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NewsMAC is Going Digital! 
Jim A. Railey, NewsMAC editor 
 
In an effort to "go green" and reduce the costs of printing 
and distributing the newsletter, NewsMAC will soon be 
made available on NMAC's web site, which is currently 
undergoing a makeover. The details of web-site access to 
the newsletter are still being worked out, but this will 
likely be the last hard-copy issue of the newsletter you'll 
receive, unless you specifically request a hard copy be 
mailed to you. We realize that not everyone is "online," 
so if you want to continue receiving NewsMAC via U.S. 
Mail, please indicate that on the enclosed form, mail it 
back, and we'll keep you on the mailing list for future 
issues. 
 
President’s Message 
Tim Maxwell, NMAC President 
 
As always, NMAC is busy planning for the future and 
developing better ways to serve members. For starters, 
NMAC’s presence on the World Wide Web will soon be 
changing. Our website has been inactive for some time 
and dedicated NMAC members, particularly president-
elect Deni Seymour, are updating our web look and site 
content. At the time of this writing, the website’s content 
hasn’t been finalized, but it will definitely include 
commonly-requested information, a NMAC history, and 
access to NewsMAC. It will also be easier for the 
NMAC board, committee chairs, and the NewsMAC 
editor to update information so that members can stay 
current on topics of interest. Our thanks go to John 
Torres for initiating NMAC’s web existence, 
maintaining the old site, and helping with the transition. 
Visit the redesigned site at the same address: 
www.nmacweb.org. 
 
NMAC activities for 2009 are also being planned—the 
annual conference, a workshop, and a member-led tour 
of one of our state’s renowned archaeological regions. 
Soon, we should also have available our fifth special 
publication—Celebrating Jane Holden Kelley and Her 
Work, edited by Meade Kemrer. 
 
The NMAC fall conference is coming up soon 
(November 15) so please register if you haven’t. As part 
of the conference, NMAC will sponsor a public 
presentation on Chacoan influence at Salmon, Aztec, and 
in the San Juan Basin on Thursday evening, November 
13, at the Hibben Center, so please attend and tell your 

friends who have an interest in archaeology. The annual 
business meeting will precede the conference. If there is 
something that you believe needs attention, please let me 
know at tim_maxwell@newmexico.com, though time 
will be extremely limited. 
Lastly, watch for upcoming NMAC election 
announcements and get involved.  
 

The Old First Church of the Nazarene: An 
Unusual Richardsonian Romanesque 
Building in Roswell, New Mexico 
Carol J. Condie, Quivira Research Associates 
 
[This article is slightly abridged from a pamphlet 
describing the Old Nazarene Church, intended for the 
city to hand out to the public. QRA recorded the 
building for the City of Roswell in 2007. The pamphlet 
was drawn from our report.] 

 
The Richardsonian Romanesque Style 

Richardsonian Romanesque, an American architectural 
style, was named after Henry Hobson Richardson (1838-
1886), the architect of the famed Trinity Church in 
Boston and of many other public buildings in the eastern 
United States. His life was short, but the style he revived 
and modified influenced such renowned architects as 
Frank Lloyd Wright, Louis Sullivan, and Eliel Saarinen. 

Richardson revived the Romanesque style used in 
religious architecture throughout France, Spain, and Italy 
during the 11th and 12th centuries, but made important 
changes. Eleventh and 12th century builders of 
Romanesque churches chose a cruciform plan and were 
the first to employ the new art of stained glass for 
windows. Other building practices were forced on them, 
however. Doorways in the monumental churches had to 
be big and, as a result, were arched. The door openings 
themselves, recessed in the deep walls, were square-
headed to simplify closing the doors securely and were 
topped by a horizontal lintel below the arch (Figure 1). 
Fire was an ever-present threat to the old wooden-roofed 
basilica-style churches of the early Christian era. Talbot 
Hamlin, an architectural historian, noted the frequency 
of fire in these churches, writing in 1953: 

...If through the accidents of war or from lightning 
one of the great wooden roofs got well aflame the 
church and its contents were doomed; for, though the 
walls might stand, the roof would undoubtedly burn 
through and its great flaming mass of wood, crashing 
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to the floor beneath, would consume everything 
within the walls. Such catastrophes had become 
almost a commonplace in early medieval times. 

 
 

Figure 1. The main church entry shows three Richardsonian 
Romanesque characteristics—the round arch, the square-
headed door opening, and the deeply recessed door. Note the 
cross worked into the stone above the arched entry. 
 
Vaulting was the only alternative to wood roofs known 
at the time, so the roofs of important churches were 
formed of stone barrel, or tunnel, vaults (Figure 2). 
Though the use of vaults solved the fire problem, vaults 
bring their own problems of immense weight on 
supporting members and sideways thrust that must be 
resolved. The monumental Romanesque buildings thus 
came to be characterized by cruciform layout, round 
arches, narrow rooms, and stone barrel vaults that 
required subsidiary vaults and massive walls and towers 
or piers to support them.  

Richardson employed the innumerable advances that had 
been made since the 12th century in architecture and 
engineering to design buildings of  Romanesque 
character, but freed from the constraints of 12th century 
engineering knowledge. 

Richardsonian Romanesque buildings are massive 
constructions of masonry (often rough stone) and are 
characterized by round-arched recessed entrances, 
recessed windows, asymmetrical form, octagonal or 
round columns capped by towers, and complex roofs. 
Gabled roofs may terminate in parapets. The style was 
popular from 1870 to 1895, especially for churches, 
public buildings, and homes of the wealthy.  

Discussing the style’s fading appeal at the turn of the 
20th century, Mallory Baches, an architectural historian, 
remarked in 2003: “The only obstacle to the continuing 
popularity of the Richardsonian Romanesque style was 
its construction technique of load-bearing masonry, 
rather than the wood construction of contemporary 
styles. Stone-facing techniques had not yet been 
perfected, bringing the construction costs of 
Richardson’s style much higher than its alternatives.” 

The Old First Church of the Nazarene 

A fortunate coincidence made it possible for the 
congregation to build a church in elegant Richardsonian 
Romanesque style without the expense of having to 
construct load-bearing walls of solid stone. A concrete 
block manufacturer had been established in Roswell in 
1948. As a result—although the church appears to be of 
massive stone construction—the bearing walls are 
actually concrete block surfaced with a veneer of stone. 

 
Figure 1. The vaulted ceiling in the sanctuary suggests the 
barrel vaults typical of the Romanesque style. 
 

The church exhibits most of the characteristics of 
Richardsonian Romanesque in its rough stone masonry, 
recessed round-arched entrances, recessed windows, 
parapets on the gable ends of the roof, asymmetry in 
both plan and elevation, and columns. The columns are 
square and do not end in Romanesque towers, but 
terminate at the roof line. The major roof is cross-gabled, 
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but a shed roof covers the restroom section. The north, 
west, and east gable ends carry a parapet. 

One of the most outstanding qualities of the building is 
the stone work. The stone is local and the great care with 
which the stone mason selected the stone (probably 
beginning at the quarries) is apparent in the color, 
surface texture, size, and brilliance of the rock. The 
stone ranges from a light charcoal gray through tan, buff, 
faint yellow, pale apricot, and rosy pink to a rare outright 
red. In texture, the mason selected surfaces that range 
from almost completely smooth through “petrified” mud 
cracks, rough, vesicular, and finally to a “popcorn” 
surface. He was equally sensitive to the over-all effect, 
altering size and brilliance of the rock along with color 
to create a dappled pattern in the fabric of the walls 
(Figures 2 and 3). 

 
 

Figure 2. This view of the rear of the church, looking 
southwest, shows the intersection of the cross-gabled roof and 
the shed roof over the rear entry and restroom. Although many 
Richardsonian Romanesque buildings have extremely 
complicated roofs, this one is only mildly complex. The 
recessed rear door and recessed windows characteristic of the 
Richardsonian Romanesque style are visible here. 
 
History of the Building 

The First Church of the Nazarene was built in 1949, the 
first meeting in the new church being held on December 
11, 1949. According to Elvis Fleming’s 1978 biography 
of the Orr family, Walter W. Orr was the pastor, an 
office he held three different times, beginning in 1928. 

The structure was built by R. M. “Pat” Petty 
Construction, from Clovis, New Mexico, but we were 
unable to identify the designer. Because the sanctuary 
span, 75 ft, would have required calculations for load, it 
seems likely—though it cannot be demonstrated—that a 
structural engineer would have been involved. The 
presence of a structural engineer does not guarantee the 
involvement of an architect. It may be that the plan was 

derived from a plan book. Arguments opposed to an 
architect and in favor of a plan book are 1) the most 
logical architect, Frank M Standhardt, a well known 
architect who practiced in Roswell from 1939 to 1968, 
did not design it; his records at the Center for Southwest 
Research at the University of New Mexico were 
searched and there was no mention of the church; 2) 
David Petty, who worked on the building as a teenager, 
did not remember an architect; and 3) although the style 
had moved west after its florescence in the east, carried 
by Italian and Irish stone masons, it had almost died out 
by the first quarter of the 20th century. Thus, a 
Richardsonian Romanesque building as far west as 
Roswell, New Mexico and as late as 1949 is an anomaly. 

(A bit of unexpected history was related to us by David 
Petty. He said that he had worked on the church during 
summer vacation while he was in junior high school and 
that he and a friend lived in a little shack on the 
property. He recalled that one night he and the friend 
climbed up on the roof of the Roswell Adult and Senior 
Center, which was under construction at the same time. 
For reasons only a teen-aged boy would know, he 
decided to climb down the chimney, but when he got 
down he found there was no way out. He was finally 
extricated with a rope.) 

Since 1989 several different congregations have met in 
the building, which is owned by the City of Roswell. 
The city will demolish the structure to make room for an 
enlarged parking lot to serve the Roswell Adult and 
Senior Center. However, one of the stipulations made by 
the Historic Preservation Division was that the stone be 
salvaged and stored to allow for re-use in other 
structures. 

 

Figure 3This view of the east end of the church shows the 
parapet on the gable end, a recessed window, and a column, 
all Richardsonian Romanesque characteristics.  However, the 
parapet is squared off at the gable peak, apparently to repeat 
the cap of the square column 
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Re-Configuring the Rio Grande Glaze-Ware 
Sequences 
David H. Snow, Cross-Cultural Research Systems 
 
In a presentation at the 2007 Pecos Conference, entitled 
“Recombining D 'n A,” I pointed out several problems 
with the application of Mera's (1940) original glaze-ware 
bowl rim sequence and the estimated temporal spans he 
suggested for their occurrences (Snow 2007). Evidence 
offered by previous investigators (e.g. Earls 1987; 
Baldwin 1983; Marshall 1982) strongly suggested that 
Mera's Glaze A Red, in particular, was produced and in 
circulation perhaps 100 years later than Mera's original 
estimate; and that it might well have been in use/ 
produced in the “Rio Abajo,” at least, subsequent to the 
Coronado debacle of 1540-1541 (see also, Creamer 
2000; Powers and Orcutt 1999:150-175). 
 
The argument in my Pecos Conference paper was based 
on tabulation of the glaze-ware bowl rim frequencies 
reported from 46 sites throughout the Rio Grande. Based 
on those counts, the overall ratio of Glazes A and B to 
Glazes C and D is 2:1; Glazes C and D frequencies are 
quite low at all sites reported, in over 80% of the cases, 
less than 20% of all glazes recovered. Concomitant with 
this observation is a rather dramatic decrease in the 
number of Mera's (1940) sites occupied from A and B 
“times,” to C and D “times:” a decrease of some 86 sites 
with A and B rims (or A through E or F), to only six 
sites with only C and/or D bowl rims. That being the 
case, I suggested that if Glazes A and B were no longer 
being produced by 1450, as conventional wisdom has 
long had it, we must consider one or the other of  the 
following scenarios. 
 
One, we must imagine a dramatic population (or 
production) fall-off such that Glazes C-D were being 
produced for (and by) far fewer people than during the 
span of Glazes A and B. If we accept a dramatic 
population (and, hence, production) decline, we must 
then determine just where all those people went off to – 
and then, inexplicably, why they apparently returned to 
figure in Juan de Oñate's count of 44 pueblos in the Rio 
Abajo alone, in 1598 (Hammond and Rey 1953:346). 
 
Second, if Glaze A Red (and Glaze B in the northern 
parts of the Rio Grande region) was discontinued at A.D. 
1450, and assuming no significant population 
displacements after that date (that is, abandonment of 
much/most of the Rio Grande glaze-ware region), then 
the dramatic decrease in manufacture of Glaze C and D 
bowls was simply insufficient to serve the same needs 
for the region-wide populations over the subsequent 65 
plus years, until Glazes E and F became the vogue. The 

more parsimonious explanation is that Glazes C and D 
were being produced contemporaneously with A and B 
(and E) at many/most sites in the Rio Grande. In support 
of this view is the fact that many Glaze D bowls (as well 
as some late C bowls) are “shouldered,” a form 
previously unknown in the Southwest, suggesting a 
specialized (if unknown) “function” (or fad?) that 
ultimately replaced the traditional direct rimmed bowl 
forms by Glaze E “times.” 
 
My position, then, is that Mera's Glaze A (and, in some 
districts, B as well) remained in production for at least 
another 50-75 years later (and perhaps longer) than 
originally proposed, an argument that finds support by 
previous investigators. What might not be suspected by 
those who work with glaze-ware site chronology, is the 
occurrence of Glaze D into the historic period in the Rio 
Grande. If, for example, LA 54147 (“Coronado's 1541-
42 Campsite” Vierra 1989), actually were occupied in 
the mid-16th century, as the dated contexts suggest, then 
it is clear that Glazes D and E were in use 
contemporaneously by 1541-42. Contemporaneity of the 
two is further indicated by the presence of a small 
number of Glazes D and E rims at LA 20,000 – a pre-
Revolt Spanish Colonial estancia headquarters a short 
distance southwest of Santa Fe, with cutting dates for 
construction timbers in the second decade of the 17th 
century (Snow, in preparation). The bulk of the glazes 
there, however, consist of Glaze F rims 
 
That Mera's Glaze D was still in use during the early 
years of the 17th century looms especially large in efforts 
to relate sites on the ground with the shrinkage of the 
Rio Grande Pueblo world during the Colonial Period 
(e.g. Snow 1997). Furthermore, it is also apparent that 
Glaze E production was not much greater than that of C 
or D, and subsequent higher frequencies of Glaze F from 
17th century sites (both Spanish and Pueblo) suggest a 
resurgence of glaze-ware production, almost certainly to 
meet colonial household requirements.  
 
Shepards' s finding that Glaze VI at Pecos was not made 
there, as it is tempered with what appears to be San 
Marcos “(augite) latite/monzonite” - that is, it is Mera's 
Glaze F suggests that one or the other of the “Tano” 
pueblos of the Galisteo Basin (or San Marcos itself?) 
remained occupied until shortly before the return of the 
Spaniards under de Vargas. At Santa Fe, in 1694, de 
Vargas wrote that, “...a little after three in the afternoon, 
some Pecos Indians arrived loaded with glazed pottery to 
sell.” Kessell, Hendricks, and Dodge 1998:315). If only 
we knew the source (s) of that 'load' of pots! 
 
In 1997, I took Mike Marshall to task over what I 
believed were misidentifications of several glaze rim 
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profiles illustrated in his discussion of ceramics from LA 
54147 (in Vierra 1989). In that section of the report, (see 
unnumbered figure, p. 107), I noted several profiles 
(especially 05 in that Figure) that appeared to reflect 
Glaze A rims, rather than the Glaze E rims indicated in 
the caption. Examination of a large sample of the rims 
from LA 54147 by myself, Hayward Franklin, Linda 
Cordell, and Dave and Lori Thomas, made it clear that 
the profiles I misidentified were jar forms, not so 
indicated in the caption for the unnumbered figure. Our 
mutually agreed on counts from the large sample we 
looked at yielded: Espinoso Glaze Polychrome (4 rims 
and 3 shouldered Kuaua G-p bowls), 11 San Lazaro G-p, 
6 D-E transitional forms, 137 Glaze E (the majority with 
Zia basalt temper), 30 E-F transitional rims, and 29 
Kotyiti G-p rims; 2 D jar rims, 3 E jar rims, and 3 F jar 
rims. My sincerest apologies to Mike! 
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2008 NMAC Fall Conference: 
Migration or Emulation: Chacoan Presence 
in the Middle San Juan 
Paul F. Reed, Salmon Ruins Museum 
 
The Center for Desert Archaeology and Salmon Ruins 
Museum will host the 2008 NMAC Fall conference, 
Saturday, November 15, at the Hibben Center. Since 
2005, the Center and its partners have conducted 
research with support from the National Science 
Foundation (NSF). The aim of the research is to better 
understand the Chacoan presence in the Middle San Juan 
region after AD 1050 and to explore migration and 
emulation as primary mechanisms for the spread of 
Chacoan influence. 
 
In the late eleventh and early twelfth centuries, the 
ancient pueblo sites of Aztec and Salmon in the Middle 
San Juan region rapidly emerged as population and 
political centers during the closing stages of Chaco’s 
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ascendancy. Some archaeologists have attributed the 
development of these centers to migration and 
colonization by people from Chaco Canyon, 75 km to 
the south. Others have suggested that the so-called 
Chacoan “system” was largely the result of emulation of 
Chacoan characteristics by local groups in outlying area. 
This conference will explore these alternatives--
migration and emulation--in the emergence of Aztec, 
Salmon, and other communities in the Middle San Juan 
region. Presenters will compare the architecture and 
material culture of these sites with great house 
communities in Chaco Canyon. The distinctive 
settlement history of the Middle San Juan region offers 
an extraordinary opportunity to explore a particular 
region before, during, and after the interval of interest. 
This research will test two distinct but interrelated 
processes that may have produced the unique 
architecture and material culture found in the Middle 
San Juan region in the late 11th and early 12th centuries: 
1) migration to the Middle San Juan as part of a program 
of Chaco expansion, and 2) exchange of Chacoan 
prestige goods and emulation of Chacoan attributes by 
local residents of the Middle San Juan without 
substantial population movement. These processes are 
not viewed as mutually exclusive; both migration and 
emulation may have taken place at different settlements 
in the region. 
 
Presenters include Gary Brown, Jeff Clark, Kathy Roler 
Durand, Paul Reed, Dorothy Washburn, Laurie Webster, 
and Tom Windes. A knowledgeable panel of discussants 
will provide commentary: Cathy Cameron, Steve 
Lekson, Barbara Mills, H. Wolcott Toll, Ruth Van Dyke, 
and Wirt Wills. Larry Baker will give a short keynote 
address highlighting Cynthia Irwin-Williams’ 
contributions to Middle San Juan and Chacoan 
archaeology. 
 
Visualizing the Past 
Jim A. Railey, SWCA-Albuquerque 
 
Well, I had some space to fill so thought I'd share with 
you a couple of lifeway visualizations I did for SWCA's 
2007 excavations at the Hokona Site near El Morro 
(Schwendler 2008). This was a small, late Pueblo III/ 
early Pueblo IV settlement that contained an interesting 
mix of architecture, including a surface room (Feature 1) 
and a small pit house or kiva. The images were created 
digitally, without any canvas or paint, and the scenes are 
based on archaeological evidence from the site. The 
excavations were carried out for the New Mexico 
Department of Transportation, and the images are 
reproduced here with NMDOT's permission. The full-
color images are included in the final report.  

Reference: 
 

Schwendler, Rebecca H. (editor) 
2008 Hokona: A Puebli III-IV Settlement on NM 53 
Near El Morro (Cibola County, New Mexico). New 
Mexico Department of Transportation, Cultural 
Resource Technical Series 2007-2. SWCA 
Environmental Consultants, Albuquerque. 
 

 
Cutaway view of Feature 1 at Hokona 
 

 
The pit house/kiva at Hokona 
 
 
COMING SOON! 
 

NMAC Special Publication No. 5: Celebrating Jane 
Holden Kelley and Her Work, edited by Meade F. 
Kemrer.  
 
Watch for special pre-publication pricing. 
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NEW MEXICO ARCHEOLOGICAL COUNCIL MEMBERSHIP AND ORD ER FORM (v 4/06) 

 
MEMBERSHIP*   [   ] ______ (year) Renewal    or     [   ] New Member Beginning _____  (year) 
 
$ ________ enclosed for membership dues ($25 individual; $35 sponsor or institutional)  
 
$ ________ enclosed to extend membership for an additional _____ years (same rates) 
 
$ ________ enclosed as a contribution to the NMAC Research Grant Fund or NMAC Scholarship Fund (circle one) 
 

* Memberships received after 1 October will be extended through the following year-end 
 

 
PUBLICATIONS 
 
$ ________ enclosed for ___ copies of NMAC Special Publication No. 1: Current Research on  the Late Prehistory 

and Early History of New Mexico  (2002 reprint of 1992,  350+ pp coil-bound) @ $25 per copy plus s/h 
 
$ ________ enclosed for ___ copies of NMAC Special Publication No. 2: Soil, Water, Biolog y, and Belief…  (2002 

reprint of 1995, 370+ pp perfect bound) @ $25 per copy plus s/h 
 
$ ________ enclosed for ___ copies of NMAC Special Publication No. 3: Examining the Cours e of SW Archeology: 

The 1995 Durango Conference , edited by David A. Phillips and Lynne Sebastian (2001, 170+ pp 
perfect bound) @ $15 per copy (members) or $19.29 per copy (non-members), plus s/h 

 
$ ________ enclosed for ___ copies of NMAC Special Publication No. 4: Chaco Society and P olity , edited by Linda 

S. Cordell et al (2001, 90+ pp perfect bound) @ $15 per copy (members) or $19.29 per copy (non-
members), plus s/h 

 

 
SHIPPING/HANDLING 
 
$ ________ enclosed for shipping and handling  ($5.00 for up to 2 copies of NMAC Special Publications, plus $2.50 for 

each additional copy) 
 

 
$ ________ enclosed for ___ copies of Anasazi Community Architecture in the Chuska Valley : Site Summaries 

and Maps , compiled by Dennis Gilpin, Douglas D. Dykeman, and Paul F. Reed (1996, 70 pp coil bound) 
@ $10 per copy, no shipping and handling required  

 

 
$ ________ TOTAL ENCLOSED  send form and check to  NMAC Dues 

PO Box 25691 
Albuquerque, NM  87125  

 

 
CONTACT AND SHIPPING INFORMATION (PLEASE PRINT)  
 
 Name: __________________________________________________________________ 

 Address: __________________________________________________________________ 

  __________________________________________________________________ 

 City/State/Zip: __________________________________________________________________ 

 Phone: (w) ____________________ (h) ____________________ [   ] Don’t list in Directory 
Want to receive email messages posted to NMAC-L list server? 

[   ] Yes, here is my email address:_____________________________________________________________ 

[   ] No 

NewsMac Preferences: [   ] US mail delivery  [   ] web read/download (.PDF)  

 



������������������������������������������������� �� �� �� �  

8 

 

 

2008 NMAC Contacts 
 
Mail:  PO Box 25691, Albuquerque NM 87125 
 
Web Site: http://www.nmacweb.org  
 
News Group: nmac-l@list.unm.edu  
 
2008 Officers 

President: Tim Maxwell (505) 820-1299 
tim.maxwell@newmexico.com 

President-Elect: Deni Seymour (505) 934-3364 
DeniJSeymour@aol.com 
 
Vice President: Cherie Walth (505) 506-6168 
cwalth@swca.com 
 
Secretary: Hollis Lawrence (505) 331-8408 
Hollis.Lawrence@gmail.com 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
Treasurer: Phillip A. Young (505)-466-8903 
pyoung2002@comcast.net 
 
Editor:  Jim Railey (505) 980-2532 
jrailey@swca.com 
  
Committee Chairs  
 
Membership: Jean Ballagh (505) 332-0885 
jhballagh@hotmail.com 
 
Grants: Chris Turnbow, (505) 277-5853 
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