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Linked by Water, Linked by Blood
madrid ditch no. 2 in cucharas, colorado, 1884–1903
Virginia Sanchez

H

istorians typically associate southern Colorado’s acequia history with
the San Luis Valley. This article expands that subregional framework
to include the Lower Cuchara Valley of Huerfano County, an area just east
of present-day Walsenburg, Colorado.1 Relying heavily on two rare ledgers of
the Madrid Ditch No. 2, this piece examines the collective efforts of male and
female parciantes (irrigators) to keep water flowing to their homes, farms, and
fields, despite intermittent natural and human challenges, from 1884 to 1903.
Two ledgers for the Madrid Ditch No. 2 (hereafter Madrid Ditch) exist. The
first one (Madrid Ditch Ledger, volume 1) covers the period between 1884 and
1912; the second (Madrid Ditch Ledger, volume 2) dates from 1913 to 1923.2 The
Madrid Ditch ledgers illustrate the importance of acequia rules to parciantes,
and they serve as a valuable addition to documented accounts of conduct,
work, and water use. This article provides transcriptions of entries in which
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ill. 1. spanish version of madrid ditch no. 2 bylaws
Entry 9 March 1885, p. 1, vol. 2 (1913–1923), Madrid Ditch Ledger.
(Photograph courtesy Virginia Sanchez, ledger vol. 1 in private
collection in Denver, Colorado)
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ill. 2. english version of madrid ditch no. 2 bylaws
Entry 9 March 1885, article 6, vol. 2 (1913–1923), Madrid Ditch Ledger.
(Photograph courtesy Virginia Sanchez, ledger vol. 2 in private
collection in Pueblo, Colorado)
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the mayordomos (ditch bosses), writing in Spanish, detailed pertinent rules
and regulations.3 Spanish spelling variants, omitted accent marks, and other
linguistic characteristics appear in the mayordomos’ ledger entries.4 Apart
from two entries and the English translation of the acequia bylaws, items in
both ledgers were written entirely in Spanish.5
This article also discusses topics related to water measurement and apportionment as well as the exchange and sale of water. It examines how
parciantes used the time-honored practice of resolution and conciliation as
informal processes to resolve water disputes. Specifically, it discusses how
parciantes, a group that included Hispanic and Anglo males and Hispanic
and Native American females, worked together, or en común, to assure the
continued operation of their ditch. This article, then, is a history of local
acequia governance and culture in Cucharas, Colorado, an area first settled
in 1862 by Hispano families from Arroyo Hondo in northern New Mexico.6
Hispano families first migrated from northern New Mexico into the San
Luis Valley searching for plentiful water, fertile lands for crops, and abundant
grasses for their sheep. Others migrated east over the Sangre de Cristo range
into the Lower and Upper Cuchara valleys.7 When the Nuevomexicano
families settled along the Madrid Ditch in Cucharas, they continued traditional Spanish and Mexican settlement patterns and water regimes despite
Anglo emigration, industrial development, and prior appropriation.8 In
late October 1862, eight Hispanos with familial ties to Arroyo Hondo drove
their sheep into the Lower Cuchara Valley and “wintered there for the first

map 1. area map of southern colorado and northern new mexico
(Map courtesy Virginia Sanchez)
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ill. 3. adobe home of a hispanic family in cucharas
(Photograph courtesy Anita Archuleta)

time.”9 José Andrés Roybal, José Mariano de Jesús Valdéz, and Antonio José
Vallejos established permanent residence at Cucharas, and eventually two
of them became parciantes of the Madrid Ditch.10 Parciantes of the Madrid
Ditch struggled to sustain their water customs and retain their share of scarce
water in the Lower Cuchara Valley. Despite the profound changes brought
by Anglos, Hispano family practices such as compadrazco (family unions as
a result of baptism or marriage) helped maintain Hispano acequia customs
and water-sharing regimes.
According to county history, Cucharas was officially settled in 1866,
six years after La Plaza de los Leones, and seven years after Trinidad. The
Cucharas Plaza was located along the Cucharas River in the Lower Cuchara
Valley, eight miles northeast of La Plaza de los Leones.11 The Denver–Santa Fe
Road, the main north to south thoroughfare, passed through Cucharas at the
property of José María Bustos, whose family tended horses for the Denver and
Santa Fe Stage Line. Hispano farms, numerous adobe homes, a stagecoach
relay station, a post office, eight acequias, a reservoir, a penitente morada of
La Cofradia, and grazing sheep all dotted this 144-square-mile area.12
The arrival of the Denver and Rio Grande Railroad (DRGR) brought an
influx of Anglo settlers, land speculators, miners, and cattlemen. With them
came economic pressure to sell land and water. In 1872 the Union Contract
Company and the Southern Colorado Improvement Company (SCIC)
established the railroad town of Cucharas City three miles northeast of the
old Cucharas Plaza.13 That same year, the SCIC acquired 2,640 acres in the
Cucharas area for the DRGR.14 In 1873 the Spanish name of the community’s
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parent village, La Plaza de los Leones, was changed to Walsenburgh (later
spelled without the letter h) in honor of Fred Walsen. The politics associated
with the name change were stimulated by the arrival of the DRGR and the
discovery of coal.15 Anglo pioneers from Kansas settled at Cucharas City in
1873.16 The following year, laid out in lots, blocks, streets, and alleys, the newly
established Cucharas City was supervised and jointly owned by the DRGR
and the SCIC. Lumber, rather than adobe traditionally used by Hispanos,
framed and sided these newcomers’ homes and commercial buildings. The
stage relay station and post office moved nearby to be closer to the town’s
economic activity. Cucharas City was officially open for rail business on 1
March 1876. Passengers, freight, and mail arrived daily by rail from the north
and by stage from the south. Provisions intended for the mines in the San
Juan Mountains came by rail and were freighted by wagon over the Sangre
de Cristo Range. Coal mined around Walsenburg and ore extracted from
the San Juan mines moved by wagon to chutes near the depot, where they
were loaded onto rail cars for transport. Within the year, railroad construction
moved farther west toward the San Luis Valley and into the San Juans.17
The Cuchareños (Hispanos living within the community) faced various
obstacles in the wake of Anglo emigration. Population and livestock growth
absorbed land, timber, and available water, causing deforestation and a struggle
to access valuable natural resources. By 1890 Anglos controlled the community’s
economy and changed its political makeup from Democrat to Republican.18
Changes in political power throughout southern Colorado pushed Hispanos
out of key offices, thus weakening the protection of their rights.19
Despite these changes, the Madrid Ditch remained an important means
of sustenance for a large part of the Cucharas community. The ditch ran
through El Palomar, the area of Cucharas known for the wide variety of
birds that nested there. Not to be confused with Madrid Ditch No. 1, which
obtained water from the Huerfano River, the Madrid Ditch acquired water
from the Cucharas River, a tributary of the Huerfano. The ditch was named
after Gabriél Madríd, possibly the acequia’s first mayordomo or acequero (a
person knowledgeable and experienced in the construction of acequias).20 In
1870 eighteen parciantes constructed the ditch.21 By 1896 the Madrid Ditch
was the largest acequia in Cucharas, irrigating five hundred acres of land
and thus contributing directly to the community’s economy.22
During times of water shortage, the Hispanos’ customary sharing of water
“to safeguard crops for food and subsistence” came in direct conflict with
Colorado’s doctrine of prior appropriation.23 In 1864 the Colorado Territorial
Legislature recognized the doctrine of prior appropriation, based on “first
in time, first in right,” which put in place a hierarchy of water rights during
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periods of limited supply. By law the earliest water user had access to all the
water needed before the next person in line. As a result, some parciantes
resorted to selling off parts of their land and water rights during times of
economic strife or hardship.
Major conflicts surfaced when Anglos became members of the acequia
association. In addition to not speaking Spanish, these newcomers were unfamiliar with acequia terminology, norms, and governance. “These ‘newcomers,’ with the characteristic greed of their own kind of civilization,” author and
historian Louis B. Sporleder once penned, “cleared the land and plowed to
the very edge of the river’s channel.”24 Furthermore, when husbands, fathers,
or brothers left to work in the coal mines, in steel works at the Colorado Fuel
and Iron Company in Pueblo, for the DRGR, or as seasonal laborers, fewer
men were left to maintain the acequias. Instead, wives and daughters tended
the farms and oversaw the ditches that irrigated their crops. During times of
water shortage they took turns irrigating at night. Despite the changes Anglos
brought to southern Colorado, parciantes of the Madrid Ditch continued
Hispano acequia customs and water-sharing regimes.
Hispano water customs and traditions also influenced Colorado’s water laws
and are a vital piece of its water history. By 1872 the Colorado Water Law of
1866, originally enacted for Costilla and Conejos counties, had also extended
to Huerfano and Las Animas counties, two other Hispano-populated counties
in southern Colorado. This law established and codified the mayordomos’
duties, regulations for their election, and rules for acequia water use, which
took precedence over mills and other industries that also consumed water.
Complying with the amended Colorado Water Law of 1872, all acequia
associations and ditch companies held annual meetings and gave elected officials power to levy compulsory labor from parciantes who used the water.25
Both laws normalized acequia governance and custom already practiced by
Madrid Ditch parciantes, who followed traditional Hispano water-distribution
values transferred from New Mexico. These customs included distributing
water first to those communities in greatest need, taking water only in orderly
succession, and using no more than the amount needed by homes, farms, or
ranches.
Considering that the Madrid Ditch Association had no real source of
income, its parciantes paid dues and gave occasional contributions to offset
expenses. They sometimes paid fees in trade since little cash flowed through
Cucharas during the late nineteenth century. In 1896 for example, María
Dolores Vallejos, a widow, gave the association a two-year-old female colt,
or potranca, to pay her accumulated dues and fines. Parciante José Concepción Cisneros then purchased the colt for $5.80, providing the association
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ill. 4. madrid ditch
no. 2 mayordomo josé
concepción cisneros and
his mother, juana maría
coppee (copas)
(Photograph courtesy Anita
Archuleta)

with badly needed hard currency.26 That same year, each parciante donated
$3.25 to cover expenses associated with a water claim represented by eleven
parciantes.27 The association paid $59.00 for the registration, legal, and
survey fees, and $1.25 to each of the two witnesses. Expenses itemized in
the ledgers included costs for lumber, nails, a padlock, armellas (hasps or
hinges), retenes (pieces of chain connecting the double tree to a wagon’s
axle or a dirt scraper), compustura de arado (repairs to the plow), sheets of
blank paper used for correspondence, and a royo de alambre (roll of wire).28
After deductions for the head and tail works of a canoa (flume), only $5.50
remained in the association’s treasury.29 Between 1884 and 1902, parciante
contributions ranged from $1.25 to $24.00. Still unclear from the historical
record is whether parciantes contributed additional monies because they
owned more irrigable lands or because they were financially able.
The rate of water flowing through the Madrid Ditch’s main headgate was
presumably calculated by a measuring box or gauge with marks either etched
in or marked on the side wall of the dividing box or weir.30 If water reached
above the highest mark on the gauge, the mayordomo regulated the flow by
lowering the gate. Water falling below the lowest mark indicated a limited
supply from the main source; as a result, each parciante received less water.
In February 1898 the association received an additional and much-needed 7.4
cubic feet of water.31 Water from the acequia was distributed on a rotational
basis, beginning with the parciante closest to the main headgate. After allocating water to the first parciante for a predetermined time, water went to
the next parciante until everyone had a chance to irrigate.32 Each parciante
was entitled to a surco (unit) of water sufficient to irrigate a section of land
as determined by the mayordomo.33 In Hispano tradition, a surco equaled
the amount of water that flowed through the hub of a cartwheel.34 Colorado
used the miner’s inch, which calculated water flow from a one-inch-square
opening through a two-inch piece of wood.35 Each parciante irrigated crops
during his or her turn as allotted by the mayordomo. In an ideal scenario,
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everyone adhered to his or her allocated amount, although individual parciantes sometimes violated this custom. An experienced mayordomo could
tell how much water ran in the ditch, how much water each parciante’s land
needed, and how long each parciante’s headgate should remain open.
Rules for water sharing were based on the principle of delivering the
most benefit to the entire community.36 During times of water shortage, the
mayordomo examined fields to determine where water was needed most. The
ledger stated, “With respect to the distribution of the water, the mayordomo
must look upon all parciantes with equity.”37 The acequia governance system
sought to avoid loss of water and guarantee each parciante’s right to water,
especially during droughts. Units of time, not priority number or quantity,
measured Hispano water sharing.38 In an equitable and just manner, the
mayordomo partitioned the available water among the parciantes, first serving
those in greatest need. Although not every parciante received all the water
desired, each received a portion. Historian and author Malcolm Ebright calls
this method of distribution “sharing the shortage.”39
In March of 1898 the parciantes amended a regla (rule or regulation) authorizing mayordomo José Antonio Cisneros to divide the irrigation area into two
districts. The regla recognized that each parciante who labored on the ditch
was entitled to a share of water. It divided water in a manner most beneficial
to all parciantes so as not to “affect or impede” their acequia rights. This ledger
entry is the only one in which names of twenty parciantes were recorded in two
columns delineating preferential water rights. In times of water shortage, the
twelve parciantes placed in the first column (60 percent of the total parciantes)
received shares of the water under the senior priority (Priority No. 24), while
the eight parciantes named in the second column (40 percent) received shares
under the newer junior appropriation (Priority No. 63). During this time the
Madrid Ditch Association acquired four new parciantes, indicated by the appearance of two new member names in each column.40
The association did not appear to base the division of water on parciante
proximity to the acequia or on the number of acres irrigated by it. Furthermore, no evidence references any discord within this divided system. The
regla of 1898 demonstrates the paradox of replacing the traditional practice
of sharing the shortage with water allocation based on senior versus junior
rights.41 Unfortunately, subsequent ledger entries do not discuss the confusion, if any, that resulted when water sharing conflicted with the law of prior
appropriation. However, in 1898 water allocation principles of the Madrid
Ditch were clearly based on need and equity. Drawing on traditional Spanish water-sharing regimes, the parciantes established reglas and bylaws to
protect and sustain their legal rights “in all that [concerned the] mutual
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support of [their] ditch.”42 Fulfilling the
irrigation needs of all parciantes entitled to
a share of the water and dependent on the
acequia system was their primary concern.43
Although nobody inscribed this regla into
the Madrid Ditch bylaws, it became a declaration of the association’s custom of water
sharing, which the parciantes observed
during the irrigation season of 1898.
Under the law of prior appropriation,
junior rights holders were vulnerable to
the possibility of receiving no water during times of shortage. The parciantes of
the Madrid Ditch, an acequia en común,
attempted to retain communal water
rights. The parciantes became concerned
whenever one of them severed ties to the
acequia. The water divided among the
eight acequias in Cucharas was further
divided for upstream and downstream use.
Upstream, Walsenburg needed additional
water to satisfy its growing population,
and numerous coal mines in the area
required water for their industrial operations. Downstream, the DRGR likewise
required water to operate its steam-driven
trains, which transported coal, minerals,
lumber, and passengers.44
Like other railroads of the period,
ill. 5. entry 15 march 1898,
state, county, and municipal governments
section 8, vol. 1 (1884–1912),
granted the DRGR special privileges to
madrid ditch ledger
access and harvest natural resources. In
Regla (rule) regarding division of
1874 SCIC “contracted” the Duran Ditch,
water among parciantes (irrigators).
an acequia downstream from the Madrid
(Photograph courtesy Virginia
Ditch, for Cucharas City and for DRGR
Sanchez, ledger vol. 1 in private
collection in Denver, Colorado)
company lands. 45 During this time many
privately owned reservoirs were built
specifically “for the purpose of selling the water stored in them.”46 Stevens
Reservoir, constructed east of the DRGR’s land in 1872, encompassed an area
of nearly 180 acres and was fed by water from the Cucharas River through
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the Duran Ditch.47 Twenty years later, the Huerfano County District Court
amended the general decree of the Duran Ditch and authorized the ditch
to irrigate only twenty-five acres while it allowed the Stevens Reservoir to
stand at “full capacity.” Disturbed by this inequity, Cuchareño José Hilario
Vallejos filed suit, but the court ruled in favor of the reservoir’s owner, Walter
V. Stevens.48 Unfortunately, the court failed to acknowledge that water from
Stevens Reservoir was diverted to fill DRGR wells and water tanks.49
Observing custom and tradition, parciantes employed methods of exchange to make the best use of available water. Madrid Ditch ledger entries
cite two ways in which water could be moved from one parciante to another.
One involved an exchange between two parciantes, and the second called for
the purchase and sale of water. Beginning in the 1890s, irrigation companies
in northern Colorado began working out a system of water exchanges. In an
exchange, one parciante could allow another person to use his portion of
the water without injuring his legal claim to the water or having to sell his
water rights. Sometime later the recipient would return the favor.
The Madrid Ditch ledger contains two examples of parciantes exchanging
or passing on the water to the mayordomo, thus enabling him to redistribute
excess water based on need. On 1 March 1912, María Marcelina Martínez,
the sixty-three-year-old widow of Gabriél Madríd, notified her brother mayordomo José Eulogio Martínez that she would give up her water during
the coming summer months. She probably planted her home garden but
no crops that year. Later that month, José Federico Chavez also notified
mayordomo Martínez that he would pass on his water during the summer
months.50 Chavez supplemented his farm income by working as a section
hand for the DRGR.51 If he earned a steady income from the railroad that
year, he may not have planted a crop and thus granted his water share to a
parciante in need. Unfortunately, these fragmentary entries do not indicate to
whom mayordomo Martínez redistributed that water and, more importantly,
the need that determined its allocation. These entries do, however, clearly
demonstrate that parciantes of the Madrid Ditch used a form of exchange to
maximize the benefit of water used in their community. As acequia custom
dictated, parciantes considered unused water wasteful and specifically stated
that it should be used “by whoever needs it.”52
The parciantes along the Madrid Ditch increasingly lost water in the
Cuchara Valley due to population growth and economic development. During times of economic distress, some parciantes resorted to selling off parts
of their land and water rights to pay their debts, a decision that reduced the
amount of irrigation water available to remaining parciantes. Community
survival depended on parciante cooperation, on respectful water use, and
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on an acequia system that could “deliver adequate water.”53 By custom and
tradition, water could be purchased and sold by measured volume and occasionally in allotments of time. Parciantes could sell their land with their
water rights, sell their share of the water to another parciante in the same
acequia association, or sell allotments of their water share.54
In 1885 parciantes of the Madrid Ditch wrote a “memorandum” listing the
provisions of their water rights sales. According to the document, a water right
cost twenty-five dollars, and the owner could
divide his or her share into parts. Parciantes
could sell their individual water rights, but
not before offering it first to parciantes in
the association. If no one purchased any
share of the water right, the parciante could
sell the right outside the association. The
memorandum acknowledged and justified
each parciante’s full right to the water. It
also recognized that through their combined efforts and labor—“from the first
day of construction until the day it was
completed”—the ditch was built and water
made available to them.55 The document
was intended to ensure the integrity of the
parciante community, which depended
on the fully functioning acequia. Madrid
Ditch parciantes used the time-honored
practice of resolution and conciliation
as the informal process to resolve ditch
disputes.56 Through their network of compadrazco, they sought compromises that
contributed to the common good, and thus
avoided the expense of formal litigation in
the courts.
Two cases appearing in the ledger demonstrate that parciantes of the Madrid
Ditch came together to resolve disputes
ill. 6. entry 25 february 1884,
for the good of the community. Before the
p. 6, vol. 1 (1884–1912), madrid
wide availability of barbed wire, landholdditch ledger
ers made fences from natural materials
(Photograph courtesy Virginia
such as tree limbs, stone, or adobe, and
Sanchez, ledger vol. 1 in private
hired or provided herders as a means to
collection in Denver, Colorado)
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prevent wandering livestock from damaging acequia bordos (embankments),
gardens, and crops. Time-honored custom and acequia governance dictated
that acequias and their bordos should be undisturbed and that repairs must be
made to diversion presas (dams).57 All componentes (members) of the acequia
association guarded acequias against damage and the attendant water loss;
water delivered by the acequia was crucial to growing their crops and securing their livelihood.
Widow María Rosa Gómez’s property incurred damage near the presa
where the Cucharas River was raised to regulate and divert water through the
inlet. According to a ledger entry on 25 February 1884, Gómez acknowledged
that she kept livestock on her property. Often children “as young as five years
old” were responsible for watching livestock, and Gómez had children working for her. According to the census of 1870, eight-year-old Gavino Chaves was
listed as a goat herder in the Gómez household. In 1880 a thirteen-year-old
Indian captive, Florentino, was cited as a servant who herded cattle on the
Gómez ranch.58 However, she did not want to be held liable for damages
caused to the “zanja” (sanjeo, or drainage off the acequia bordo) by her
animals, nor did she want to receive claims for its repairs.59 Damage to the
acequia was a serious matter that would have raised major issues and discussion among the parciantes, especially because spring cleaning would begin
the following month. Mayordomo Juan Tomás Espinoza formally recorded
Gómez’s concerns as an official document in the ledger. Fifteen parciantes
and a witness not associated with the ditch signed their names, effectively
agreeing not to hold Gómez liable for the damages.60
Parciantes could irrigate only when it was their turn or when the mayordomo
approved water usage. They were legally accountable for water theft if they
irrigated out of turn, over the limit, or if they made unauthorized cuts into the
ditch. In 1885 the Madrid Ditch Association’s fine for taking water without the
mayordomo’s permission ranged from one dollar to three dollars. This fine
applied to both parciantes and nonmembers. By 1890 fines and punishments
for repeat offenders were left to the discretion of the mayordomo. 61 A parciante
who was delinquent in the payment of his or her assessment or who failed to
perform the required work on the ditch could lose rights to the water. The
mayordomo could lock a parciante’s headgate if he or she interfered with the
acequia in any manner, took water without permission, irrigated out of turn,
or accumulated unpaid fines. Although the Madrid Ditch Association owned
three padlocks, none of the ledger entries specifically cite a mayordomo locking
a parciante’s headgate.62
The second case of conciliation occurred after a nonparciante was fined
for stealing water, a serious offense punishable by law. In 1895 the association
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ill. 7. madrid ditch no. 2
mayordomo teófilo bustos
and his wife, maría virginia
lucero (back row) with
carmel bustos (groom), and
rafaelita ruybali (bride)
(Photograph courtesy Richard
Bustos)

approved a regla that proposed fines
between one and three pesos for
parciantes and nonparciantes that
cut into the ditch without the mayordomo’s permission.63 On 23 March
1896, sixty-one-year-old Mauricio
Romero, a nonmember, cut illegally
into the Madrid Ditch, stealing water
from the association. For this offense,
he was fined only $1.50. It is unclear
why the fine was so low. According to the entry, parciante Antonio Tírcio
Bustos paid Romero’s fine, saving the association from the costs incurred
through formal litigation. By paying Romero’s fine, Bustos acted as a conciliator fostering comunidad (community) between Romero and the association.64
This act quickly resolved the conflict and contributed to tranquil relations in
the community.
Major concerns emerged when Anglos unfamiliar with the Spanish
language and acequia customs became members of the Madrid Ditch
Association. The ledger entries identify two “americanos” as parciantes of
the Madrid Ditch. George Mitrovich acquired water rights after purchasing
land in 1897. In March 1898, mayordomo Teófilo Bustos awarded Mitrovich a
surco of water, thereby officially recognizing him as a parciante.65 According
to ledger entries, William B. Wayt was a parciante in 1901, 1902, and 1908. On
3 August 1901, an unnamed peon worked nine days on the ditch in his place.
Two days later, mayordomo José Federico Chavez fined Wayt for disobeying
a directive and irrigating without permission.66
Acequia associations imposed fines when parciantes did not attend the
first spring cleaning because irrigators had to invest labor in their fields in
order to receive water for their crops. Spring cleaning began at the headgate
located on the south bank of the Cucharas River near the property of María
Rosa Gómez, and it proceeded northeast over the Walsen Arroyo “as far as
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map 2. map of the madrid ditch no. 2 in cucharas, colorado
(Map courtesy Virginia Sanchez)

the eastern line of Manuel Antonio Lucero’s land,” a length of roughly three
miles.67 Parciantes were supposed to attend and participate in the cleaning of
the ditch, work that would last until the ditch was ready to carry and deliver
the water. The association did not consider illness a valid excuse for absence
during the spring cleaning. A ledger entry from 1902 stated that if a parciante
could not answer the mayordomo’s call for work, he (or she) was obligated to
send in his place a peon to perform work equal to that of the other parciantes.
If the parciante’s replacement failed to perform a fair share of work, the
parciante paid the association restitution in the form of labor as determined
by the comisión (commission or board members).68 The association needed
workers who were willing to invest the labor required to keep the ditch in
working order. A peon’s inability or unwillingness to perform his fair share
of work meant that the other parciantes had to work harder and longer to
complete the task. The spring cleaning and periodic emergency ditch repairs
were family and community affairs that involved the participation of multiple
generations and perhaps served as a child’s rite of passage into comunidad.
Older parciantes and former mayordomos shared their knowledge of irrigation
techniques and water-flow control, passing down instruction in local rules,
practices, and standards from generation to generation. 69
Parciantes lived relatively close to one another; therefore, notices of ditch
meetings and work calls spread informally in Spanish by word of mouth. A
page fragment dated 1902 contains a draft in English of a spring cleaning no-
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tice from the comisión. Larger ditch companies publicized notices of annual
and special meetings in local newspapers and also sent notices via postcards
or letters thirty days before the meeting. Cucharas had no newspaper, and the
Madrid Ditch Association’s treasury lacked sufficient funds to pay for such
notices in the Walsenburg newspaper. According to the Madrid Ditch announcement, each parciante received written notice in English of the spring
cleaning start date.70 The notice informed English-speaking parciantes, “los
americanos,” of the acequia’s right to compulsory labor without involving the
legal system.71 Unfortunately, ledger entries do not indicate whether the notice
was ever distributed or specifically for whom the notice was intended. Féliz
Cruz, who translated the Madrid Ditch bylaws into English the same year,
most likely translated this notice. Because the mayordomos possibly did not
know how to spell or pronounce their names, various ledger entries recorded
Wayt or Mitrovich simply as “americano,” “el americano,” or by name with
variant spellings. The mayordomos may have referred to Wayt and Mitrovich
pejoratively as “americano” because they distrusted the easterners who took
water and the finest land; the two outsiders disregarded acequia norms and
traditions; or they represented unsettling or unwanted economic, social, and
political changes. According to the Madrid Ditch entries, no americano was
a parciante between 1909 and 1923, and none were ever elected to positions
of acequia leadership.
In several instances, volumes 1 and 2 of the Madrid Ditch entries cite the
participation of female parciantes in acequia governance. Women assumed
the role of parciante in several ways: their purchase of land irrigated by the
Madrid Ditch, marriage to a parciante, the death of a spouse or father, or their
relationship to mothers or brothers who were parciantes. The names of six
women appear in the entries dated between 1884 and 1903.72 The ledger entries
associated with these women describe the receipt of monetary contributions,
work, fines, and miscellaneous donations to the acequia.73 Although some
female parciantes of the Madrid Ditch were financially able to hire peons
to do the spring cleaning on their behalf, they likely bartered and paid them
in livestock rather than cash. Historically, acequia associations assessed a tax
in lieu of a woman’s physical labor during the spring cleaning.74 The Madrid
Ditch Association’s entries do not indicate that it assessed such a tax.
Passages in the ledger do not mention whether these female parciantes
actually performed physical labor on the acequia, but when their husbands,
fathers, or brothers left Cucharas periodically or permanently to work as
laborers for the railroad, the Colorado Fuel and Iron Company, area coal
mines, or as sheep shearers and farm hands, these women tended the family
farms, maintained the sangrias (lateral ditches) that irrigated their crops, and,
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during water shortages, took turns irrigating at night. They knew irrigation
techniques as well as acequia customs and governance. To help manage
their time, they sent children to deliver goods and messages and had them
perform small tasks. Women and their older children could ride horses to run
such errands. They knew how to bridle and harness a team of draft animals,
hitch the team to a wagon or plow, and maneuver the team to haul rocks
and branches to and from acequia work sites.
Additionally, documented cases of captivity in Cucharas supply interesting
and essential accounts of interethnic and intercultural coexistence. Several
Cuchareños spoke the Ute language and held Indian captives.75 Their captives
toiled as household cooks and caregivers, sheepherders and shearers, weavers, acequia peons, crop tenders, and camp laborers who tanned hides and
prepared meat. Hispanos and Native Americans acquired children, infants,
and women of child-bearing age as part of the spoils of war, through kidnapping, in trade or exchange, and through abandonment or birth. Traders sold
captured children for fifty to one hundred dollars. When an Indian captive
entered a Hispano household, he or she was acculturated through the act
of a Catholic baptism, during which the captive received a new name and
was adopted into a family. Indian captives learned Spanish, assimilated into
the Hispanic culture, and followed Catholic doctrine. On the treatment of
captives, Sporleder commented, “This institution of a modified slavery was
not at all a harsh one for the captives were kindly treated, kept the same as
the rancher’s children, and when of age often married into the ranch owner’s
own family, or were established in business.” He did not take into account
the fact that captives, who witnessed the slaughter of their family members
during raiding expeditions, were forced to live and work among strangers and
subsequently lost their Native identities and heritage.76
The lives of María Viviana Cisneros, María Rosa Gómez, and María Dolores
Vallejos provide examples of the relationship of female landowners to their
Indian captives. Cisneros married widower Quirino Maes in 1868 at Conejos,
Colorado, becoming his third wife.77 At the time, Maes held four Indian captives.78 By 1870 Cisneros no longer appeared in the household census.79 By 1885,
now divorced from Maes, she was living in Cucharas employed as a cook.80
Because the Indian captives were the property of her husband, none of them
followed her to Cucharas. Cisneros purchased land irrigated by the Madrid
Ditch from her brother in 1895 and was a parciante until 1902. 81
Before 1870 María Rosa Gómez and her husband, Manuel Gonzales,
brought five Indian captives with them when they moved from Rio Colorado,
New Mexico, to Cucharas.82 By 1880 she was a fifty-year-old widow with two
additional captives.83 Five years later, she was raising crops and fifteen hundred
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sheep with the assistance of hired laborers and Indian captives.84 It is unclear
whether she paid her captives for the labor they performed. Gómez was a
parciante of the Madrid Ditch from at least 1884 to 1888, when she received
a patent on her land.85 By 1900 she was living in Cucharas with her captive
Florentino Gonzales.86
Some female captives bore the children of their owners. Her illegitimate
offspring became the property of her owner and provided additional household help. Antonio José Vallejos was one of eight men who wintered in the
Lower Cuchara Valley in 1862. He and his wife, María Soledad Romero,
brought two Navajo captives with them when they settled permanently at
Cucharas around 1865. Captive María Dolores was sixteen years old when
she was baptized in the Catholic faith and incorporated into the Vallejos family.87 As a female captive, she had the “dual responsibilities” of serving Soledad
Romero until her death in 1883 and providing “subordinate sex” between 1867
and 1885 to Vallejos, who fathered six children with her.88 After the death of
Soledad Romero, and seventeen days after the birth of their last child, Vallejos
married María Dolores on 29 August 1885. Before parish priest Fr. Gabriel Ussel, the groom declared that two daughters and son José Manuel were his by
María Dolores and that “he legitimized them through this marriage.”89 Father
Ussel christened their female infant the following day.90
When María Dolores married Vallejos, her status rose from that of a
servant who satisfied the sexual needs of her master to a dedicated wife and
doña de la casa (lady of the house). Her children were no longer “fictive kin”
but acknowledged heirs. When Vallejos died in 1892 at the age of eighty-five,
his will divided his estate among María Dolores, six biological children, and
an adopted Navajo captive named José Hilario. María Dolores received “all
household furniture, books, fuel, and provisions and stores.”91 José Hilario
had been a captive in the Vallejos family since 1860. Since he was acquired
at the early age of two, María Dolores became not only his surrogate mother,
but also a connection to his Navajo heritage.92 By 1900 she was accepting
boarders while living with José Hilario and his family.93 Navajo captive María
Dolores, who served as both a servant and a concubine, became a surrogate
mother, biological mother, stepmother, parciante, and wage earner. She was
a parciante of the Madrid Ditch from 1884 to 1902.
Cisneros, Gómez, and María Dolores were three of six independent female
parciantes who, in their husbands’ absence, became heads of households.
They managed all domestic affairs from the house to the fields and were
members of the Madrid Ditch acequia association. According to Madrid
Ditch ledger entries, no female was elected to positions of acequia leadership
during the period studied. Yet for their time, they were strong, independent
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women directing the fortunes of their
family in the Lower Cuchara Valley.
Between 1884 and 1903, no one
filed water-related cases against the
mayordomos of the Madrid Ditch.
This was due to the way they allocated available water, by responding
first to the greatest need, and then
to their compadrazco relationships.
As parciantes and compadres, they
relied on one another during planting and harvest seasons and in times
of drought. They may have had their ill. 8. girl and dog sitting above the
madrid ditch no. 2
differences and argued about who
(Photograph courtesy Donald Romero)
stole water, who did not close their
headgate on time, and who received water during times of drought, but as
compadres they shared a mutual respect.94 Each parciante benefited from
his or her associations and family obligations. Many changes throughout the
years tested the parciantes’ ties to family, community, and water. The increasing loss of water tested their commitment to traditional cultural principles of
acequia governance. Water loss continually threatened their acequia system
as fewer dues-paying parciantes remained to work the spring cleaning. Since
the Madrid Ditch was not organized as a mutual ditch, its parciantes were
less able to enforce their bylaws and organize as needed to maintain their
acequia.95 Contributing toward acequia dues and expenses stretched family
budgets. Sons and grandsons who now lived farther away were called upon
for their much-needed labor during the spring cleaning. Gradually, the annual spring cleaning became a chore rather than a celebration of community.
Regrettably, of the eighteen parciantes named in the initial water claim, only
six were still associated with the Madrid Ditch some thirty years later.96
Today you can drive on Highway 10, eight miles northeast of Walsenburg,
and not know that nearly a hundred and fifty years ago a vigorous community
thrived there. Few remnants of Cucharas remain scattered across this small
farming and stock-raising area in Huerfano County. Mounds of melted
adobe appear where the homes of the Cuchareños once stood, and because
railroad town buildings were picked up and moved as easily as they were
laid, nothing remains of the Cucharas City railroad community. Although
the Madrid Ditch No. 2 no longer carries water and blown dirt has filled its
trenches, the remains of its snake-like path are reminders of its function and
significance to Hispano acequia governance and custom in the Southwest.
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Notes
1. The Upper Cuchara Valley is just south of La Veta, Colorado. Huérfano is Spanish for orphan. Huerfano County was named for the large butte that stands east of
present-day Interstate 25 and north of Walsenburg near the Huerfano River.
2. Madrid Ditch Ledger, vol. 1 (1884–1912) in private collection in Denver, Colorado;
and Madrid Ditch Ledger, vol. 2 (1913–1923) in private collection in Pueblo, Colorado
[hereafter vol. 1, MDL or vol. 2, MDL].
3. According to the Madrid Ditch ledgers, the following men served as mayordomos:
brothers Antonio Tírcio Bustos (1907, 1908) and Teófilo Bustos (1897, 1914, 1917,
1919, 1922); Juan de José Florentino Chavez (1916) and his son José Federico Chavez
(1901); José Concepción Cisneros (1895, 1902) and his brother José Antonio Cisneros
(1898); Manuel Antonio Lucero (1905, 1915, 1923); Gabriél Madríd (1901); and José
Eulogio Martínez (1912). Madríd and José Federico Chavez both served as mayor
domos during 1901. Several mayordomos were in compadrazco (family unions as a
result of baptism or marriage) relationships.
4. The mayordomos of the Madrid Ditch used the following letters in Castilian Spanish:
b for v, c for s and vice versa, ch for c, da for dad, i for y, ll for i, g for j, n for m, and
s for z.
5. Although several pages from volume 1 (1884–1912) were intermittently ripped from
the ledger, parciantes (irrigators) of the Madrid Ditch combined reglas (rules or
regulations) from ledger entries recorded in 1885, 1890, and 1891 to develop the association’s bylaws. The English translation of those entry pages appears on the back
of volume 2 (1913–1923). The pages removed from volume 1 were given to Féliz Cruz,
who translated them into English. On 10 August 1901, Cruz, who was not associated
with the Madrid Ditch, attested before the Huerfano County Court that the bylaws
appeared as recorded in the ledger. He charged the commission $2.00 for his translation services. See expenses paid in 1902, vol. 1, MDL.
6. This article is not a comprehensive, in-depth study of acequia governance and culture.
For this type of study, readers should consult the following articles and books: Malcolm
Ebright, “Sharing the Shortages: Water Litigation and Regulation in Hispanic New
Mexico, 1600–1850,” New Mexico Historical Review 75 (January 2001): 3–45; John O.
Baxter, Dividing New Mexico’s Waters, 1700–1912 (Albuquerque: University of New
Mexico Press, 1997); John O. Baxter, “Measuring New Mexico’s Irrigation Water: How
Big is a Surco?” New Mexico Historical Review 75 (July 2000): 397–413; Gregory Hicks
and Devon Peña, “Community Acequias in Colorado’s Rio Culebra Watershed: A
Customary Commons in the Domain of Prior Appropriation,” University of Colorado
Law Review 74 (spring 2003): 387–486; José A. Rivera, Acequia Culture: Water, Land,
and Community in the Southwest (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,
1998); Michael C. Meyer, Water in the Hispanic Southwest: A Social and Legal History, 1550–1850 (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1984); and Malcolm Ebright,
“Whiskey is for Drinking, Water is for Fighting: Water Allocation in Territorial New
Mexico,” New Mexico Historical Review 81 (summer 2006): 253–98.
7. Writers John H. Beadle, Louis B. Sporleder, and Helen Hunt Jackson recorded
some of the earliest accounts of Cucharas. Beadle, a western correspondent for the
Cincinnati (Ohio) Commercial, wrote The Undeveloped West: Or, Five Years in the
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Territories (1873), in which he briefly related his one-night stay at Cucharas in 1872.
Sporleder, who arrived in Cucharas by stage in 1874 and eventually made his home
in Walsenburg, composed a few oral histories and articles about the area’s local communities. Jackson published several stories about her travels through Huerfano County
in her book, Bits of Travel at Home (1878). She was married to William S. Jackson, a
prominent citizen of Colorado Springs and secretary-treasurer of the Denver and Rio
Grande Railroad (DRGR). Virginia McConnell Simmons, The San Luis Valley: Land
of the Six-Armed Cross, 2d ed. (Boulder: University Press of Colorado, 1999), 158. Editors
of local and regional English-language newspapers from Denver, Colorado Springs,
Pueblo, Walsenburg, and Trinidad worked with the DRGR to promote land in Cucharas and attract Anglo businessmen and farmers. Advertisements in these newspapers
claimed that the land was under ditch and cultivated predominantly by Mexicans
who were willing to sell. Acequia lands were deemed to be more productive in the
“profitable hands of hard-working Anglos” with superior tools and farm management
skills. Walsenburg (Colo.) Huerfano Cactus, 10 May 1884, p. 3. The Colorado Historical Society in Denver contains the archives of the Huerfano Cactus. Unfortunately,
no back issues of the regional Spanish-language newspapers, such as the Anunciador,
El Progreso, and La Opinión Pública, survive today. This absence leaves scholars and
researchers uncertain about the types of news reported to Hispanic readers. In addition
to the scant published accounts, this author analyzed maps, acequia ledgers, water
decrees, and oral histories to document the history of the Madrid Ditch. The Anunciador, edited by Huerfano County judge José Anasatacio J. Valdéz, was owned by Dr.
Michael Beshoar of Trinidad, Colorado. See Colorado Historical Society, Portrait and
Biographical Record of the State of Colorado, Containing Portraits and Biographies of
Many Well-Known Citizens of the Past and Present (Chicago: Chapman Publishing
Company, 1899), 197. The Cuchareños (Hispanos living within the community) likely
had access to El Progreso, a Spanish-language newspaper owned by Casimiro Barela
in Trinidad. See José Emilio Fernandez, The Biography of Casimiro Barela, trans. and
annot. A. Gabriel Meléndez (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2003),
xxxvii. Barela, from Las Animas County, served the longest term as a state senator in
Colorado history. “The Public Opinion Company incorporated and purchased La
Opinión Pública (1904–1913) with the intention of publishing a Spanish newspaper in
Walsenburg, Colorado. The company directors [were] J. D. Montez, P. L. [Pantaleon]
Sanchez, A. T. [Antonio Tírcio] Bustos, Juan A. Medina, T. D. Baird, A. D. [Antonio
Domingo] Valdéz, J. B. [Jefferson Bouragard] Farr, J. B. Dick, and Adolph Unfug,”
Walsenburg (Colo.) World, 30 January 1908. See also Nancy Christofferson, “Remember
When,” Walsenburg (Colo.) Huerfano World, 20 June 1991. Spanish-language weekly
papers printed in Walsenburg during a later period included El Imparciál (1911–1914),
El Clarín Americano (1919–1920), El Clarín (1934–1942), and El Clarión (1942–1951).
None of these newspapers survive today. The Walsenburg (Colo.) Huerfano Independent,
a weekly newspaper, was printed in English and Spanish between December 1875 and
September 1876. See Donald E. Oehlerts, Guide to Colorado Newspapers, 1859–1963
(Denver, Colo.: Bibliographical Center for Research, Rocky Mountain Region, 1964),
79–80. Copy at Colorado Historical Society, Denver.
8. This Cucharas is not to be confused with Cucharas Camps (est. 1906), located southeast of La Veta in the Upper Cuchara Valley. Because of the economic conditions
that affected the area, Cucharas no longer exists. In this article, I use the term Anglo
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rather than white or Euroamerican. I use the term Hispano to refer to the Spanishspeaking, non-Anglo citizens of southern Colorado and New Mexico.
The men were José Rafael Esquibel, José Andrés Roybal, José Mariano de Jesús Valdéz,
Desiderio Valencia, Antonio José Vallejos, and the Jaquez brothers—José Salomé, José
Eusequio, and Juan Ignacio. Louis B. Sporleder, “La Plaza de los Leones,” Colorado
Magazine, 10 January 1933, 35.
By 1870 José Mariano de Jesús Valdéz was a successful Cucharas stockman who raised
sheep and held one thousand dollars in personal assets and real estate. Huerfano
County Census, 1870, dwelling 45, household 45, line 10, p. 6, http://www.ancestry.
com. He raised his family in Cucharas and encouraged his children to live “honored
and useful lives.” At the age of eighty-eight, he died at Turkey Creek on 25 December
1894. Walsenburg (Colo.) World, 27 December 1894.
La Plaza de los Leones, named after Miguel Antonio León, became the parent village
of the area when the Catholic church was built there in 1869. Howard L. Delaney, All
Our Yesterdays: The Story of St. Mary Parish, Walsenburg, Colorado (Walsenburg, Colo.:
Consolidated Publishing, 1944), 18. See also Sporleder, “La Plaza de los Leones,” 30.
Cucharas lay within Township 27 South (Tw27S) and Township 28 South (Tw28S),
and between Range 65 West (R65W) and Range 66 West (R66W) of the Sixth Prime
Meridian [hereafter Tw#S R#W]. This research provides details about Cucharas as
a relay station, which cannot be found in any history books or on Colorado maps.
Unfortunately, the relay station was not inventoried, surveyed, or photographed before
it was destroyed. “The post office, stage station, and Cucharas Plaza were located
on the Cucharas River. The Mexican plaza was about a half mile from the post office.” “The Cucharas,” Pueblo (Colo.) Chieftan, 3 June 1874, p. 2, col. 1. According
to Celedon Bustos, his grandfather took care of stage horses at La Posta, an area of
Cucharas situated along the old Denver–Santa Fe Road where mail was picked up
and delivered. The corral for stage horses was located southwest of the crossing of the
Denver–Santa Fe Road. Celedon Bustos, telephone interview with author, 1 October
2004, Albuquerque, New Mexico; Marvin Davis, telephone interview with author, 6
November 2007, Walsenburg, Colorado. The name of the resident penitente group
was La Fraternidad Piedosa de Nuestro Padre Jesús Nazareno.
The Cuchareños referred to this area as El Alto, the area above or north of the
Cucharas River. Guerminia Eugenia “Jean” Barela Silva, interview with author, 4
May 2002, Pueblo, Colorado.
Herbert O. Brayer, Early Financing of the Denver and Rio Grande Railway and Ancillary
Land Companies, 1871–1878, vol. 2, William Blackmore: A Case Study in the Economic
Development of the West (Denver, Colo.: Bradford-Robinson, 1949), 178.
Frank Hall, History of the State of Colorado: Embracing Accounts of the Pre-Historic
Races and Their Remains; the Earliest Spanish, French, and American Explorations;
the Lives of the Primitive Hunters, Trappers, and Traders; the Commerce of the Prairies;
the First American Settlements Founded; the Original Discoveries of Gold in the Rocky
Mountains; the Development of Cities and Towns, with the Various Phases of Industrial and Political Transition, from 1858 to 1890, 4 vols. (Chicago: Blakely Printing,
1889–1895), 3:494. See also Sarah Deutsch, No Separate Refuge: Culture, Class, and
Gender on an Anglo-Hispanic Frontier in the American Southwest, 1880–1940 (New
York: Oxford University Press, 1987), 102.
This settlement became known as the Kansas Colony because sixteen of its nineteen inhabitants were from Johnson and Miami counties in Kansas. Pueblo (Colo.)
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Chieftain, 14 May 1873, p. 2, Colorado Historic Newspapers Collection, http://www.
coloradohistoricnewspapers.org.
Stephen Rasmussen, The Rio Grande’s La Veta Pass Route: Gateway to the San Luis
Valley (Burlington, Vt.: Evergreen Press, 2000), 9, 12.
Hall, “History of Huerfano County,” in History of the State of Colorado, 3:494. See
also Deutsch, No Separate Refuge, 102.
Elected members of the Colorado Legislative Assembly proposed legislation designed
to suppress Hispano rights. Proposed legislation in 1879 required that stockmen and
cattle owners raise only prize bulls. Legal rulings in 1885 stated that Hispanos had to
be able to speak and understand English in order to serve on a jury. Fernandez, The
Biography of Casimiro Barela, 43, 49–50.
For information on the Gabriél Madrid Ditch No. 2, see Jesús M. Cisneros to María
Bibian[a] Maes, 4 February 1895, Warrantee Deed No. 15908, p. 450, bk. 40, Huerfano
County Public Records, Huerfano County Courthouse, Walsenburg, Colorado.
The eighteen parciantes represented by this claim were Manuelita Maes and her
sons Antonio Tírcio Bustos, Juan Basilio Bustos, and Teófilo Bustos; José Federico
Chavez; José Concepción Cisneros and his siblings Jesús María Cisneros, José
Antonio Cisneros, and Viviana Cisneros; Juan Tomás Espinoza; Ramon Gonzales;
Féliz Lucero and his brother Manuel Antonio Lucero; Juan Jesús Lucero; Gabriél
Madríl [Madríd]; Antonio A. Martínez; [José] Eulogio Martínez; and María Dolores
Vallejos. Madrid Ditch No. 2, p. 327, no. 22, Killian Water Decree, Ditch ID 601,
Water District 16, Water Division 2, Colorado Division of Water Resources, Denver,
Colorado. See also Madrid Ditch No. 2, p. 221, vol. 2, Huerfano County District
Court Law Record Book, Huerfano County Courthouse, Walsenburg, Colorado.
It took almost a year and a half for the association to receive an additional 7.4 cubic
feet of water for irrigation under Priority no. 63. Priority no. 63, Madrid Ditch No. 2,
pp. 213–14, no. 53, Reed Water Decree, Ditch ID 601, Water District 16, Water Division 2, Colorado Division of Water Resources, Denver, Colorado. There were eight
acequias and one reservoir in Cucharas: the Ballejos, Duran, Lucero, McCaskill,
Madrid Ditch No. 2, Mexican, Old Time, and Sanchez. The Lucero Ditch was
transferred to the Duran Ditch to irrigate twenty-five acres, and today it continues to
feed the Stevens Reservoir. Lucero Ditch Water Rights Report, Ditch ID 1115, Water
District 16, Water Division 2, Colorado Division of Water Resources, http://cdss.state.
co.us/DNN/WaterRights/tabid/76/Default.aspx. See also Priority no. 21, 13 June 1871,
p. 62, no. 17, Duran Ditch Decree, Killian Water Decree, Huerfano County Public
Records, Huerfano County Courthouse, Walsenburg, Colorado.
Hicks and Peña, “Community Acequias,” 442.
Sporleder, “La Plaza de los Leones,” 29.
Hicks and Peña, “Community Acequias,” 399, 418. Two separate acts made the
Colorado Water Law of 1866, originally enacted for Costilla and Conejos counties,
applicable to Huerfano and Las Animas counties. See An Act to Regulate Ditches
Used for Farming Purposes in Costilla and Conejos Counties (5 February 1861),
Territory of Colorado General Laws (Central City-Miner’s Register Office 1866);
An Act to Extend and Make Applicable to the County of Las Animas, the Act to
Regulate Ditches Used for Farming Purposes in Costilla and Conejos Counties (9
February 1872), Territory of Colorado General Laws (Central City-Register Office
1872); and An Act to Extend and Make Applicable to the County of Huerfano, the
Act entitled an Act to Regulate Ditches Used for Farming Purposes in Costilla and
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Conejo Counties (22 January 1872), Territory of Colorado General Laws (Central
City-Register Office 1872).
Entry 1896, vol. 1, MDL.
The parciantes represented by this claim were Antonio J. (Tírcio) Bustos, Juan A.
(Basilio) Bustos, Juan F. (Juan de José Florentino) Chavez, María Rosa Gómez, Felíz
Lucero and his brother Manuel Antonio Lucero, Juan Jesús Lucero, Gabriél Madríd,
Antonio A. Martínez, José Eulogio Martínez, and Antonio José Vallejos. Madrid Ditch
No. 2, pp. 213–14, no. 53, Reed Water Decree, Ditch ID 601, Water District 16, Water
Division 2, Colorado Division of Water Resources, Denver, Colorado.
Lumber was used to construct and maintain the headgate, bridges, and two canoas
(flumes). See entries 23 March 1896 and 19 April 1901, vol. 1, MDL. See also entry 7
April 1915, vol. 2, MDL.
Entry 1896, vol. 1, MDL. Unfortunately, no examples of canoas are known to exist
in Colorado. Michael Holleran, Historic Context for Irrigation and Water Supply:
Ditches and Canals in Colorado, Colorado Center for Preservation Research (Denver:
University of Colorado at Denver and Health Sciences Center, 2005), 61.
Ralph L. Parshall, “Irrigation in Colorado,” pp. 3–4, Special Collections Department,
Morgan Library, Colorado State University, Fort Collins, Colorado.
Madrid Ditch No. 2, pp. 213–14, no. 53, Reed Water Decree, Ditch ID 601, Water District
16, Water Division 2, Colorado Division of Water Resources, Denver, Colorado.
Michael C. Meyer, Water in the Hispanic Southwest: A Social and Legal History,
1550–1850 (Tucson: University of Arizona Press, 1984), 65.
Entry 15 March 1898, vol. 1, MDL.
Baxter, “Measuring New Mexico’s Irrigation Water: How Big is a Surco?” 403.
The miner’s inch originated in California after the gold rush of 1849. It evolved into
the cubic-foot-per-second unit used today. U.S. Forest Service, Streams Systems
Technology Center, “Ask Doctor Hydro,” http://www.stream.fs.fed.us/news/streamnt/
jan97/jan97a2.htm#anchortop.
Ebright, “Sharing the Shortages,” 11, 15–17.
As another example of these egalitarian policies, the ledger states, “Bien entendido que
el mayordomo tendra que ver en igualdad a todos con respecto ala distribucion del
agua” (It is well understood that the mayordomo must see [assure] that all [parciantes]
receive equitable distribution of the water). The term igualdad refers to equity and
not equality. Undated entry to amend the fine for taking water without permission,
p. 8, section 6, vol. 1, MDL.
Baxter, Dividing New Mexico’s Water, 87.
Ebright, “Sharing the Shortages,” 11, 33.
A second entry also dated 15 March 1898 lists twenty-one parciantes. The mayordomo
wrote distritos but meant distributos, from the transitional verb distribuir, meaning to
deliver water: “Nuestro mayordomo queda con autoridad para que divida el regadio
en dos distritos de riego para mejor conveniencia de todos. Bien entendido que
nada de lo contenido en esta seccion [Seccion 8] afectará ho impidira el derecho
que cada uno aya gana con su trabajo” (Our mayordomo is authorized to divide
the irrigation water into two deliveries for the best convenience of everyone. It
is understood that none of the contents in this section [Section 8] will affect or
impede the right each has earned by his labor). Entry 15 March 1898, section 8,
vol. 1, MDL.
Hicks and Peña, “Community Acequias,” 442.
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42. Entry 1903, English translation of bylaws, section 1, p. 1, vol. 1, MDL. See also entry
9 March 1885, Spanish bylaws, p. 1, vol. 2, MDL.
43. Ebright, “Whiskey is for Drinking, Water is for Fighting,” 253.
44. Between 1881 and 1903, the DRGR’s water services included two wooden water tanks,
three wells, and one cistern. “Cuchara, Station and Misc. Buildings—Pump House,”
in Building and Bridges Book, author unknown, pp. 308, 314, 315, 317, Robert W.
Richardson Railroad Library, Colorado Railroad Museum, Golden, Colorado.
45. The Duran Ditch was constructed in 1871 and was located north of the Cucharas
River. It was named for Cucharas residents José Reyes Duran and his brother Manuel
Duran. Manuel Duran, José Leonides Valdéz, and Walter V. Stevens claimed the
Duran Ditch, which irrigated a total of twenty-five acres. Duran Ditch, p. 62, no. 17,
Reed Water Decree, Ditch ID 626, Water District 16, Water Division 2, Colorado
Division of Water Resources, Denver, Colorado. Quotation from the Colorado Springs
Gazette, 21 November 1874, p. 4, Colorado Historic Newspapers Collection, http://
www.coloradohistoricnewspapers.org.
46. Alvin T. Steinel and D. W. Working, History of Agriculture in Colorado: A Chronological Record of Progress in the Development of General Farming, Livestock Production
and Agricultural Education and Investigation on the Western Border of the Great
Plains and in the Mountains of Colorado, 1858 to 1926 (Fort Collins, Colo.: State
Agricultural College, 1926), 230.
47. At the time, the reservoir was called Maria Lake. Doug Brgoch (water commissioner,
Water District 16, Water Division 2, Colorado Division of Water Resources), telephone
interview with author, 17 November 2005, La Veta, Colorado. The Stevens Reservoir
and Feeder was surveyed on 18 December 1890. Stevens Reservoir and Feeder Ditch,
3 January 1891, Map and Filing No. 25, Water District 16, Water Division 2, Colorado
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that year. Mayordomo Martínez wrote distrito but meant distributo, from the transitional verb distribuir, as in to deliver water: “Yo Marselina Martinez yo entrego la
agua por que no tengo uso por el dristrito [sic] del verano” (I, Marselina Martinez,
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54. Liquid amounts were determined by the size of an opening, and time allotments were
usually based on fixed increments. See Meyer, Water in the Hispanic Southwest, 90.
55. The parciantes made the following acknowledgment of their united effort to maintain
and use the acequia: “Que nos concideramos con un derecho completo a todos y
cada uno de todos que pucieron sus esfuersos y trabajo desde el dia de su comienzo
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Susesores” (Memorandum that Shall Exist to Protect Our Successors), vol. 1, MDL.
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Bustos, Manuelita (Maes de) Bustos, Antonio Martínes, and Juan Basilio Bustos.
Non-parciante Diego A. Guillen witnessed the document. See entry 25 February
1884, p. 6, vol. 1, MDL.
61. Entry 9 March 1885, article 6, vol. 2, MDL. See also entry 6 March 1895, p. 8, section
6, vol. 1, MDL. For the year 1890, see entry 31 March 1890, article 1, vol. 2, MDL.
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two years fines on 8 May 1896. See entries 12 March 1895, 8 May 1896, and 25 March
1899, vol. 1, MDL.
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63. The mayordomo wrote the word componentes to signify components, parciantes, or
members of the acequia association: “Quedamos sujetos a sufrir una multa que no
suba de la contidad de $3.00 (tres pesos) ni baje de $1.00 (un peso) cualquiera persona
ya sea o no de los componentes” (We are subject to pay a fine that is no more than
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property. For information on the Walsen Arroyo, see Manuel Antonio Lucero, 161.92
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Colorado, Government Land Records, U.S. Bureau of Land Management, http://
www.glorecords.blm.gov/PatentSearch/Default.asp. See also 161 92/100 acres patent,
Homestead Certificate 1881, Grants NE 1/4, Section 6, Tw28S R65W, p. 214, bk. 19,
Huerfano County Public Records, Huerfano County Courthouse, Walsenburg,
Colorado. The excerpt is found in the following: article 3, bylaws, English translation,
p. 2, vol. 2, MDL; and Spanish original, vol. 2, MDL. The Madrid Ditch No. 2 ran
19,853 feet and irrigated 370 acres. See Plat Map of the Madriel [Madrid] Ditch No.
2, Map and Filing No. 51888, Tw27N and Tw28N, R65S and R66S, Water District
16, Water Division 2, Colorado Division of Water Resources, Denver, Colorado.
68. The parciante is “obligado de poner pion tan igual como cualisquiera otro de los
componentes o trabajadores consermientes en el trabajo” (obligated to select a peon
[substitute laborer] whose work effort is equal to that of the other components or
laborers). The parciantes elected their first comisionados (commissioners) in 1902.
They were José Concepción Cisneros, president and mayordomo; Manuel Antonio
Lucero, treasurer; and Antonio Tírcio Bustos, secretary. On the substitute laborer,
see entry 15 February 1902, vol. 1, MDL; for the comisionados, see entry 13 March
1902, vol. 1, MDL.
69. Jeffrey S. Smith, Matthew R. Engle, Douglas A. Hurt, Jeffery E. Roth, and James
M. Stevens, “La Cultura de la Acequia Madre: Cleaning a Community Irrigation
Ditch,” The North American Geographer 3 (2001): 14, 18–27; and Hicks and Peña,
“Community Acequias,” 461. See also Rivera, Acequia Culture, 80, 178.
70. “Records of Meetings of Board of Directors and Stockholders of Baca Irrigating
Company, 1885–1903,” section 4, article II, manuscript 1162, Officers, Colorado
Historical Society, Denver, Colorado; and fragment of letter in English, 15 February
1902, vol. 1, MDL.
71. Colorado water law granted acequia elected officials power to regulate compulsory
physical labor from parciantes who used the water. Hicks and Peña, “Community
Acequias,” 418. The written notice in the ledger was apparently intended for distribution only to the acequia’s non-Spanish-speaking parciantes. On 5 March 1902, only
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eight blank sheets of paper were purchased at an expense of thirty cents. See entry 5
March 1902, vol. 1, MDL.
These women were Elfida Roybal, María Manuela Maes, María Marcelina Martínez,
María Viviana Cisneros, María Rosa Gómez, and María Dolores Vallejos. Roybal
was the daughter of José Andrés Roybal, one of the eight men who first drove sheep
into the Lower Cuchara Valley in 1862. Roybal was the wife of Juan Basilio Bustos
and a parciante of the Madrid Ditch from 1902 to 1908. Maes was the widow of José
María Bustos and a parciante from 1884 to 1901. In 1892 she purchased property irrigated by the Madrid Ditch from her son, Juan Basilio Bustos. Martínez, the widow
of Gabriél Madríd, was a parciante in 1902 and 1903. María Dolores, a Navajo
captive, became the second wife of Antonio Jose Vallejos, another of the eight men
who first drove sheep into the Lower Cuchara Valley in 1862. She was a parciante
of the Madrid Ditch from 1884 to 1902. Juan Basilio Bustos with Elfida Royval [sic],
29 December 1886, Nuestra Señora de los Siete Dolores Registros de Matrimonios,
1871–1899, p. 170, vol. 1, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado; Juan B.
Bustos to Manuelita Bustos, 26 March 1892, Warrantee Deed No. 12244, p. 392, bk.
33, Huerfano County Public Records, Huerfano County Courthouse, Walsenburg,
Colorado; José María Bustos, 18 September 1881, Nuestra Señora de los Siete Dolores
Registros de Entierros, Septiembre 1876–Julio 25, 1895, p. 34, vol. 1, St. Mary Parish
Church, Walsenburg, Colorado; Gabriel Madril [sic] with Marcelina Martin [sic],
Nuestra Señora de los Siete Dolores Registros de Matrimonios, 1871–1899, p. 73, vol.
1, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado; and Antonio Jose Vallejos with
Maria Dolores Vallejos, 29 August 1885, Nuestra Señora de los Siete Dolores Registros de Matrimonios, 1871–1899, p. 157, vol. 1, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg,
Colorado.
For example, on 23 March 1896, Maes was fined seventy-five cents for a day’s work
parciante don José Crispin Lucero was supposed to perform. For some unrecorded
reason, Lucero refused or declined to work on her behalf: “Dn Crispin Lucero reuzo
[rehuso] trabajar” (Don Crispin Lucero refused to work). Manuelita Bustos paid fifty
cents of her fine. See entry 23 March 1896, vol. 1, MDL.
A document from 1823 in Bexar County, Texas, cites this practice. See Meyer, Water
in the Hispanic Southwest, 70.
Although most Hispanos are familiar with the term criado (Indian caregiver or servant),
current historians use the term captive. Miguel Antonio Vallejos, a brother of Antonio
José Vallejos, spoke Ute and hosted “an occasional fiesta grande at his hacienda” in
Cucharas to honor Ute chiefs and their warriors. By 1867 Vallejos was the patrón of
the Cucharas community who “supervised the subdivision of land and directed the
building of [acequias] and the growing of crops.” By 1870 he had four Indian captives
in his household: Dolores, age 30; Josefa, age 15; Felipe, age 14; Nestor, age 3. On
Miguel Antonio Vallejos in Cucharas, see Louis B. Sporleder, “People,” p. 77, fol. 7,
box 2, Louis B. Sporleder Collection, Colorado Historical Society, Denver, Colorado;
and Pueblo (Colo.) Chieftain, 14 May 1878, p. 5, Colorado Historical Society, Denver,
Colorado. On the Indian captives in the Vallejos household, see Huerfano County
Census, 1870, dwelling 92, household 92, lines 14–17, p. 11, http://www.ancestry.com.
See also Brooks, Captives and Cousins, 30, 39; and Virginia Sanchez, “Hispano
Owners of Indian Captives in Cucharas, Colorado,” Colorado Hispanic Genealogist
5 (September 2008): 27–31. For the two reports by Colorado Indian agent Lafayette
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Head, see “Colorado Superintendency, 1865–1866,” frames 41–43 (Costilla County)
and frames 127–28 (Conejos County), r. 198, Letters Received by the Office of Indian
Affairs, 1824–1880, Microcopy 234 (Washington, D.C.: National Archives and Record
Service), Records of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, Record Group 75, National Archives,
Rocky Mountain Region, Lakewood, Colorado [hereafter M234, RG75, NA].
Estevan Rael-Galvez, “Identifying Captivity and Capturing Identity: Narratives of
American Indian Slavery in Colorado and New Mexico, 1776–1934” (PhD diss.,
University of Michigan, 2002), 50; Brooks, Captives and Cousins, 4, 253, 266; and
Louis B. Sporleder, “People,” pp. 84–86, fol. 7, box 2, Louis B. Sporleder Collection,
Colorado Historical Society, Denver, Colorado.
Quirino Maes with Maria Viviana Sisneros, 17 January 1868, Casamientos de la Parroquia de Nuestra Señora de Guadalupe de Conejos, Colorado, 9 Enero 1860–16
Febrero 1874, p. 98, bk. 1, Our Lady of Guadalupe Church, Conejos, Colorado. See
also Our Lady of Guadalupe Church, Conejos, Colorado, Marriage Registry, 9 January 1860 to 25 November 1881, p. 8, box 222, Omer C. Stewart Collection, Archives
of the University of Colorado, Boulder, Colorado.
María Seferina was a twenty-eight-year-old Navajo when Quirino Maes purchased
her in 1863 from “Utah” Indians trading in Colorado Territory. José Gregorio was an
eighteen-year-old Navajo when purchased in 1853 from Mexicans trading in New
Mexico Territory. José was fifteen years old when purchased in 1861 from Mexicans
trading in New Mexico Territory. Rafaela was fifteen years old when purchased in
1861 from “Utahs” trading in Colorado Territory. All four captives chose not to return
to their tribes. According to two reports submitted by Lafayette Head in 1865, there
were over 280 Indian captives living in Conejos and Costilla counties. Some captives moved to Huerfano County with their owners. Although Head’s report states
“Mexican” traders, Head referred to Hispano traders from southern Colorado or New
Mexico who engaged in this type of raiding commerce. For the purchase of these
captives, see “Colorado Superintendency, 1865–1866,” line 68, frame 127, lines 66,
67, and 88, frame 128, r. 198, M234, RG75, NA. For a published compilation of the
captives reported by Head, including the additional unreported captives found in
Southern Colorado, see Virginia Sanchez, “Indian Captivity in Southern Colorado,”
The Colorado Genealogist 72 (August 2011): 61–73.
Quirino Maes’s personal estate was valued at four thousand dollars. His household included the following persons: Salvador, age 14, shepherd; Santiago, age 11; Henriquez
de Jesus, age 1; José Gregorio, age 21, Indian shepherd; Maria Seferina, age 25, Indian
servant; Margarita, age 25, Indian servant; Jesus M., age 2, Indian; Maria Margarita,
age 1 month, Indian. Las Animas County Census, 1870, dwelling 21, household 21,
lines 3–11, p. 3, http://www.ancestry.com.
Cisneros was employed in the Hilaria Osckell household. Huerfano County Census,
1885, dwelling 54, household 54, line 12, p. 6B, ED 2, http://www.ancestry.com.
Jesús M. Cisneros to Maria Bibian[a] Maes, 4 February 1895, Warrantee Deed No.
15908, p. 450, bk. 40, Huerfano County Public Records, Huerfano County Courthouse, Walsenburg, Colorado.
The household included the following persons: Manuel Gonzales, age 60, farmer;
Maria Rosa, age 30, wife; Maria Rita, age 12, [Navajo] Indian; Maria Antonia, age 7;
Francisco, age 10; Florentino, age 3; Gavino Chaves, age 8, goat herder. Huerfano
County Census, 1870, dwelling 247, household 242, schedule 1, lines 23–29, p. 28,
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http://www.ancestry.com. See also Maria Guadalupe, 31 August 1864, adult Navajo,
Church Records, 1852–1869, Microcopy 16622, Nuestra Señora de los Dolores Church,
Arroyo Hondo, New Mexico, Family History Library, Salt Lake City, Utah [hereafter
M16622, FHL]; Maria Guadalupe, 12 July 1863, age 9, entry 76, M16622, FHL; Jose
Francisco, 8 November 1863, age 7, entry 119, M16622, FHL; Maria de los Dolores, 9
October 1860, age 15, Ute, M16622, FHL; and Perfecto Medina with Maria Rita Gonzales, 22 January 1872, Nuestra Señora de los Siete Dolores Registros de Matrimonios,
1871–1899, p. 14, vol. 1, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado. María Rita
died in 1877, after the birth of daughter Juana Medina. Rita Gonzales, 9 November
1877, Nuestra Señora de los Siete Dolores Registros de Entierros, Septiembre 1876–
Julio 25, 1895, p. 13, vol. 1, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado.
The household included Maria Rosa Gonzales, age 50, sheep herder; Maria Antonia, age 6, adopted; Florentino, age 13, servant, cattle herder; Juanita, age 7, servant.
Huerfano County Census, 1880, dwelling 307, household 307, lines 37–40, p. 39C,
ED 6, http://www.ancestry.com.
Maria R. [Gomez] Gonzales, Huerfano County Agricultural Census, 1885, dwelling
84, household 84, schedule 1, line 3, p. A1, ED 2, http://www.ancestry.com.
Maria Rosa Gonzales, 160 acre patent, Document No. 3229, filed 28 April 1888, Tw28S
R66W, Huerfano County, Colorado, Government Land Records, U.S. Bureau of
Land Management, http://www.glorecords.blm.gov/PatentSearch/Default.asp.
Huerfano County Census, 1900, dwelling 329, household 346, lines 10–13, sheet 180A,
ED 142, http://www.ancestry.com. In 1884 Florentino Gonzales, in the household of
María Rosa Gómez, married María del Patrocinia Gómez. Jose Florentino Gonzales
with Maria del Patrocinia Gomez, 1 April 1884, Nuestra Señora de los Siete Dolores
Registro de Matrimonios, 1871–1899, p. 147, vol. 1, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado.
Rael-Galvez, “Identifying Captivity and Capturing Identity,” 50; Orlando Patterson,
Slavery and Social Death: A Comparative Study (Cambridge, Mass.: Harvard University
Press, 1982), 105; Sporleder, “La Plaza de los Leones,” 35; and María Dolores, single,
Navajo, age 16, baptized 7 April 1865, adopted daughter of Antonio José Vallejos and
María Soledad Romero, Baptisms 1865–1917, Microcopy 16743, Sacred Heart Church,
Costilla, Taos County, New Mexico, Family History Library, Salt Lake City, Utah.
Brooks, Captives and Cousins, 237. The children of María Dolores and Antonio José
Vallejos included: María Gertrudes (b. abt. 1867), Luis Canuto (b. 1877), Vicenta (b.
1878), José Manuel (b. 1880), Juan Bautista (b. 1885), and María Soledad (b. 1885).
Antonio José’s will listed María Jetrudes [sic], María Bisenta [sic], María Solada [sic],
Luis Canuto, and José Manuel Vallejos as his children. Also listed as children were
María Biviana [sic], from his first marriage to María Soledad Romero, and José Ilario
[sic], his Navajo captive. Antonio José Vallejos, Will Record 20198-M, pp. 14–15, vol.
1, Huerfano County Wills, 1874–1911, Colorado State Archives, Denver, Colorado.
For more genealogical information on their children, see Nuestra Señora de los
Siete Dolores Registro de Matrimonios, 1871–1899, pp. 286, 318, vol. 1, St. Mary
Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado; and Our Lady of Sorrows/St. Mary Church,
Walsenburg, CO, Baptisms, May 15, 1878–April 05, 1886, entries 480, 990, 1282, 1377,
pp. 69, 142, 184, 197, vol. 2, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado.
Antonio José Vallejos declared that María Getrudis, age 15; Vicenta, age 8; and José
Manuel, age 5, were his children by María Dolores Vallejos: “Antonio José Vallejos
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viudo de María Soledad Romero, hijo legitimo de Juan [Bautista] Vallejos y de
Gertrudis Martin, con María Dolores Vallejos, famiela [sic] del mismo. Por delante
los testigos José Miguel [Antonio] Vallejos y Paula Martin, Antonio José Vallejos
declaró ser sus hijos, María Gertrudis edad de quince años, Vicenta de ocho años,
José Manuel de cinco años, hijos de la dicha María Dolores Vallejos, y los legitimó
por el acto de este matrimonio” (Antonio José Vallejos, widower of María Soledad
Romero, legitimate son of Juan [Bautista] Vallejos and of Gertrudis Martin, with
María Dolores Vallejos, in the family of the same. Before the witnesses José Miguel
[Antonio] Vallejos and Paula Martin, Antonio José Vallejos declared [the following]
to be his children: María Gertrudis, fifteen years old; Vicenta, of eight years, José
Manuel of five years, children of the said María Dolores Vallejos, and he legitimized
them through the act of this marriage). Antonio José Vallejos with María Dolores
Vallejos, 29 August 1885, Nuestra Señora de los Siete Dolores Registro de Matrimonios,
1871–1899, p. 157, vol. 1, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado.
María Soledad Vallejos, born 12 August 1885, baptized 30 August 1885, daughter of
Antonio José Vallejos and María Dolores Vallejos, Our Lady of Sorrows/St. Mary
Church, Walsenburg, CO, Baptisms, May 15, 1878–April 05, 1886, entry 1282, p. 184,
vol. 2, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado.
Brooks, Captives and Cousins, 236, 237; and Nuestra Señora de los Siete Dolores
Registro de Entierros, p. 83, vol. 1, St. Mary Parish Church, Walsenburg, Colorado.
Included in Antonio’s will were María Viviana Vallejos, a daughter from his first
marriage, and José Hilario Vallejos, a Navajo captive who had been with the Vallejos
family since age two. Antonio José Vallejos, Will Record 20198-M, pp. 14–15, vol. 1,
Huerfano County Wills, 1874–1911, Colorado State Archives, Denver, Colorado.
His only debt was one hundred fifty dollars for a trust deed on his Huerfano County
property. This debt was covered by the sale of his horses and cattle.
M16622, FHL; and Jose Ylario [sic] Vallejos, 157.59 acre patent, Document No.
2776, filed 17 March 1892, Tw28S R65W, Huerfano County, Colorado, Government
Land Records, U.S. Bureau of Land Management, http://www.glorecords.blm.gov/
PatentSearch/Default.asp.
Dolores was listed as “mother.” Huerfano County Census, 1900, dwelling 293,
household 293, schedule 1, precinct 6, lines 73 and 77, sheet 11B, ED 142, http://www.
ancestry.com.
“They were all compadres, you know. And compadres used to respect each other. It’s
too bad that has gone out because compadres had a lot of respect for each other.” Oral
History of Max [baptismal name: Melaquias] and Lulu [baptismal name: Leocadia
Sandoval] Valdez, 30 December 1979, p. 16, Huerfano County Oral History Project,
Colorado Humanities, Denver, Colorado.
Hicks and Peña, “Community Acequias,” 446.
By 1914 six parciantes remained: Antonio Tírcio Bustos, Teófilo Bustos, Jesús María
Cisneros, Juan de José Florentino Chavez, Manuel Antonio Lucero, and José Eulogio
Martínez.
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