












































































































































































































































































































































































































































July 24. 1996 

To: 

Through: 

From: 

Su~ject: 

United States Department ,:,f the Interior 
NATIONAL PARK SERVICE 

GUADALUPE MOUNTAINS NATIONAL PARK 
HC 60, BOX iOO 

SALT Fl.AT, TEXAS 79847-9.00 
915/828-3251 

Ed Natay, NAGPRA Coordinator, Southwest System Support Office 

Rich McCamant, Chief of Interpretation, Guadalupe Mountains National Par~ 
Larrv~~n, Superintendent, Guadalupe Mountains National Park 

John A. Mitchell, Museum Specialist. Guadalupe I\'.fountains National Park 

NAGPRA Consultation, May 14, 1996, with Jicaril1a Apache and Mescalero 
· Apache 

It wns my intention that the priorities for this consultation meeting be set by the Apa.ch~ 
representatives, and not by the NPS or GUMO personnel. ·ft wa.c; imperative to me that these 
representatives feel in control and had the ability to set their own priorities. 

·1be tribal representatives gave us copies of their "General Concerns", "The Inter-Apache Policy . . 
, porn en o s. 

Ellyn Bigrope. Curator for the Mescalcro Cultural Center, ac; the official NAGPRA contact 
person. 

After introductions. a general discussion was held, principal1y dealing with their general 
concerns. Primarily, their emphasis was to ensure their continued interest, both on a general and 
religious basis in the Park. They wanted to ensure that thejr people have e~y access to enter the 
Guadalupe Mountains for the use of natural resources, i.e .• natural food plants, fibers and other 
materials that were once lL'red by the Mescalero Apache. In addition, they wanted to ensure use 
of the mowttains for ceremonial purposes such as the "Puberty Rite" and other traditional rites 
once practiced in these mountains. 

·There wa.c; also a concern that official notification occur to the Mescnlero Apache Tribe of 
discoveries of any other cultural objects or human remains. It was emphasized generally by all 
participants that hwnan remains should not be disturbed unless it was unavoidable. 

Richard McCaman~ the Chief of Interpretation and Visitor Services, who was rcp~senting Larry 
Henderson, the Superintendent of Guadalupe Mountains National Park, emphasized the 
seriousness of our commitment to the NAGPRA process and to their general concerns. · He 
emphasized that no obstructions would be placed in the way of their traditional uses of this park 
for ceremonial or other purposes, noting that in all instance.c; that prior official notification to the 
park superintendent would be required, and his official approval received on a case-by-ease &asig. 



He emphasized that no problems were foreseen and looked forward to increased cooperation with 
the Mescalero Apache Tribe. 

After our discussion concluded, the representatives were invited to view our collections in the 
mw.:um $t\'./1a~c .ucca.. Tl1~ 1c111c:,c:ulaliv~ vic:wcu all anlfactS of concern, asking questions as 
necessary. A special emphasis was placed on a metal arrowhead with serrated edges and noted 
that it was definitely Mescalero Apache in origin. Aside from this piece, no other artifacts were 
identified or special concerns noted concerning the care or storage of the artifacts. I did mention 
prior to their inspection of our musewn storage, that all our hwnan remains and funerary objects 
were located at the Western Archeological Conservation Center in Tucson, Arizona, and access 
could be arranged if requested. The vie'\\ing of the artifacts by their representatives took around 
forty-five minutes and was called after they were satisfied that they had seen all of concern. They 
were interested in what the Comanche representatives had identified of interest, if they had 
requested rcpalrialion, tJIJd what those artifacts were. All these artifacts were identified and 
viewed by their representatives. I have taken the liberty of identifying the artifacts here, and have 
taken steps to isolate these artifacts pending official notification by their representath·e. These 
artifacts are as follows: 

GUMO 32:347 
GUMO 19:271 
GUMO 51:414 
GUM098:589 

Bi-face Tips (2) 
Stone Chopper 
Projectile Point (metal) 
Metate 

C#l, 0#12 
C#l, D#l l 
C#l, D#9 
C#4, 0#3 

There were no other artifacts of interest to the represcnlaliv~s, and after viewing all artifact.«; in 
C.JSes o~e and four, the consultations ended. · 

Additionally, the Apache representatives were taken to the Frijole Ranch c9mplex, and then out 
to Manzanita Springs. Their opinions were solicited by park personnel concerning the wayside 
exhibit at Manzanita describing cavalry operations against the Apache here, and how it came 
across to the visitors. The Apache representatives felt that overall the park's Native American 
interpretation was highly effective, and they found nothing disagreeable about the Manzanita 
wayside. 

In general, l believe the consultation went well, and all participants took significant steps toward 
better understanding and cooperation. 
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United States Department of the Interior 

NATlONAl PARK SERVICE 

IH kIPLY II.HEil TO. 
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Memorandum 

August 22, 1996 

C01h!>1d Ca«rN Na,ion.J l'uk 
322, N.iionil Parks H,gh~y 
Cubb•d. Nrw Mccico 83220 

To: Superintendent, Carlsbad Caverns NP 

From: curator, Carlsbad caverns NP 

Subject: Report on White Mountain Apache Consultation, August 
19, 1996 

On Monday, August 19, 1996, three representatives of the White 
Mountain Apache tribe visited the park as part of- an ongoing · 
consultation project to discuss issues surrounding NAGPRA and 
cultural resource management, to view the park museum 
collections, and to talk with .park interpreters about tribal 
history and culture. The White Mountain Apache representatives 
were Cultural Resource Director Ramon Riley and tribal elders 
Levi DeHose and Levi Henry. 

An opening meeting with the Apache delegation, Superintendent 
Deckert, park division chiefs and resource managers was held at 
9:00 in the Superintendent's o!!ice. Following introductions, 
Mr. Riley told us of the current state of affairs on the White 
Mountain Apache Reservation and of their continuing efforts at 
cultural preservation. He stated that the goals of their 
cultural preservation program were to restore Apache lands and 
natural ecosystems, to restore the Apache language, and to 
restore the health of the Apache people. NAGPRA plays an 
important part_in all of these efforts. 

The White Mountain Apache Tribe has a cultural advisory group of 
traditional elders that meets monthly to discuss cultural 
preservation issues. Mr. Riley explained that he may not be able 
to provide us with immediate answers to many of our questions, 
but may need to consult with his elders and the advisory 
committee before responding. 

I. 

Mr. Riley explained that the Guadalupe Mountains were 
historically used as a corridor between the White Mountain Apache 
homelands and the bison hunting areas east of the Pecos River. 
~his corridor was also utilized for the gathering of many 
important plant resources. He stated that his elders knew the 
traditional Apache names tor many of the mountains between 
Arizona and the park, but that the Apache names for the Guadalupe' 
Mountains region had been lost to them. 
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Mr. Riley told the group that mountains and caves were considered 
sacred places to.the Apache. Mountains are holy places, like 
altars, he explained, and that the Apache people go to the 
mountains to pray. Similarly, all caves are sacred. Apache 
creation stories tell ~hat the Apache people carne from 
underground. The Crown Dancers (Mountain Spirit Dancers) also 
come from caves. 

After the meeting, the delegation viewed a portion of the park 
archeology collection. Upon their prior request, the human 
remains had been removed from the collection storage area. They 
examined the unassociated funerary objects and other possible 
NAGPRA-related objects. Mr. Riley explained that projectile 
points had more than simple utilitarian use; Points were also 
used to heal and protect the holder and were often buried with an 
individual to provide protection •. No immediate claim or interest 
in specific artifacts was expressed at that time. 

The delegation visited the natural entrance of Carlsbad Cavern. 
Mr. Riley told us that the roasting pit at the amphitheater was 
"very familfar" to the Apache. He also remarked that many of the 
plants around the area were "medicine" and that all of them had 
use and importance to the Apache people. He mentioned as we left 
the natural entrance that the cave was "a very sacred place". 

We examined the pictographs inside the cave entrance and later 
viewed several slides of the Painted Grotto. Mr. Riley told us 
that it was hard to know if the drawings at the cavern entrance 
were Apache in origin. He and his elders noted several possible 
Apachean pictographs in the slides of Painted Grotto. He said 
that only experienced medicine men can interpret and know the 
meanings of the drawings. 

When asked how the NPS should interpret these and other 
pictographs, Mr. Riley told us that Apache drawings were meant 
for Apaches and not for others. He said that it was fine for the 
NPS to point out the pictographs as something made by people long 
ago. Park staff should, however, refrain from trying to 
interpret the meanings of the drawings. Again, interpretation of 
pictographs should be left to the traditional medicine men. 

When asked about ho~ to best preserve the pictographs, Mr. Riley 
explained that the pictures were.meant to "dissolve", thus no 
active preservation efforts were necessary. He felt that 
preservation ~as best achieved through documentation, preferably 
sketches rather than photography. 

As to human remains, Mr. Riley told us that only "witches" dug up 

:, 
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human remains to be used for bad purposes. Human remains, he 
said were meant to stay in the ground undisturbed. He and his 
elders agreed that it would be preferable to return the human 
remains in the collection (and any remains discovered in the 
future) to the ground where they came from, or as close to the 
original site as possible. This reburial should be done with the 
appropriate ceremonies. Mr. Riley said there are individuals 
among the White Mountain Apache that are knowledgeable in these 
ceremonies. 

After a brief tour of the Big Room, Mr. Riley met with park 
interpreters to discuss White Mountain Apache history, culture 
and their affiliation with the Guadalupe Mountain region. The 
topics discussed were similar to those already mentioned in this 
report. They departed the park at 5:00 pm. They visited 
Guadalupe Mountains NP for a similar consultation on August 20 
and departed the area on August 21. 
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Dr, Greenberg, 

I just finished talking with Frank who mentioned that he had just 
been talking to you. since I was not able to reach you by phone, 
I am sending to you copies of the trip reports from this week's 
consultation with the White Mountain Apache and last year's 
consultation with the Comanche. 

over the last year we've also had the Jicarilla, Mescalero, 
Chlricahua (Ft. Sill), and Kiowa Apaches at the park to view the 
collections. Since the visits by those 4,groups were abbreviated 
due to time constraints, the trip reports on them don't say too 
much about affiliation. If you'd like to see those as well, give 
me a call. 

Between now and the end of September we will also be h~sting 
(along with GUMO) the Kiowa Tribe, Zia Pueblo, iuni Pu~blo and 
the Piro-Manso-Tiwa Indian Tribe. (Isleta Pueblo cancelled this 
morning.) I will try to remember to send you copies 01· those 
trip reports as they are completed, even if they may be too late 
to incorporate into overview and Asse9sment. I'll ask John 
Mitchell at GUMO to do the same. 

I'll be in the office today (8/22) then gone 'tll next Friday 
(B/30). Feel free to call me or leave a message. 

Thanks for all the work so far. The Assessment looks like it'll 
be a good reference !or us as we move ahead with our consultation 
program. Hope this info helps. 

Jeff Denny, Curator, CACA 
505-785-2232, ext 457 
fax 505-785-2302 
email Jeff_Denny@nps.gov 



A. Comanche tri.be: Comanche Tribal Preservation Officer Phyllis 
Attocknie contacted Curator Jeff Denny during a NAGPRA · 
conference in Oklahoma City in July, 1995 stating that the 
Comanche had historically passed through the Guadalupe 
Mountains for trade, contact with the Mescaleros and 
resource ~ollection. Representatives of the com~nche tribe, 
came to both parks in August 1995, met with park managers 
and viewed park collections. At Carlsbad Caverns Mrs. 
Attocknie explained that the Comanche collected s~tol stalks 
which were used in Making ceremonial cigarettes. (Sotol is 
found only in the Chihuahuan Desert). She also said that 
historically, the Comanches collected a plant (name unknown) 
found only in the "mountains to the southwest 0

, believed to 
be the Guadalupes, that was used for healing purposes.· 

B. Chirica~~a. Apache: Members of the Chiricahua Ft. Sill Apache 
Tribe contacted Denny at the Oklahoma City NAGPRJ\ conference 
in July,~1995, as ~ell as an all-Apache NAGPRA meoting in 
Mescaler·o, NM in SeptQmber, 1995, concerning their 
traditic>nal affiliations with Guadalupes and the surrounding 
region. Tribal representatives visited both parks in 
January, 1996, as part of a NAGPRA grant administered 
through Texas Tech University to view park collections. Due 
to time constraints, detailed discussions con~erning their 
traditional affiliations with the area did not take place, 
though they expressed a desire to conti~ue wocking with the 
parks on NAGPRA and cultural resource iss~~s, 

c. Kiowa Apache: Also contacted Denny at the Oklahoma 
conterence, the Mescalero meeting, and visited the 
with the.Chiricahua Apache group in January, 1996. 
results of these meetin s were simila 

or e c irica ua Apacne. 

City 
parks 

The 

---·---

o. Jicariila Apacbe: Jicarilla representatives also contacted 
Denny at the Oklahoma City and Mescalero meetings concerning 
their traditional affiliations with the regioQ. They 
visited the two parks to view the collections and meet with 
park management as part of another Texas Tech grant in May 
1996. At Carlsbad caverns, Tribal elder Jonathon Wells 
explained some of the Jicarilla attitudes towards the 
disposition of human remains in park collections. The 
delegation expressed concern about access to the park for 
the gathering of piants for traditional ceremonies. They 
also expressed concern about a proposed pictograph site 
survey project. They have a strong desire to continue a 
dialogue with the park about cultural issues. 

E. giowa tribe: Lawrence Edge, then the NAGPRA representative 
for the Kiowa tribe, talked with Denny at the Oklahoma City 
meeting (July 1995) about Kiowa affiliations with the 
Guadalupe Mountain area. Contact with the tribe was re­
established in August 1996. Environmental Director and 
acting NAGPRA rep Hatlllllond Motah reiterated the Kiowa 
affiliations with the region and tribal interest in working 
with both parks and viewing the collections. Tribal 
represetjtatives will visit the parks in September, 1996. 

F. Islet& ·:2u·ei:,10: Through association, Carlsbad Caverns NP felt 
that if .. it was consulting with Ysleta del sur, then contact 
with Isleta Pueblo would be logical and valuable. Phone 
contact was established between Denny and PUeblo Governor 
Alvino Lucero in July, 1996. Governor Lucero indicated a 
strong Isleta historical affiliation with the Guadalupe 
Mountains. A visit to both parks from the Governor and 
othe+ Pueblo representatives is anticipated in September, 
1996. 



G. Piro-Manso-riva Indian tribe: ·1·r1.oa1 represencac.i.v1::.s emu. 
rapresentatives from the NPS Inter-mountain cultural Resource 
Center met in Las Cruces in September, 1995. The PMT 
claimed relationships to the Mogollon cultures and other 
pre-Columbi~n tribes known to be in the Carlsbad region. 
Phone contact between Denny and PMT representatives in July 
1996 indicated their interest in.meeting with park 
management to discuss NAGPRA and other cultural issues. 
They are scheduled to visit the parks in late September, 
1996. 

H. zia PUeb1o: At a NAGPRA meeting in Albuquerque, NM in June 
1995 1 Zia representative Peter Pino ~~id tbot th;.; WDI A 
name for Carlsbad Cavern in the Zia language. He stated 

that the _Zia people had early ties to the region and that 
they made regular trips to the area until they were 
restricted from doing so by the Spanish. Contact with the 
PUeblo was re-established in a phone call from Denny to 
Celestino Gachupin, the Pueblo's NAGPRA contact in August, 
1996. Gachupin explained that the Carlsbad-Guadalupe region 
was a significant part of Zia history. He explained that 
different Zia societies held certain locales as significant 
to that society. The Fire Society among the Zia was 
associated with the Guadalupes. Gachupin explained that 
whenever someone from the Fire Society makes a speech, they. 
call upon spirits from the Carlsbad area for assistance. 
Gachupin and other Zia representatives will visit the two 
parks in Sapteml:>er 1996. 

I. White Mountain Apache tri~e: At both the Oklahoma city and 
Mescalero meetings, Ramon Riley, cultural Rosource Director 
for the tribe, spoke of the cultural affiliations of the 
Western Apache with the Guadalupes. In a follow-up letter 
from Riley in October, 1995, he listed both Carlsbad Caverns 
and Guadalupe Mountains NP's as having collections 
potentially affiliated with the White Mountain Apache tribe. 
This affiliation was reiterated in a conversation betwee~ 
Denny and Riley in July, 1996. Tribal representatives will 
visit the parks in August, 1996. 

J. san Carlos Apache tribe: Seth Pilsk of the San Carlos Apache 
tribe called Denny in August, 1996, after hearing of the 
White Mountain Apaches planned visit to the park. He 
reiterated the Western Apache interest in the Guadalupes and 
expressed an interest in working with the two parks on 
cultural issues. 

K. zuni PUeblo: In a cultural affiliation statement dated 
October, 1995, Zuni Pueblo claimed cultural affiliation with 
a number of pre-historic cultures, including the Jornada 
Mogollon. Since the Jornada Mogollon is heavily represented 
in the Guadalupe-SE New Mexico region, Zuni was contacted in 
July, 1996 about consulting with the parks. Joseph Dishta 
of the Zuni Heritage and Historic Preservation Office 
expressed Zuni interest in working with both parks and 
Pueblo representatives will visit the parks in September, 
1.996. 
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September 5, 1996 

To: Superintendent, Carlsbad Caverns NP 

From: Curator, Carlsbad caverns NP 

Subject: Report on Zun~ Pueblo Consultation, August 30, 1996 

on Friday, August 30, 1996, three representatives from the Pueblo 
of Zuni visited the park to discuss issues surrounding NAGPRA and 
cultural resource management and to view the park's museUlll 
collection. The participation of Zuni Pueblo in the park's 
consultation program was prompted by the "PUeblo of Zuni 
Statement of Cultural Affiliation" (7/11/95) that asserts Zuni 
ties to the Jornada Mogollon culture which is prevalent in the 
archeology of the Guadalupe Mountains regions. The Zuni 

· er Tsadiasi and Calvert 
Ondelacy. 

An introductory meeting was held with Superintendent Deckert and 
park division chiefs. The Pueblo representatives explained that 
they were members of a seven-person cultural adv~sory team for 
Zuni Pueblo. A primary purpose of this team is to consult with 
outside agencies on NAGPRA issues, particularly those issues 
regarding the disposition of human remains and objects of 
cultural patrimony. They asked that some of the topics to be 
discussed during the day remain confidential. 

They explained that the Pueblo of Zuni claims cultural 
affiliation with all areas within New Mexico, Colorado, Utah and 
Arizona. According to Zuni oral traditions, the Zuni people 
emerged from the Grand Canyon with three groups migrating into 
different areas. One group went north into Utah, Colorado, 
northern New Mexico and northern Arizona; one group went south to 
Central and south America; and the final group moved into the 
area of present-day Zuni Pueblo, known to them as the "Middle 
Place". 

As to their affiliation with the Guadalupe Mountains region, the 
representatives stated that this region is part of the Zuni 
people's aboriginal lands and that there are place names in this 
region ~entioned in traditional Zuni prayers. The area was used 
for hunting and gathering by ancestral zuni's and there are Zuni 
names for specific locations from the Silver City area east 
towards the Guadalupes, and from the Santa Fe area south into 
this region. (They specifically asked that we avoid use of the 
word "Anasazi" in referring to their ancestors, since it is a 
Navajo word meaning "enemy ancestors", not "ancient onesn as 
com,nonly perceived.) 

Zuni oral traditions speak of caves "down in the south", with no 
specific locations mentioned. The Zuni representatives said that 
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ancestral Zuni's named larger regions for significant features 
they encountered in those areas. The Zuni name for the Carlsbad 
Caverns-Guadalupe Mountains area is "Asho:sti an alaluckwa 11 which 
translates as "Bat Cave" or 11Bat canyon". 

The Zuni position on the disposition of human remains is that 
human remains cannot be repatriated. In their view, once a 
person is buried, that individual has already n4urished the 
earth. Taking the individual out of the ground and later 
reburying them interrupts the continuing journey that the 
individual has to take. 

A Zuni burial ceremony is done only once, they said. The Zuni 
culture has no ceremony for reburial and they "can't make one up" 
since those rituals are handed down over many generations. While 
they would prefer that remains be reburied without ceremony, they 
rely on the Hopi people to handle repatriation and reburial since 
the Hopi»s have a rebu~ial ceremony that can be used in these 
situations. 

The zuni's prefer that remains, including inadvertent discoveries 
and those currently within the collection, be reburied at their 
original location or as close to that location as possible. In 
order to prevent future remains from coming into park 
collections, the Zuni would prefer that the park not approve 
future excavations that are likely to uncover human remains. 

In cases of inadvertent discoveries of human remains, they 
suggest that the remains be reinterred and the area be covered 
using natural vegetation where possible, although it would be 
preferable to move the remains if they were in danger of further 
4isturbance by visitation or future erosion. They stated that 
they were opposed to any analysis, destructive or not, of human 
remains. 

Following the opening meeting, the Zuni delegation viewed the 
pictographs at the cavern entrance and slides of the Painted 
Grotto pictograph site. They then proceeded to the museum 
storage area to view the collections. They did not indicate 
immediate interest in any specific objects for th~ purposes of 
repatriation under NAGPRA. Several objects did elicit comments 
from the group. 

A wood artifact (CACA 4301) was described as being a reed 
cigarette that is smoked in traditional ceremonies. 

They noticed several shell artifacts and pointed out that 
these indicate the expanse of trade between this region and 
coastal areas to the west. 

A stone pendant (CACA 3508) they said was of a type of stone 
found in the Grand Canyon area. This type of material was 
ground up and used in the rituals of their medicine socie~y. 
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A circular shell artifact (CACA. 3138) was described as being 
similar to shells used in the jewelry of the Longhorn 
~achina in the Zuni Shalako ceremony. 

. 
old projectile points are considered to be the property of 
the individual that finds the point. These points have 
significance to the finder and are often worn around their 
neck for the protection of the individual.! 

The "official" consultation activities were concluded by 12:00. 
Following a brief tour of the Big Room, we decided to forego the 
afternoon 4:00 meeting with park interpreters because of the long 
wait for that meeting. The Zuni representatives left the park at 
approximately 2:00 pm. 




