excuipt 38 3 unit.

)  No utility iransmission linus mav be creaced on said Premises, except
that underuround Iransmission lines simil be permitted. Inscallatiuvn of such
lines shall e mouitored by a professiunal archeologisc apnroved by the HPB,
and shall noc discurb subsurface cnicurzl or archeological features.

7} Owners hceredy apree that rencesentatives of HPB, its successors or
sssigns, shall be permicced 3t all reasonable tizes to {nspec: che-Premises.
Owners agrevs Ihat represencatives of HPB, {ts successors uc assipgni, shall
Se permitted (o enter and (aspect the incerior of the improvemencs on
the Premises 0 lasure matnctunance vl stTucturazl soundness: inspection of
the fnterior vill noc, in che absencr of evidence of deteriuracion ctaks-
place more sften than annually. Iaspection of the interior will be made
at 4 time muctually acrecd voon by vmee and HPB, {ts successors or assigns
and Owners covenant not to withhold unruasonably consenc in determining
3 date and Iime Tur 3urh insnection.

3) In the event of a violation af anw covenant or restriction heretin,
the HP®, its svcuvssors vr assiygns, mav, follpowing ressonable notice o
Owners, institute suit(s) to enjuis hv ¢x parte, temporary, and/or
permanent injunciion, such vioclation und to reauire che restoracion of

_the Premises to their prior condlition, or in che alternative, representatives
of the HPB, 1rs successors se assiyns, nay evnter upon che Premiscs, carrecs
any such violaciun, and hold Owner, zheir successors and assigns, res-
ponsible for the cost zhereof. HPB, (3 succuessors or issiuns, shall also
have availabie usll lepat and cquitable remedies to enforce ner's
obligations hercvunder, iund in the evunt Ovners are found o have violaced
any of thgir obligacions wners shail reimburse 4P3, its suucessors or
assixns, for any costs or expenses incurred in connection tlerewith,
includine court csscs und stturneys fees.




-

f 3) ODuacrs.igroee that thuse reseetetions 2ill Se {nserted {n any
sunsequent d¢ or other lveal insgrument by wvr *h che uwncrs divesy .
thenselves of -ither the fee sfmnle title to oo Jheir posscessory {nturest

"{u the Premtses, oc anv sart thereol.

f
i
\
1
|
!
! 10) o uvther -ieng, Lillboards, or wvortisesencs shall Le disolaved
' or placed uoun sard fremises, emceat (a3) such plaques or otler markers 43
! are sppronriate for commemoracini ibe nistoric {mportance of che Premises;
k (b) such sipny ur nurkers as afe decussacv o direct und cestrict cthe

I passage of cursens ar the parkiar of i tes yoon said Prumises; and fe) 3
H

i sigon or siens stacing sviely the addresxs of he Premises.

The ezsement ~.':e;1t\:\lAhy this aurcegent shall expire and have nv effect

" wn3rscever an the subjuct Premises on October 2, 2001,

! This agrevsenc shall he recorded 4s a4 cluim of in vaSemenl in Ine
i appropriate records of the County i Sunca fe of the Scacte of New Mexico.
}

Executed un the dare f{rNc Statvd Ibove. . .

Stage of New Mexico

?! ' NDepartment of Finance and Adminiscracion
' Scate ?lunning Otvision
Histuric Preservacion Suregu .
' ek .

1

ii . : - .
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AFPFLEPLA

APPENDIX C: TRAFFIC COUNTS

- The following are 1983 average daily traffic counts (ADT), at

the various locations pertinent to making correlations at
Pigeon's Ranch: _
ADT-1983*

~-25 at the Glorleta interchange just over a ,
nlle west of Plgeon s Ranch 3735
I-25 at the Rowe 1nterchange approximately 3%
miles south of Pecos National Monument 3622
I-25 at the Ft. Union interchange : , 2486
NM-63 on which Pecos Vatlonal Monument is
located : _ , 857
NM-477 the road between I-25 and Ft. Union
National Monument _ : i1z
NM-30 on which Pigeon's Ranch is located = - 2003

*Both Directions
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APPENDIX D: VISITATION STATISTICS AND CALCULATIONS

I. From the 1976 SCORP, Appendix C-7:

7isits to Historic Sites, projected to 1980 © 3059
projected to 1985 3776
projected to 1990 . 4661

Interpolation to derive 1983 figures:
3776 - 3059 = 717 = 5 = 143 x 3 = 429 + 3059 = 3488
visits to historic sites projected for 1983
Calculation to derive % of increase from 1983 to 1990: .

4661 - 3488 = 1173 = 3488 = 34% increase in .
visitation from 1983 to 1990

II. From New Mexico Progress, 1983 Economic Report:

1983 Visitors To: - Projected 1990 Visitors:
Pecos National Monument | 39,400 x 1.34 = 52,796
- Ft. Union National Monument 12,400 x 1.34 = 16,616
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MSTOME Glorieta Battlefield

AND/OR COMMON .
Glorieta Pass

fALOCATION
STREET & NUMBER
U.S. Highway 84-35  _NOTFOR PUBLICATION
CITY. TOWN _ CONGRESSIONAL DISTRICT
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STATE , CODE COUNTY CODE -
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NAME State of New Mexico, and various private owners
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» Santa Fe —_ VICINITY OF _ New Mexico
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COURTHOUSE, Santa Fe County Courthouse’
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TITLE
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i+ [T-DESCRIPTION

1Y 317

CONDITION ' CHECK ONE : CHECK ONE
__EXCELLENT __DLTERIORATED __UNALTERED : X oriGinaL sitE
_ GOOD ' __AUINS. Xaueneo __MOVED DAIE . .
X ram —UNEXPOSED '

DESCRIBE THE PRESENT AND ORIGINAL {IF KNOWN] PHYSICAL APPEARANCE

The Glorieta Pass Battlefield consists of two parcels of land, one which extends
down. the Pass from Deer Creek past Canoncito, and the other which centers around
Pigeon's Ranch. The first parcel is a narrow canyon with wooded slopes, which
widens at Canoncito. A four-lzne highway hugs the north slope and about half the
width of the original valley has been elevated to accommodate it. A narrow gap at
the western end has been widened by blasting away the mountain-top to clear a path
for the highway. Apache Creek, on which the fighting centered, has not been dis-
turbed. The railroad winds along the south slope but is not obtrusive. Immediately
south and west of the gap, near the village (consisting of three adobes) of
Canoncito, is the site of Johnson's Ranch. The ranch has been destroyed, and site
is open land. :

The second parcel of land, to the sSoutheast of Glorieta, is bisected by the
two-lane State Route 50, which duplicates the route of the old Santa Fe Trail.

A portion of the original Pigeon's Ranch is incorporated in the present structure,
and there are a few post-historic outbuildings as well. Otherwise, the land is
still covered with trees and scrub brush. The Museum of New Mexico owns a two-
acre tract to the east of Pigeon's Ranch. :
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—_PREMISTORIC  —_ARCHEULUGY.PRENISTORIC  _ COMMUNITY PLANNING " _LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE  _RELIGION
—_1400-1499 _ARCHEOLOGY-HISTORIC —CONSERVATION —law —SCIENCE
—1500-1%99 __AGRICULTURE —ECONOMICS —LTERATURE —-SCULPTURE ~
__1600-1639 _ARCHITECTURE —EDUCATION Xmiutany —-SOCIAL/HUMANITARIAN
__1700-1799 _ART : __ENGINEERING —MusIC —THEATER
X 1800-1899 _COMMERCE —_EXPLORATION/SETTLEMENT —PHILOSOPHY © _TRANSPORTATION
—1900- _COMMUNICATIONS __INDUSTRY o —POUTICS/GOVEANMENT __OTHER (SPECIFV)

' _JNVENTION o
SPECIFIC DATES March 26-28, 1862 BUILDER/ARCHITECT

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE

The Battle of Glorieta Pass, March 26-28, 1862, ended the Confederate invasion of
New Mexico, the first step in a grand design for detaching the West from the Union
and extending the Confederation to the Pacific.

In February 1862, the Confederate General, Henry H. Sibley began an invasion up
‘the Rio Grande Valley with a brigade of 2,500 Texans. After defeating Federal
forces at the Battle of Valverde on February 21, Sibley drive on to Albuguerque
and Santa Fe, with little resistance, with Fort Union, and then Denver as his
next objectives. Reinforced by a regiment of Colorado volunteers, 1,300 Federal
troops under Colonel John J. Slough set out to meet the advancing Confederates.
The armies met in Glorieta Pass in the Sangre de Cristo Mountains, and the battle
began on the 26th near Deer Creek, when advance parties clashed. The.full troops
arrived on the 27th, and on the 28th the fighting resumed, near Pigeon's Ranch,
and raged all day, while a body of Federal soldiers under Major John Chivington
made its way through the mountains in an attempt to strike at the Confederate
base camp at the western end of the Pass. Chivington succeeded in destroying

the Confederate wagon train and supplies, thus forcing the Confederate forces

to withdraw from enemy territory and to abandon their campaign in the southwest.

The building of a super highway and a railroad line through Glorieta Pass
has impaired the integrity of the Battlefield, but most of the area still
remains as it was at the time of the Battle.

History

President Davis commissioned Brig. Gen. Henry H. Sibley to lead the invasion
of New Mexico._ With.a.brigadeof 2,500 Texans, he marched up the Rio Grande
from Fort Bliss in February 1862. . A’'Union army under Col. Edward R.S. Canby
concentrated at Fort Craig to meet. the Southerners. At the battle of
valverde on Rebruary 21, Sibley defeated Canby and, while the Federals re-
mained at Craig, ‘drive on to Albuquerque and Santa Fe. The next objective
was Fort Union, with its éepot cBntaining three hundred thousand dollars in
stores, the only obstacles between Santa Fe and Denver. Appreciating the
Janger to Colorado posed by Sibley, Governor William Gilpin had hurriedly
raised a regiment of voluntcers and sent them by forced marches through
winter snows to reintorce the weak garrison of Fort Union. They arrived at
the Fort March 11-15. Under Col. Joha B. Slough, 1,300 infantry, cavalry,
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and artillery set forth to meet the Confederates advancing from Santa Fe. As Sibley was
in Santa Fe (reportedly drunk during the battle), Lt. Col. W.R. Scurry commanded the
1,100 Texans. The two armies, both brigade size, met in Glorieta Pass, a defile in the
Sangre de Christo Mountains by which the Santa Fe Trail reached its destination.

The battle began in the pass on March 26 when the Union advance guard, 418 men under Ma;
John M. Chivington, encountered a Southern advance guard under Maj. C.S. Pyron nhear
Pigeon's Ranch. In several hours of hard fighting, Chivington succeeded in pushirg the
Texans back to Johmnson's Ranch, at the western end of the pass. The approach of night,
however, caused him to bresk contact and fall back to Pigeon's Ranch, then, because of
insufficient water, farther east +o Xozlowski's Ranch. On the 27th Lt. Co. S. Scurry
and the main Texan force reached Johnséon's Ranch, and the next day Slough joined
Chivington at Kozlowski's Ranch with the rest of the Coloradoans.

I ' Slough and Scurry edvanced at the same time and met at 8:30 2.m. on the 28th at Pigeon's
Ranch. The two sides fought indecisively all day, while Maj. Chivington worked a

stratagem that won the battle for Slough. With seven ccmpanies, Chivington made his
way through mountainous terrain around the Confederate flank with the objective of falli

I on the enery rear. Frea a bluff overlocking Johnson's Ranch, at the western entrance
" to the pass, he discovered the Confederate supply depot, 73 wagons and S00-600 mules 2x<
horses, guerded by a small detachment. The Federals charged, destroyed the wagons,

l killed the enimals, then withdrew to Kozlowski's Ranch.

Toss of his supplies forced Scurry to turn back, leaving the field to Slough. Joined Ty
Sibley, ihe army retreated down the Ric Grande, avoiding Canby, and returned to Texas.
Compared to the great conflicts in the Zast, Glorieta Pass, in numbers engaged and Icsse
(150 Tederz2l, ULOO Confederate), was a smell skirmish. Yet the issues were large, and
the battle decisive in resolving them. The Confederates very likely would have taken
Fort Union and Denver had not the Colorado Volunteers stopped them at Glorieta, altkcugt
_ their zains probably could not have been held. As one of the Texans later put it, "i?
it hed not been for *hose devils from Pike's Pesk, this country would have been ours.”

‘ lauoted in Williem Weldrip, "New Mexico During the Civil War," New Mexico Historic
Seview, vol. XXVIII, nos. 3 & & (July, October 1953), pp. 256-257.
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Verbal Boundary Description

Parcel #1 294 acres, approximately

Beginning at the intersection of U.S. Route 85 and the Santa Fe National
Forest boundary, just east of Deer Creek, proceed south along the forest
boundary to its intersection with the 7100' contour line; thence proceed
southwest along said contour line 2.4 miles, more or less, to a point; thence
due west .5 mile, more or less, to the 7000' contour line; thence northeast
along the said line .85 mile, more or less, to a point; thence northeast in a
straight line across Apache Canyon to the 7100' contour line; thence follow
this contour line in a generally northeast direction for 1.7 miles, more or
less, to the forest boundary line; thence south approximately 375' to the

point of origin.

Beginning at the point of intersection of State Route 50 and a branch of
Hagen Creek, proceed west along the north bank of the creek branch 875',
more or less, to a point; thence southeast in a straight line 4,250°',

more or less, to a point; thence due north 2,125' more or less, to the
7300' contour line; thence proceed in a generaly northerly direction along
said line approximately 4,000', more or less, to a point; thence southwest
in a straight line to the point of origin.

The boundaries which enclose these two parcels have been determined by the
nature of the actions they commemorate and by the nature of topography over

which the actions were waged.

Utm's for Parcel {1

13.427220.3935360
13.425540.3933620
13424540, 3933640
13.425790.3935360

OO W

0 492 4ng

l Parcel #2 150 acres, approximately
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