
1938, ay 8. 
ear r. etzendaner: 

Your letter with quotations fr om the booksby anteleben 
was all new and interesting to me. en checkin sch litera
ture as we have, I find this und oubtedly refers to the Casas 
~;a.ndea meteorite, the final acc~rately measv.rad wei ht of 
which was 3,'.J.07 lbs. There are t wo early somewhat conflict i ng 
accounts of the ·fi rs t finder or possessor (tho t he mass 1s 
undoubtedly historically ancient, as will be seen from below), 
and your story fills in s-0me th1nR of a gap: 

1tThe meteorite from Casas Grandee wa s first mentioned by 
Tarayre. (1867). ccordtn to him, the director of t he mint, 
uller, of Chihuahua, found the meteorite while exoava t1n 0 the 

temple ruins of Casas Grandee, in Chihuahua, in a l abyrinthine 
r o m near ~he surface. It was a lenticula r eh.a ed ma ss of 
meteoric iron ••• inca sed in wr appin s similar to t hosa eurro nd
in the bodies in the ne1ghbor1n graves. 

"Burka rt added that the ma s s was in the ossession of 'uller 
in 1870. In 1873 r. illiam • Pierson, u. s. Consul at 1 
aso, in a letter to the tate Department gave an a c count ••• 

The inhabitants or •••• caeae Grandes ••• se~rchad the ne1 hborin . 
ano1ent te ple ruins of the " ontezuma Casas randes '' tor 
treasure, and found ••• a sort or greve with an 1m ense block 
estimated at 5,000 lbs. weight, carefully wrap ed, 11ke an 
Egyptian mummy, 1n a coarse linen cloth ••• _he block waa first 
brought, he saye, to the little town of Casas G~a ndes a nd pla ced 
in the street before t he house of t he f i nder, lverado by name, 
from whom-•it was urchased, years a fterward, by Piers on and some 
others. Together with Pierson's report a piece of this meteorite 
came into o eess1on or the 1ths on1an Institution 1n 1873. 

,.Noth1n further wa s heard trom the mass until 1876, when the 
Smithsonian I nstitution ca ne into the possess1on, by 1ft, or an 
unout mass or meteoric iron which had been exhi bited amon ) t he 
Mexican minera ls at the entennial Ex oe1t1on ••• " 

Santele en clearly erred 1:i sta t1n t he Br iti s h ~useum got 
the mass, a nd he ~a s lik9w1se wrong in giving credence to t he 
story t hat t he a ss had fallen in r,cant t i es on t he .uelle r 

· ranch, but this man is clearly the same ul ler men t i oned i n t he 
accounts I ~uoted. I would guess t hat he wa e robab l y one of 
t he ''others associa ted wl th Pierson , and t hat ante leben made 
h1s deal with some one or more of t hem. 
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I think the top1o wold be worthy of a published note, 
either 1n our "Bullat1n" or perho.ps ti:, be eubm1tted to the 
Society ror Resear•h on eteorites. Ir you oonour I would 
like to borrow the book or get ruller quotations from 1t at 
some future date--no hurry. 

The oh nk of red silica or whatever you may term it was 
duly out, o.nd -I am ma 1l1n it to you. One end ears mute 
testimony _to a little trouble with our saw. Of the ,oentral 
piece , all eawn surfaces but one were left just as they came 
from the sa~; you will note that I made q crude be 1nn1ng 
or hand- ol1sh1ng one faoa with pumioe. \1e have a felt 
pol1sh1n ~ wheel not yet r1 ad up, and robably some such 
devi ce would give a high3r polish, but I bolieve you would 
encounter trouble with areas of variable hardnaes. · There 
is some interior porosity or at least t1ny caverns which wo ld 
also tend to leave surface flaws on polished areas. I am 
eendin the whole p1eoa to give you a noat exhibit of the work 
ot a dla ond aaw. e oan pick up a slice or two on some 
future visit to Uvalde . 

1noa our return, one of our aesoo1atas at b1lane has 
turned up and procured for us a stone meteor1t~ trom Tatum, 
New exico, wei ght almost 4 lbs. And I 9roeume you noticed 
the rea of .. conomlc reology at Austin got a fresh iron 
meteorite from Dickena County , some 4¼ lbs. So you sea 
they're thick as hopa! 

i th many, many thanks tor the. oourtee1ee extended to us 
on our recent trip, and w1th kindest regar e to your au htar , 
I a 

Yours s1noerely, 


