A Rancheria in the Gran Apacheria: Evidence of
Intercultural Interaction at the Cerro Rojo Site
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ABSTRACT

A large multi-ethnic hilltop village site, or grand rancheria, in the Hueco Mountains of southern
New Mexioc and southwest Texas provides evidence of intercultural interaction during the late 1700s ana
earlier. Occupied by the Apache and renegade segments of the local nomadic groups of Plains origin, this
site, with its 275 features, conveys the state of affairs that confronted these groups, and at the same time
tests the accuracy of certain aspects of the historical record. Pressed by the southern and western ad-
vance of the Comanche and situated just beyond the reach of the Spaniards, these legendary nomads
amassed in this southern stronghold. Complete with impressive stone walls and ramparts and aggregated
Jfor defense, this mountain retreat provides evidence of the occupants success against European and

Native aggressors.
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The Hueco Mountains form a wide barrier be-
tween the Rio Grande Valley to the south and the
Tularosa Valley that stretches to the north (Figure
1). This is but one of many mountain ranges in the
Basin and Range Province of the northern
Chihuahuan Desert that border and enclose the
Tularosa Valley and the Hueco Bolson. Each range
is characterized by a distinctive configuration of
canyons and prominences that provided refuge
from exposure on the open expanses of the valley
floor.

This area has long been the haunt of the
Apache, but other nomadic groups (the Jumano,
Manso, Suma, and others) also traversed what is
now the international border. They roamed between
the mountain ranges, stopping along the way at the
Rio Grande, the Casas Grandes River, or one of
the many playas that dot the dune-covered valley
bottoms. The historic record tells us that when lo-
cated in the mountains, they occupied large
rancherias, which sheltered hundreds of residents.

One such rancheria, the Cerro Rojo Site (FB
9609), is situated in the heart of the Hueco Moun-
aains. This is the first large rancheria known in the
southern Apache area and it is impressive for a

number of reasons. This 130-acre site has over 200
structures and a host of other features as well as
thousands of artifacts. These features are nestled
amidst the jagged rocks of an impressive promi-
nence. Clearly this large rancheria housed hundreds
of people, bringing to light what was once known
only from the documentary record.

The Cerro Rojo site reveals evidence of occu-
pation by both the Apache and Plains nomads, per-
haps the Manso or Suma, with discrete sections
occupied by each group. Distinctive artifacts and
structures have been instrumental in defining and
dating two Protohistoric/Early Historic complexes
that represent the Apache and Plains nomads. Ab-
solute dates indicate the site was occupied for cen-
turies, beginning before the first documented Span-
ish contact in the area. The height of occupation
was in the late eighteenth century or the turn of the
century, at which time these culture groups still
maintained their indigenous material culture.

Both groups are known to have harassed Span-
ish settlements from such mountain retreats. Pot-
tery from the mission settlements located to the
south provides evidence of this interaction that took
the form of either raids or trade. Yet, the defensive
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Figure 1: General Location of Hueco Mountains

qualities of the site demonstrate a need for the oc-
cupants to safeguard themselves from Spanish and
Comanche aggression. Defensive walls, ramparts,
dozens of projectile points, as well as the setting
of the site attest to the hostility of the times. In this
way and in many others, the rich archaeological
record at the Cerro Rojo site can be correlated to
documented events and scholarly understandings
of this frontier region that have been conveyed in
the historic record.

HISTORICAL AND
ARCHAEOLOGICAL NOTIONS

Sites relating to the Apache are notoriously
difficult to identify and so few are known. Until
recently nothing at all was known archaeologically
about the local nomads (Manso, Suma, and oth-
ers), even though each of these groups had been
referenced in the historical documents resulting
from Spanish expeditions during the sixteenth and
seventeenth centuries (Hammond and Rey 1928,
1929, 1953, 1966). Systematic effort undertaken
to define the archaeological correlates of these
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groups has been underway, resulting in the discov-
ery of many sites, including the Cerro Rojo site.

The Plains Nomads

A handful of vaguely defined hunter-gather-
ers were encountered as the Spaniards neared and
then crossed the Rio Grande into the northern
reaches of New Spain. The referents by which these
groups were known changed through time but we
now refer to them as the Manso, Suma, Jano,
Jocome, and Jumano. The Suma were noted to go
from hill to hill hunting small animals and collect-
ing and roasting mescal (Ayer 1965; Bolton 1916).
The Manso were referenced as fishermen near lakes
and along the Rio Grande, and as hunters; later
they were mentioned eating raw meat and living
in straw huts (Ayer 1965; Hammond and Rey
1966). The Jumano were noted as traders with no-
madic and settled subdivisions (Hickerson 1994;
Kenmotsu 1994, 2001; Wade 2003). Still very little
is known about the Jano and Jocome, and of the
dozens of other groups known to have occupied
the southern Plains and southern Southwest prior
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to and at the dawn of history.

While Forbes (1957, 1959, 1960) believed that
the Manso, Suma, Jano, and Jocome were
Athabascan and related to the Apache, others
(Bandelier 1889) argued that at least the Manso
were descended from the Puebloan tribes, a posi-
tion to which most researchers in the area subscribe
(see, for example, Beckett and Corbett 1992). Ar-
chaeological research is beginning to show that the
Manso, Suma, Jano, and Jocome were initially re-
lated to neither Athabascan nor Puebloan groups,
but instead arrived from the east or south in the
fourteenth century or perhaps earlier, bringing a
distinctly Plains-oriented assemblage with them,
including distinct chert knives (cuchillos de
pedernal) (see Seymour 2002). It is the author’s
position that each of these (Manso, Suma, Jano,
and Jocome) groups likely represents a division of
the Jumano (see Seymour 2003a, 2004a, 2004b)—
a group whose nature and origin have been ardently
debated for some time (see for example, Bolton
1911; Hickerson 1994; Hodge 1910; Kelley 1986;
Kenmotsu 1994, 2001; Mallouf 1992; Sauer 1934;
Scholes and Mera 1940; Wade 2003). The distinc-
tive Southern Plains culture, whose local variants
are defined as Garza, Cielo, Infierno, and Toyah
(Dibble 1978; Johnson 1994; Johnson et al. 1977;
Mallouf 1987, 1992; Ricklis 1992), extends
throughout the southern Southwest where it is vis-
ible as the Canutillo Complex (Seymour 2002,
20042, 2004b). Initially defined in the El Paso/Las
Cruces area, the Canutillo Complex is present as
far west as Ventana Cave on the Tohono O’odham
Reservation west of Tucson, as far south as
Paquimé in northwestern Chihuahua, and as far
north as the Oak Creek drainage in east central Ari-
zona. It is present along the Pecos River and north-
east to Robert Lee Reservoir on Texas’ Colorado
River. The other referenced Southern Plains vari-
ants are found throughout southern and western
Texas, from Lubbock Lake to the Big Bend coun-
v, and from the Pecos/Rio Grande confluence to
Corpus Christi.

Evidence of bison exploitation in the historic
period in southern Arizona and New Mexico sug-
gests one of a number of reasons for the initial dis-
abution of this Southern Plains-oriented material
culwre assemblage in the Southwest (Seymour
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2002,2003a, 2004a, 2004b; for this explanation in
the southern Plains see Mallouf 1987; Ricklis
1992). Regardless of origins, a fairly standardized
tool kit is found in this entire area encompassing
the Southern Plains, northern Chihuahua, and
southern Arizona. On the Plains, northern Mexico,
and in the southern Southwest this change in ad-
aptation and material culture is announced by a
change in technological organization or production
techniques (see below). Although the basic tool
forms are fairly standardized, and therefore recog-
nizable across the entire area as highly formalized,
there are often subtle localized stylistic variations.
Accompanying this broad-based tool kit are other
innovative tool forms that were made using the
same newly introduced production techniques;
these are unique to relatively limited geographic
areas. This implies that geographically localized
groups were making the tools that formed the ba-
sic kit, just as they were making the area-unique
tools, adapting them to area-specific procurement
and processing needs.

This type of evidence is the basis for suggest-
ing that at least one set of occupants at the Cerro
Rojo site was Manso, and that probably another
small contingent was Suma (also see Seymour
2004a, 2004b). Unique tool forms and subtle sty-
listic differences in the kit differentiate the
Canutillo Complex materials on this site from those
to the southeast that are in the heart of the origi-
nally documented Suma terrtory, and further east
and west, in the domain of other groups. Additional
sites situated in the heart of the area occupied by
the Manso—from E1 Paso north to Hatch along the
Rio Grande— share the same unique stylistic dif-
ferences, providing a basis for assigning the Manso
affiliation to this site. Even so, some of the forms
commonly found in provinces inhabited by the
Suma (and Jano and Jocome) are also present on
the Cerro Rojo site, but in lower frequencies. Be-
cause the territories of these groups were often co-
terminous, people were highly mobile, people in-
termarried, and projectile points and tools were
widely traded there is often considerable overlap
in the distributions of tool forms into the territo-
ries that were occupied mainly by specific groups.
Consequently, it is often difficult to discern which
of these groups is indicated by the assemblage,
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other than on the basis of which stylistic variations
are represented in the highest frequencies. The pre-
ponderance of evidence suggests that the Manso,
local residents of the El Paso area, were the domi-
nant Jumano group present at the Cerro Rojo site,
but the historical and archaeological records allow
for the presence of Suma and Jano rebels here as
well.

This notion that localized groups rather than
itinerant traders were making these unique tools is
supported by evidence that tools (both those form-
ing the basic tool kit and the regionally specific
forms) were made of materials that were derived
locally, from somewhat geographically restricted
areas (although often 500 square miles or so in
extent). These procurement zones correspond to
some degree with the distribution of stylistic varia-
tion apparent in the basic tool kit and with the
known historical distributions of certain groups.
Plains raw materials are not present in the South-
west, nor do western materials occur in the east.
The presence of debitage in an assortment of con-
texts (including storage, trash, and habitation struc-
tures) also indicates that tools were made and used
by local populations rather than traded. Moreover,
in some instances, for example among the
Sobaipuri (an Upper Piman group in southern Ari-
zona), there is evidence in domestic contexts for
the contemporaneous occurrence of Canutillo
Complex materials with those representing the
expedient tool kit of settled cultivators, suggest-
ing co-habitation, as hinted at in the historic record
(see Seymour 2003a, 2004b). A comparable type
of amalgamation is suggested for the bearers of
the Canutillo Complex and the Apachean inhabit-
ants at the Cerro Rojo site. An analogous process
may have resulted in the absorption of certain seg-
ments of the remaining Jornada population into
nomadic Canutillo Complex groups as well.

The distributional contexts for the Canutillo
Complex are consistent with a circumstance where
Jumano groups were widespread throughout the
Plains and Southwest. Evidence is found on sites
used for a variety of purposes and for differing
degrees of occupational duration and intensity.
Archaeological data suggest that Jumano groups
were present, probably interacting and intermix-
ing with populations of a variety of language
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groups, thereby explaining the perplexing array of
suggestions for language-group affiliation. Nations
of at least three language groups (Uto-Aztecan,
Athabascan, and Tanoan) were interacting and co-
residing in various portions of the southern South-
west, attesting to widespread multilingualism or
the use of a separate common language. The inter-
relations between groups make sense if the Manso,
Suma, Jano, Jocome (and many other groups) are
viewed in relation to the Jumano in the same way
as the various Upper Piman and Apachean groups
were referenced by different names. .

Early Apache Groups

The historic record suggests that in addition
to the variety of nomads many different Apache
groups frequented the area around El Paso, and the
Hueco Mountains, during the late eighteenth cen-
tury and before, but not before the 1680s
(Schroeder 1973:7). Benavides specifically noted
different Apache groups to the east (Apaches de
Perrillo) and west (from the pueblo of Xila; prob-
ably later known as the Gilefio) of the Rio Grande,
but all were north of El Paso (Ayer 1965:42-44).

These Apache groups were also distinguished
from the Vaqueros further east on the Plains (also
see Schroeder 1973:4). The Apaches de Perrillo
were cited in the 1620s in the mountains east of
the Jornada del Muerto, more than 125 miles to
the north of El Paso and the Xila Apache were
northwest of Socorro. Later, in the 1650s, the Span-
ish referred to the Sierra Blanca Apache who were
centered around the mountains of that name at the
north end of the Sacramentos. Schroeder (1973:7)
1s of the opinion that the Siete Rios group moved
from the area of that same name north of Carisbad,
New Mexico west into the El Paso area sometime
around the Pueblo Revolt (1680). By 1726 the
Natagé Apaches were noted in southern New
Mexico and the El Paso area (Schroeder 1973:9).
After the 1750s the Faran or Faranes are mentioned

~ as far south as El Paso and also Nueva Vizcaya, in
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what is now Mexico.

Possibly as a consequence of the Comanche
threat in the 1700s, Plains Apache groups (such as
the Lipan and Mescalero) began moving south and
west. By the nineteenth century the area east of
the Rio Grande fell within the domain of the
Mescalero Apache and ultimately these various
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bands were collectively referred to as Mescalero.
These Faran, Siete Rios, Sierra Blanca, Perrillo,
Natagé, (and perhaps segments of Gilefio)—all
predecessors of the Mescalero Apache—also in-
corporated segments of the Manso, Suma, Jano,
and Jocome societies into their own.

As noted, by 1726 the Natagé were specifi-
<cally mentioned as being the resident Apache group
:n the El Paso area (although the Manso fled the
mission settlements and intermixed with the
Gileflos in 1667—see below). Natagé is the first
name specifically applied to a group in the El Paso
area (see Schroeder 1973:9). Their presence in the
Hueco Mountains is not specifically mentioned
until the 1770s (see Thomas 1932:63). Earlier ref-
erences were made in 1680 and 1682 to “Apache”
in a general way and “enemy smokes” in the Or-
gan Mountains (possibly also the Franklins) and
by 1683 the “Hapaches™ had become troublesome
for the Suma downriver from modern-day Fort
Hancock/McNary, forcing the Suma out of their
mland territory (Bolton 1916:321-322; Hackett and
Shelby 1942:202-203, 205; Schroeder 1973.7).

It was not until later that the Spaniards im-
posed names on these groups and using the his-
wonical documents as a basis, it has been inferred
that “Prior to the 1680s the only report of nomads
mear or above El Paso and along the Rio Grande
was the encounter with the Mansos of 1598”

Schroeder 1973:7).

Yet, it is probable that some of these earlier
Spanish references to nomadic groups and
mancherias described the Apache. These sightings
were along the Rio Grande near the San Andres
md Oscuro Mountains (two to three days below
e Piro pueblos and several days north of El Paso).
Schroeder has been insightful in recognizing that
wome of these groups mentioned by the
“mamuscado-Rodriguez and Espejo expeditions
=ght have been Apache, even though a name was
st applied to them by the Spaniards. Hickerson

1994:14, 39, 48) is also of the opinion that Apache
were probably those referenced by Cabeza de Vaca
= the Guadalupe-Sacramento Mountain region in
e 1330s, a position the author views as feasible.

Because of the northern location of these po-
wmmal historic sightings of Apache groups, the
somon has persisted that the Apache were not as

157

A Rancheria in the Gran Apacheria

far south as the El Paso area until around the time
of the Pueblo Revolt. In fact, Wade (2003:79) uses
ethnohistoric evidence to argue that the Apache
were not present en masse in southern Texas until
after 1684. Yet, the Cerro Rojo site and several oth-
ers in the E]l Paso area (and elsewhere in the south-
ern Southwest) demonstrate that these notions are
in error. Apachean groups were present centuries
before there was any Spanish mention of them.

Becoming Apache

After 1700, as far as the Europeans were con-
cermed, most of the local nomadic groups had been
subsumed by the Apache, Pueblo, or Spanish cul-
tures, and as Beckett and Corbett (1992:12) note,
by 1711 the last Colonial period record of the
Manso as an independent group was made. Thus,
during the height of occupation on the Cerro Rojo
site the inhabitants were definitively Apache, at
least from the European perspective, although it
must be remembered that descendants of many of
the formerly missionized Manso can still trace their
lineage today (Beckett and Corbett 1990). Thus,
while the Manso as a distinct tribe and viable cul-
tural entity may have expired in the early eighteenth
century, during the 1700s their material culture still
reflects the earlier distinctions.

Perhaps more important to history, after the
1700s, the Apache in this area are distinct in their
material culture from other Apache groups, in part
because of the integration of various local cultural
groups. All these local groups emerge from the
eighteenth century as one, with a common and dis-
tinct material culture, a distinctly Mescalero
Apache artifact and feature assemblage that re-
sulted from this inter-cultural mixing.

By the late nineteenth century, with respect to
material culture (and perhaps other aspects of this
multi-ethnic society) many of the distinctions that
had initially defined the southern Apache and the
various naciones of southern nomads had been
transformed. Neither the Apache (Natagé, Faran,
Sierra Blanca, Siete Rios, Gilefio) nor the non-
missionized Manso retained the sharp distinctions
that characterized them in the fifteenth century.

Manso (and presumably Suma and Jano) in-
dividuals who rejected the Spaniards’
missionization efforts and fled to the mountains in
1667 were incorporated into this native multi-eth-
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nic society, in a way that was similar to, but dis-
tinct from, the mixing occurring in the riverside
mission settlements where some of the Manso re-
mained in residence. The rebellious Manso, under
the leadership of Captain Chiquito, were likely
most influenced initially by the ways of the Gila
Apache (perhaps descendents of the Natagé, later
referred to as Gilefio), under the leadership of El
Chilmo, with whom they joined after 1667 (Forbes
1960:162). By the eighteenth century, several other
Apache groups had moved south and west into the
region surrounding the Tularosa Basin and the
Hueco Bolson.

The Manso, and later these other Apache
groups, brought their own concepts of tool manu-
facture and distinctive house construction tech-
niques. These developments resulted in the unique
manifestation that became known as Mescalero
Apache. The name Mescalero was applied to the
group that subsumed the many nomadic and
Apachean peoples that resided in the mountains
bordering the Rio Grande. Archaeologically this
integration and cultural change is visible as a meld-
ing of Plains and Southwestern traits, which ex-
plains why the Mescalero are sometimes viewed
as having greater affinities to their western neigh-
bors, whereas at other times their Plains distinc-
tions are recognized.

LARGE HIGH-ELEVATION
SETTLEMENTS

The Apache are known for occupying small
campsites for short stints and leaving little behind;
both circumstances make on-the-ground recogni-
tion of such sites difficult. Yet they also occupied
larger base camps. Until recently nothing was
known of these larger settlements, except what
could be gleaned from the late historic record,
records made during a time when population dy-
namics were likely altered from earlier patterns.
The historic record indicates that in the nineteenth
century these habitation sites, when occupied by a
single band, sometimes contained 100 wickiups,
sheltering 500 people, 75 of which might be war-
riors (Ball 1970; Betzinez and Nye 1959).

As of 1799, Cortez (Cortés y de Olarte
1989:65) reported that independent groups from
several rancherias might coalesce into large
rancherias for several reasons:
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By chance it happens that sometimes many
rancherias come together at one place in scarch of
certain fruits that abound in one given location or
another. Others are gathered together by prior plan
or design with the notion of forming a body for their
defense or with the idea of holding one of their cer-
emonies or where they gather for the hunt. At these
ceremonies they often decide upon some plan to
attack their enemies. In such instances not only do
the rancherias of one group combine, but often two
or more whole tribes will congregate.

These base camps were often high elevation
settlements (Betzinez and Nye 1959). Numerous
sources refer to the hilltop or high-elevation vil-
lages occupied by various Apache bands (Ball
1970:22; Betzinez and Nye 1959:85; Cole 1981,
1988; Sweeney 1991, 1992), although Geronimo
apparently preferred lower elevations (Betzinez and
Nye 1959:97). During the late eighteenth century
Cortez (Cortés y de Olarte 1989:65) noted:

Thus gathered, the rancherias always occupy the
steepest canyons in the mountains, surrounded by
the most difficult passes for approaching the site
where they are located. The site is chosen, as a gen-~
eral rule, adjacent to the greatest heights in order to
command the surrounding valleys and plains.

This description is consistent with the place-
ment of the Cerro Rojo site. The Hueco Mountains
form a substantial barrier between the Rio Grande
Valley and the Tularosa Basin. Over 60 miles of
hills and mountains form a rugged maze-like bar-
ricade between the site and the Rio Grande that
would conceal marauding raiders as they fled from
Spanish, Pueblo, other Native, and later, Mexican
settlements. The bald ridges shielded the large base
camp where women and children could relax a
play. The rocky projections on the hill itself brok
the horizon line, concealing the wickiups and dry
ing racks from view at a distance. The high peak
provided miles of unobstructed views for advance
warning of Spanish or Comanche attacks.

Judging from the placement of the Cerro Ror
site, it is centrally situated with respect to key
cations that provided a multitude of varied and clu
tered resources including those of Spanish a:
Pueblo origin along the Rio Grande, herbs a
water-related resources (and visitors to be a
bushed) at Hueco Tanks, ungulates from Ot
Mesa, and so on. The far eastern positioning
this site also places it within reach of Suma set
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Figure 2: Expansive views from the Cerro Rojo site

ments noted by Spaniards along the Rio Grande,
but not too far from other Manso settlements to
the west. Raiding of riverside Native and Spanish
settlements remained a problem well into the eigh-
weenth and nineteenth centuries, and prior to this

ume. during the seventeenth cen-
mury, many groups (such as the
Suma) were displaced from their
mountain homes by the Apache
Bolton 1916:321-322).

Another quality important to
s location is the fact that the hill
o= which the site is situated and
=5 associated ridgelines are posi-
momed at the divide in the Huecos.
Most everything to the north
slopes down, just as everything to
e south decreases in elevation.
Somated at 5,700 to 5,800 ft, this
# mot the highest point in the
Sweco Mountains but nonetheless

A Rancheria in the Gran Apacheria

major landmarks are visible from the site
(Alamo Mountain, the Cornudas Mountains,
Otero Mesa, the Sacramento Mountains, por-
tions of the Organ Mountains) and expansive
views are afforded (Figure 2). The distinctive
profile of the mountain itself can be seen from
many points around the basin (Figure 3).

As the crow flies the site complex is lo-
cated about a 9 miles from Hueco Tanks, which
is a major crossroads in the area. Because wa-
ter is retained in depressions in the rocks
(huecos, or more accurately tinajas), clustered
and unique biotic resources, unusual rock for-
mations, and its ceremonial intrigue, Hueco
Tanks has drawn tribes from hundreds of miles
away for centuries. The Apache, Manso, and
many other groups visited Hueco Tanks, leav-
ing proof of these visits in the form of rock art
and artifact scatters. It was just another dozen
miles to the Rio Grande settlements from this
desert oasis.

The Cerro Rojo site is about 20 miles from
Alamo Mountain and less than a dozen miles
from the southern end of Otero Mesa. The
Franklin Mountains, situated across the sandy
valley bottom of the Hueco Bolson, are 30
miles to the west. All of these ranges were im-

portant habitation and gathering sites for the
Apache.

In the late nineteenth century, hill and moun-

tain top sites were probably occupied at any time
of the year for defensive purposes, but there is some

_—

Figure 3: View of Red Hill from the basin (center of image)
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suggestion that earlier in time, prior to such in-
tense outside pressure, lower elevation retreats
were sought during the winter months (Ball
1970:22; Betzinez and Nye 1959:85; Cole 1981,
1988; Sweeney 1991, 1992). This pattern of high
versus low elevation settiements is indicated indi-
rectly throughout the southern Apache area
(Sonnichsen 1986:17 fn). Wintertime brought
people to lower elevations to avoid the cold and in
summer groups migrated to the mountains to avoid
the searing heat and to obtain resources not found
in the valleys. Wintertime was also an opportunity
for groups to come together for ceremonials and
other reasons, as mentioned above.

There is some indication that Apachean groups
in the mountains surrounding the Tularosa Basin
and Hueco Bolson occupied small winter camps
and larger summer camps, shifting along fairly
consistent routes throughout the year as climate
and resource availability dictated. An interview
from a local rancher (Lee oral interview, Baugh
and Sechrist 2001) supports this notion as does the
presence of settlements on northern Otero Mesa,
in the Sacramento Valley, and in the high valleys
of the Organ Mountains.

The Manso may also have followed this sum-
mer/winter pattern. Data are scant but two early
historic documents provide hints as to the practice
of this bi-seasonal settlement pattern. When the
Chamuscado-Rodriguez Expedition passed
through the Tanpachoas (or Manso) area in the sum-
mer of 1581 they encountered no one (Hammond
and Rey 1966:79-80), yet when the Espejo Expe-
dition traversed the area just a year later, but in the
winter months, they encountered hundreds of this
tribe fishing along the Rio Grande near E! Paso
(Hammond and Rey 1929:68-70; 1966:169, 218).
Occupation of these riverside areas may have ex-
tended into the spring months, as Ofate found
members of this tribe present in 1598 on his way
to colonizing New Mexico (Hammond and Rey
1953:315).

The positioning and size of the Cerro Rojo site
(and its disagreeable quality in the winter) suggests
that it was a large summer camp. With over 200
structures present it is possible to infer that per-
haps 1,000 people or more occupied it, assuming
five people to a structure. There is no way at present

Vol. 49, No. 190, 2004

to determine if the structures were all occupied
contemporaneously, but many lines of evidence
suggest they were occupied repeatedly over ex-
tended periods.

PROMINENT LANDFORMS

The Cerro Rojo site is situated on and near a
prominent peak which functions as a platform for
a habitation site as well as an easily recognized
and referenced landmark upon which individuals
could coalesce either seasonally or after an attack.
The historic record is clear on the importance of
conspicuous landmarks in the ability of people to
regroup: “At times we separated, each taking a dif-
ferent route to reassemble at some conspicuous

- landmark...” (Ball 1970:173). And:
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The Apaches when moving about like this al-
ways designate an assembly point for the end of the
day’s or night’s journey. Such places are easily dis-
tinguishable landmarks that can be pointed out well
ahead, or previousty used stopping places, such as
springs, that are known to the tribe (Betzinez and
Nye 1959:65).

Distinct localities are important in Apache so-
ciety even today for a variety of other reasons, pro-
viding a sense of cultural identity: ... as native
concepts and beliefs find external purchase on spe-
cific features of the local topography, the entire
landscape acquires a crisp new dimension that
seems to move it more surely into view” (Basso
1996:73).

Given the key role that prominent landscape
features have played in Apache society it should
not be surprising that most of the large and some
of the small habitation sites in the southern South-
west occur in the vicinity of prominent landforms
and distinctive geologic formations. Here at the
Cerro Rojo site a reddish granite is exposed that is
unique for the region, occurring in only selected
locations. Elsewhere limestone dominates the land-
scape. The reddish granite and the other residual
stone resources were used for construction of
wickiups, for use in tools, and as a way to distin-
guish the location between infrequent visits.

THE CERRO ROJO SITE

The Cerro Rojo site sprawls along the tops,
on the slopes, and in the saddles of a series of ridges
and hills (Figure 4). Its 275 features, divided into
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discrete loci, cover about 130 acres. First occupied
(probably seasonally) in the twelfth century by a
small group of indigenous Jomada Mogollon, this
hilltop retreat soon became the domain of nomads.

Radiocarbon dates from other sites indicate
that the transition to nomadic occupation occurred
sometime before A.D. 1500 and likely between
A.D. 1270 and 1400. The nomads, either the Manso
or their predecessors, may have been joined in their
inland residences by the Apache. Thus, when Juan
Dominguez de Mendoza conveys the complaints
of the Suma being chased from their territory by
the “Hapaches” in the late seventeenth century
(Bolton 1916:321) he might as well been referring
to the threat to the Manso.

When this pressure occurred and which of
these groups inhabited the area first is a matter of
speculation, as insufficient archaeological data are
available to fully address this question at present.
The historic record suggests that during the 1680s
the Manso either still occupied their inland (possi-
bly mountain) residences, reoccupied them after
allying themselves with the Apache against the
Spaniards after 1667, or began occupying them
once in league with the Apache. Cruzate referenced
a large inland Manso rancheria in August 1684,
located at some 20 leagues from El Paso (Hughes
1914:348; Walz 1951:153; Beckett and Corbett
1992:11). It is intriguing to speculate that the ref-
erence might be to the location of the Cerro Rojo
site, but other equally sizable sites present in the
area cannot yet be ruled out as the referenced loca-
tion because survey has only just begun. Nor can
it be assumed that these inland Manso residences
were initially in the mountains.

Of the 275 features recorded on the Cerro Rojo
site all but a dozen or so are related to the
Protohistoric and Historic Manso and Apache.
Jomada features include (a) roasting pits that have
produced dates in the A.D. 1100s, (b) shelter align-
ments and a midden amongst the boulders at the
base of a ridge (Locus C), (¢) rockshelters and a
roasting pit on the far western side of the site (Lo-
cus D), and (d) shelter alignments located down
slope and off site from the areas later occupied.
These structures are easily distinguished from the
Protohistoric/Historic features on the basis of their
construction characteristics and the presence of
prehistoric sherds and flaked stone, in addition to
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the confirming radiocarbon and thermolumines-
cence dates.

The features and artifacts that distinguish the
Manso (or Plains nomads) and Apache are abun-
dant and densely scattered throughout the site.
Clusters are distributed with respect to landform
and they also seem to group into distinct barrios or
loci based roughly upon ethnicity (see Figure 4).
The densest Apache loci cluster on two flats (Loci
A and B), one on either side of a low knoll, on an
elevated portion of the hill. A defensive wall and
several linear and crescent-shaped rampart walls
are present in Locus A.

Additional Apache features are distributed
down the rocky slope of the southwest-trending
ridge spine, built on small flat clearings and inter-
spersed between rocky outcrops. At the base of the
sloping ridge spine Apache features and artifacts
are intermixed with and extend out from the
Jomada locus (Locus C) mentioned above. Large
boulder prominences further down slope, beyond
a low saddle and to the west, mark the location of
another Apache locus (D). Jornada Mogollon ma-
terials cluster against the north side of boulders on
the south side of the flat while Apache materials
cluster on the north, abutting the south side of a
rocky prominence. Additional Apache loci (F-H)
are located along the slopes and summits of the
ridgeline that defines Red Hill to the northwest of
Locus A.

The separation of prehistoric and protohistoric
materials across the site is not absolute, nor is the
spatial separation of Manso and Apache materials,
but there are clear clusters. Manso materials occur
throughout the site, including on the farthest north
portions where few artifacts are present. The dens-
est concentration of artifacts and features, however,
is in Locus E, positioned along a southwest-trend-
ing ridge. Numerous structures and diagnostic ar-
tifacts are distributed along the slope with an ex-
pansive view to the southeast.

MATERIAL CULTURE

The Cerro Rojo site and others scattered
throughout the El Paso area and the southern South-
west have been instrumental in isolating the mate-
rial culture attributes of the Early Apache (Cerro
Rojo Complex) and the Late Prehistoric/
Protohistoric nomads (Canutillo Complex). These



