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Rio Grande del Norte National Monument 

Managing agencies: BLM 
County: Taos  
Gateway communities: Taos, NM; Questa, 

NM 
Tribes: Taos and Picuris Pueblos; Jicarilla, 

Apache and Ute Tribes 
 

Resource Areas: 
 Recreation   Energy  Minerals 

 Grazing   Timber   Scientific 
Discovery  Tribal Cultural  

Introduction  
The purpose of this paper is to provide information on the 
economic values and economic contributions of the 
activities and resources associated with Rio Grande del 
Norte (RGDNNM) as well as to provide a brief economic 
profile of Counties.1 

Background  
Rio Grande del Norte National Monument encompasses 
242,455 acres and was established by Presidential 
Proclamation on March 25, 2013. The resources identified in the Proclamation include cultural and 
historic resources, ecological diversity, wildlife, and geology.  Prior to designation, the area was managed 
by the BLM.  Post designation BLM continues to manage the area   

Several legislative proposals have been introduced into the House and/or Senate to establish a National 
Conservation Area in areas covered by the current monument designation, 

The BLM manages the Monument for multiple use (hunting, fishing, recreation, grazing, woodcutting and 
collection of herbs, pine nuts, and other traditional uses), while protecting the historic and scientific 
resources identified in the Proclamation and providing opportunities for scientific study of those 
resources.  Taos and Rio Arriba County have RS 2477 claims, but none are contested or challenged. 

The BLM Taos Field Office is in the process of preparing a monument management plan.  Until this plan 
is complete, the Taos Resource Management Plan (RMP-May 2012) remains the current land use plan for 
the Monument.2 

Public outreach prior to designation 
Congressional delegations and community groups held multiple public meetings from 2007 to 
2013 regarding the proposed national monument prior to designation. BLM participated in these 
meetings as subject matter experts and did not keep records of dates, attendees or content of 
these meetings.  A coalition of sportsmen, ranchers, land grant members, water right holders, 
outfitters and guides, local business groups, local government bodies and others was formed in 
2007. The coalition held public meetings, shared information, and created a website that 
describes this effort: www.riograndedelnorte.org/monument-review/ . 
 
 
 
 

                                                
1 The BLM provided data used in this paper. 
2 The Taos RMP is available here:   
https://eplanning.blm.gov/epl-front-office/projects/lup/68121/86167/103325/Approved_Taos_RMP_-
_5.16.12_(print_version).pdf 
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2008.  Actual use fluctuates due to a combination of grazing permittee’s herd sizes, weather 
conditions, etc. The amount of permitted grazing use has not changed since the designation of the 
monument.  

● Cultural, archeological, and historic resources.  Indigenous communities may utilize natural 
resources to an extent and in ways that are different from the general population, and the role that 
natural resources play in the culture of these indigenous communities may differ from that of the 
general population.  Culturally important sites and unique natural resources, by definition, have 
limited or no substitutes.  Recognizing this is a critical consideration in land management because it 
may affect consideration of tradeoffs.  Activities currently undertaken by tribal members include 
hunting, fishing, gathering, wood cutting, and the collection of medicinal and ceremonial plants, 
edible herbs, and materials for crafting items like baskets and footwear.  

● The Ojo Caliente Area of Critical Environmental Concern (ACEC) (66,150 acres) contains relevant 
and important cultural resources, as well as scenic quality, fragile ecological processes, riparian, and 
special status species and other critical wildlife habitat values. This ACEC includes some of the 
largest (200-to-2000 rooms) prehistoric and early historic period pueblo ruins in the Southwest. These 
individual sites and the attendant landscapes are important to the Tiwa and Tewa Pueblo people of the 
upper Rio Grande region and contain important religious and sacred sites.  This BLM site is currently 
managed specifically for visitation to enhanced visitor experiences. 

● Also within the Ojo Caliente ACEC is Mesa Prieta, a 6,500-acre tract of private land currently under 
consideration for acquisition by the BLM. Mesa Prieta contains over 80,000 petroglyph sites and 
other archaeological remains associated with prehistoric Tewa and Spanish Colonial cultures. It is 
unique to the region and exceeds the numbers of petroglyphs recorded to date within the Petroglyph 
National Monument near Albuquerque. The Ojo Caliente ACEC boundaries were expanded in the 
2012 Taos Resource Management Plan (RMP) to include Mesa Prieta as a potential acquisition and 
addition to this management unit.  

● Cultural landscapes extend beyond the confines of the current management boundary. Potential 
acquisition of adjacent lands from willing owners through purchase, exchange, or donation, or 
expansion of the monument boundaries to include adjacent BLM lands containing critical cultural 
resources and cultural landscape elements, would further provide management of the cultural 
resources within the contexts of its landscape. 

Multiple Use and Tradeoffs Among Resource Uses 

This section presents some information to help understand land management tradeoffs.  The designation 
of the monument has closed lands to certain types of development so within the context of the Monument 
Designation, some tradeoffs are not relevant. 

Decision-making often involves multiple objectives and the need to make tradeoffs among those 
objectives.  In general, market supply and demand conditions drive energy and minerals activity; societal 
preferences and household disposal income affect recreation activity levels; and market prices and range 
conditions affect the demand for forage.  Culturally important sites and unique natural resources, by 
definition, have limited or no substitutes and thus tradeoffs are typically limited.  A particularly 
challenging component of any tradeoff analysis is estimating the nonmarket values associated with 
RGDNNM resources, particularly the nonmarket values associated with cultural resources.  
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Year Number of Consumer surplus value
2008 118,255
2009 142,359
2010 192,337
2011 159,045
2012 124,477
2013 182,501
2014 128,026
2015 213,390
2016 195,948 54.19 10,618,422         soure of CS value is benefits      

avg 161,815
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2008 -     2008 402 5
2009 -     2009 384
2010 -     2010 270
2011 -     2011 193
2012 -     2012 347

ave 319 3
1. G az ng - annual g az ng on s te (AUMs pe m tted and sold)

The e a e 71 g az ng allotments w th n                fo e the Monument was des gnated. W th n the monument the e a e cu ently 13,759 pe m tted AUMs of g az ng, mostly fo  cattle. Fo  the f ve yea s p o  to des gnat on, the fo low ng shows t    
2008 -  2008 5780
2009 –  2009 8334
2010 –  2010 8243
2011 –  2011 6449
2012 –  2012 7122

ave 7185 6

AUMs Sold, R o G ande del No te, 2008-2016
BLM has not made any changes n amount of l vestock g az ng AUMS (see sect ons  2 e. and 3.e.). See AUM s below
2008 -  2008 5780
2009 –  2009 8334
2010 –  2010 8243
2011 –  2011 6449
2012 –  2012 7122
2013 –  2013 7574
2014 –  2014 6875
2015 –  2015 7746
2016 –  2016 8357

ave 7386 7
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