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looking back at the Arroyo Hondo Project after 20 years. This is not only a
chance to review and consider the accomplishments of that project, but to
ask where we should go in future studies of the late sites of the northern Rio
Grande. In mid-October, UNM and NMAC will be jointly sponsoring a con-
ference on the Preceramic Southwest. And in 1997, NMAC will take its mem-
bers on a jaunt to Casas Grandes and other, unexcavated sites in Chihuahua —
with a side trip to Mata Ortiz, where Juan Quezada and others make their Casas
Grandes revival pottery.

So NMAC members will get to play sometimes! But we will have business
meetings during each event (four in 1996), reflecting the challenges we have
ahead of us. If you’re willing to help organize any of the events, please give me
a call — and remember that on exclusively NMAC events such as the Chuska
Slope and Casas Grandes field trips, only NMAC members can attend.

Legislative Committee

Committee chair Nancy Akins couldn’t attend the January 6 meeting, so I'll
report on this. The membership’s aware that last year, NMAC mailed out leg-
islative alerts and visited with New Mexico’s congressional delegation, as part
of a national reaction to attempts to slash federal historic preservation funding
(and threats to do the same to the process itself). We made a difference; from one
end of the country to the other, the sandbags held. But we’re at least six more
years from a balanced budget, and in each of those years NMAC may need to
react as rapidly as we did in 1995.

An even bigger fight may be on on its way: the National Historic
Preservation Act turns 30 this year, and at least a few members of Congress hope
to do it in. If there are any NMAC members who want to devote their pro bono
energies exclusively to the current legislative threats, I urge them to contact Nancy
at the Office of Archaeological Studies, (505) 827-6343. At the very least,
please include your fax number and e-mail address (if you have those) on
your membership renewal form; we plan to build a fax and e-mail alert system
to replace the venerable and not very useful phone tree concept.

Education Committee

I wish to thank the NMAC members who stayed on the afternoon of
January 6 for a special session on archeology education and outreach in New
Mexico. As a direct result of the meeting, you should be seeing a far more active
NMAC public education effort, including several new twists — such as expand-
ing our Education Committee to include a representative from each amateur
archaeological society in the state, and creating annual NMAC awards for
the teacher and the archaeologist who’ve done the most for archaeology edu-
cation in New Mexico.

Public education is that third goal I mentioned early in this issue, and on
January 6 NMAC voted to put its money where its mouth is; from now on, we’ll
have a separate fund within the NMAC account that will be exclusively for edu-
cational efforts. In order to establish that fund, we’ve added a line for a volunteer
contribution on the renewal form in this issue. I encourage you to be generous;
every dime you give will go directly to improving public awareness about the
importance of archaeology.

BLM Lindrith Land Sale

This is a heads-up to the membership about a proposed federal land sale that
may turn into a major NMAC issue. The BLM hopes to sell off hard-to-manage
lands near Lindrith, an area which happens to contain some of the densest
archaeological remains on BLM land in New Mexico. The BLM does not plan
to identify cultural resources or evaluate or mitigate the impacts caused by loss
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Updates on the New Mexico Archaeology Initiative from the

Regional Working Groups

Activities of the North Central New Mexico
Public Archaeology Committee

John Acklen, TRC/Mariah

A committee was originally formed in early August to
address the questions concerning the Cost Benefit Ratio
raised in Lynne Sebastian’s letter of July 10, 1995. Since
that time, the activities of this committee have picked up
steam. An initial request for information submitted to
contractors in August met with little response.
Subsequently, committee members worked with the
Albuguerque Archaeological Society who agreed to under-
write an open meeting entitled The Future of New
Mexico’s Cultural Resources. The October 2 5th meeting
served as a forum to discuss cultural resources issues
and as a catalyst to get down to work. At that meeting, a
coordinating group known as the Committee on the
Future of New Mexico’s Cultural Resources was formed
consisting of Alan Shalette, chairperson, David Phillips,
David Simon, Pat Hogan and myself. The stated objec-
tives of this committee are to: 1) prepare a response to
Lynne’s open letter to the professional archaeological
community; 2) promote activities to combat threatened
budget and regulatory cutbacks by articulating the mean-
ing and value of cultural resources; 3) to play a role in
addressing industry concerns with the current cultural
resource management process; 4) to identify ways to
continue this discourse with the group formed on October
25th.

Since that time, the committee has addressed cul-
tural resources issues on a number of fronts. Alan Shalette
has prepared a brochure What’s the Problem with New
Mexico’s Cultural Resources? This document is intended
to be used in an Albuquerque Archaeological Society-
sponsored public outreach program. For those of you
who have not seen it, I urge you to get a copy. It’s an
excellent document.

David, Pat, and I have been working on a coordi-
nated response to Lynne’s open letter. In December, we
developed specific cost and issue-oriented questionnaires
and submitted them to companies active in the area. As
some of you know, we have followed up with phone
calls. For those of you who have not responded (you
know who you are) please do soon! We anticipate sub-
mitting a comprehensive cost and issue-oriented response
form the northern Rio Grande subarea early in Februafy.
If anyone has any additional input for us, please feel
free to contact any one of us.

From the Historic Preservation Issues Forum
of Northwest New Mexico

Larry L. Baker and Janet McVickar, Coordinators

The Historic Preservation Issues Forum (HPIF) of
Northwest New Mexico was formed last summer in
response to Dr. Lynne Sebastian’s (State Archaeologist
and Deputy Historic Preservation Officer) Open Letter
of June 14, 1995, and Request for Information dated
June 10, 1995, regarding concerns over the future of
archaeology in light of the current political climate. During
the late summer and fall, the HPIF has convened eight
times to discuss issues related to public archaeology.
Participants in the discussions include regional archaeol-
ogists from northwestern New Mexico and southwestern
Colorado, local industry representatives, and Federal
agency personnel. At each meeting. a broad spectrum of
related topics were presented for discussion. Minutes from
each session were disseminated to participants and inter-
ested parties.

The HPIF initiative culminated in a preliminary draft
document which synthesized the discussions and respective
comments related to Dr. Sebastian’s questions. On
December 11, 1995, Dr. Sebastian traveled to Farmington
and met with HPIF in a general session to discuss this
initiative and comment on the preliminary draft docu-
ment. In a word, Dr. Sebastian’s comment regarding the
effort was “remarkable”.

During January, the HPIF draft documents will be
forwarded to participants, concerned groups, and interested
individuals for review. Once comments are received, the
revised document will be forwarded to Dr. Sebastian. Dr.
Sebastian is hoping to hold a general session later this
year for those who have been involved in coordinating
responses to her queries.

Report from Southeastern New Mexico
Deni Seymour, Lone Mountain Archaeological Services, Inc.

Archaeologists who work in the southeastern part of the
state have been very busy addressing a wide range of
issues and responding to a number of requests for infor-
mation and input from a variety of sources for the past few
months. The most productive result is that sustained and
congenial communication is occurring on a regular basis
between members of this community. Archaeologists are
pulling together and agreeing to disagree while moving for-
ward to address important issues.
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Over the past few months discussion and concern
has focused on the BLM and SHPO review of the Roswell
BLM. We have responded as individuals, companies, and
groups to questionnaires and personal inquiries. One clear
result of this it that regardless of company affiliation,
archaeologists are very concerned about improving enforce-
ment of standards, of making guidelines and standards
explicit (even if this means adopting a number of acceptable
approaches), of gaining the attention of the BLM man-
agement, and of ensuring that resources are not preserved
and avoided into extinction. The primary concern and
an issue that we all agree on is to adequately record, pre-
serve, and manage the resources in this difficult regulato-
Iy environment.

Many have also responded to a request for comments
on the new guidelines and stipulations proposed for the
Roswell District. While we have not yet heard how our
comments have been received, we are pleased with the
number of responses sent to the BLM. Future discussions
will focus on assisting with the development of more
appropriate standards and guidelines.

There has been a group effort to address the con-
cerns posed by Lynne Sebastian in her questionnaire. An
advisory group has been established to coordinate respons-
es, to synthesize the results, and to present these at a
February 6 meeting in Roswell (see announcement). So far,
this group consists of Regge Wiseman, Rose Marie Havel,
Jim Hunt, David Kayser, Don Clifton, Pat Flanary, and
Deni Seymour. One result of numerous discussions is that
many of the questions that are appropriate for other por-
tions of the states must be rephrased in this area. Rather
than expending less effort and fewer dollars on archaeol-
ogy, the group consensus seems to be that we need to
use those dollars differently and perhaps in a more focused
manner to achieve more substantial results that address the
substantive issues of our discipline which are unique to this
area.

This advisory group is also planning two symposia that
will result in the preparation of two multiple-authored
publications or an edited volume: one on
Apache/Comanche occupation and material culture and
one on Paleoindian material culture and settlement pat-
terns. Enthusiasm is high and a cooperative spirit is central
in this effort.

Meeting Announcement for Southeast New Mexico
Archaeologists

The next meeting of southeastern New Mexico
Archaeologists is on February 6, 1966 at Mario’s
Restaurant in Roswell between 11:00 am and 4:00 pm.
Topics of discussion include: 1) results of the poll regard-
ing the questionnaire sent out by Lynne Sebastian; 2)
results of the BLM/SHPO review of the Roswell District
presented by David Cushman; 3) discussions of in-field
analysis forms, standards, and methodologies; 4) announce-

ment of the Southeastern New Mexico Advisory’s Group’s
plans for a cooperative conference and paper on
Apache/Comanche sites and material culture in the Roswell
District. All archaeologists working in, permitted in, or
interested in the Roswell District are invited. Plan on eat-
ing lunch, since the charge will be the same if you do not
eat. Please RSVP so that we can reserve enough space. Call
Deni Seymour at (505) 246-2606 or e-mail to
DJSLMAS@aol.com. Mario’s Restaurant is on 200 E.
2nd in Roswell, 623-1740. Call Pat Flanary for direc-
tions: 624-1790.

MORE CRM NEWS

Administration of Santa Fe County
Cultural Resources to Change

Steve Post, NewsMAC Editor

On January, 13, 1996, The New Mexico State Historic
Preservation Division informed Santa Fe County that it
would no longer administer Section 3 of the Santa Fe
County Land Development Code after the New Subdivision
Act goes into effect July 1, 1996. Section 3 is the Santa Fe
County Archaeological Code that has been in effect since
the fall of 1988. SHPD has provided compliance review for
the code since its inception. Given the current economic cli-
mate and the increase in Santa Fe County compliance
review caused by a more than 100 percent rise in lot-
splits in the last couple of years, SHPD is reducing their role
over the next six months with an end to compliance
review on July 1, 1996.

For the past year SHPD has tried to convince the
County to take over the compliance duties with no success.
The County has been offered technical assistance for
amending the code and assistance in identifying funds to
support the County compliance review process. The coun-
ty has listened and even expressed a willingness to explore
various alternatives, but there has been no action to date.
For this reason SHPD will provide decreased review service
to the County by only reviewing archaeological reports on
subdivisions, leaving lot-splits to be reviewed by Santa
Fe County. The County staff response to this new arrange-
ment is to continue sending the lot-split reports to SHPD,
and, if they do not receive a response in 30 days, signing off
on them.

Professional archaeologists residing in Santa Fe County
are extremely concerned by this turn of events. The Santa
Fe city and county archaeological ordinances require
archaeological and historical investigations on private
land prior to subdivision and construction. They are the
only local ordinances in the state that address cultural
resources on private land. These ordinances have resulted
in the inventory of large tracts of private land and the iden-
tification and excavation or protection of more than 2,000
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sites. Because of these ordinances the archaeology of the
wide open spaces between and beyond the large pueblos of
the Galisteo and Santa Fe River Basin is being fleshed
out. Documentation of homestead sites in the southern half
of the county is providing the first real view of Territorial
and early Statehood period ranching and settlement pat-
terns. A decrease or end to the information that is being
recovered through these efforts is unacceptable and a
tragic loss to the citizens of Santa Fe County.

Presently, concerned archaeologists living in Santa Fe
County have met numerous times together and with SHPD
to address this change in the review process. The feeling is
that the County would derive the greatest benefit from their
archaeological code by doing its own review. Possible
courses of action for the County range from doing nothing
to creating a County Archaeologist position. Naturally, the
County Archaeologist option is the most attractive from a
cultural resource management standpoint, but the County
thinks it is too costly. Until March the strategy will consist
of lobbying County Commissioners and talking to County
staff about possible solutions. Additionally, archaeological
contractors will need to be more proactive about inform-
ing County staff about potential problem areas and to
help staff identify recommendations that require County
Development Review Committee attention.

If NMAC members living in Santa Fe County know
County Commissioners, the County Manager, Domingo
Sanchez, or the County Land Use Administration staff,
encourage them in a positive way to take the right course
of action in managing and protecting Santa Fe County cul-
tural resources. If you have ideas about how to address this
problem or want to get involved, call me at (505) 820-
7785. Even while we focus attention on statewide and
national initiatives, there are local issues that are as press-
ing and in the long run may have a more dramatic impact
on the future of New Mexico’s cultural heritage.

1995 State of New Mexico Study Shows that
Cultural Resources are Good for Business

Dave Phillips, NMAC President

When we ask corporations or the public to support historic
preservation, we tend to feel a little like Oliver Twist ask-
ing for more gruel. But at the statewide level, cultural
resources aren’t an imposition; they’re good business. Just
how good? According to a 1995 study by the N.M. Office
of Cultural Affairs, cultural resources (broadly defined) gen-
erate $1.6 billion in expenditures in New Mexico. That has
created over 56,000 jobs in the state, far more than are
provided by “vital™ areas such as construction, health
services, or manufacturing. The study concludes that
“New Mexico’s cultural resources — museums, visual
and performing arts, libraries, Indian reservations and
pueblos, art galleries, historic buildings, arts councils,
archaeological sites, films and literature, community fes-

tivals — stimulate deep and broad economic and social
development in our communities.”

The study found that the direct expenditures for cul-
tural resources totaled $292 million; the total figure (which
also includes indirect expenditures) was calculated by
plugging data into a program developed by the U.S.
Department of Commerce. Since no figures on CRM
expenditures have been gathered up to now, one result of
the state archaeologist’s initiative should be be to show an
even greater economic benefit from cultural resources.
The next time someone asks you what good culture is, or
why it’s worth preserving, you can point out that elimi-
nating the cultural portion of New Mexico’s economy
would destroy a third more jobs than eliminating all the
construction companies in the state. (Source: On Fertile
Ground: Assessing and Cultivating New Mexico’s Cultural
Resources. State of New Mexico, Office of Cultural Affairs,
Santa Fe.)

HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION NEWS
Lynne Sebastian, State Archaeologist
Heritage Preservation Week 1996

Heritage Preservation Week will be May 11-19 this year.
The poster is going to be a real knock-out, and we are hop-
ing to have a record number of Pres Week events this
year. Please consider sponsoring an event this year, espe-
cially if you have never done one before. All of us love to
talk about archaeology — please share that love with the
public in some way.

Do a slide show, do a site tour, do a flint-knapping
demonstration, do a program for a school group or a
senior citizens center, work with your local library to put
on an exhibit, get the local newspaper to do an article on
archaeology, do anything that you think would be fun or
interesting for you that you can share with the public.

We need all the friends we can get; so we need all the
archaeologists in New Mexico to help with public educa-
tion and outreach. To get your event in our calendar of
events statewide, you need to get the information to us by
March 1. We are sending letters with full details to all state
permittees and to the federal and state agency archaeolo-
gists. If you don’t get one or you have questions, call
Dave Cushman in the SHPO’s office (827-4045).

New Mexico Archaeology Fair 1996

Many people have asked, “Can we move the
Archaeology Fair around the state instead of just having it
in Albuquerque?” The answer is, “Absolutely. We want to
do just that.” But what it takes is a local organizing com-
mittee. The folks in Farmington, who seem to be brimming
over with volunteerism lately, have VOLUNTEERED to
sponsor this year’s Fair. It will be May 11 and 12 at
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Salmon Ruin with San Juan County Museum and San
Juan College CRM taking the lead.

SHPO archaeology staff and the folks from SWCA,
Mariah, Quivira, and Museumn of New Mexico who have
been doing much of the organizing for the last two Fairs
will be doing all we can to support their efforts, but it is
important that everybody who has supported the Fair in
the past be as willing to go to Farmington to help. If you
want to volunteer straight out, call Larry Baker at Salmon
(505) 632-2013. Otherwise expect me or Carol Condie or
Dave Phillips or one of the other usual suspects to put the
arm on you to help as soon as Larry tells me what they
need!

ARMS News
Tim Seaman, ARMS Program Manager
ARMS Phones getting better! (really!)

One nice thing about working in a museum is that our old
computers and office equipment can be immediately acces-
sioned into collections when they are finally replaced.
Our old phone system was no exception. Our new phone
system was installed late last year and although there
were some serious problems at first, it is finally stable. The
phone numbers have not changed (505-827-6347/8002),
but we now have an automatic attendant that answers the
phone. The answering message is kind of long, but if you
know our extensions, you can quickly reach any ARMS
staff member. If you just want an LA number or a records
check and do not care who you talk to, just enter “520~
anytime after the welcome message starts. If we are out of
the office or in a meeting, you may leave us voice mail and
we’ll return your call ASAP. If you need a records check, be
sure to leave some information about your query (e.g., map
names, PLSS locations, LA numbers, etc.). If you need to
speak to someone in particular, just enter their extension
number from the list below:

Name Title Ext.
Tim Seaman Program Manager 531
Leslie Bischoff Systems Manager 566
Louanna Haecker Staff Archeologist 565
Steve Townsend Staff Archeologist 529
Scott Geister Staff Archeologist 527
Anna LaBauve Staff Archeologist 528

Genl. Info.(site registration, records checks, etc.) 520

NMCRIS Database Access via Internet

Late last year, ARMS installed a network router and
connected to the Internet. If you do not have an Internet
connection this announcement is of little consequence,
but if you do or are thinking about getting one, it means

that you do not have to incur long-distance phone charges
to use the NMCRIS Database Query Facility (DQF).
Other than the greater communication speeds, there is’
little difference between a DQF session over the Internet
and one negotiated over standard phone lines with a
modem. Instead of initiating a modem-dialing sequence
from your computer, you just enter a telnet command to
connect to the ARMS host computer. We are still in the
process of configuring our router, however, and users
may experience problems in connecting to us. We hope to
achieve a stable connection this spring and we apologize in
advance for any inconvenience this downtime may cause.
Our two modem lines are fairly reliable, so if you have
problems with Telnet, just dial us up. If you wish to give

Internet access a try, please call Tim Seaman or Leslie
Bischoff for the details.

NMCRIS User Accounts

Over the last year, we have noticed that some user
accounts are being used by more than one individual.
This is a serious security problem. ARMS user accounts are
issued on an individual, rather than institutional basis,
and you should not share your account or password with
anyone else. To the guilty parties: please change your
password immediately and ask non-authorized users to
apply for their own accounts. Continued violation of
ARMS computer security rules will result in cancellation of
your account. :

We will be migrating to a new computer system this-
year. As part of this process, we will probably be scruti-
nizing all user accounts carefully and deactivating any
account that has not been used in the last year and/or
where institutional affiliations have changed. If you want
to keep your account active, you should log in at least once
a year and change your password — it will expire after 280
days. We also need to know if you change affiliations.
Thanks!

ARMS Fees

Most NMAC members are aware that ARMS is facing
cutbacks in federal support and that we intend to increase
our fees to make up this deficit. We attempted to do this by

1 January 1996, but we have had to postpone implemen-

tation owing to some unanticipated statutory issues and

some questions that Lt. Gov. Walter Bradley had for us. It’s

a long story, but we are taking the following remedial

steps:

1. In late December, we distributed a 2 page questionnaire
on the subject of fees to all archeological consultants and
contractors working in NM. More than half of these
were returned by 15 January 1996 and will be used by
HPD in determining how {or if) the fees will be imple-
mented.

2. We are holding a public meeting to present and discuss
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Discovering Archaeology: The 1994 Socorro C.A.S.M. Summer

Archaeology Program

Robert Dello Russo, Escondida Research Group, Socorro, NM

Abstract
As we are all generally aware these days, a major
responsibility of the archaeological community is in the
area of public education. Without establishing a durable
and open channel of communication between ourselves and
the public-at-large (to whom we are ultimately indebted for
research funding), the legitimacy and relevance of our
endeavors will be lost. A short-term archaeology course for
12-14 year old school children in Socorro was developed
and implemented by the Robert Dello-Russo of the
Escondida Research Group during the Spring and early
‘Summer of 1994 in an attempt to address this concern. A
brief review of that experience is presented in the follow-
ing article as one possible state-wide avenue through
which archaeologists can expand their educational outreach

to the public.

Background

The New Mexico Comprehensive Regional Center
for Minorities (NM-CRCM), in response to a request
from the National Science Foundation, has developed the
NM-CRCM Continuum concept. The purpose of this
concept centers on the integration of the math and science
enhancement programs already existing in New Mexico
with the two flagship programs of the NM-CRCM: The
Community Academy for Science and Math (CASM); and
the New Mexico Mathematics Engineering Science
Achievement (NM MESA) program. As stated in their
1991-1992 Prototype Year Summary Sheet, “These two
programs offer each school district a K-12 continuum of
student experiences in science and math enhancement
leading to high school graduates who are truly able to enter
the workforce, or post-secondary education, without addi-
tional coursework.”

As a result of substantial collaborative efforts (by the
New Mexico Assistance Foundation, Los Alamos National
Laboratory, New Mexico Highlands University, several
rural school districts, the Southwest Indian Polytechnic
Institute, and the State Department of Education) 7 ele-
mentary schools and 2 middle schools, representing 7
rural districts, initiated CASM Projects in the prototype
year. This effort reached 275 students (61% Hispanic,
28% Native American). Four middle school MESA sites
were initiated in the Spring of 1992, reaching an additional
100 students. As a result of collaborative expansion NM-
CRCM co-funded 4 Summer Science Camps, which were
attended by 264 students in grades 6-12 in 2-week, 3-
week, and 6-week programs. NM-CRCM also provided
support to the NM Indian Science Fair for the two New

Mexico winners to attend the National AISES Indian
Science Fair.

The staff of the NM-CRCM has compiled information
for inclusion in the statewide Science and Math Resource
Directory which has been published with the help of the
State Department of Education, Intel Corporation, and
BDM International. The Resource Directory lists over
250 programs, 35 science and/or math competitions,
newsletters, and funding sources available to New Mexico
schools, students, and teachers.

1994- SOCORRO CASM Summer Archaeology
Program

The Socorro CASM program has, in the past, sought out
interested science and math professionals to make short-
term evening presentations to students. The presentations
generally consist of discussions about the nature of the
speaker’s professional work, thereby providing exposure to
potential career opportunities for the students. Working in
conjunction with Mrs. Judy Jiron and Mrs. Jane Romero
of the Socorro Consolidated Schools, I sought to develop
an expanded archaeological curriculum to include both
classroom presentations, handouts, visual and hands-on
demonstrations, and a limited field experience. Four class-
room sessions, briefly outlined below, were given at one
week intervals for approximately 10-15 students and inter-
ested parents. The classroom sessions were designed to
introduce concepts and methods relevant to archaeolo-
gy, in general, and to the subsequent field experience in
particular. The classroom sessions lasted approximately
1.5 - 2 hours.

Classroom Presentations

Lecture 1: Introduction

a) Slide presentation on variations in prehistoric site types
found in western North America;

b) Discussion of sites as elements of regional land-use
systems, and discussions of facilities and structures as
investments in locations;

¢) Generalized chronological framework for the Southwest
and discussion of human behavior;

d) Questions and discussion.

Lecture 2: The Archaeological Site

a) Processes of site formation; What are sites? What are iso-
lated occurrences? Why are some sites more obvious than
others? What are components?

b) What are features (hearths, storage pits, facilities, struc-
tures)?
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c) Artifact classes (stone tools, groundstone, ceramics);
d) Other classes of materials (charcoal samples, pollen
samples, bones);

¢) What is site structure?

f) Questions and discussion.

Lecture 3: Date and Stone Tool Analysis

a) How we create data and why;

b) Theory — hypothesis — research design — field work —
laboratory analysis — interpretation;

c) Types of data (time, 3-D space, attributes);

d) Introduction to stone tool analysis: reduction trajecto-
ry, cores, flakes, informal vs. formal tools, tool repair,
tool use and discard behavior (Seated Drop Model);

e) Introduction to flake morphology: terms and mean-
ings, material types;

f) Questions and discussion.

Lecture 4: Strategies of Field Research

a) How do we find sites?

b) Methods of archaeological survey (use of compass,
topographic maps, transects);

c) Site discovery (flagging artifacts, evaluations of site
boundaries, site condition, environment, buried deposits);
d) Mapping the site (site datum, use of compass, pacing,
taping, graph paper, scales, symbols);

e) Photographing the site and illustrating artifacts;

f) Site forms;

g) Questions and discussion.

Field Experience

Field Day 1: The initial session of fieldwork actually
began with classroom lecture 4. Handouts (including
simplified site forms, a small topographic map, and a list
of lithic artifact terminology) were augmented with over-
head projections of topographic maps, site maps (show-
ing site boundaries and site datum), and a schematic
diagram of typical survey transects.

Upon completion of about 1 hour of class work the
class moved outside to witness a flint knapping demon-
stration. Discussion centered around lithic attribute ter-
minology, identification of material types (particularly
rhyolite and obsidian), and identification and assess-
ment of discard patterns (Seated Drop Model).

After a one hour break for lunch students were each
given a compass, a set of pin flags, and some metric
measuring tapes. The remainder of the afternoon ses-
sion was devoted to practice walking transects, reading
the compass, locating and flagging artifacts, and mea-
suring distances. The final few minutes of the day con-
sisted of a review of required field equipment for Field
Day 2 (including a day pack, a hat, good hiking shoes,
sun screen, 1 quart of drinking water, and a lunch).

Field Day 2: The morning orientation included: 1)
Providing each student with a field kit (a compass, a clip-
board, a mechanical pencil with eraser, a small topo-
graphic map, a blank site map form, a schematic drawing
of a typical flake with attributes labeled, and two field data
forms); 2) Reviewing field equipment requirements; 3)
Assigning students to one of three different task groups;
and 4) Organizing transportation. Nine students, 4 parents,
and 3 archaeologists (a total of 16 individuals) then drove
ca. 25 miles to an archaeological site located on private
property. The time in the field (including driving time) last-
ed approximately 6.5 hours.

The archaeological site selected for this project is a
moderate-size (ca. 3000 m2) lithic scatter with an associ-
ated rock shelter. The rock shelter is open to the south and
includes a low cobble wall. Immediately southwest of the
rockshelter is a low boulder with a patterned scatter of rhy-
olite debitage around its west edge (probable area of lith-
ic reduction and reference for earlier study of the Seated
Drop Model). The site occupies a small saddle that faces
broad, open grasslands to the west and mountain foothills
to the north, south and east. An active spring is located
approximately 200 meters southeast of the site, and high
quality rhyolite boulders and cobbles are exposed across a
large portion of the site.

The three task groups each surveyed and flagged arti-
facts on a portion of the site, paying particular attention to
diagnostics (at least 3 projectile points and 2 decorated
ceramic sherds were located) and different material types.
With pin flags visible across the site, some measuring and
mapping exercises began. The mapping exercise stressed
spatial relationships among topographic landforms,
drainages, the artifact scatter, the rockshelter, and the
lithic reduction area. Discussions of findings, possible
interpretations of the site and its function on the landscape,
and placement of the site on a topographic map were
accomplished under a small portable ramada. A break
for lunch and a short period of independent exploration for
the participants followed. Afterwards, photographs were
taken, the site was returned to its previous condition, and
the group returned to Socorro.

Comments

Several aspects of this experience merit further com-
ment. In general, the classroom and field days went quite
well and all participants seemed to enjoy the time spent.
The classroom (a lecture hall at New Mexico Tech) was
not well-suited for presentations as the instructor was
somewhat isolated from the class. In retrospect, a smaller
room in which all participants could be in closer proxim-
ity would be helpful. Future classroom presentations might
benefit from an absence of seats altogether.

Student participation was somewhat varied, with
some students exhibiting an obvious shyness and others
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Under the “Initiative” program, the Trust makes three-year
“challenge grants™ available (on a competitive basis) to vol-
unteer-run statewides so they can acquire paid staff. Within
the next year, the New Mexico Heritage Preservation
Alliance will be applying to the National Trust for
“Statewides Initiative” funding for a staff person; the
Steering Committee is working closely with Trust staff
to ensure Alliance eligibility for the program.

The New Mexico Heritage Preservation Alliance rep-
resents an exciting new development within the state’s
preservation movement. The Alliance invites all New
Mexicans who are concerned about the preservation of the
state’s historic, architectural, and scenic resources to par-
ticipate in its work and to support its efforts to preserve
and protect these resources.

Additional information about the New Mexico
Heritage Preservation Alliance can be obtained by calling
Lois Snyderman, Executive Director, Historic Santa Fe
Foundation, at (505) 983-2567 or writing to: Historic
Santa Fe Foundation, P.O. Box 2535, Santa Fe, NM
87504-2535. Dues are: $25.00 for an individual; $15.00
for a student or senior citizen; or $50.00 for a corpo-
rate/organizational/institutional membership.

NMAC FINMANCIAL STATEMENT

Rob Freed, NMAC Treasurer

{as of 12-31-1995)

Beginning Balance $15,495.43

INCOME
Dues $7,405.00
Publications 1,665.00
Durango Conference 3,650.00
Plant Seminar 740.00
Interest 563.30
Templates 396.00
Historic Preservation Week 2,174.2§

TOTAL 16,594.05

EXPENSES
NewsMAC 1,518.24
Publications 4,220.91
Durango Conference 1,312.04
Educatdon Committee 132.89
Templates 588.31
Legislative Committee 318.00
General Operating Budget 1,335.61

TOTAL (10,278.60)

CURRENT BALANCE $21,810.88

Galisteo Basin Lecture Series
Sarah Schlanger, Curator of Archaeology, MIAC-LOA

The Museum of New Mexico is inaugurating a winter
archaeological seminar series this year with “Living
Traditions: The Galisteo Basin,” an evening lecture pro-
gram at the Museum of Indian Arts and Culture Theater
every Wednesday night from February 21 through March
20, 1996. This year’s seminar will explore the complex and
significant history of the Galisteo and its eight ancestral
Pueblos. The series will culminate in a day long field trip to
the Galisteo Basin with archaeologists from the Museum of
Indian Arts and Culture and the Office of Archaeological
Studies.

Please call Sarah Schlanger, Museum of Indian Arts
and Culture, (505) 827-6344, extension 533 to subscribe
to the series or to sign up for the field trip. Space is limit-
ed and subscriptions are encouraged; reservations for the
field trip are also advised. A subscription ticket to the
entire series of lectures is $35.00; tckets are available at the
door for individual lectures at $7.50 each. The field trip
will involve an additional fee.

February 21—Mr. Joe Sando, Jemez Pueblo—The Galisteo
Basin Pueblos and the Spanish Entrada

February 28—Dr. Winifred Creamer, Northern lllinois
University—The Galisteo Basin in AD 1500

March 6—Drs. John Ware and Eric Blinman, Office of
Archaeological Studies—San Lazaro: Reconstructing the
History of A Galisteo Basin Pueblo

March 13—Dr. Charles Lange—Nels Nelson’s in the
Galisteo Basin and Northern New Mexico—This lecture
will be followed by a round-table discussion of the pio-
neering archaeologists working in the Galisteo Basin; par-
ticipants will include Charles Lange, Marjorie Lambert, and
other scholars. Dr. John Ware will moderate the discussion.

March 20—Dr. Rina Swentzell, Santa Clara Pueblo—The
Galisteo Basin from a Tewa Woman’s Perspective

May 4—Field trip to the Galisteo Basin with archaeologists
from the Museum of New Mexico.

/
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Job Announcement

Lone Mountain Archaeological Services, Inc (LMAS)
has work throughout the West. Several positions are
open including Project Manager, Field Director, Crew
Chief, and Crew Member. Most supervisory positions are
salaried and include benefits. Pay is competitive and
commensurate with experience. Immediate openings at all
levels available in the Albuquerque office—both part-time
and salaried. Some positions available in Nevada and
Arizona. Job descriptions available upon request. Send
vitae to: Dr. Deni Seymour, Lone Mountain
Archaeological Services, Inc., 2301 Yale Blvd. SE, Suite
B2, Albuquerque, NM 87106, ph: (505) 246-2606, fax:
(505) 246-9773

News From Dofa Ana Archaeological
Society

On Saturday, February 3, 1996, a commemoration of the
100th anniversary of the unsolved murders of Colonel
Fountain and his son Henry will take place at Hillsboro,
NM. Colonel Fountain practiced law and had a political
career in Dofia Ana County. Before attending this event
you might want to renew your acquaintance with his
home , the Fountain Theater, and the Fountain memo-
rabilia at the Gadsden Museum in Old Mesilla.

At 11:00 am in Hillsboro, there will be a tour of
places of interest to his history, followed by a $6.00
lunch at the Hillsboro Firehouse at noon. From 1:00-3:00
pm, Leon Metz will try to answer the question, “Who
Really Killed Col. Fountain?”. In addition, Karl
Laumbach of Human Suystems Research will speak on
his excavation of the Oliver Lee house. Come learn
about this exciting passage in Las Cruces history.
Caravans leave the Branigan Library parking lot prompt-
ly at 8:45 am to make the 11:00 am tour.

school of American Research Award

The School of American Research has been awarded
the 1995 Excellence in Humanities Award by the New
Mexico Endowment for the Humanities. The NMEH
Board of Directors selects recipients for excellence in
research, scholarship, writing and teaching of the human-

ities and has chosen SAR for outstanding contribution to -
the humanities iin New Mexico. SAR is nationally and’ -
internationally recognized for fts academic programs’

and research in anthropology and the related fields of his-
sary nhilnsnhy. arg. law. and sociolegy. The advanced
seminar program has marked important milestones in
anthropological research, which have then been pub-
lished by the SAR Press, the publishing arm of the School.

The resident fellowship program provides an environment
where outstanding scholars flourish in a mixture of tran-
quility and intellectual stimulation. Scholars are given time
to think and write about topics important to our under-
standing of the human species. Since its beginning in
1967, the fellowship has supported over 100 scholars
and SAR Press has published many of the books produced
during this time. The award was presented to SAR at the
Seventh Annual Humanities Convocation and Awards
Ceremony November 10, 1995 at La Posada de
Albuquerque. (From AWANYU, December 1995).

From The Editor
Steve Post, NewsMAC Editor

I want to thank all the contributors to NewsMAC
January 1996. From this issue there are plenty of impor-
tant issues for membership involvement. Between the
Archaeology Initiative, Public Outreach, and the New
Mexico Archaeology Fair everyone has plenty to do this
spring. In addition to your valuable service to these caus-
es, I would like to second President Dave’s comments that
NewsMAC will be a better and more informative source
during the troubled times. I will beat the bushes for the
contributions that will keep the membership informed,
but I want members to continue to send articles, news-
briefs, announcements, compelling research results, job
announcements, publication announcements, and Letters
to the Editor and I would like to stress Letters to the
Editor. With a circulation of over 300, NewsMAC is
an excellent way to present an opinion, challenge an
issue, or just blow off steam. If you send the letters, I will
print them.

To encourage more timely submissions to NewsMAC
throughout the year, I am providing a schedule of dead-
lines for the next three issues. It is important that I
receive contributions by these dates so that I can make
NewsMAC a more current and dependable source of
information. So put these dates on your calendar and send
me your news.

The deadlines are: April NewsMAC—March 15;
July NewsMAC—June 14; October NewsMAC—
September 20.

All materials should be sent to me at the Office of
Archaeological Studies, P.O. Box 2087, Santa Fe, NM
87504-2087. You can E-mail your contribution to
SPOST@ARMS.STATE.NM.US. All submissions should
be on 3.5” computer diskette (diskettes will be returned
if requested). All IBM-compatible or Macintosh disk
formats are acceptable, as are most mainstream word
_processor formats (but no WordStar please). The editor
wishes to thank the Office of Archaeological Studies for
its support of the production of NewsMAC.
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Now Available
SoiL, WATER, BIoLOGY, AND BELIEF IN PREHISTORIC

AND TRADITIONAL SOUTHWESTERN AGRICULTURE

New Mexico Archaeological Council Special Publication No. 2 IN sertL
edited by H. Wolcote Toll, xvi+373 pages, 83 figures, 21 tables

Twentyfour papers on field systems, irrigation, soil studies, érop biology,
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archacologists, biologists, ethnobotanists, and geographers.

Available from:

New Mexico Archacological Council
P.O. Box 1023
Albuquerque, NM 87103

Price: $22.00, $3.00 shipping and handling
Still available: NMAC Special Publication 1, Current Research on the Late Prebistory and Early

History of New Mexico, edited by B. J. Vierra, 1592, xvi + 353 pages, 31 papers on Pucblo,
Spanish, and Athapaskan Protohistory. $40.00 + $3.00 shipping.

Please send copics of the Agriculture volume, NMAC Spedial Publication No. 2
would also like copies of the Protohistoric volume, NMAC Special Publication No. 1.
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City, Sute, Zip

Make checks payable to: NMAC



CODE OF ETHICS NEW MEXICO ARCHAEOLOGICAL COUNCIL

ADOPTED September 21, 1979

Archaeology is a profession, and the privilege of proféssional practice requires professional morality and
professional responsibility. A professional archaeologist is one who holds a degree in Anthropology and makes
the greater part of his/her living by practicing the profession; is retired from the profession; or one who has
demonstrated his competence by field and published work which is generally accepted by the professional
archaeological community (e.g. Geologist or other professional specializing in archaeological problems;
Certified Field Archaeologist, accreditation program, Archaeological Society of New Mexico).

The code of ethics below sets forth guidelines for professional morality and responsibility. Guidelines for
research and organization standards are included in the following sections.

I. The Archaeologist's Responsibility to the Public

1.1 An Archaeologist shall:

a. Recognize a commitment to represent archaeology and its research results to the public in a
responsible manner, as outlined below;

b. Actively support conservation of archaeological resources;

c. Be sensitive to, and respect the legitimate concerns of, groups whose culture histories are the
subjects of archaeological investigations;

d. Avoid and discourage exaggerated, misleading, or unwarranted statements about archaeological
matters that might induce others to engage in unethical or illegal activity;

e. Support and comply with the terms of the UNESCO Convention on the means of prohibiting and
preventing the illicit import, export, and transfer of ownership of cultural property, as adopted by the Central
Conference, 14 November 1970, Pans.

1.2 An archaeologist shall not:

a. Engage in any illegal or other conduct violating this code which involves archaeological matters or
knowingly permit the use of her/his name in support of any illegal or unethical activity involving
archaeological matters;

b. Give a professional opinion, make a public report, or give legal testimony involving archaeological
matters without being as thoroughly informed as might be expected;

¢. Disseminate site information that may lead to the illegal destruction of archaeological resources, as
covered by various State and Federal laws;

d. Engage in conduct involving dishonesty, fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation about archaeological
matters;

e. Undertake on an individual or group level, any research, in any capacity, that may affect
archaeological resources, for which he/she is not qualified;

f. Employ personnel for either direction of field work or for independent unsupervised field work who
does not meet the following criteria:

(i) Have a graduate degree in archaeology, anthropology, or closely related field, or equivalent
training accepted for accreditation purposes by the Society of Professional Archaeologists, or

(ii) Have a minimum of 16 months of professional experience, or specialized training in areas such
as lab analysis, archaeological fieldwork, or library research as appropriate to the job;

(iii) Have at least four (4) months experience in general North American archaeology and at least
six (6) months experience supervisory experience.*

* Individuals who lack supervisory experience but who qualify in all other respects and who, in best judgments
of the principal investigator and of the responsible management agency, are prepared for supervisory
responsibility, may be employed in supervisory or independent positions on a probationary basis until the six-
month experience requirement is met. The principal investigator must, in these cases, be prepared to assume
full responsibility for the actions of the probationer.

(iii) Have a demonstrated ability to carry research to completion, usually evidenced by timely
completion of theses, reports, or similar documents;



(iv) If supervising prehistoric archaeological work, the archaeoclogist shall have at least one (n
year's experience in prehistoric archaeological research;

(v) If supervising historic archaeological work, the archaeologist shall have at least one (1) year's
experience in historical archaeology.

II. The Archaeologist's Responsibility to her/his Colleagues

2.1 An archaeologist shall:

a. Give appropriate credit for work done by others;

b. Keep informed and knowledgeable about developments in his/her field or fields or specialization;

¢. Accurately, and without undue delay, prepare and properly disseminate a description of research
done and its results;

d. Communicate and cooperate with colleagues having common professional interests; including
information about sites, areas, collections, or data where there is a mutual active or potentially active research
concern;

e. Know and comply with all laws applicable to her/his archaeological research, as well as with any
relevant procedures undertaken by duly constituted professional organizations;

f. Report knowledge of violations of this Code to proper authorities;

g- Properly record and promptly report any and all cultural manifestations defined as antiquities by
Federal or State regulation;

h. Provide equitable and fair compensation to all employees or project participants within the limits
of project funding. ’

2.2 An archaeologist shall not;

a. Falsely or maliciously attempt to injure the reputation of another archaeologist;

b. Commit plagiarism in oral or written communication;

¢. Undertake research that affects archaeological resources unless reasonably prompt, appropriate
analysis and reporting can be expected;

d. Refuse a reasonable request from a qualified colleague for research data;

e. Solicit employees from other active projects without first consulting with the principal
investigators on those projects;

f. Agree in any contract to suppress archaeological data to the professional community;

g- Condone or aid in the misuse of the sponsoring institution's Antiquities permit or auspices by any
other individual or agency.

III. The Archaeologist's Responsibility to Employers and Clients

3.1 An archaeologist shall:

a. Respect the interests of his/her employer or client, so far as is consistent with the public welfare
and this Code and Standards;

b. Refuse to comply with any request or demand of an employer or client which conflict with this
Code or Standard;

¢. Recommend to employers or clients the employment of other archaeologists or other expert
consultants upon encountering archaeological problems beyond her/his own competence;

d. Exercise reasonable care to prevent his/her employees, colleagues, associates and others whose
services are utilized by her/him from revealing or using confidential information. Confidential information
meansinformation of a non-archaeological nature gained in the course of employment which the employer or
client has requested be held inviolate, or the disclosure of which would be embarrassing or would be likely to
be detrimental to the employer or client. Information ceases to be confidential when the employer or client so
indicates or when such information becomes publicly known.

3.2 An archaeologist shall not:
a. Reveal confidential information, unless required by law;
b. Use confidential information to the disadvantage of the client or employer; or
¢. Use confidential information for the advantage of himself/herself or a third person, unless the client
consents after full disclosure;



d. Accept compensation or anything of value for recommending the employment of another
archaeologist or other person, unless such compensation or thing of value is fully disclosed to the potential
employer or client;

e. Recommend or participate in any research which does not comply with the requirements of the
Standards of Research Performance.

STANDARDS OF RESEARCH PERFORMANCE

The research archaeologist has a responsibility to attempt to design and conduct projects that will add to
our understanding of past cultures and/or that will develop better theories, methods, or techniques for
interpreting the archaeological record, while causing minimal attrition of the archaeological resource base. In
the conduct of a research project, the following minimum standards should be followed:

I. The archaeologist has a responsibility to prepare adequately for any research project whether or not in the
field. The archaeologist must:

1.1 Assess the adequacy of her/his qualifications for the demands of the adequacy of her/his qualifications
for the demands of the project, and minimize inadequacies by acquiring additional expertise, by bringing in
associates with the needed qualifications; or by modifying the scope of the project;

1.2 Inform himself/herself of relevant previous research;

1.3 Develop a scientific plan of research which specifies the objectives of the project, takes into account
previous relevant research, employs a suitable methodology, and provides for economical use of the resource
base (whether such base consists of an excavation site or of specimens), consistent with the objectives of the
project;

1.4 Ensure the availability of adequate staff and support facilities to carry the project to completion; and
ensure adequate curatorial facilities for specimens and records;

1.5 Comply with all legal requirements, including, without limitation, obtaining all necessary
governmental permits and necessary permission from landowners or other persons;

1.6 Determine whether the project is likely to interfere with the program or projects of other scholars and if
there is such a likelihood, initiate negotiations to minimize such interference.

II. Procedures for field survey or excavation must meet the following minimum standards:

2.1 If specimens are collected, a system for identifying and recording their proveniences must be
maintained.

2.2 Uncollected entities such as environmental or cultural features, depositional strata, and the like, must
be fully and accurately recorded by appropriate means, and their location recorded.

2.3 The methods employed in data collection must be fully and accurately described. Significant
stratigraphic and/or associated relationships among artifacts, other specimens, and cultural and environmental
features must also be fully and accurately recorded.

2.4 All records should be intelligible to other archaeologists. If terms lacking commonly held references
are used, they should be clearly defined.

2.5 Insofar as possible, the protection of the resource base must be considered. For example, upper levels
of a site must be scientifically excavated and recorded, even if the focus of the project is on underlying levels.



IIL. During accessioning, analysis and storage of specimens and records in the laboratory, the archaeologist
must take precautions to ensure that correlations between the specimens and the field records are maintained,
so that provenience, contextual relationships and the like are not confused or obscured.

IV. Specimens and research records resulting from a project must be deposited with an organization with
permanent and adequate curatorial facilities, and which permits access by qualified researchers.

V. The archaeologist has responsibility for appropriatedissemination of the results of his/her research to the
appropriate constituencies with reasonable dispatch.

5.1 Results viewed as significant contributions to substantive knowledge of the past or to advancements in
theory, method or technique should be disseminated to colleagues and other interested persons by appropriate
means, such as publications, reports at professional meetings, or letters to colleagues.

5.2 Requests from qualified colleagues for information on research results must be honored, is consistent
with the researcher's prior rights to publication and with his/her other professional responsibilities.

5.3 Failure to complete a full scholarly report within 10 years after completion of a field project shall be
construed as a waiver of an archaeologist's right of primacy with respect to analysis and publication of the
data. Upon expiration of such 10-year period, or at such earlier time as the archaeologist shall determine not to
publish the results, such data should be made fully accessible for analysis and publication to other
archaeologists.

5.4 While contractual obligations in reporting must be respected, archaeologists should not enter into a
contract which prohibits the archaeologist from including his or her own archaeological interpretations or
conclusions about the archaeological record in contractual reports, or from a continuing right to use the data
after completion of the project.

5.5 Archaeologists have a responsibility to not disseminate information in a manner which encourages
vandalism, in accordance with State and Federal laws.

ORGANIZATIONAL STANDARDS

Archaeologncal research involving collections of original field data and/or acquisition of specimens
requires adequate facilities and support services for its successful conduct, and for proper permanent
maintenance, security, and accessibility of the resulting collections and records.

A full-scale archaeological field project will require the following facilities and services:
1. Office space and furniture.
2. Laboratory space, furniture, and equipment for analysis of specimens and data.
3. Access to special facilities such as a dark room, drafting facilities, conservation laboratory, etc.
4. Space, facilities and equipment for proper maintenance and security of collections and records.
5. Field equipment such as vehicles, surveying instruments, etc.
6. A research library.
7. Administrative and fiscal control services.
8. Technical specialists such as photographers, curators, conservators, etc.
9. Publication services.
10.Depository facilities/or a Letter of Agreement with a Museum that meets Federal standards for Curatorial

purposes.
All the foregoing facilities and service must be adequate for the scope of the project.

Not all archaeological research will require all of the foregoing facilities and services, but a full-scale
field project will. Likewise, all institutions engaging in archaeological research will not necessarily require or
be able to furnish all such facilities and services from their own sources. Institutions lacking certain facilities
or services should arrange for them through cooperative agreements with other institutions.
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From The State Archaeologist
Dave Cushman, Acting State Archaeologist

No, [ am not an impostor. Lynne has asked me to explain
that because HPD finds itself once more in a period of tran-
sition, until such time as we have a new Director she will
be the Acting State Historic preservation Officer, and I will
be the Acting State Archaeologist. Word has it that Gary
Morton, the Director of the Office of Cultural Affairs, is
considering a number of qualified candidates for the job
and will be making a selection in the near future - at
which point Lynne and I will turn back into pumpkins.

A reminder for all of you who have just returned
from the off-world colonies, Heritage Preservation Week
will be held this year from May 11 through May 19.
Calendars and posters are due out in early to mid April.
Also, the 3rd annual Archaeology Fair will be held this year
at Salmon Ruins, in Bloomfield, NM, on May 11 and
12, courtesy of the San Juan County Museum Association.
Come one and all. Money and manpower are needed,
call Larry Baker for more information at (505) 632-2733.

The New Mexico Subdivision Act survived the last leg-
islative session intact, and is timed to go into effect this July
1. Bernalillo, Dofia Ana, and Santa Fe counties are first up
on the list of counties that will need to adopt regulations
for implementing the requirements of the new law.
Bernalillo County has just submitted a draft ordinance
to HPD that meets the minimal requirements of the
Subdivision Act. The problem is that because the
Subdivision Act specifically cites compliance with the
Cultural Properties Act, it is limited to the protection of
properties that are listed on the State Register of Cultural
Properties, but not those sites that are eligible for listing.

However, counties like Bernalillo that have
Comprehensive Plans can go beyond the minimal require-
ments of the Subdivision Act, if they want to. This means
that Bernalillo County can adopt an ordinance that protects
more than just registered sites. So now is the time to make
the case that Bernalillo County should establish a cultural
resources review process for subdivision development,
one that would address issues of site identification, evalu-
ation, and avoidance or treatment of effect for cultural
resources found within a proposed subdivision prior to
development. For more information you can call me at
827-4045 or Dan Aragon, Program Planner, Zoning,
Building, and Planning Department, Bernalillo County at
(505) 768-4000. Tell him how you feel about this, espe-
cially you folks in Bernalillo County.

Lastly, thanks go to all the members of the regional
advisory groups in Farmington, Albuquerque-Santa Fe,
and Roswell, that have formed as a part of the archaeology
cost/benefit initiative started by Lynne Sebastian - the
temporarily former State Archaeologist. Both Lynne and I
encourage your continued efforts to meet and discuss

matters that are of concern to your areas, and furthermore,
we recommend that you consider formalizing these
arrangements by establishing permanent organizations.
It may even be possible to change the NMAC by-laws to
make the regional groups chapters of NMAC. We believe
that this would enhance representation of the profession
within an existing statewide organization and encourage
greater participation in the dialog that we must continue to
have on archaeology in New Mexico.

New Mexico State Land Office
Site Steward Program
Norm Nelson, State Land Office Archaeologist

The New Mexico State Land Office has started its Site
Steward Program. It is a unique program that involves a
screening process, classroom time, training in the field, a
code of ethics, photographic identification cards and so on.
The first class was held in November of 1995 at the New
Mexico Museum of Natural History in Albuquerque. A
second class was held in Farmington at San Juan College
on March 16, 1996. A third, and hopefully, a fourth class
will be taught this summer and fall. We are looking at
going back to Farmington, holding a second class in
Albuquerque, or going to Las Cruces. I'll keep folks post-
ed as to where and when the nexi class is raught. Those
teaching the classroom segment of the program inciuded
people from the Historic Preservation Division (archaeol-
ogy), the Museum of Natural History (paleontology), and
from the State Land Office (archaeology, biology, safety,
and law enforcement).

As you can see, the Land Office’s program is unique in
that it involves more than archaeological steward training.
We’ve included paleontology and biology as well. New
Mexico’s paleontological sites are world class and are
subject to the same problems as our archaeological
resources. Biological resources are also subject to a black-
market and our Threatened and Endangered biological
species will be monitored by our stewards. People from the
general public and from tke professional sector have
joined. Everyone goes through the same screening process
once an interest has been identified.

The screening process has involved talks at avoca-
tional societies such as the Albuquerque Archaeological
Society, Dofia Ana Archaeological Society, San Juan
County Archaeological Society, Torrance County
Archaeological Society, and a variety of societies interest-
ed in biological resources. The Natural History Museum
tied into the program with their existing volunteer pro-
gram. Once an individual has expressed an interest they are
invited to a class on a first-come-first-serve basis. The
classroom session serves as another screening for both
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Archeological Records Management Fees: A Status Report

T. ]J. Seaman, ARMS Program Manager

If you returned the ARMS Funding Questionnaire, I want
to thank you. Our return rate was high with 80 percent
responding. The information provided was invaluable for
two reasons. First, we were able to clearly see where we
were—and were not—communicating with the ARMS
user community concerning what we actually do, as well as
the issue of fees. Second, we simply got some good ideas on
how to solve our funding problems and do it fairly. I also
want to thank each of you who braved downtown Santa Fe
parking to attend the public meeting on 26 January.

In this article, I will try to cover some of the areas that
we have had communication problems with, outline the
results of the ARMS Funding Questionnaire, propose a
new funding solution, and provide a tentative schedule.

Funding Facts

One area where there was considerable miscommunication
involved our need to generate the funding in the first
place. Some of you questioned the target amount of
$50,000 and were confused as to whether it was a total
amount to be made up over a period of years or if it was an
annual deficit. To clarify our position, it is an annual
deficit in operating funds and it is based on the reductions
in programmatic support for ARMS from major state
and federal land managing agencies. These reductions are
documented below:

Agency 1995 Data 1996 Data
Sharing Sharing
Agreements Agreements

Bureau of Land Management 15,000 ?

Forest Service 20,000 ?

Bureau of Reclamation 20,000 20,000

White Sands Missile Range 20,000 20,000

National Park Service 20,000 20,000

Corps of Engineers 10,000 ?

State Highway and Transp. Dept. 20,000 ?

Natl Resource Conservation

Service 3,000 ?
Total 128,000 60,000

There is an $68,000 difference for the current year—
our choice of the $50,000 target for fees was a conservative
estimate of the reduction in funds from these agencies
over the next few years. The federal shutdown has affect-
ed most of these agreements and these agencies cannot
commit to any amount yet. All have stated that they will
TRY to match their previous levels for 1996, but have
warned that all amounts were tied to congressional allo-

cations and that the amount would probably be signifi-
cantly less in the future. Even if all of these agencies are
able to match previous funding levels this year, it is certain
that future years will be leaner ones, a point that was
emphasized by representatives of these agencies in the
audience at the public meeting. It is important to note
that federal agencies are not abandoning ARMS and that
we will continue our efforts to procure programmatic
funding from all government agencies that benefit from the
existence of a statewide archaeological database. We will,
in fact, be increasing our efforts in this area so that the
costs are shared more widely.

Some of you also questioned why we needed “so
much money” from the user community. This, I believe,
reflects the fact that very few users actually see the entire
ARMS program. To many users, we are a voice over the
phone, or a computer screen of information, and 30percent
of those responding to the questionnaire have never visit-
ed the Laboratory of Anthropology. There is a lot more to
ARMS than meets the eye, and the $50,000 we are seeking
to raise represents a minor fraction (less than 15percent in
FY95) of our annual operating costs. Further, we are not
trying to raise funds for GIS or other development pro-
jects—shese wil! centinue to be paid for througl: “outside”
contracts and grants, not through fees.

Q: So where does all this money go? Why is ARMS so
expensive?
A: ARMS does three things:

1) we manage archaeological records;

2) we design, operate, and maintain an information sys-
tem known as the New Mexico Cultural Resource
Information System (NMCRIS);

3) we provide user services.

Archaeological records management. We are responsible for
the administration, management and preservation of all of
New Mexico's archaeological records. This involves pro-
viding for the storage, organization, and curation of over
500 linear feet of paper records relating to over 110,000
sites, 765 linear feet of reports (more than 45,000 mostly
unpublished reports), 2100 USGS topo maps with site
locations, plus oversize materials, photographs, etc., rep-
resenting over 70 years of research. Large portions of the
records collection are beginning to disintegrate owing to age
and intense handling, so records preservation and conser-
vation projects are taking up more and more our of time.

Information systems management. This is where users
have the most trouble understanding ARMS. NMCRIS is
not just a computer database, although I often refer to it as
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such. It is an information system—a collection of people,
procedures, business rules, and computers that work
together to achieve our goals:

“... the ready retrieval and rapid analysis of archeological
data by and for scholars and managers, the inclusion in the
file of all recorded archeological sites in New Mexico,
regardless of ownership, the maintenance and expansion of
the data file as a basis for compliance of state and federal
historic preservation statutes, for determinations of site sig-
nificance, and for Statewide archeological plans (CPRC
Rule 87-5).”

To provide for "the ready retrieval and rapid analysis
of archaeological data," we need a computer system. At
first, it was the sheer volume of records that mandated
automation-- now, it is their complexity.

NMCRIS is at the heart of the ARMS program, but it
is not ARMS. NMCRIS is a very sophisticated finding
aid for original source documents. It is not really an end in
itself and, with some exceptions for very basic records
checks, overviews, and regional research investigations, it
cannot stand alone. Although we spend a lot of time filling
it with data, that activity—data entry—is not our primary
function. Our primary function is to provide accurate
and up-to-date cultural resource information to the land
managers and archeologists, and the job of data entry, in
the sense of simple transcription of information, is a real-
ly a minor part of the total effort required to fulfill that
mandate.

Quality control is what takes so much time and money
at ARMS—not key entry. Archeologists are well-trained to
record their observations when investigating a site, but our
experience with the old ARMS site coding forms (remem-
ber them?) suggests that archeologists are not, as a group,
very good at coding. ARMS cannot, of course, make any
observations in the field, but we are well-qualified for
data encoding and making judgments on data integrity and
consistency. And there are integrity and consistency prob-
lems with many, many records that are submitted to
ARMS. Archeology and cultural resource management
are very complex undertakings from an information man-
agement standpoint, and quality control is labor intensive
and thus, expensive. As one user put it, "information
costs money to administer and the detailed information
needed here is more costly given the amount of expertise
required to evaluate the information as it arrives. It is
not simply entering the same data record after record ...
Good data costs money, but overall costs with bad data are
even greater.” We believe that if we cannot maintain data
integrity, ARMS is simply not worth doing.

Finally, many users are simply not aware of the size
and complexity of the information system required to
support user information needs. It costs us more than
$20,000 a year just to maintain our computing system and
it requires adult supervision in the form of an information
systems professional to insure data availability.

User Services. We are also very busy. In 1995, ARMS
performed over 900 records checks for archeologists
around the state, assisted 628 visiting researchers and
consultants at the Laboratory of Anthropology, and the
NMCRIS Database Query Facility was in use by remote
users for over 300 hours. Over 11,500 site records were
edited or entered, and more than 2500 activities were
added to NMCRIS during the same period.

If you think $50,000 is a lot of money, you should
consider the fact that New Mexico currently has the low-
est costs and one of the highest service levels in the western
US. Even with the proposed fees, we are cheaper than
most states. Many NMAC members received copies of
my recent survey of cultural resource data centers in 8 west-
ern states, but for those of you who did not, here is a sum-
mary of the results. For staff-assisted file searches hourly
rates ranged from $25 to $90. Staff-assisted file searches
had a 4 to 14 day turnaround for most states with
California charging $180 per hour for a 48-hour turn-
around. Self-service file searches were cheaper, but they cost
as much as $60 per hour in some states. Xeroxing runs
from $.15 to $.25 per page. In Texas, Arizona, and
California you might have to visit more than one archive to
obtain the information needed for more extensive file
searches.

In many western states, the total funding generated by
fees are significant. In one vear, the Wyoming SHPO col-
lected more than $80,000 in fees, and one of 11
California's regional information centers covering just a few
counties generated twice that amount. These fees may
seem outrageous at first, but they reflect the fact that fees
are the primary—if not the only—means of supporting
many of these programs. If ARMS loses all its program-
matic support, our fees could start looking like those in
other states if we maintain our current service levels. If you
want more detailed information on fees charged in other
western states, give me a call at (505) 827-6347, ext. 531.

Questionnaire Results

On the question of whether to increase user fees or reduce
costs to make up for our deficit, most users believed that
increasing fees was the appropriate strategy. A few indi-
viduals felt it would be wise to both reduce costs and
increase fees, and some of you had some other interesting,
but impractical, suggestions.

For example, a few users suggested that we try using
volunteers or students for data entry. This may seem like a
good way to lower our expenses, but if data quality is
important, this is far more expensive than our current
staffing setup. We already have two volunteers working at
ARMS on records conservation projects, but we have
learned that quality assurance requires considerable expe-
rience in archaeological field work and a working
knowledge of the cultural resource management process—
something that volunteers and students simply do not
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'NEW MEXICO ARCHEOLOGICAL COUNCIL
CHUSKA SLOPE OUTLIERS TOUR
APRIL 27 AND 28, 1996 Insert

The Chuska Mountain area was closely tied to Chaco Canyon, providing pottery, Narbona Pass chert,
and possibly beams for roof construction; what they got in exchange (if anything) is a mystery.
Numerous Chacoan outliers lie at the base of the Chuskas. Our thanks to the Navajo Nation,
particularly the staff of the Historic Preservation Department, for this rare opportunity to visit a
number of important archaeological sites.

Except for Navajo Nation hosts, membership in NMAC is required. A use fee of $10 per registered
participant is required under Navajo Nation regulations; an additional $5 per person will cover
NMAC organizing expenses. Advance registration is required.

PRELIMINARY PROGRAM

Saturday, April 27

10 AM  Meet at Thriftway on 666, ca. 2 miles north of Newcomb. Caravan to Newcomb, Skunk
Springs, Crumbled House outliers. Introduction to Navajo Nation HPD program,
including Chacoan site protection program, at first stop.

Evening Camp at a Chuska area campground; exact choice to be announced at start of tour. (A
small fee may be charged, depending on the campground selected.) Fireside NMAC
business meeting, followed by a discussion of the Chaco-Chuska connection.

Sunday, April 28

9 AM Caravan to Gray Hill Spring and Whirlwind House outliers. Head home from final site.
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Please sign me up for the NMAC Chuska Slope tour, April 27-28, 1996. 1 enclose 815 per person.

Name Number in Party

Address

City/State

Phone E-mail

Mail to Chuska Trip, New Mexico Archeological Council, P.O. Box 1023, Albuquerque, NM 87103;
or fax to (505) 254-1116.
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North-Central New Mexico Working Group
Reports

Jobn Acklen, TRC-Mariah, Albuquerque

The Committee on the Future of New Mexico’s Cultural
Resources in association with the North-Central New
Mexico Working Group submitted its recommendations
aimed at improving cultural resource management in
New Mexico to Lynne Sebastian in late May. They result
from a series of meeting of contract and avocation archae-
ologists, government agency representatives, historians,
museum management, and others in the north-central
area of the state. The meetings were held between
October 1995 and May 1996 in response to Lynne
Sebastian’s August 1995 open letter on the subject. We
also undertook a follow-up attempt to gather responses
to the open letter. This effort involved extracting and
reformulating key questions and issues into two parts-
qualitative and quantitative- and sending them to each of
the contract archaeology firms that we could identify
in the north-central region. Subsequently, a steering com-
mittee which included Alan Shalette, Chair, John Acklen,
Carol Condie, Pat Hogan, Dave Phillips, and Tim Seaman
composed and compiled the recommendations docu-
ment.

The principles underlying our recommendations fol-
lowing from the foregoing activities are that:

1. The state's cultural properties are among its most
important resources. Without proper, ongoing attention
and protection, the state's cultural properties will deteri-
orate and are in danger of being lost.

2. Well-reasoned actions should be taken to reduce
pressures on CRM laws and regulations that may result in
federal- and state-level political and legislative actions
that can seriously undermine protection of our state's cul-
tural resources.

3. The quality of public archaeology should be
improved and its results should be made more broadly
available.

4. The philosophies and goals underpinning existing
CRM laws have not fully been supported due to inadequate
funding and lack of understanding of the requirements nec-
essary to do so.

5. The aims, processes, and results of CRM should be
more clearly and emphatically presented to the public
who are CRM's ultimate sponsors and consumers.

6. Though currently addressed to professionals in
New Mexico's Historic Preservation Division in somewhat
technical terms, the group feels the following recommen-
dations should be more broadly disseminated to the var-
ious other constituencies both involved in their
implementation and having an interest in their outcome.

7. Further collaboration on the ways and means to dis-
seminate these recommendations and to initiate actions for

their implementation are required to achieve their aims. We
seek your aid in doing so.

Full copies of the 50+ page report will be available
for $8.00 to cover production and mailing costs. We
invite comments. They should be directed to: Alan
Shalette, Committee on the Future of New Mexico's
Cultural Resources, c/o Alan M. Shalette 5294 Mesa del
Oso NE Albuquerque, NM. 87111, (505) 291-9653
AlShal@aol.com

Stabilization at Two Sites
Larry L. Baker, San Juan County Museum Association

Programs in structural stabilization are being conducted at
two important cultural properties in northwestern New
Mexico during the 1996 field season. These ruins stabi-
lization projects include Old Fort Ruin (LA 1869), a
Navajo pueblito, and the Salmon Ruin (LA 8846), a
Chacoan Anasazi outlier. In both cases, funds were pro-
vided via grant awards from the New Mexico Office of
Cultural Affairs/Historic Preservation Division. The San
Juan County Museum Association is undertaking both
projects employing its team of experienced Navajo stabi-
lization masons.

Under the jurisdiction of the New Mexico State Land
Office, Old Fort Ruin is one of the largest Navajo puebli-
tos in the region, dating to the Gobernador phase (A.D.
1696-1775). Architectural remains exhibit standing mason-
ry, covered entryways, seven forked-stick hogans, one of
which has intact structural members, and a defensive
perimeter wall. Structural stabilization employed no amend-
ed materials in effecting the repairs. This comprehensive
program has brought the extant architecture to a mainte-
narnce level in relation to future needs for stabilization. As
part of the program, the site was remapped using an EDM
total station. At this time, field work at Old Fort is com-
plete.

Structural stabilization has been initiated at the Saimon
Ruins located near Bloomfield, New Mexico along U.S.
Highway 64. Owned by San Juan County and managed by
the San Juan County Museum Association, the Salmon
Ruins exhibits classic examples of Chacoan Anasazi archi-
tecture dating to the 11th century. Major excavation was
conducted at the site between 1972 and 1978 under the
direction of Dr. Cynthia Irwin-Williams. Approximately 30
percent of the site was excavated and select areas of the site
remain open for public viewing and interpretation. The
ruins stabilization program will focus on those areas inter-
preted for the public and will be primarily concentrated
along wall footings and tops in order to preserve middle
sections of masonry that remain in good condition. The
project will be ongoing through much of the summer.
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Bureau of Land Management Addresses NMAC Concerns

Dear NMAC Members:

Articles regarding the Albuquerque
District Bureau of Land Management's
(BLM) work in the Lindrith, NM, area
have appeared in the last several issues
of NewsMac. We recognize the sig-
nificance of the cultural resources on
BLM-managed land in Lindrith, and
we are sensitive to the concerns of the
New Mexico Archeological Council's
(NMAC) members.

In recognition of these concerns,
we have designated NMAC as an
"interested party” as we seek to devel-
op management strategies for public
lands in Lindrith. We also met recent-
ly with NMAC President David
Phillips to discuss these concerns in
greater detail.

Because of the concerns which
were expressed, we thought that it
might be useful to outline some of our
current thinking on these issues. In
1988 the Farmington Resource
Management Plan established dispos-
al of the Lindrith lands as a general
goal, while recognizing that treatment
of cultural resources would pose a
major challenge. We want to empha-
size that, aside from this general goal,
no decisions have been made and that
we certainly do not intend to by-pass
the Section 106 process or our own
regulations in order to sell Lindrith
lands.

The major problems which we
face in management of these lands
arise from a combination of the very
fragmented pattern of federal owner-
ship and the remote location of the
parcels. Because of these two factors
the BLM has never been able to effec-
tively manage or supervise these lands.
Unfortunately unregulated public use
of these lands has led to notable
resource damage, both to archeological
properties and to other resources.

Late last year, we had an oppor-
tunity to tour some of the Lindrith
site along with Deputy SHPO, Dr.
Lynne Sebastian. It was clear from
our tour that the negative impacts to

those sites through hunting and recre-
ation could become a threat to their
preservation. Although these lands are
theoretically available for such public
uses, most of the parcels are too small
to realistically accommodate these
uses and many can only be reached by
crossing private lands. These factors
have led to frequent incidents of tres-
pass on private lands, which are a
source of legitimate and growing con-
cern.

We have considered closure of
public access as an alternative means of
alleviating these problems, but have
concluded that closure is not a realistic
or efficient management strategy in
the Lindrith area; the BLM's holdings
are small and isolated, preventing us
from reasonably controlling access.
Other conditions preventing closure
of public access in the area include:
land ownership patterns, local use tra-
ditions, local economic dependence on
authorized use of public lands, and
BLM logistical and administrative con-
siderations. In fact, these conditions
provided the basis for the original
BLM Resource Management Plan dis-
posal recommendation for these lands.

Under standard operating proce-
dures, disposal of federal land would
entail a Class Il inventory followed by
either retention of a sample of the
archeological sites or by a data recov-
ery program treating some sample of
the sites. In either case a majority of
the sites would loose all legislative pro-
tection. For those sites selected for
treatment, we would be left with a
data set perhaps adequate by today's
standards, but falling far short of their
potential. Sites selected for retention in
federal ownership would constitute an
even more fragmented ownership pat-
tern and an even more difficult man-
agement situation.

The BLM is now considering an
innovative, meaningful management
alternative to protect cultural resources
in Lindrith. We have been working
with the SHPO, the community and

our staff archaeologists to design a
partnership which would safeguard
cultural resources through a protec-
tive covenant.

We are exploring a potential land
sale to local Lindrith residents which
includes a conservation easement. That
protective covenant will require the
owner to obtain permission from the
BLM prior to any surface-disturbing
activity. Each such request would be
an undertaking subject to NHPA com-
pliance, and the land owner would be
required to comply with inventory and
data recovery requirements developed
by the BLM in consultation with the
SHPO. Unauthorized disturbance
would constitute a trespass, and the
land owner, as the covenant grantor
would be required to pay all associat-
ed costs and perhaps suffer added
penalty for breach of the conditions of
sale.

BLM would retain its affirmative
cultural resources management respon-
sibilities and Section 110 responsibili-
ties for parcels protected by the
covenant, and would be granted a per-
petual right of access to the parcels
for these purposes. The right of access
would also extend to any researcher,
field school, etc. approved by the
BLM. Today many of the Lindrith
parcels are surrounded by private land,
and surface access is entirely at the
discretion of the owner. Essentially,
these provisions seek to extend the
protection which culrural resources on
the Lindrith parcels now have, main-
tain current levels of federal responsi-
bility toward these resources, and to
enhance access provisions for the pur-
poses of cultural resource management
and investigations.

One potential drawback to this
approach is that lands protected by
the covenant are no longer technically
"public lands", and the provisions of
the Archeological Resources
Protection Act would not apply. This
disadvantage is off-set by greatly
restricted public access to the sites,
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CARTLEDGE, THOMAS (96)
167 JUNIPER HILL RD. NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87122
2924928 (WK)

CHAPMAN, RICHARD (95)
923 HIGHWAY 313
BERNALILLO, NM 87004
867-5908

CITY OF SANTA FE, PLANNING
OFFICE

ATTN: MARY GRZESKOWIAK (96)
P.0. BOX 909

SANTA FE, NM 87504-0909
473-7169

CLIFTON, DONALD E. (96)
P.0. BOX 30

PEP, NM 88126

675-2360

CONDIE, CAROL (96)
QUIVIRA RESEARCH CENTER
1809 NOTRE DAME NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87106
255-9264

COPELAND, JAMES (95)
P.O.BOX 335
FRUITLAND, NM 87416

CORDELL, DR. LINDA S. (96)
UNIVERSITY MUSEUM
HENDERSON BUILDING, CAMPUS
BOX 218

UNIVERSITY OF COLORADO
BOULDER, CO 80309

303-492-0666

CREAMER, WINIFRED (96)
ANTHROPOLOGY DEPT.

N ILLINOIS UNIV.

DeKALB, I 60115
815-753-7038 (WK)
815-753-6302 (FAX)
wcreamer @niu.edu (E-MAILL)

CROLLETT, TIANNA (96)
3702 CHEROKEE RD NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110
884-7735

CROW CANYON ARCH CTR
RESEARCH LIBRARY (96)
23390 COUNTY RDK
CORTEZ, CO 81323
303-565-8975

CULTURAL RESOURCES
MANAGEMENT CONSULTANTS
(95)

P.O. BOX 3652

FARMINGTON, NM 87499
327-5901

CUMMINGS, LINDA (97)

GOLDEN, CO 80401
303-277-9848

CUSHMAN, DAVID (96)
1005 CALLE DON ROBERTO
SANTA FE, NM 87505
827-4045 (WK)

438-3723 (HM)

DAMP, JONATHAN (96)
P.0.BOX 1238

ZUNIL NM 87327
7824814 (WK)

782-2393 (FAX)

DAVIS,PEG (96)

8431 OSUNA RD STE H
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87111
296-0255 (WK)

296-1442 (FAX)

DAVIS,PHYLLIS S. (95)
CAMINO SACRAMENTO NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87111
299-7773

DEAN, GLENNA (96)

7495 SAGEBRUSH RD.

SANTA FE, NM 87505

4389771

gdean @arms.stats.nm.us (E-MAIL)

DELLO-RUSSO, ROBERT (96)
BOX 8 ESCONDIDA LANE
SOCORRO, NM 87801
835-3562

DEYLOFF, GLENDA (95)
1 VERANO PLACE
SANTA FE, NM 87505

DIAMOND, TOM (96)
300 E. MAIN, 7TH FL..
EL PASO, TX 79901
915-533-2277

DICKENSON, JOANNE (95)
508B NM 467

PORTALES, NM 88130
356-5235(W)

DOLEMAN, BILL (96)

120 GREEN VALLEY NW
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87107
277-5853

DOMINGUEZ, STEVE (95)
DEPARTMENT OF
ANTHROPOLOGY
UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87131
242-5025

DORSHOW, WETHERBEE B. (95)
15 PALACIO RD

SANTA FE,NM 87505

984-8648

Insert

DOS RIOS CONSULTANTS, INC.
(96)

P.0. BOX 1247

SILVER CITY, NM 88062

DUNCAN SR, JAMES H. (96)
25 TANO ALTO

SANTA FE, NM 87501
988-4846

DURAN, MELI (96)

3201 LINDEN

LAS CRUCES, NM 88005
524-9456 (WK)

526-6144 (FAX)
msduran.aol.com (E-MAIL)

ECK, DAVID C. (96)
P.0.BOX 972
ZUNI, NM 87327-972

782-4814 (WK)

782-2496 (HM)

782-2393 (FAX)
deck@arms.state.am.us (E-MAILL)

EIDENBACH, PETER L. (95)
BOX 174

HIGH ROLLS, NM 88325
682-2010

EVASKOVICH, JOHN A. (97)
1350 ACAPULCO RD. NE
RIO RANCHO, NM 87124
892-2759

FELIZ COLIBRI ENTERPRISES (96)
T.H. MCGRAW

P.O. BOX 334

GILA, NM 88038

535-2562

FINNEY, J.K. (PETE) 95
1130 GARDNER AVE
LAS CRUCES, NM 88001
521-0576

FISCHER, STEVE (95)

217 MAPLE NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87106
243-2379

FHE MUSEUM OF
ANTHROPOLOGY (96)
GHOST RANCH HC 77

BOX 11, ABIQUIU, NM 87510
685-4333 (EXT 118)

685-4519 (FAX)

FLANARY, PAT (96)
P.0. BOX 2991
ROSWELL, NM 88202.
624-1790 (WK)

FORD, CHERYL A. (96)

3501 INDIAN SCHOOL NE #180
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87106
277-0192
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MATHIEN, F. JOAN (96)
11807 APACHE AVE. NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87112
766-8390(WK)

275-1144 (HM)

MATTHEWS, MEREDITH (96)
609 FERN DRIVE
FARMINGTON, NM 87401
3259370

MAXWELL, TIM (96)
MNM/OAS

P.O. BOX 2087
SANTA FE, NM 87504-2087
827-6343 (wk)

MCcKENNA, PETER J. (96)
205 TORNASOL NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87113
345-2566

MCNEW, JUDIE (96)

611 PAULA PLACE

LAS CRUCES, NM 88001
526-4581

MCcVICKAR, JANET L. (95)
2302 N. MESA VERDE
FARMINGTON, NM 87401
327-7501

MEDLOCK, LINDA (96)
P.0.BOX 1225
CARLSBAD, NM 88221
887-9349 (WK)
887-7977 (HM)

MEDLOCK, RAYMOND (96)
P.0.BOX 1225

CARLSBAD, NM 88221
887-9349 (WK)

887-7977 (HM)

MICK-O'HARA, LINDA (95)
1228 APACHE AVE.
SANTA FE, NM 87501
471-4858

MILLS, BARBARA (97)

DEPT. OF ANTHROPOLOGY
HAURY BUILDING

TUCSON, AZ 85721-0300
520-621-9671(WK)

520-621-2088 (FAX)

bmills@ccit arizona edu (E-MAIL)

MISHLER, ROBERT (96)

NMHU, BEHAVIORAL SCIENCES,
LAS VEGAS, NM 87701

425-3542 (HM)

454-5542 (WK)

MONTGOMERY, JOHN (95)
1019 W. UNIVERSITY
PORTALES, NM 88130
359-1558

MOORE, GARY L. (96)

BOX 3023

732 OLD APPLE VALLEY RD.
LYONS, CO 80540
303-823-5703

MOORE, JAMES L. (95)

511 JEFFERSON NE APT 3
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87108
255-4609

MOORE, ROGER A. (95)
MOORE ANTHROPOLOGICAL
SERVICES

P.0.BOX 1156

AZTEC NM 87410

334-6675

MUCEUS, CHERYL (96)

FHE MUSEUM, GHOST RANCH

HC 77 BOX 11, ABIQUIU, NM 87510
685-4333 (EXT 118)

685-4519 (FAX)

NELLER, EARL (96)
P.0.BOX 124
KALAUPAPA, HI 96742
808-567-6802, EXT 26

NELSON, NORMAN B. (96)
P.0. BOX 22972

SANTA FE, NM 87502-2972
827-5857 (WK)

NIETFELD, PATRICIA L. (96)

948 SOLAR RD NW
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87107
827-6344, EXT 559

344-9336 (HM)

827-6497 (FAX)
nietfeld @arms .state.nm.us (E-MAIL)

NM STATE HIGHWAY &
TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT
(96)

ENVIRONMENTAL SECTION

P.O. Box 1149

SANTA FE,NM 87504

827-5235

827-6862 (FAX)

NOBLE, SARA ANN (95)
615 E. BARCELONA
SANTA FE, NM 87501

NOYES, PETER T. (96)
P.O. BOX 3108

WINDOW ROCK, AZ 86515
520-871-7132 (WK)
520-871-7886 (FAX)

OBENAUF, GRETCHEN (97)
7531 LA MADERA NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87109
7619412 (WK)

OLSEN, NANCY (95)
1517 DARTMOUTH DR. NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87106

Insert

ORR, JOE (96)

233 N. GUADALUPE #429
SANTA FE, NM 87501-1850
9824339

josephorr@aol.com (E-MAIL)

OTONE, GLENNE. (96)
P.0. BOX 226
ARTESIA, NM 88210

PECOS NATIONAL HISTORICAL

PARK (96)

ATTN: JUDY REED

P.O. DRAWER 418
PECOS, NM 87552-0418
7576414, EXT 26

PHILLIPS, DAVID A. (96)
SWCA, INC. SUITE 109
8100 MOUNTAIN ROAD NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110
254-1115 (WK)

889-2795 (HM)

254-1116 (FAX)

PIPER, MARY JUNE-EL (96)
3301 MONROE NE

SUITE I-91

ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110

POLK, HARDING (96)
P.0.BOX 8
SAN FIDEL, NM 87049

POLK, MICHAEL (97)
SAGEBRUSH ARCH.

3670 QUINCY AVE, STE. 203
OGDEN, UT 84403
801-394-0013 (WK)
sageB@aol.com (E-MAIL)

POPELISH, LINDA (96)
P.0. BOX 2799
GALLUP, NM 87305

PORUBIAN, PAULA (95)
P.O. DRAWER H
ZUNI, NM 87327

POST, STEPHEN (96)
692 E. ZIA RD.

SANTA FE, NM 87505
827-6343 (WK)
posts.nm-us @campus.mci.net (E-
MAIL)

POWERS, ROBERT P. (96)
BOX 99, RT. 3

SANTA FE, NM 87505
988-6748 (WK)

986-0560 (HM)

PROPER, MICHAEL (95)
P.O. BOX 3656
PORTALES, N, 88130

PROPPER, JUDITH G. (96)
167 JUNIPER HILL RD NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87122
842-3232 (WK)
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RAISH, CAROL B. (96)

36 CASA HERMOSA NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87112
766-1045 (WK)

292-9283 (HM)

766-1046 (FAX)

REED, JUDITH ANN (95)
130 LORENZO RD
SANTA FE,NM 87501

REVITTE, MARIAN (96)
P.0. BOX 4901
SANTA FE, NM 87502

RIEDER, MORGAN (95)
P.0. BOX 2736
TUCSON, AZ 85702
(505)524-9456

ROGGE, A.E. (GENE) (95)
1018 E MYRTLE
PHOENIX, AZ 85020
602-861-7414

RONEY, JOHN R. (96)

805 LOMA VISTA, NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87106
761-8757

ROXLAU, KATHERINE (96)
3716 SIMMS AVE SE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87108

SALE, MARK (96)

8055 N. DONA ANA RD.
LAS CRUCES, NM 88005
439-1650 (WK)

525-0290 (HM)

585-0168 (FAX)

SAN JUAN COUNTY
ARCHAEOLOGICAL RESEARCH
CENTER (95)

P.0.BOX 125

BLOOMFIELD, NM 87413
632-2013

SANCHEZ, LYNDA A. (96)
BOX 67

LINCOLN, NM 88338
6534821

SCHAAFSMA, CURTIS (96)
38 COUNTY ROAD 45
SANTA FE, NM 87505
827-6344 (WK)

SCHEICK, CHERIE L. (96)
SW ARCH CONSULTANTS
P.0.BOX 8617

SANTA FE, NM 87504
984-1151

SCHELBERG, JOHN D. (96)
630 SOLAR RD NW
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87107
254-335%(W)

344-9247(H)

254-3199 (FAX)

SCHIOWITZ, ROBERT (96)
4250 BLACKHAWK PL.
SILVER CITY, NM 88061
536-2250 (WK)

388-2325 (HM)

SCHLANGER, SARAH (56)
12 HERRADA CT.

SANTA FE, NM 87505
466-7256 (HM)

827-6344 (WK)

SCHOOL OF AMERICAN
RESEARCH LIBRARY (96)
P.0.BOX 2188

SANTA FE, NM 87504

SCISCENTI, J.V. (96)
ARCHAEO SURVEY
CONSULTANTS

P.O. DRAWER D
ROSWELL, NM 88202
623-5012

SEAMAN, TIMOTHY J. (96)

7495 SAGEBRUSH RD.

SANTA FE, NM 87505

827-6347 (WK)

438-9771 (HM)
seaman @arms state.nm.us (E-MAIL)

SEBASTIAN, LYNNE (96)
4031 COMANCHE NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110
881-5216

SEYMOUR, DENI J. (95)

809 ADAMS PL SE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87108
246-2606

SIMONIS, DON AND MARCIA (96)
4040 PINTO RD.

KINGMAN, AZ 86401

520-757-3161 (WK)

520-757-0505 (HM)

dsimonis @az0033.wp.azso.az.bim.gov
(E-MAIL)

SINCLAIR, ROLF (96)
4201 WILSON BLVD
ARLINGTON, VA 22230
730-306-1809 (WK)
730-306-0566 (FAX)
rsinclai @nsf..gov (E-MAIL)

SLATE, ARETA (96)
P.O. BOX 645
CARLSBAD, NM 88220
887-7646

887-2264 (FAX)

SLAUGHTER, MARK (96)
5251 S BRYCE AVE
TUCSON, AZ 85746
520-325-9194 (WK)
520-325-2033 (FAX)

Insert

SLIWINSKI, ZOF1A (96)
P.0. BOX 849

CUBA, NM 87013
289-3491

SNEAD, JAMES E. (95)
1300 CANYON
SANTA FE, NM 87501

SOUTHWEST ARCHAEOLOGICAL
SERVICES,INC. (96)

119 NORTH CHURCH AVE.
AZTEC, NM 87410

(505)334-1678 (WK)

334-9707 (FAX)

STAUBER, RONALD L. (96)
4706 CONSTITUTION NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87110
255-6204

STICKNEY, TEDDY L. (96)
201 W. SOLOMON LANE
MIDLAND, TX 79705
915-682-9384

STOUT, ERIK R. (96)
1241 VASSAR NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87106
255-5874

STOUT, M. KENT (96)
QUIVIRA RESEARCH

1809 NOTRE DAME NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87106
255-9264

STRATIGRAPHIC SERVICES (96)
GLENN S. GREENE AND LORRAINE
HEARTFIELD

RT. 3 BOX 109P

SANTA FE, NM 87505

982-7418

SWAN , SUSAN L. (95)
1212 EIGHTH ST.

LAS VEGAS, NM 87701
255-9779

TAYLOR, AJ. (95)
PANHANDLE-PLAINS HISTORICAL
MUSEUM

WTAMU, BOX 967

CANYON, TX 97806

806-656-2259

MICHAEL R. TAYLOR (95)
52 SUNSET ROAD
SANTA FE NM 87505

TERRY, BETTIE (96)
833FLORIDASE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87108
266-9494

THOMAS, DAVID H. (96)
ANTHRO: AM MUSEUM OF NH
CENTRAL PARK W @ 79TH ST
NEW YORK, NY 10024-5192
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THOMPSON, MARC (96)
P.O. BOX 6962

TAOS, NM 87571
758-0630

TOLL, H. WOLCOTT (96)
107 LUGAR DE ORO
SANTA FE, NM 87501
827-6343 (WK)

TOLL, MOLLIE S. (95)
107 LUGAR DE ORO
SANTA FE,NM 87501
989-7316

TRAVIS-SUHAY, CATHY (95)
7 BOWERSVILLE RD
ALGONDONES, NM 87001

TURNBOW, CHRISTOPHER A. (96)
355 CAMINO DE LA TIERRA
CORRALES, NM 87048

828-2990 (WK)

897-0423 (HM)

82803959 (FAX)

URBAN, SHARON (96)
2725 N. ORCHARD
TUCSON, AZ 85712-1912
520-621-4011 (WK)
520-795-3197 (HM)
520-621-2976 (FAX)
shurban@ccit.arizona.edu

VAN ALFEN, DAVID (96)
302 172 MANZANO NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87108

VAN POOL, CHRISTINE (96)

632 CAGUA DR. SE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87108 (254-
1496)

VAN POOL, TODD (96)

632 CAGUADR. SE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87108 (254-
1115)

VARIEN, MARK D. (95)

CROW CANYON ARCH. CENTER
23390 CR.K

CORTEZ, CO 81321

VELARDE, GIFFORD (96)
P.O0. BOX 919

DULCE, NM 87528
759-3396

VIKLUND, LONYTA (96)
121 ALAMO DR.

SANTA FE, NM 87501
984-1151

WALKER, JAMES (96)
ARCHAEOLOGICAL
CONSERVANCY

5301 CENTRAL NE, STE. 1218
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87108-1517
266-1540

WARD, ALBERT E. (96)
CTR. FOR ANTHRO. STUDIES
BOX 14576

ALBUQUERQUE, NM 871914576

296-6336

WASE, CHERYL L. (95)
403 19TH NW
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87104
835-0412

WEBB, DOROTHY (96)
P.O. BOX 657
MESILLA PARK, NM 88047

WEETH, JANET M. (96)
P.0. BOX 1021
CORTEZ, CO 81321
970-565-3368

WESSEL, RICK (95)
P.O. BOX 604
HIGH ROLLS, NM 88325

WHARTON, JEFFERY T. (97)
716 BLANCO STREET
AZTEC, NM 87410

WHARTON, LYN (96)
716 BLANCO STREET
AZTEC, NM 87410

WHEELBARGER, LINDA (97)
1605 COCHITI
FARMINGTON, NM 87401
599-0344 (WK)

WHEELER, CHUCK (96)
450 ROAD 6100
KIRTLAND, NM 87417-9313
598-5065

WILCOX, DAVE (96)
1316 W. THOMAS
CARLSBAD, NM 88220
887-7046 (WK)
887-2264 (FAX)

WILCOX, DAVID (95)

1440 W SHULLENBARGER
FLAGSTAFF, AZ 86001
774-5211, EXT 244

WILKES, JOAN (96)

937 BOBCAT NE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87122
856-1850

WILSHUSEN, RICHARD (95)
2045 ALPINE DR.

BOULDER CO 80304
303-442-5932

WILSON, C. DEAN (95)
617 FRANKLIN ST,
SANTA FE, NM 87501

Insert

WILSON, JOHN P. (96)
1109 SKYWAY
LAS CRUCES, NM 88001-4016

WILSON, STUART D. (95)
829 SHADY LANE
FARMINGTON, NM 87401

WINDES, THOMAS C. (96)
305 RICHMOND SE
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87106
266-2793

WISEMAN, REGGE N. (96)

OAS, MUSEUM OF NEW MEXICO
P.0. BOX 2087

SANTA FE, NM 87504-2087
8276343

WOOSLEY, DR. ANNE 1. (96)
P.0. BOX 400

DRAGOON, AZ 85609
520-586-3666 (WK)

WYATT, BILL B. (96)
P.0. BOX 724

CUBA, NM 87013
289-3264

YEWELL, SUSAN (96)

223 GUDALUPE #128
SANTA FE, NM 87501-1850
9824339 (WK)

sbyewell @aol.com (E-MAIL)

ZELLER, CHRIS (96)
P.0. BOX 745
DURANGO, CO 81302
970-259-1301

ZIMMERMAN, DAVID (95)
P.0. BOX 1521

ZUNI, NM 87327

782-4691 (HM)

ZYNIECKI M. (96)

2205 DORA AVE, NW
ALBUQUERQUE, NM 87104
246-0598



Please Copy and Post Please Copy and Post

The Department of Anthropology and the Maxwell Museum of the University of New Mexico
and the New Mexico Archeological Council announce

A Conference on the Southwest Archaic
October 24-26, 1996

The last two decades have seen a tremendous growth in our knowledge of the Archaic period in the
North American Southwest, much of it in the realm of contract archaeology. Because this
information has not been disseminated effectively in the Southwest as a whole, the goal of the
conference is to bring together scholars from contract, university, and museum settings to explore
our current understanding of region-wide research issues and empirical data. A second goal is the
building of cooperative networks and the exchange of information among scholars interested in the
Southwestern Archaic.

This three day conference will be held in Albuquerque, and will include invited and contributed
papers. The emphasis will be on collegial interaction in both formal and informal gatherings. The fee
of $25. will cover costs of the conference. This announcement is also a preliminary call for
contributed papers (which are subject to acceptance by the organizing committee).

For further information about the conference, please contact: W. H. Wills, Department of
Anthropology, UNM (wwills@unm.edu); B. B. Huckell, Maxwell Museum, UNM (bhuckell
@unm.edu); P. Hogan, Office of Contract Archaeology, UNM (phogan@unm.edu); or D. Phillips,
president, NMAC (dap@unm.edu); or write to the Conference at the address provided below.
Abstracts for proposed contributed papers should be sent to the attention of P. Hogan.

I enclose a check for $25, made out to “NMAC.” Please register me for the Conference.
Please add me to the mailing list for the Conference on the Southwest Archaic

NAME

ADDRESS

ADDRESS

CITY STATE ___ ZIP
PHONE ( )

FAX ( ) Insert

E-MAIL

Mail to: Archaic Conference, C/o NMAC, P.O. Box 1023, Albuquerque, NM 87103






NewsMAC 1996 Current Research
Insert

Institution:

Project Director or Principal Investigator:

Nearest town or other geographic referent and county:

Bibliographic Reference (American Antiquity style): Optional

Project Description and Results: This section should include a brief introductory paragraph which provides,
project name, project sponsor, type of investigation (clearance survey or inventory, data recovery and treatment
or research project), and one sentence results summary. The remainder of the description and results are up to
the contributing author. Length is up to the author, although longer contributions may be shortened, if space
constraints develop.

All contributions should be submitted on 3.5” disc. DOS text or ASCII is the preferred format, but if you insist
on WordPerfect or Microsoft Word, we can accomodate those, too.

Do you want your disk returned? [ Jno [ ] yes (enclose a stamped, self-addressed mailer)

*Return by September 15 to: Alan Shalette at: 5294 Mesa de Oso NE, Albuquerque, NM 87111 (505) 291-
9653, (e-mail) AlShal@aol.com. Contact Alan with questions or if you wish to send your contribution via e-
mail.






Now Available I nser t
SoiL, WATER, B1oLOGY, AND BELIEF IN PREHISTORIC

AND 'TRADITIONAL SOUTHWESTERN AGRICULTURE

New Mexico Archaeological Council Special Publication No. 2
edited by H. Wolcott Toll, xvi+373 pages, 83 figures, 21 tables

Twenty-four papers on field systems, irrigation, soil studies, crop biology,
nutrition, and traditional practics in Southwestern agriculture by agronomists,
archaeologists, biologists, ethnobotanists, and geograpbers.

Available from:

New Mexico Archaeological Council
P.O. Box 1023
Albuquerque, NM 87103

Price: $22.00, $3.00 shipping and handling
Still available: NMAC Special Publication 1, Current Research on the Late Prebistory and Early
History of New Mexico, edited by B. ]. Vierra, 1992, xvi + 353 pages, 31 papers on Pueblo,
Spanish, and Athapaskan Protohistory. $40-00 + $3.00 shipping.

now B2 -2
Please send copies of the Agriculture volume, NMAC Special Publication No. 2
I would also like copies of the Protohistoric volume, NMAC Special Publication No. 1.

Name

Address

City, Sute, Zip

Make checks payable to: NMAC
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district, what reports should contain.

a. At least 50% of the responsibility for the quality of
archaeological work lies with agencies, primarily Federal
agencies, for whom work is being performed.

b. Much of the variability in quality can be traced
directly to a lack of consistent standards (reporting and oth-
erwise) within and between Federal agencies.

c. At this time, Federal regulations do not require
that archaeologists hired by Federal agencies (i.e., in-
house Federal archaeologists) be licensed.

d. Would Federal agencies be willing to license their
own archaeologists according to standards developed by
NMAC?

e. If the answer to #d is no, then I believe that licensing
private sector archaeologists will solve only part of the
problem.

f. Is licensing then worth pursuing?

4. You'll hear from my attorney! If licensing procedures are
developed, we had better be absolutely certain that there
are procedures and objectively-defensible criteria in place
for de-licensing firms or individuals. Some rhetorical ques-
tions illustrate my concerns.

a. What kind(s) of incident(s) would prompt a licens-
ing review?

b. I don't want to sound like Bob Dornan, but are we
going to propose a "three strikes and you're out" rule
here? How many such incidents would be needed to pull a
license?

c. Who would be responsible for handling any appeals
(or, more to the point, lawsuits)?

d. Perhaps I'm too cynical, but are we inadvertently
setting up a mechanism whereby firms could harass each
other simply by making bogus reports to a licensing review
board? I have a good friend who is an architect and he says
this kind of foolishness is endemic in his profession.

5.1don't want to hear it through the grapevine. One of the
better ways to promote improved archaeological research
is through peer review.

a. I would like to suggest, regardless of whether licens-
ing is implemented or not, that NMAC develop an over-
sight committee to review "large" contracts - you pick the
monetary cutoff. The Arizona Archaeological Council
once had such a group that acted as an informal TPEC for
large Federal/State contracts. This committee reviewed
both original bids (proposals) and final products (reports),
advising Federal/State agencies about the acceptability of
submitted documents.

b. This group primarily reviewed proposals/reports
by private sector archaeologists. However, since we are
inventing a new kind of wheel, I see no reason why this
group should not review reports produced by in-house
Federal archaeologists.

¢. Committee members would have to invest consid-
erable effort in this informal TPEC. Are Federal/State
agencies willing to pay a nominal fee for their assistance?

d. Would a committee such as this improve the over-
all quality of archaeology done in the state or is it simply
one more obligation that most of us will try to avoid?

Licensing may be an important step in the right direc-
tion. However, I do not see licensing as a panacea. If we
pursue this course, we must give careful consideration to
these and other issues. I want to encourage other NMAC
members to write letters with your thoughts regarding
licensing,.

Santa Fe County Archaeologist to be Hired
Steve Post, NewsMAC Editor

After a year long effort to convince Santa Fe County that
it should hire an archaeologist to conduct compliance
and review for Article VI-Special Review Districts, Section
3-Historic and Cultural Sites, Landmarks and
Archaeological Districts, a partial victory has been won. On
August 13, 1996, The Santa Fe Board of County
Commissioners voted 4 to 1 in favor of creating a half-time
archaeologist position to take over compliance and review
from the Historic Preservation Division, which had pro-
vided the service to Santa Fe County for the previous
eight years.

This historic decision was made possible by the lobby
effort of individual archaeologists working in Santa Fe
County, untiring efforts by Dave Cushman of the Historic
Preservation Division, and the calls and letters from
NMAC members as well as other concerned citizens of
Santa Fe County. County Commissioners Javier Gonzales,
Betty Platts, Marcos Trujillo, and Herman Rodriguez,
who voted in favor of this action, are to be commended for
a courageous step forward at a time when regressive atti-
tudes toward cultural resources is so pervasive.

Along with the creation of the archaeologist position,
there were numerous other changes made to the code that
strengthen it and at the same time make it more flexible.
Some of these changes include: 1) Archaeologists working
in the county must have a State of New Mexico Blanket
Survey Permit; 2) An increase in the spending cap for
data recovery projects from 1 to 2 percent of the appraised
land value; 3) An abbreviated report format for surveys
with negative results; 4) Revision of County Code Map 34,
which determines if project areas are in low, medium, or
high potential archaeological districts; as well as other
changes.

I want to thank everyone who contacted their County
Commissioner and expressed support for a strong county
position on cultural resources and heritage. It is refreshing
to know that we can still get it done at the local level.
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NMAC on the WWW
Todd VanPool, Site Steward

A more complete version of the New Mexico
Archaeological Council's world wide web homepage is
ready for general review by the NMAC membership. The
address is http://www.unm.edu/~vanpool/nmac.htm
Currently, the page has membership information, infor-
mation on NMAC publications, and a brief but growing
bibliography of references related to New Mexico archae-
ology. In the future, it will also have information on our
NMAC officers. One of the most exciting features, though,
is the Job Bazaar.

The Job Bazaar is a section of the page devoted to
postings for jobs in New Mexico and the surrounding
area, and the resumes of NMAC members looking for
work. It has two goals: 1) to NMAC members to get in
touch with potential employers, and 2) to allow employers
to contact qualified NMAC members to fill their posi-
tions. While everyone is welcome to review the positions
available section, only NMAC members will be allowed to
post their resumes on the page.

If you wish to post a help wanted add or a resume,
please send a hard copy and a disk copy (IBM compatible
Microsoft Word or WordPerfect format) of your announce-
ment to myself or David Phillips, or simply e-mail me at
vanpool@unm.edu. My snail mail address is
Todd L. VanPool, Department of Anthropology, University
of New Mexico, Albuquerque, NM 87131

Civil War Days

Sponsored by the Bureau of Land Management and the
New Mexico Civil War Commemorative Congress, “Civil
War Days” will be held at Fort Craig on November 2 and
3, 1996. There will be a Historic Camp, a Battle Re-
enactment, a Cannon Demonstration, a Settler’s Camp, and
Candlelight Melodramas and Tours. This is an event that
will be fun and educational for adults and children. The
turn-off for Fort Craig is 35 miles south of Socorro on I-25
at the San Marcial exit. For more information call the
Socorro BLM office at (505) 835-0412.

Kiva Contributions

Kiva, the quarterly publication of the Arizona
Archaeological and Historical Society is soliciting current
research papers from New Mexico. Mark Slaughter, the
AAHS President has specifically invited NMAC members
to submit papers on New Mexico archaeology or other
topics of regional interest. Requests for information should
be directed to Editor, Kiva, Arizona Archaeological and
Historical Society, Arizona State Museum, University of
Arizona, Tucson AZ 85721

UTM Templates Still Available
The ever-popular and useful UTM templates are still avail-
able. These handy items, which were printed up by NMAC
and designed by ARMS for 1:24,000 scale topographic
maps, make figuring out site UTMs and PLSS locations fun
and accurate! The 6" x 11" template is printed on a thick
(.007 inch), clear polyester film, and the precise 1:24,000
scale was printed emulsion-side-up to reduce map wear.
Instructions for determining UTM coordinates and PLSS
1/4-section descriptions are also provided.

Templates are available from NMAC for $5.00 each,
while the supplies last. Send your order to NMAC,
PO Box 1023, Albq., NM 87103

From the Editor

Steve Post

This is my last issue as NewsMAC editor. It has been an
interesting two years of valuable experience. Looking
back on the last two years, I can say that I made the right
decision. After two years of managing an organizational
newsletter, I have a much greater respect for those who
have preceded me and will be very appreciative of those
that will follow.

I would like to thank everyone who contributed to
NewsMAC over the last two years. It goes without saying
that without your contributions there would be no
NewsMAC or at best reguritations of old news from other
regional and professional newsletters. Because of the mem-
bers consistent and pertinent contributions I have rarely
had to rely on filler. For this I am very grateful.

As the nect NewsMAC Editor assumes the responsi-
bility on January 1997, I hope the membership will con-
tinue to contribute their knowledge, information and
views so that NewsMAC will continue to thrive and we
may all be enriched. Remember the more that is con-
tributed, the better the product.

Finally, I would like to thank my wife, Deborah, for
her generous donation of time and skill to the fine-tuning
and design of the newsletter. Her efforts brought a new
look to NewsMAC and her attention to detail ensured its
success.

December 20, 1996 is the deadline for the January
1997 NewsMAC. Submissions should be directed to Alan
Shalette. E-mail is preferred and should be sent to:
AlShal@aol.com.. Otherwise, submissions should be on a
3.5” DOS format diskette in plain text or ASCH format.
Diskettes should be mailed to: 5294 Mesa de Oso NE,
Albuquerque NM 87111 - voice mail: (505) 291-9653
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