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ABSTRACT

In the summer of 1982, archaeologists from the Center for Archaeological
Research, The University of Texas at San Antonio, conducted an intensive

survey of 4000 acres leased to the Chevron Resources Company in southwestern
Brooks County, Texas. Twenty-seven archaeological sites were identified. Four
prehistoric sites and two historic sites are recommended for further work in
order to determine their potential for nomination to the National Register of

Historic Places.
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INTRODUCTION

During June 1982, personnel from the Center for Archaeological Research, The
University of Texas at San Antonio (CAR-UTSA), conducted a cultural resources
survey of 4000 acres near Tacubaya, in southwestern Brooks County (see Fig. 1).
The survey operations resulted in the identification and recording of 27
prehistoric and historic sites.

The purpose of the surface survey and a background literature research was to
make an assessment of the prehistoric and historic potential of the Chevron-
leased properties before these locations would be extensively modified by
proposed mining operations. The assessment of individual site significance

and eventually, recommendations for further work, were based on site potential
for nomination to the National Register of Historic Places as well as State
Historic Landmarks. The cultural resources survey was carried out under the
information requirements set forth in the National Historic Preservation Act

of 1966, as amended, the Vernon Texas Civil Statute 4590f, as amended, and the
regulations promulgated within, as well as the Guidelines forn Archeological
Investigations of Mining Areas in Texas (Texas Historical Commission 19871).

The survey was conducted under the terms of an agreement (Service Order

No. S113876) between Chevron Resources Company and the Center for Archaeological
Research. Dr. Thomas R. Hester, Director of the CAR was Principal Investigator
for the project. Jack Eaton, CAR Associate Director, was Co-Principal Investi-
gator. The field work was conducted by Paul Lukowski, Ralph Snavely, Stephen
Black, and Al McGraw of the CAR staff.

The survey area, identified on copies of USGS 1:24,000 scale topographic maps,
was located on the properties of A. C. Jones and included portions of the Alta
Mesa 01l and Natural Gas Field in southwestern Brooks County, about two miles
west of Tacubaya (see Fig. 2). A preliminary historical background search was
also conducted at the Texas State Land Office, the Texas State Archives
(Austin), and at the Brooks County Courthouse in Falfurrias, Texas. Addition-
ally, the Tocal Texana collection at the Ed Rachal Memorial Library, the Texas
Ranger Museum, Florence Schuetz, and A. C. Jones (all of Falfurrias) were also
consulted.

Field methodology during the survey work consisted of a series of parallel
transects walked on specific compass azimuths to systematically cover as much
of the area as possible. For convenience in the field, the study area was
divided into quadrants determined by distinctive topographic features such as
high upland areas, road and fence boundaries, etc. The quadrants were tran-
sected individually to insure more complete survey coverage and for better
field control, especially in areas of dense brush that made map correlations
difficult. Research methodology, including site recording and collection
procedures, generally followed the guidelines presented in Hester, Heizer, and
Graham's (1975) Field Methods in Archaeology and the Council of Texas Archeol-
ogists Performance Guidelines (CTA 1981:1-II1), as well as the Guidelines for
Arncheological Investigations of Mining Areas in Texas (Texas Historical Commis-
sion 1981). Collection of materials was limited to diagnostic or otherwise
significant artifacts. Data on newly discovered sites were recorded on
standard site survey forms as used by the CAR, and all collected material,
field records, and other survey data are on file at the CAR-UTSA.
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Research methodology was directed not only toward the identification of
individual sites but, also, if possible, toward a description of intersite
relationships. This concept of not only identifying site locations but
viewing them from a perspective of cultural and environmental interactions
was considered to reflect more accurately the character and importance of
individual sites.

The following pages will present a summary of the archaeology, history, and
environmental data of the 27 newly identified sites. Associated recommenda-
tions for further work at specific sites are then presented. Recommendations
for further work are based on criteria for potential eligibility for nomina-
tion to the National Register of Historic Places and the guidelines suggested
in Guidelines forn Archeological Investigations of Mining Areas in Texas (Texas
Historical Commission 1981). Recommendations are presented in accordance with
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, as amended, and Executive Order
11593. '

ENVIRONMENTAL BACKGROUND

Introduction

Fundamental to any assessment of cultural resources is an understanding of

local physical environments and available natural resources. Obviously, culture
does not exist in a vacuum; man constantly interacts with his surroundings,
functioning within an environmental context. It is necessary to examine this
context, in a general way, in order to more fully determine the significance

of any cultural resources observed. The following section is intended to
provide a general introduction to the physical and biological environments

of Brooks County, both present and past.

Physiographic Environment

The survey area lies in the southwest corner of Brooks County, a region of flat
brush country along the edge of the South Texas Coastal Plain, midway between
the Nueces River and the Rio Grande. This area is part of a larger geographic
region known as South Texas, or the Rio Grande Plain, which covers approxi-
mately 22 million acres, bounded on the north by the Balcones Escarpment and
the San Antonio River, on the east by the Gulf of Mexico, and in the south and
west by the Rio Grande. This vast area was formed in the Tertiary period as
receding seas left a series of slightly undulating plains, sloping gently to
the southeast toward the modern coastline. Today the region is characterized
by a savannah-prairie environment, with grasses and thorny brush predominant,
and is primarily used for ranching (Lehmann 1969:4).

Much of the land in the Rio Grande Plain falls within the watershed of either
the Rio Grande or Nueces River. The few streams found.in Brooks County flow
toward neither of these two rivers but for the most part, into saline lakes
which have no outlets. In the northern portion of the county, Palo Blanco and
Baluarte Creeks flow only with storm runoff, draining into the Laguna Salada,
or Salt Lake, located southeast of the county seat, Falfurrias (Meyers and



Dale 1967:6). Salt Lake is approximately five kilometers in length and varies
in width from 100 m to 800 m. During the dry season, the lake may practically
disappear, yet a small portion, some 65 m across, is said to always hold water,
and has gained local notoriety as a bottomless sink. In the 1930s for example,
a sounding cable was Towered to a depth of over 100 m without reaching bottom
(Dyer 1938:3). Los Olmos Creek also flows through the extreme northeast corner
of Brooks County and eventually into Baffin Bay and the Laguna Madre. South
of the survey area, another intermittent stream, Vargas Creek, drains into the
small, seasonal Lake Tasajal on the Hidalgo County line. No streams drain the
survey area itself, as normal rainfall is absorbed by the relatively flat,
sandy soils (Meyers and Dale 1967:6).

Most of Brooks County (1447 km?) is covered by a light tan-colored aeolian, or
windblown, sand. The fine-grained sands are comparatively recent (i.e., Holo-
cene in age) deposits blown by prevailing winds from coastal dunes in nearby
Kenedy County (Johnson 1931:135). These sand and loess deposits generally
constitute the southern boundaries of the south Texas aeolian system. This
extensive sand-silt-loess sheet is characterized by large areas of depressed
relief. Vegetation ranges from sparse grasses to dense locales of mesquite,
Tive oak, and thorn brush (Mallouf, Baskin, and Killen 1977:6-7). The south
Texas sand sheet is composed of relict (stabilized) dunes, and many such are
longitudinal in nature and aligned with the prevailing southeasterly winds
(Russe11l and Suhm 1980:29-31). The sand overlies an earlier, Pliocene forma-
tion referred to as the Goliad Sand, which consists of sand and sandstone mixed
with layers of silt, clay, and caliche (Barnes 1976). In the northwest of the
county, the Goliad Sand reaches a maximum thickness of 300 m and outcrops on

the surface, where associated caliche deposits produce a characteristic white
coloration. In the survey area, the Goliad Sand averages 160 m in depth and

is covered by up to 20 m of windblown sand (Meyers and Dale 1967:13). To the
northeast, wind erosion has scoured out the loose surface sand altogether,
revealing the underlying Goliad Sand with its white, hard-packed caliche deposits
(see Fig. 3). In many spots, further erosion has produced shallow, playalike
depressions. Although they are now quite dry, these depressions have been known
to hold water, even in the recent past (unpublished notes on file, Ed Rachal
Memorial Library, Falfurrias, Texas). While earlier Tertiary formations,
Lagarto Clay, Oakville Sandstone, and eventually Catahoula Tuff, are found below
the Goliad Sand (Fig. 4), the Goliad Sand is the major water-bearing formation
throughout the county, yielding small to moderate amounts of slightly saline
water to a maximum depth of 360 m (4bid.). The petroleum-rich Tertiary geologic
deposits of the Gulif Coastal Plain consist of wedge-shaped sand and shale forma-
tions aligned in belts that parallel the modern shoreline of the Gulf of Mexico.
Wedge-sets are named after the principal subsurface reservoirs of hydrocarbons.
Within the study area, these wedge-sets form the "Frio Trend," a hydrocarbon
basin ca. 50 miles wide, which includes the first two rows of counties inland.

- Faults and anticlines are the most significant oil and natural gas traps of the
Frio Trend, and the Vicksburg fault system is associated with the Tocal study
area (Russell and Suhm 1980:33-39). Chert-bearing formations do not occur in
the immediate vicinity of the study area. The nearest accessible lithic resource
area is along Palo Blanco Creek, near the Laguna Salada, where a few small chert
pebbles are found in association with deposits of gypsum (Soil Conservation
Service [SCS], Falfurrias office, personal communication).

The climate of Brooks County is generally quite mild. Southern Texas as a
whole lies within a broad ecotone separating regions of North America to the
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east, characterized by sufficient moisture, from those to the west, with a
pronounced moisture deficiency (Blair 1950:93). The portion of southern Texas
in which Brooks County Ties has a climate described as semiarid (Gunn et af.
1982:581). Since record keeping began in the early part of the 20th century,
rainfall has averaged 24.15 inches per year in Falfurrias (Thompson 1975:4).
In the study area, the average is around 23 inches (Carr 1967:Fig. 2). His-
torically, records show there has been a wide variation in rainfall throughout
southern Texas, both from month to month and from year to year. In Brooks
County, less than nine inches of rain were recorded in 1917 (Thompson 1975:5),
and in 1893, severe drought caused the permanent abandonment of many of the
county's wells (Dyer 1938:13). In contrast, the occasional passage of
hurricanes up the Gulf Coast brings heavy rains and flooding; almost 33 inches
fell in September 1967 as a result of Hurricane Beulah (Thompson 1975:5).
Normally, the wettest months are May, June, and September, when 36% of the
annual rainfall is recorded. Offsetting rainfall is the annual evaporation
rate, which is three times the average annual precipitation (Meyers and Dale
1967:7). Temperatures are moderate, averaging 73.3°F annually, and ranging
from 57.8°F in January to 86.4°F in August (.ibid.). Thus, while rainfall is
deficient, the growing season is quite Tong, lasting about 300 days (Webb and
Carroll 1952:222).

Biotic Resources

Most of southern Texas, including Brooks County, is located within the
Tamaulipan Biotic Province, as defined by Dice (1943:61) and revised.by Blair
(1950:102). Blair further described the climate as "megathermal," that is,
exhibiting a marked deficiency of moisture for plant growth." Consequently,
the major flora are xerophytic, or adapted to a limited water supply. Thorny
brush species such as mesquite, certain types of Acacia, cenizo, and white-
brush are typical. Although modern land clearing practiced since the 1930s has
reduced the intensity of ground cover in much of western Brooks County (Davis
and Spicer 1965:23), brush still chokes much of the region. In the survey
area, huisache, mesquite, and cacti predominate, accompanied by Texas ebony.
Wild grasses are varied and profuse, growing tall and dense enough to obscure
the ground surface in many places (Johnson 1931:64-65). As a point of his-
torical interest, the abundance of nourishing, "stirrup high" grasses in the
vicinity was apparently a factor in prompting Richard King to establish the
famous King Ranch to the northeast in the 1850s (Thompson 1975:1).

Present-day fauna include a mixture of nearctic species (typical of northern
temperate zones) and neotropical species (typical of southern, subtropical
zones in Central and South America). Blair (1950) 1ists a wide variety of
animals in his Tamaulipan Biotic Province including numerous rodents, rabbit,
deer, coyote, various snakes and lizards, tortoise, game birds such as dove,
quail, and turkey, and a variety of migratory and raptorial birds. A summary
of Blair's lists can be found in McGraw, Van Note, and Jones (1984).

Prehistoric Environment

In considering the environmental setting for cultural activity within the
survey area, it should be noted that present conditions do not necessarily
reflect the environmental conditions thousands or, in certain aspects, even



of hundreds of years ago. Man has occupied southern Texas for at least 11,000
years (Hester 1980:28), and in that time, numerous and considerable changes in
climate, flora, and fauna have taken place.

Palynology, the analysis of fossil pollens, is one of the most widely used
methods of retrieving data concerning prehistoric environments. Unfortunately,
due to the problems of long-term preservation, pollen analysis is not directly
applicable to southern Texas. Nevertheless, inferences can be made from
successful analyses in central Texas (e.g., Bryant 1977), southwest Texas
(Shafer and Bryant 1977), and northeast Mexico (Bryant and Riskind 1980), and
supported by other techniques including phytolith, or biosilicate, analysis
(e.g., Robinson 1979, 1982; Gunn et af. 1982). What is known of the prehis-
toric environment of southern Texas is, then, necessarily general, providing

a broad view of some of the major climatic and biotic changes which have
occurred in the past.

About 14,000 years ago, at the close of the last full glacial period known as
the Wisconsin, climate throughout the globe was cooler and wetter than at
presept, and most of Texas was a woodland area covered with deciduous forests.
Soutliern Texas was probably less cool and wet than the central and eastern
portions of the state, with a mixture of woodlands and savannah prevalent
(Bryant and Riskind 1980:18). Late Pleistocene megafauna were present, and
although none have been found in southern Texas in direct association with
man, species including mammoth, mastodon, ground sloth, Bison antiquus, and
glyptodon have been discovered along Palo Blanco Creek near the Brooks County-
Kenedy County line in deposits dated around 9500 B.P., well after the known
entrance of man into Texas (Suhm 1980).

By this time, some 9000 years ago, the Wisconsin ice shield was in full retreat
far to the north, and Texas was experiencing a warming, drying, trend. With
diminishing precipitation, the parkland-woodland environment slowly gave way

to savannah, as grasses and shrubs became the predominant flora. Conditions
were essentially 1like those of today by perhaps 3000 years ago (Bryant and
Shafer 1977:18).

Yet, even then, the environment was different in several important respects
from that known today. For example, it is likely there was more groundwater
available than at present. Short-term climate changes and the recent Towering
of the water table through intensive deep-well irrigation are factors cited in
the drying up of many spring-fed creeks and streams in southern Texas (Hester
1980:34-35). Mesquite and other thorn brush were not as widely or densely
distributed in the recent past (Gould 1975:4; Hester 1980:34).

Similarly, the faunal population has changed somewhat. Bison once ranged into
central and southern Texas in a cyclical pattern from the southern High Plains
(Dillehay 1974). Bison bone has been recovered from archaeological contexts

as far south as McMullen County (Hall, Black, and Graves 1982:473) and Jim Wells
County (Hester 1977:29). Gray wolves, which followed bison as a major predator,
would have also been present (Davis 1974:126). Pronghorn antelope have also
ranged from the lower Rio Grande Valley to the Trans-Pecos area to the west
(ibid.:248). In contrast to the species which are extinct or no longer known

in the region, others, such as the armadillo and javelina, are relative new-
comers, increasingly prolific in the 1800s (Hester 1980:37).
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Besides large game, prehistoric man in southern Texas had available a wide
variety of food resources. Faunal lists from excavations in Jim Wells County
show that, along with bison, a broad spectrum of small animal species were
exploited (Hester 1977). But, for the most part, animal protein was never more
than a seasonally important addition to a diet thought to consist mainly of
plant foods. Prehistoric man sought plants which occurred naturally around
him, and is known to have relied on plants that our own culture does not con-
sider potential foods. A Tisting of available food resources would include
plants such as mesquite, cactus, oak, and yucca, among others. Mesquite was
put to a variety of uses, its wood as a raw material for tools and weapons, its
sap and bark for medicinal, cosmetic, and decorative purposes (Felger 1977).

In addition, ethnohistoric accounts detail the use of mesquite beans as a food
resource by various southern Texas Indians (Newcomb 1961:42-43; Campbell and
Campbell 1981:39-40). Acorns from the Texas ebony and live oak were also
utilized by grinding into a flour for mush (Hall, Black, and Graves 1982:472).
Cacti provided yet another food source; Campbell and Campbell (1981:37-39)
describe the gathering of prickly pear fruit by the Arbadao and Cuchendado
Indians in the vicinity of what is now Jim Hogg County (directly west of the
survey area) as witnessed by the Spanish explorer Cabeza de Vaca in 1535. Yucca
and sotol were also widely used. Ethnohistoric accounts indicate that pit
roasting (Sjoberg 1953:84-85), as well as less formal processing methods (Hill,
Holdsworth, and Hester 1972), may have been used.

In summary, the environment of southern Texas has changed considerably during
the period of man's presence there. Today, the land is harsh and dry, seemingly
useful for little else than ranching. Without the benefits of modern tech-
nology--deep wells, refrigerated transport, and the like--the region would

seem practically uninhabitable. And yet for prehistoric man it was not so
forbidding. As a well-known student of Texas Indian groups has observed, "for
those who were wise to the possibilities of this land and catholic in their
tastes,)this was a livable and occasionally even a bountiful region" (Newcomb
1961:30).

ARCHAEOLOGICAL AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

Regional Archaeological Background

An overview of the archaeology of southern Texas has been covered in several
recent publications. Mallouf, Baskin, and Killen (1977) provide an excellent
review of the archaeology of “far southern Texas" that includes Brooks County

as well as seven other southern counties. This summary has been updated by

Day, Laurens-Day, and Prewitt (1981). Recent work in Duval County by McGraw,
Van Note, and Jones (1984) provides a background discussion of the area immedi-
ately north of Brooks County. Volume 5 of the Choke Canyon Series (Hall, Black,
and Graves 1982) includes a discussion of the archaeology of the entire southern
Texas region. A final source for regional archaeological information is Hester
(1980). Interested readers should consult the cited publications for details

on the regional prehistory.
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Previous Archaeology in Brooks County

As of June 1982, seven archaeological sites had been officially recorded in
Brooks County. The present report, adding 27 sites to this inventory, consti-
tutes the most extensive archaeological investigation in the area. As an
introduction to the newly recorded site data, the previous, officially recorded
sites will be discussed.

In 1932, J. E. Pearce of the University of Texas at Austin Tearned of two
prehistoric sites (41 BK 1 and 41 BK 2) near Falfurrias. Correspondence on
file at the Texas Archeological Research Laboratory, Balcones Research Center,
Austin, indicates that Pearce unsuccessfully attempted to obtain permission to
excavate at a site Tocated on the Don Sullivan Ranch, some eight miles south-
west of Falfurrias. Little or no information other than brief locational data
is available today.

It was not until 47 years later that any further professional work was conducted
in Brooks County. Thomas C. Kelly of the Center for Archaeological Research
(UTSA) recorded prehistoric sites in Brooks County during a helicopter-assisted
survey of the proposed Tenneco pipeline route (Hester, ed. 1979). The sites
were Tocated on ridges overlooking the western arms of the Laguna Salada
southeast of Falfurrias. Site 41 BK 3 covered a large area (approximately 600 m
in length) and had extensive occupational materials including Late Prehistoric
diagnostic artifacts. Site 41 BK 4 was a very small site less than 10 m in
diameter containing an unidentifiable projectile point, a small end scraper,
land snails, chert flakes, and marine shell. Given the dense nature of the
vegetation, the site may well be much larger in size. Kelly noted that addi-
tional sites were probably present around Laguna Salada but concealed by dense
vegetation.

In 1980, J. C. Tribble of Texas A&M University surveyed a section of U.S. High-
way 281 in Brooks County and recorded three sites. Two of the sites were
comparatively recent (20th century) historic landmarks, the Trosada Well

(41 BK 5) and the "Halfway Tree" (41 BK 6). The third site Tribble recorded
was a possible prehistoric locality marked by a single biface.

Recently, Carolyn Good and Jan Stokes of the U.S. Corps of Engineers (Galveston
Branch) recorded five or six prehistoric sites along tributaries of the Laguna
Salada as part of a planned flood control project. Good (personal communica-
tion, July 6, 1982) is at present preparing a report on this work. She stated
that all of the recorded sites were lithic scatters found in eroded conditions.
Some bifacial and unifacial tools were collected, although artifact density

per site was lTow. These sites will be officially reported to the Texas Archeo-
Togical Research Laboratory, Austin, in the near future.

In addition to the above mentioned sites, correspondence between Florence
Schuetz, chairperson of the Brooks County Historical Commission, and the State
Archeologist in 1976 (then Curtis Tunnell) called attention to several
unrecorded archaeological sites in Brooks County. The Brooks County Texas
Ranger Museum in Falfurrias also has a number of chipped stone tools on display
including Late Prehistoric arrow points and Archaic dart points. Animal bones,
from either prehistoric campsites or from noncultural Pleistocene deposits,
have also been found at several unrecorded sites in the county (Florence
Schuetz, personal communication).
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In summary, Brooks County is one of the least archaeologically studied counties
in Texas. The area south and east of Falfurrias along intermittent water
courses associated with the Laguna Salada contains numerous prehistoric sites
dating at least to the Archaic time spans. Most sites appear to be located

on topographic features (hills or ridges) overlooking water sources.

Historical Summary: Regional and Brooks County!

The earliest European description of the land between the Nueces River and

the Rio Grande was made by Cabeza de Vaca after his escape from his Indian
captors in 1537. In describing this territory, he told of the abundance of
deer, antelope, javelinas, and other animals which he referred to as "wild
stock." Later maps designated this area as "Los LLanos de Las Mestenas" (The
Plains of the Unbranded [or wild] Livestock). During the Texas revolutionary
and Republic periods, wild horses became the most common of the wild 1livestock.

By the early 18th century, Spain's political interest in areas north of the

Rio Grande had been spurred by sporadic French intrusions. Spain's activities,
often stymied by hostile natives, culminated in 1746 when the new Spanish state
of Nuevo Santander was founded, which stretched from the Nueces River to the Rio
Grande. The first Spanish land grants were located just below the Rio Grande,
and those to the north of the river were granted in 1790. The earliest Spanish
land grants located in present-day Brooks County were recorded in about 1880 to
four wealthy cattle owners and/or influential Spaniards. No further grants were
issued by Spain after 1810 because of increasing political unrest in Mexico
which culminated in the Mexican Revolution. Eventually, while under the control
of General Antonio Lopez de Santa Anna, the Mexican government issued its own
land grants. Many of the Mexican Tand grants were converted to Texas grants in
1852 as the State of Texas validated legitimate prior claims. It was during
these times that records show the study area was first occupied by Europeans.
Archival research at the Texas State Land Office, Austin, shows that the 1835
land grant claims of Ysidro Garcia and Rafael Garcia Salinas were converted to
Texas grants on February 23, 1852. The lands included five Teagues of the
Primavera and the Rancho Nuevo titles of the "Las Mestenas" grant. Little is
known of this area during this time, although Lino Trevino's map (see Fig. 5)
shows that these ranches (and in addition, Rancho Leon Cito) were apparently
still in operation during the period from 1873 to 1903.

From about 1836 to 1846, controversy ensued between Mexico and Texas as to whether
the Nueces River or the Rio Grande constituted the border. In the interim, this
area became a haven for both Anglo and Mexican bandits and smugglers.

By 1846, the border question had been settled and, as the political and economic
conditions stabilized somewhat, ranching became the major agricultural business.
In the Falfurrias area of northern, present-day Brooks County, not only cattle
but sheep became important T1ivestock. Ranches were small and relatively poor
during this period. Prior to the Civil War, it was not uncommon to, at times,
trade an acre of land for a pound of sugar or coffee.

1Data extracted from Thompson (1975:9-30) and notes on file, Texana Collection,
Ed Rachal Memorial Library, Falfurrias, Texas.



13

\-~;§’>>, /}t{IPA De EL PEcilv'ro /V‘gf Srarr 6'9 Tesas.

XPLICASI N {%) W patreck £47 o P,
\/ﬂ/o @ “RacHes | F IR
., CAMINUS $ \_; l. o .{b
Ae) \ e ARRoros J° e Lintra D £ .

Figure 5. Mapa de el (sic) Precinto No. 5, Starn County, Texas. This
map was drawn by Lino Trevino who served as a Justice of the Peace in
Precinct 5, Starr County, Texas, and is dated 1873-1903. Map on file
at the Texas Ranger Museum, Falfurrias, Texas.
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In post-Civil War southern Texas, Texans began to gather and drive wild cattle
northward to markets where there was both a demand and a profit. The famous
Chisholm Trail passed through Brooks County, and today there is a trail marker
on U.S. Highway 281 in front of the Brooks County Courthouse.

By 1875, banditry had become so rampant in the area that a group of Texas
Rangers Ted by Captain Leander H. McNelly, a former Confederate guerilla, was
formed to suppress the border violence. McNelly's exploits included operating
under La Ley de fuga (meaning that prisoners were killed on the spot if rescue
was attempted) and his insistence on arming his Rangers with dated, but powerful
single-shot Sharps buffalo rifles. McNelly, whose explanation was, "I don't
want men who miss," preferred the .50 caliber Sharps to the more modern
repeating Henrys and Winchesters because of the sing]e—shot‘s extreme range and
massive power. McNelly's efforts, which culminated in an unauthorized excursion
into Mexico, brought an end to the large amount of cattle rustling and organized
banditry in southern Texas.

During the latter years of the 19th century, major social, economic, and politi-
cal changes overtook southern Texas. The continuing problems of lawlessness,

a severe drought which crippled the cattle and sheep markets, the end of the
open range, the emergence of aggressive, large-scale agri-businessmen, and the
coming of the railroads, all contributed to an eventual reorganization of the
political structure and political divisions of southern Texas. By 1911, Brooks
County was created from Hidalgo, Starr, and Zapata Counties, and by 1913,

Brooks County and portions of Duval County were subdivided to form Jim Hogg
County.

These factors, plus the discovery of substantial reserves of crude oil and
natural gas deposits in the early 20th century, slowly precipitated a sizable
economic boom which has ushered historic southern Texas into the modern era.

W. W. Jones and the Development of the Study Area

As the economic and cultural climate of the county changed, the study area was
bought in 1912 by William W. Jones, a prominent Corpus Christi entrepeneur and
cattleman. As Davis and Grobe, eds. (n.d.) point out, the force of his influence
has been felt throughout southern Texas as Jones eventually owned and developed
thousands of acres in Jim Hogg, Brooks, Hidalgo, Starr, and Duval Counties.

Born in Goliad County in 1855, the son of Captain A. C. Jones ("the Father of
Beeville"), William Jones attended schools in Virginia and New York. Always
interested in cattle, he acquired his first 2000 acres in Starr County in 1890,
paying $.50 an acre. Developing artesian wells throughout, his prosperity
grew, and he was later known as the last of the cattle barons. In 1905, he and
his family moved to Corpus Christi where his influence helped to approve legis-
lative passage of a bill forming Jim Hogg County. As his businesses grew,
Jones' interests diversified into banking, real estate, and politics. Before
his death in 1942, he formed the Mestena 0i1 Company to develop the minerals
that might be found on his Tands (unpublished notes on file, family library).
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RESEARCH DESIGN

The purpose of the current archaeological and historical research was to accom-
plish a cultural resources survey within the survey boundaries as identified by
the Chevron Resources Company. The investigation consisted of a comprehensive,
on-foot examination of the study area for the purposes of identifying and
describing, as completely as possible, cultural resources. In addition, local
and regional archival data were carefully reviewed for potential contributions
to the historical records base. As noted in the Introduction section, specific
methodologies were utilized during field work for effective survey coverage.

Before the commencement of actual field work, project archaeologists carefully
reviewed the available archaeological and historical information not only to
gain familiarity with the survey area, but also to formulate a series of
research strategies to guide subsequent work. Several significant considera-
tions were noted, and these are discussed below: :

(1) Because of the general environmental similarity of the study area to
previously investigated Duval County (see McGraw, Van Note, and Jones 1984),
it was thought there would be a general similarity in the types, frequency,
and general characteristics of potential Brooks County archaeological sites to
those recorded in nearby Duval County. It was postulated that archaeological
sites in the current study area would reflect temporary occupations and/or
multifunctional activities in specific topographic contexts.

(2) Because the artifact collection from the Chevron Resources Company
properties in the Duval County survey appeared to represent specific functions
of occupation sites, it was predicted potential site Tocations in the Brooks
County survey might reflect similar attributes.

(3) Because the survey area lacks any known water resources, it was postu-
lated that potential archaeological sites would be generally less frequent and
reflect a less intense nature of activity than those of Duval County.

(4) It was also thought that the Tack of known Tithic resources in the
current study area would be a negative factor in determining both the material
quality and frequency of potential lithic tools and debitage in Brooks County
archaeological sites. A high relative frequency of retouched and exhausted
1ithic tools were predicted in the material collection due to the overall
scarcity of raw materials.

In summary the research design formulated as a guide to field operations sug-
gested that the majority of potential sites within the study area would:

(1) be temporary hunting and gathering campsites; (2) be located on higher
elevations (overlooks); (3) reflect a high frequency of reutilization of
(scarce) 1ithic materials; and (4) be characterized by a lithic collection
having a high ratio of tool forms compared to projectile points. Additionally,
overall site frequency would be less than those identified in Duval County.

Because of these site projections, certain survey elements were emphasized
in addition to methodologies previously mentioned:
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(1) Special care was taken to collect as much 1ithic material as possible
for the largest possible surface collection. The potential benefits of this
systematic form of intensive collection was thought to outweigh any negative
effects such a methodology might have on possible future sampling. Because of
the infrequency of Tithic materials generally, each collected piece of debitage
was later carefully analyzed to present the most complete picture of what types
and frequencies of materials occurred on an intersite basis. The results were
later compared to the material collection of the Duval County survey.

(2) Potential site locations, especially in relation to overlook areas
were plotted on small-scale topographic maps prior to field work. These areas
represented high probability site Tocat1ons, following similarities to the
Duval County sites.

(3) During a preliminary review of topographic maps and aerial photographs,
a series of playalike depressions was identified in the survey area. The
actual significance of these "blow-outs" was not known, but care was taken to
investigate these topographic features on an individual basis, as well as the
surrounding, associated topography.

A comparison of projected results and actual results is presented in the Summary
and Interpretations section.

SITE DESCRIPTIONS

Twenty-seven archaeological sites were recorded during survey operations;

25 sites are prehistoric, and two sites are historic. Each site was given a
permanent site number which is on file at the Texas Archeological Research
Laboratory, Balcones Research Center, Austin, Texas. The trinomial identifi-
cation system is a classification scheme in which the first two numbers (41)
represent the state, the next two letters (BK) indicate the county, and the
last two numbers identify the individual site. Consecutively numbered sites
may, but do not necessarily, imply cultural relationships.

Site descriptions will include the following information:

Location: The site location is given as viewed from a general geographic, topo-
graphic, or geological perspective. Sites were plotted in relation to ranch
roads, fencelines, etc. Figure 2 indicates the relative positions of the sites
found. In compliance with Texas Historical Commission request, the exact loca-
tjons with respect to land features are not shown on the map. A map indicating
the precise location of each site is on file at the CAR-UTSA.

Site Description: The physical characteristics of a site as well as identified
cultural materials will be briefly discussed. A1l measurements will be given
in meters (m) unless otherwise noted.

Type of Site: The sites are typed as occupational (campsite), quarry, lithic
workshop, or temporary occupation. Sites may often be described as multifunc-
tional, if a variety of specific activities is thought to have taken place.
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Elevation: Approximate elevations of the site area are given in feet above
mean sea level (ms1). Elevations are plotted from USGS 7.5' topographic maps.

Topography and Soils: Brief descriptions of the soils and types of vegetation
noted at individual sites will be discussed.

Site Condition: The condition of a site will focus on alterations to cultural
deposits in relation to natural changes such as erosion or modern changes such
as land clearing and cultivation.

Recommendations: An assessment of site significance based on the types of
cultural materials noted, their frequencies, site features and condition, and
other criteria related to National Register eligibility will be given. Recom-
mendations may consist of no further work or limited subsurface testing to more
clearly identify the extent and significance of individual sites. Limited
testing may include hand-excavated or mechanically excavated 1-m? units or
trenches, respectively, site mapping, special collections sampling, and system-
atic random sampling techniques.

41 BK 8

Location: Site 41 BK 8 is located at the intersection of the main service roads
and just south of the mining camp area (see Fig. 2).

Site Description: Chert flakes, Rabdotus snail shells, and burned caliche rock
are exposed in road cuts along this prehistoric site. Burned rock is lightly
scattered throughout the site area. A small amount of lithic debitage as well
as a small triangular biface was collected. The site has been damaged by road
construction and is approximately 80 x 25 m.

Type of Site: Light occupation; possibly multifuctional.

Elevation: Approximately 300 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site Ties on the southern slopes of a hill between
295 and 300 feet above msl. Associated soils consist of a gray brown sandy,
unconsolidated material. Vegetation includes tall grasses, huisache, mesquite,
and some prickly pear.

Site Condition: Extensively damaged by road construcfion.

Recommendations: No further work is recommended; the site has been extensively
damaged by the construction and regrading of two roads.

41 BK 9

Location: Site 41 BK 9 is located on the crest and slopes of a hill south of
the Alta Mesa Camp and is bisected by a dirt ranch road running north to south
(see Fig. 2).
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Site Description: This site is ca. 80 x 30 m in size. A burned rock cluster,
partially damaged by vehicle traffic, was noted exposed in a ranch road which
transects the site. The small, disturbed feature was ca. 75 cm in diameter,

and no cultural materials were associated with it. Examination of a nearby

road cut revealed a thin band (ca. 10 cm thick) of compacted soil 45-50 cm below
the surface. Several Rabdotus snail shells were observed in this layer, and

it may be associated with a former ground surface as well as the Tightly
scattered cultural deposits. A small amount of 1ithic debitage was collected
from the surface, but none was noted either associated with the disturbed

burned rock cluster or within the compacted soil layer of the road cut.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.
Elevation: 295 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: This site is located on the top and southern slope of a
small hill. The soil consists of a Tight tan sandy loam overlying a more
compacted gray brown material. Vegetation includes huisache, mesquite, black-
brush, and tall grasses.

Site Condition: Extensively disturbed by road construction and maintenance.

Recommendations: No further work is recommended due to the small site size,
Timited cultural deposits observed, and the extensive damage to the site area
by vehicle traffic and road maintenance.

41 BK 10

Location: Site 41 BK 10 is situated in the vicinity of a pipeline access route
within the northern section of the survey area and north of a road intersection
northeast of a permanent hunter's camp.

Site Description: This site is ca. 30 m in diameter. Very few chipped stone
materials were observed and collected. A light scatter of small burned rock
fragments (some less than five centimeters in diameter) were noted.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.
Elevation: 365 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site is Tocated on the northern slopes of a hill
ca. 60 m southeast of a playalike depression. The vegetation consists of
mesquite, persimmon, huisache, and at least five types of wild grasses. The
soils are a 1ight brown uncompacted sand over a slightly darker gray brown
compacted sand.

Site Condition: Cultural material from the site was observed eroding down-
slope along an old roadbed. Artifacts were infrequent and widely scattered.

Recommendations: Due to lack of material concentrations, the small site area,
and the extent of natural erosion, no further work is recommended at this site.
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41 BK 11

Location: Site 41 BK 11 is located on a pipeline route/Aendeno ca. 300 m south
of the northern boundary of the survey area (see Fig. 2).

Site Description: The site area consists of a scatter of burned rock associated
with a few fragments of chert debitage and some Rabdotfus snail shells. Two
small bifacially worked tool fragments less than two centimeters in size were
collected along with debitage and a small lump of burned clay. Site size is

ca. 30 x 40 cm.

Type of Site: A multifunctional occupation area.
Elevation: 375 feet above msT.

Topography and Soils: The site is situated on the margins and crest of a
hilltop. Approximately 160 m to the east lies a small natural depression
which apparently is an intermittent water source. The soil is a reddish
brown sandy loam. Vegetation includes mesquite, huisache, and several types
of tall grasses.

Site Condition: The site has been transected by a sendenc later used as a
road. As a result, most of the site area is badly damaged except for a small
10 x 15-m section; very little appears to have remained intact.

Recommendations: Due to the lack of features, infrequent cultural materials,
and the highly disturbed condition of the site, no further work is recommended.

41 BK 12

Location: Site 41 BX 12 is located on the southern slopes and hilltop of a
rise ca. three kilometers north of the main entrance road to the survey area.

Site Description: Site deposits appear to be primarily intact subsurface
materials; surface materials were found only along a road which has been cut
through the site. Small, burned caliche rocks are lightly scattered across
the site area as well as Rabdotus snail shells. Lithic artifacts included a
small triangular biface, chert flakes, and a small core. Several unidentified
marine shell fragments were also observed. Site area cannot be accurately
described, since it is primarily subsurface and presumably extends beyond the
current survey boundaries; the site is estimated to be a minimum of 150 m in
diameter.

Type of Site: Multifunctional, moderate occupation site.
Elevation: 295 feet above msl.
Topography and Soils: The site is located on a relatively flat hillside which

gently slopes to the south. The soil is a light brown sandy Toam. A darker
gray brown clayey material was observed along the road cut at a depth of
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ca. 40 cm. The area around the site has been cleared of brush and most trees,
resulting in a dense, tall grass cover.

Site Condition: A road transects a portion of this site exposing the largest
concentration of prehistoric materials observed during the survey. This
suggests that further significant cultural materials may still lie intact
below the surface of most of the site area.

Recommendations: Further testing in the form of hand-excavated 1-m?2 or 2-m?
units screened through 1/4-inch or 1/8-inch wire mesh as well as soil and
matrix samples to better determine the extent and significance of this
location are recommended.

41 BK 13

Location: Site 41 BK 13 is Tocated on an east to west road ca. 100 m east of
a large oil storage tank, 800 m north of the Alta Mesa Camp.

Site Description: The site is ca. 100 x 30 m in size and consisted primarily
of scattered, burned caliche and Rabdofus snail shells. Only a small amount
of 1lithic debitage and a small preform manufactured from a light-colored,
coarse-grained chert was collected.

Type of Site: Light occupation.

Topography and Soils: The site is situated on the southwestern slope of a
hill, facing a major playalike depression. At present the depression does not
hold water but does support a thick growth of brush and tall grasses. The
site is located in a cleared pasture with thick grasses and huisache regrowth.

Site Condition: The site is badly eroded, and cultural materials are scattered
with no concentrations of artifacts or features noted.

Recommendations: Due to the 1ight deposit of nondiagnostic cultural materials
and the disturbed site condition, no further work is recommended at this site.
41 BK 14

Location: Site 41 BK 14 is ca. 480 m west of the Alta Mesa Camp. An oil well
is Tocated in the center of the site.

Site Description: This site consists of a light scatter of 1ithic debitage
and several small caliche rocks. The site is ca. 40 m in diameter, and no
chronologically diagnostic materials or features were observed.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation and a lithic workshop (chipping station).

Elevation: 290 feet above ms].
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Topography and Soils: The site is situated on a hilltop and extends to the
upper western, northern, and southern slopes. The site area has been cleared
and is characterized by tall grasses and huisache. The soil is a gray brown
sandy loam.

Site Condition: The site area has been disturbed by road construction and the
construction of o0il field equipment.

Recommendations: Road and oil well maintenance as well as natural erosion have
extensively damaged this site, therefore, no further work is recommended.

41 BK 15

Location: Site 41 BK 13 is located on the northern margins of the survey area
ca. 1.7 km west of a permanent hunter's cabin along an east to west fenceline.
The northern portion of the site area is beyond the boundaries of the survey
area.

Site Description: The site surface is composed of a 1light scatter of lithic
debitage and a small amount of burned caliche. The total site area is ca. 30 m
in diameter.

Type of Site: Light occupation.
Elevation: 265 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: Topography across the site is generally flat with a

low rise approximately 20 m in diameter on the northern edge. A portion of
the site is exposed within a road cut; subsurface deposits ca. 30-40 cm below
the surface are characterized by an occasional Rabdotus snail shell and Tithic
debitage. Although the location was at one time a cleared pasture, it now
contains a dense regrowth of huisache, low brush, tall grasses, and cacti.

The soil associated with this site is a reddish brown sandy Toam.

Site Condition: Cultural materials have been partially disturbed by road
construction through the site. The site is overgrown with dense vegetation.

Recommendations: A portion of this site is outside the survey area,and the
remainder has been damaged by modern road construction and/or maintenance.
No further work is recommended at this site.

41 BK 16

Location: Site 41 BK 16 is located on the west side of a hill ca. 800 m north-
west of a windmill. A north to south sendero is 60 m east of the site.

Site Description: The site consists of a scatter of Rabdofus snail shells,
some burned caliche, and a light scatter of 1ithic debris. Rodent burrows
across the site have exposed some cultural materials, but no features or
diagnostic materials were observed. The site is ca. 70 x 90 m.
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Type of Site: Temporary occupation.
Elevation: 260 feet above ms]1.

Topography and Soils: The site is located on a relatively flat hilltop with a
slight slope to the west. The soil is a Toosely packed gray brown sandy loam.
The vegetation within the site area includes low thorn brush, mesquite, and
huisache.

Site Condition: The site area appears little disturbed by land clearing or
mining operations.

Recommendations: Because of the larger size of this prehistoric site within
the study area and its apparent intact subsurface components, further testing
in the form of controlled, hand-excavated 1-m2 or 2-m? units, as well as shovel
tests and controlled soil and matrix sampling, is recommended to determine the
nature, extent, and significance of this site.

41 BK 17

Location: Site 41 BK 17 is located in the northern margins of the survey area,
on the west slope of a small hill in the southwest corner of this northern
area (see Fig. 2).

Site Description: Rabdotus snail shells and burned caliche predominate the
archaeological evidence at this location although neither of these occur in
concentrations. A small bifacial tool fragment as well as several pieces of
1ithic debris were collected from this site. Oval in shape, the site area
is ca. 65 x 40 m.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.

Elevation: 290 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site is located on the west side of a hill above a
playalike depression. The soil is a tightly compacted grayish brown sandy
loam. Blackbrush, mesquite, and huisache predominate the vegetation across
the site.

Site Condition: The site is partially eroded and also damaged by an old road
that passes through the Tocation.

Recommendations: No further work is recommended at this location due to modern
as well as natural disturbances of the original site area.
41 BK 18

Location: Site 41 BK 18 is located in the northern makgins of the survey area
on an upland ridge overlooking playa depressions to the north and south (see
Fig. 2).



Site Description: Site area is ca. 20 m in diameter. Archaeological evidence
includes burned caliche, Rabdofus snail shells, and a small battered quartzite
cobble.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.
Elevation: 275 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site is located on the crest of a ridgeline which
overlooks playalike depressions to the north and south. The soil is a tan,
uncompacted sandy Toam.

Site Condition: The area is overgrown with tall grasses and thorn brush; the
site itself appears to be moderately undisturbed.

Recommendations: Because of the lack of cultural materials and small physical
site dimensions, no further work is recommended at this location.

41 BK 19

Location: Site 41 BK 19 is located ca. 1.3 km north of the southern edge of a
private landing strip in the study area.

Site Description: Approximately 20 m in diameter, the site is characterized
by an infrequent scatter of 1ithic debitage and a small, partially eroded
burned rock cluster, ca. 70 cm in diameter.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.
Elevation: 265 feet above msi.

Topography and Soils: The site is Tocated on the northeast edge of a saddle
between two higher points. Directly east of the site Ties a large (300-400 m
in diameter) playalike depression. Huisache, thorn brush, and tall grasses
predominate in the site area.

Site Condition: The site is partially eroded and overgrown with thorn brush
and grasses. A

Recommendations: Because of the small site size, lack of significant cultural
materials, and the extent of erosion, no further work is recommended at this
site.

41 BK 20

Location: Site 41 BK 20 is located ca. 200 m north of the northern edge of a
private Tanding strip within the survey area.

Site Description: This prehistoric site contains a small scatter of burned
caliche rock and an occasional Rabdotus snail shell exposed on the surface. A
single decorticate chip was collected from this 1ocat1on Total site area is
less than 15 m in diameter.

23
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Type of Site: Temporary occupation.
Elevation: 285 feet above ms].

Topography and Soils: The site is located on the highest hilltop in the
immediate area. The soil is a gray brown sandy loam, and the area is covered
by dense grasses and huisache.

Site Conditipn: The site is slightly eroded and overgrown by dense brush.

Recommendations: Due to the Timited site size and lack of significant cultural
materials, no further work is recommended at this site.

41 BK 21

Location: Site 41 BK 21 is situated on the northern slopes of a high hill ca.
300 m northwest of the Alta Mesa Mining Camp.

Site Description: A Targe portion of this site was exposed in an extensive
road cut. Profiles of the exposed area indicated a Tight scatter of cultural
materials to a depth of at least 50 cm. Surface materials are thinly scattered
across ca. 100 m. It is possible that erosional effects and past land clearing
has somewhat displaced upper cultural deposits. Artifacts recovered from this
site include a small triangular dart point, a small unifacial tool, and several
debitage fragments.

Type of Site: Temporary to moderate occupation.
Elevation: 295 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: This site is on a northeastern slope facing a large
playalike depression. The soil is a compacted gray brown sandy loam. Vegetation
associated with this location includes blackbrush, huisache, and tall grasses.

Site Condition: The site is partially eroded, although road cut profiles indi-
cate a substantial portion of this site is still intact and undisturbed.

Recommendations: This site represents one of the larger occupation locations
within the study area with confirmed subsurface deposits. Further work in

the form of hand-excavated 1-m? and 2-m? units and soil and matrix samples are
suggested to further determine the significance of the site area.

41 BK 22

Location: Approximately 350 m southeast of 41 BK 21, site 41 BK 22 is located
on an adjacent hilltop and overlooks a playalike depression to the south.

Site Description: The site is characterized by a road that cuts through
portions of the site. Artifacts are exposed on the road and in erosional cuts
near the road. The site is quite small, ca. 10 x 20 m, and contains a scatter
of burned caliche rocks, Rabdotus snail shells, and infrequent debitage.
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Type of Site: Temporary occupation.
Elevation: 300 feet above ms1.

Topography and Soils: The site is located on the northeast slopes of a hilltop.
The soil is a tan sandy loam. Vegetation in the v1c1n1ty includes huisache,
mesquite, dense thorn brush, and tall grasses.

Site Condition: The site is partially disturbed by road construction activities
and erosion.

Recommendations: Because of the Timited site area, lack of significant cultural
materials, and eroded condition of the site, no further work is recommended at
this site.

41 BK 23

Location: Site 41 BK 23 is located on a hilltop south of well #257, ca. 800 m
southeast of the Alta Mesa Camp.

Site Description: Approximately 50 m in diameter, the site is slightly
irregular in shape. Thirty-one pieces of chipped stone including three bifaces
were collected from this site. While not spectacular, this does constitute

one of the larger lithic collections from any individual site within the study
area.

Type of Site: Small, temporary occupation site.
Elevation: 280 feet above msT.

Topography and Soils: This site is situated on the southern slopes of a hill.

A Tight scatter of cultural materials and burned rock extends upslope (west-
ward). A playalike depression is Tocated eastward ca. 75 m. Dense brush and
tall grasses obscure much of the surface of the site, and dominant flora includes
mesquite, huisache, and thorn brush. The soil is an uncompacted, fine-grained,
sandy loam.

Site Condition: The site is relatively undisturbed except for natural erosional
processes, and it is possible that a substantial portion of the subsurface
deposits may be intact.

Recommendations: Because of the amount of Tithic debitage and its relatively
intact preservation, further testing in the form of 1-m? and 2-m? hand-excavated
units and soil and matrix sampling is recommended at this site to determine the
extent and significance of subsurface cultural deposits.

41 BK 24

Location: Site 41 BK 24 is located along the eastern boundary of the surVey
area, ca. 1.25 km south of the entrance to the study area.
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Site Description: This small site, less than 20 m in diameter, contains a
small number of Tithic debitage fragments as well as several small siliceous
cobbles and/or pebbles suitable for the manufacture of small 1ithic tools. No
burned rock or Rabdofus snail shells were observed in this vicinity.

Type of site: Chipping station.

Elevation: 270 feet above mslT.

Topography and Soils: The site is located on the eastern slopes of a small
playa depression. This depression is characterized by a small outcropping of
gypsum. The soil in the area is an uncompacted, grayish brown sandy loam.
Vegetation is dense with tall grasses, dense blackbrush, mesquite, and huisache.

Site Condition: The site is partially eroded and densely overgrown with thorn
brush. '

Recommendations: Because of the limited site area and lack of significant
cultural materials, no further work is recommended at this location.

41 BK 25

Location: Site 41 BK 25 is located ca. 100 m northwest of 41 BK 24 along a
slight playalike depression overlook.

Site Description: A road through the site area has exposed a light scatter of
lithic debitage, Rabdotfus snail shells, and some burned caliche. Somewhat
linear in shape, site dimensions measure ca. 200 x 50 m.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.

Elevation: 280 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site is located on the southern slopes of a gently
rolling hill, and directly to the south is a playalike depression. The soil
is a light gray sandy loam. Vegetation includes mesquite, thorn brush, and
tall grasses.

Site Condition: The site is partially eroded and densely overgrown with thorn
brush.

Recommendations: While the site covers a moderately extensive area, the lack

of significant cultural materials and the disturbed site condition suggest no
further work is necessary at this lecation.

41 BK 26

Location: Site 41 BK 26 is located on a hilltop along the eastern margins of
the survey area and ca. 550 m south of the entrance road to the study area.
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Site Description: The site is linear in shape and measures ca. 200 x 75 m.
No burned caliche rock or Rabdotus snail shells were observed at this location;
a medial biface fragment and several pieces of lithic debitage were collected.

Type of Site: Temporary lithic workshop center.

Elevation: 285 feet above msl1.

Topography and Soils: The site Tocation is relatively flat with a slight
slope to the.south. The soil at this site is an uncompacted reddish, sandy

loam. Vegetation is dominated by mesquite, huisache, and dense grasses.

Site Condition: This site is moderately eroded and partially disturbed by a
ranch road which bisects the site.

Recommendations: Because of the lack of significant cultural materials and
partially disturbed condition of a Targe portion of the site, no further work
is recommended at this location.

41 BK 27

Location: Site 41 BK 27 is located ca. 300 m south of the Alta Mesa Camp and
along a ranch road running north to south through the survey area.

Site Description: Approximately 100 x 50 m, the site is composed of a thin
scatter of burned caliche and Rabdotus snail shells. Cultural materials consist
of several pieces of lithic debitage. No features or material concentrations
were observed either on the surface or within a shallow profile exposed by road
grading activities.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.

Elevation: 280 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site is situated on a slight slope. Topography is
generally flat, and the soil is a light gray brown sandy loam. Mesquite,
huisache, and thorn brush predominate the floral assemblage.

Site Condition: Moderately disturbed by road grading and natural erosion.
Recommendations: Because of the lack of significant cultural materials and the
extent of surface damage, no further work is recommended at this site.

41 BK 28

Location: Site 41 BK 28 is located adjacent to the Leon Cito windmill in the
northwest portion of the study area.
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Site Description: This historic site consists of a large and deep, hand-dug
well and trough. The well opening measures ca. two by three meters and is at
least 10-15 m deep. Limestone and caliche block 1ined, the well is now
surrounded by unusually dense vegetation. The associated trough measures

ca. 4 x 10 m, and the remaining walls are ca. 1.3 m in height. The long axis
of the well and trough is east to west. The dense vegetation precludes an
accurate estimate on the possibility of additional walls or other features.

Type of Site: Historic.
Elevation: 265 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site is located in a relatively flat area and is
adjacent to a modern stock tank and watering trough. The soil is a gray brown
sandy loam and unusually dense and tall weeds and grasses surround the site.

Site Condition: The site has been moderately damaged by natural erosion.

Recommendations: Current archival research does not shed any light on the
origins of this well, although Lino Trevino's map (Fig. 5) does indicate a
Rancho at Leon Cito (the windmill 1ocation). This ranch, 1like the well, may
be related to the wall (house) remains at nearby 41 BK 29. Further work is
recommended at this site, and specific suggest1ons are presented in the
Recommendations of 41 BK 29.

41 BK 29

Location: Site 41 BK 29 is located ca. 150 m northwest of the Leon Cito wind-
mill and adjacent to a ranch road running north to south, in the northwestern
portion of the survey area.

Site Description: This historic site consists of a badly eroded wall composed
of large caliche and limestone blocks cemented together with an adobelike
material. Little remains of the original foundation to this structure except
the remains of the south wall oriented northwest to southeast. The wall is
ca. six meters in length, ca. three meters in height, and ca. 60 cm thick.

No outbuildings or other features were noted within the vicinity after several
intensive survey transects. The walls' proximity to the well and trough
structure of 41 BK 28 suggests these two historic sites are related.

Type of Site: Historic occupation.

Elevation: 265 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site is Tlocated in a once-cleared area although high
grasses and a recent growth of mesquite obscures much of the terrain and ground

surface. The soil is a tan sandy loam.

Site Condition: The site is extensively damaged by natural processes and
possibly modern land clearing.
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Recommendations: Preliminary investigations suggest both the remains of the
occupation structure at this location and the well complex at 41 BK 28 are
related to the Rancho Leon Cito noted on Lino Trevino's early map of the study
area (see Fig. 5). Because of the lack of available data on both of these
sites, further archival research is recommended to determine the actual site
significance. 1In addition, if these sites are to be adversely impacted,
testing in the form of 1-m2 and 2-m? excavation units as well as a series of
systematic shovel tests are recommended to more clearly define the extent of
the walls and foundations. Preliminary research suggests these two sites may
be related to the early Mexican land grant occupations of the study area,

ca. 1850s and possibly as early as 1835.

41 BK 30

Location: Site 41 BK 30 is located ca. 480 m south of 41 BK 31 in the south-
central portion of the study area. A ranch road passes through a portion of
the site area.

Site Description: The site consists of a scatter of 1ithic debitage, burned
rock, and Rabdotus snail shells. The site area is ca. 75 x 30 m. No features
or material concentrations were observed.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.
Elevation: 275 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site is Tocated on a slight rise southwest of a
playalike depression. The soil is an uncompacted, gray sand. The western
margins of the site are in a cleared pasture with a moderate regrowth of
huisache and mesquite.

Site Conditions: The area has been cleared of vegetation, and the surface
appears root plowed. A portion of the site has been further damaged by con-
struction of a ranch road.

Recommendations: Because of road construction and land clearing damage, no
further work is recommended at this site.

41 BK 31

Location: Site 41 BK 31 is located in the central portion of the study area
and is situated on the southern slopes of a small hill overlooking a small
playalike depression.

Site Description: This prehistoric site is composed of a thin lithic scatter
associjated with burned limestone caliche and Rabdotus snail shells. Site
dimensions are estimated to be 75 x 25 m. No concentrations of cultural
materials or features were noted.

Type of Site: Temporary occupatibn.
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Elevation: 280 feet above ms1.

Topography and Soils: This site is situated on a slope with higher ground to
the west and a playalike depression southward. The soil is an uncompacted sandy
loam. Vegetation across the site consists of huisache, tall grasses, mesquite,
and thorn brush.

Site Condition: The site is partially eroded; the western portion has been
cleared, and the eastern portion of the site is overgrown with thorn brush.

Recommendations: Because of the limited site area and lack of significant
cultural materials, no further work is recommended at this site.
41 BK 32

Location: Site 41 BK 32 is Tocated in the east-central portion of the study
area, ca. 1.2 km south of the Alta Mesa Camp.

Site Description: About 100 m in diameter, this prehistoric site is character-
ized by a light scatter of 1ithic debitage, burned rock, and Rabdoftus snail
shells. No features or material concentrations were noted throughout the site
area. A possible 0fmos biface and a small collection of lithic debitage were
collected at this site.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.

Elevation: 280 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: The site is located on the crest of a small rise. The
soil is an uncompacted, fine-grained sandy loam. Mesquite, huisache, and dense,
tall grasses dominate the floral collection.

Site Condition: The site is moderately eroded.

Recommendations: Because of the low frequency of diagnostic materials, small
site size, and natural erosion, no further work is recommended at this site.

41 BK 33

Location: Located on a hill ca. 500 m northeast of the Alta Mesa Camp, the
site is bisected by a ranch road running north to south.

Site Description: About 100 m in diameter, the site consists of a light scatter
of Tithic debitage, burned caliche, and Rabdotus snail shells. No features or
material concentrations were noted.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.

Flevation: 295 feet above msl.
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Topography and Soils: This site is located on the crest and slope of the
highest elévation in the study area. The soil is a sandy, grayish brown
loam. Vegetation includes blackbrush, mesquite, huisache, and grasses.

Site Condition: Partially eroded, a portion of the site is damaged by road
construction.

Recommendations: Because of the Tack of significant diagnostic materials and
site damage by road construction, no further work is recommended at this site.

41 BK 34

Location: Site 41 BK 34 1is located about 800 m south of the Alta Mesa Camp in
the east-central portion of the study area.

Site Description: The site is ca. 60 m in diameter and consists of a thin
scatter of lithic debitage, burned rock, and Rabdotus snail shells.

Type of Site: Temporary occupation.
Elevation: 285 feet above msl.

Topography and Soils: This site is situated on the western slopes of a small
hill. The soil is a light gray sandy loam. Vegetation includes dense stands
of blackbrush, mesquite, huisache, and tall grasses.

Site Condition: The site is partially eroded and also damaged by road construc-
tion.

Recommendations: Because of the limited site area and the extensive natural
and modern damage to this site, no further work is recommended at this
location.

CULTURAL MATERIALS

This section will present a brief description of the prehistoric material and
several historic artifacts recovered during survey work. Prehistoric materials
are tabulated by individual site collection and classified by type and fre-
quency of chipped or battered stone. -The materials are identified as formal
chipped stone tools (projectile points, bifaces, and unifaces) and Tithic
debitage (flakes, cores, chips, and chunks). The presence of battered stone
and modified or utilized debitage was also noted.

This report will detail the material collection from the current study area

but will not discuss specific processes of the general lithic reduction
sequence, a study of typological methodologies, or present a background to

the study of prehistoric lithic materials. For the reader interested in these
aspects of stone tool technology, the references presented in McGraw, Van Note,
and Jones (1984) are recommended, as well as their Appendix, which defines com-
monly used terms in that (and this) study.
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Prehistoric Materials

A single, small projectile point and two point fragments, three preformlike
bifaces, seven small, crudely made bifaces (possibly used as gougelike tools),
two unifacial tool fragments, and three miscellaneous biface fragments were
collected from various sites. Approximately nine percent of the debitage

(184 specimens) reflected evidence of edge wear damage associated with utili-
zation. In addition, three small fragments of marine shell and 11 historic
stone, bottle, and window glass artifacts were recovered. Provenience of these
materials is presented in Table 1, and a brief description of individual bifaces
and unifaces, by site, is presented in Table 2. Selected artifacts are illus-
trated in Figure 6.

Projectile Points

Only three small, triangular dart points and/or fragments were collected during
the survey (see Table 2 for attribute data). One small dart point was surface
collected from 41 BK 21 (Fig. 6,1), and a proximal portion was recovered from
41 BK 8 (Fig. 6,g) and 41 BK 26. In addition, in the context of an isolated
find, a small triangular biface, possibly a projectile point (Fig, 6,i), was
recovered at IF-1 (see Fig. 2 for location) about 500 m northwest of 41 BK 31.
No specific chronological age can be associated with this small collection.

The dart points are assumed to be related to activities occurring at some
unknown time during the Archaic period.

Bifacial and Unifacial Artifacts

As noted, three preformlike bifaces (Fig, 6,j), seven small, generally crudely
worked but steeply edge beveled bifacial tools (Fig. 6,a-d), and three miscel-
laneous biface fragments (Fig. 6,f) were collected (see Tables 1 and 2). Two
unifacially chipped artifacts were also recovered. The seven small bifacial
tools are characterized by semi-invasive, steep beveling on one or more edges;
several are roughly triangular in outline, and two (from 41 BK 12 and 41 BK 23
[Fig. 6,h]) are similar to the previously defined 0&mos tool type (Shafer and
Hester 1971).

Miscellaneous Debitage

One hundred eighty-four fragments of chipped and battered stone were recovered.
Decorticate chips and chunks comprised approximately 54% of this material. In
contrast, chipped stone flakes comprised less than 13% (see Table 1). Cores,
as such, consisted of small cobbles and Targe pebbles often less than five
centimeters in Tength. Utilized debitage was only noted in nine percent of the
sample and was most common on flakes and decorticate chips. A large portion

of the collection (in excess of 60%) appeared as fire reddened or possibly heat
treated. '
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PROVENIENCE OF COLLECTED MATERIALS
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Number

41 BK 8
41 BK 9

41 BK 10

41 BK 11

41 BK 12

41 BK 14
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41 BK 17
41 BK 18
41 BK 19

41 BK 20
41 BK 21

41 BK 22
41 BK 23
41 BK 24
41 BK 25
41 BK 26
41 BK 27
41 BK 28
41 BK 29
41 BK 30
41 BK 31

41 BK 32
41 BK 33
41 BK 34

Total

a1 BK 13




R UEN S -EWRY

34

103y JO 3DUBPLAD ‘pOOM paljiiuiad uwody apey Jdeiiun 1L 6L 6l G¢ €€ 8 Ly
‘palead} 1eay J0 pauappsd adi4 Juswbeay soeytq L1 S 8l Ll ¢ge g 1y
*]48Yyd pauledb-wnipaw
‘uey Jybl) “quawbeay Lesaze] ‘pajsom AL3pna) Juswbedy aoe4tq 07 6l 8l 82 ¢t 8 Ly
‘poom patjldaiad
Wo4) spew ‘paydnolad A[DALSEAUL-LWBS ©{|ewg 9Je4iq |lews £'¢ 8 Ll L2 ¢t 4 Ly
*Auopad|eys pauledb-3Sae0D FUMOUG WNLpPaY quawbeay adejiq 2'8 g Al Ge L€ g9 1P
“pajead] jeay a|qissod ‘pauiedb wnipay aoeiLun L'y 9 91 0¢ 0t A9 Ly
*pajyJom A apnad ‘uo0yod
ut uey gyby| “quawbesy 003 JeinBuerday ¢yjews 90BILqQ |{ews LY L AT 61 9¢ A4 ¥
“uoLjsod |ewixoad paysturjun yiim jutod
9|1103foud aiqLssod “8de)iq paydom ALapnd) uotaad spqgLssod L€ 9 £l ée 9¢ Ag Ly
*348yd pautedb-unipaw ‘uey 3ybL| “abpas
Buole yonojlad SALSBAUL-LWBS YLM paydoMm A|apnua) |JejLq | |euws L€ 6 6l 02 €2 M9 Ly
‘juswbeay [00} pa|aAaq A|1e}SIp Jeinbueidl [|eus ‘soe4Lq | |ews 69 8 Le 6¢ £¢ 4 LY
"PAAOM A]3pnad ‘poom patytajad woay spey (¢) waogaud 0°¢ 8 Ll 12 £2 %4 1y
“348Yd Aeuab quadnjsued) Juaubed)
B 1OJd) Spewt juLod JJep ||ewS ‘paydomay jurod 8 L308f04d VA L1 4 ot 12 Mg Ly
*JUSPLAD JBBM-3SN OU “3143YD pauledb
-9sde0d “1ybL| e wodi spew ‘wuoyaud 9]qLSSod wao4a4d apqrssod 1L 6 81 6¢ €L Mg 1y
*adA3 003 vowy(p 01
Jeftuts ‘sabpes Buoje Hui|anag ajeudaije ‘dasls aoeilq 8'¢ 9 1é ae el a1y
*sabpa palanaq
A19jeudslfe f348yd ue} “abps pajanaq A|desls aoejLq ||ews G°¢ L 02 12 2L e Ly
*JUSpPLA3 JeBM-3SN oU
‘leLaajew pauteab-asaeod ‘Aesb ‘waojaad a|qLssod aoeiLq 9y It 22 02 iL Mg Ly
‘leL49lewl pooM patylutad ‘abpa paisaaq A|desas 0eSLQ |lews L°2 8 71 bl LL A9 LY
“BuLuutyy |eseq “349ud pauieab-auls
fumodg yJdep ‘jutod juep Je|nSuetay ©[peuws juLod a[130afoud G2 G 82 22 8 34 1P
adA) (sweub) () () ()
SyAewsy FoRS LAY 1YyBLaM  ssawydLyl YIPLM y3budT 9%ts
S3ITVAINN ANY S3IIV4I9 A3LD3T700 40 SILNGIHLLY "2 379Vl



o
—

=
vy gt

v
%

Ze

QW QY‘
}ﬂﬂ ,Q&
) ﬁ%?
SN
2 s T
EENNE

m. GRECO

Figure 6. Coflected Arntifacts grom the Brooks County Survey. a, medial frag-
ment, thin biface, 41 BK 265 b, complete biface, 41 BK 12; ¢, small distal
fragment of bifacial tool, 41 BK 32; d small bifacial tool, 41 BK 23; e, ex-
pended core, 41 BK 23; f, unidentifiable biface, 41 BK 32; g, proximal dart
point fragment, 41 BK 8; h, possible 0fmos tool, 41 BK 23; 1 possible small
projectile point, IF-1; j, crude biface, 41 BK 13; k, expended core, 41 BK 12;
1, triangular dart point, 41 BK 21.
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Historic Materials

Only 11 small pottery, bottle, and window glass fragments were recovered during
survey operations (see Table 1 for provenience data). Seven sherds of undeco-
rated stoneware were collected at the historic site of 41 BK 29 along with two
chips of otherwise unidentifiable bottle and glass. Stoneware, as discussed

in McGraw, Van Note, and Jones (1984), was commonly used in the late 19th to
early 20th centuries to store liquids. It was most popular until the 1900s and
decreased in popularity shortly afterward.

SUMMARY AND INTERPRETATIONS

In summary, the 25 prehistoric sites are characterized as small, spatially dis-
crete, activity areas often less than 100 m in diameter. Very little chipped
stone debris was noted at any of these sites, and this may be directly related
to the lack of raw materials, siliceous stone pebbles, in or around the survey
area. Less than 10 chips and flakes as well as an occasional stone tool frag-
ment or projectile point commonly comprised the surface material distribution

of individual sites. Almost all of the prehistoric sites evidenced some burned
caliche, presumably once used as hearthstones or at least associated with burned
rock clusters. Al1 aboriginal sites were situated on (relatively) high overlook
areas above small depressions that may have once served as intermittent water-
holes. These sites, based on the limited amount of surface evidence available,
are thought to represent the remains of small, temporary, multifunctional
actigity camps related to occupation and/or hunting overlook sites (Hester
1981).

The 1lithic collection is dominated by fire-reddened and/or heat-treated material;
except for 18 small bifaces and unifaces, the remainder of the collection is
composed of flakes, corticate and decorticate chips, chunks, and several pebble
cores. A relatively small amount of this debitage has been utilized. A high
percentage of this material was composed of brown to Tight brown, medium- to
fine-grained chert, apparently originating from small pebble cores. Given the
type of collection and the frequency of material types, as well as the physical
site characteristics, a limited amount of 1ithic activity is postulated to have
taken place at these prehistoric sites. Bifacial tools and fragments, rather
than projectile points, occur most frequently in the collection, and preliminary
interpretations suggest at least a slight emphasis on distinctive, steeply edge-
beveled tool utilization.

In comparison with the 1ithic collection from the previous Chevron Resources
Company properties in Duval County (McGraw, Van Note, and Jones 1984), several
observations may be noted. First, while both the collections contain an
unusually small amount of materials (202 artifacts from Brooks County compared
to a total of 160 artifacts from Duval County), the raw source materials

differ substantially. Duval County materials were dominated by a milky-white
cryptocrystalline material while those of the current study area originated

in small- to medium-sized siliceous pebbles, medium to dark brown in color.

A small amount of petrified wood material was also noted in the Brooks County
collection. Given the fact that collected tool types from both areas represent
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(at Teast partially) the remains of portable tool kits, the actual source
materials are thought to have originated near or around each individual survey
area; i.e., no unusual intrusive materials were noted in either area, and the
individual collections are dominated by a distinctive source material.

The actual frequency of bifaces (including projectile points), unifaces, and
debitage from the current survey area and of previously surveyed portions of
Duval County is illustrated in Figure 7. While the total number of formal
tools in both collections are small, differences are apparent in material
types. Bifaces and unifaces comprise only nine percent of the collection from
Brooks County but 16% from Duval County sites. Tertiary flakes constitute
almost 30% of the collection from Duval County but less than eight percent
from the sites in Brooks County. A major difference in the frequency of
corticate chips and irregular chunks may be related to the differences in raw
(resource) materials. A higher percentage of cortex material might be associ-
ated with the small pebble cores utilized in Brooks County rather than with
the larger chunks of cryptocrystalline materials in Duval County. The percent-
age of modified and utilized debitage between the two areas is also striking;
about nine percent for Brooks County sites compared to over 38% for sites in
Duval County.

Although the material collection totals may be generally similar in size,
significant differences are thought to exist in the distribution of material
types. While other explanations may exist, preliminary interpretations suggest
substantial differences not in the intensity, but in the extent of prehistoric
activities within these two areas. The differences of actual site locations
within an environmental context (especially the proximity to intermittent,
playalike water resources in Brooks County) also suggest qualitative differ-
ences (e.g., low density pattern of Hester 1981) between the prehistoric
activities in these two locations.

RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on limited surface evidence, the newly identified sites are thought to
represent the remains of small, temporary, multifunctional activity camps
related to occupation and/or hunting overlook camps. These prehistoric activ-
ity locations are topographically similar and contain only a light scatter of
cultural materials with few diagnostic materials and features. A major problem
with the interpretation of the results of the field investigations has been

the evidence of some buried deposits at many of the sites; most of the sites
were found on erosional exposures, road cuts, or sendencs. This buried site
phenomenon is directly related to the high rate of aeolian sand deposits
throughout the study area. This factor, in some ways, complicates any recom-
mendations made in this report which are based primarily on surface observations.
Stated simply, this report cannot offer comprehensive recommendations on sites
which have only been surface surveyed but which apparently contain at least
some buried deposits.

In the Tight of evaluating these sites within the National Register criteria,
this report recommends that four of the larger prehistoric site locations,
which evidenced distinct buried cultural deposits, be further tested by hand
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or mechanical excavations to determine the nature and the extent of buried
cultural deposits. This testing would not only reflect the significance of
cultural deposits at individual sites, but would also act as a sample from
which to interpret the overall areal significance. This testing would take
the form of a series of 50-cm? shovel tests and 1-m? or 2-m? excavation
units screened through 1/4-inch or 1/8-1inch wire cloth. Additionally, the
use of a backhoe would be highly recommended in limited tests of the larger
site area of 41 BK 12.

In addition to the four prehistoric sites, the historic sites of 41 BK 28

and 41 BK 29 (a massive hand-dug, stone-lined well and the remains of a 1ime-
stone and caliche structure, respectively) are also recommended for further
work. Preliminary background research suggests that these two features are
related to the Leon Cito Ranch, thought to exist in this area in the middle
to late 19th century. A hand-drawn map identified from the files of the Texas
Ranger Museum, Falfurrias (see Fig. 5) shows this site (Leon Cito) and a road
Teading to nearby "Racho [sic] Nuevo." This road, or a similar one, could
still be identified on a 1954 aerial photograph on file at the local Soil
Conservation Office in Falfurrias. The significance of the massive well
structure at 41 BK 28 is not clear, although Mrs. Jimmie Picquet, Director of
the John Conner Museum at Texas A&I University at Kingsville, suggested the
description of this old well sounds similar to the well at Los Ojellos, a
National Register historic site near the border of Webb and Jim Hogg Counties.
Further research may clarify the significance of the structures. Testing at
41 BK 28 and 41 BK 29 is recommended to consist of 50-cm? shovel tests, 1-m?
and 2-m? excavation units, and plane table and/or alidade mapping of both
sites as well as further background research.

Recommendations for all recorded sites are summarized in Table 3.
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TABLE 3. SUMMARY OF RECOMMENDATIONS, BROOKS COUNTY SURVEY

No
Further Limited
Site Number Work Testing Comments
41 BK 8 X
47 BK 9 X
41 BK 10 X
471 BK 11 X
41 BK 12 X small eroding hearth and
concentration of chipped
stone observed
41 BK 13 X
41 BK 14 X
41 BK 15 X
41 BK 16 X X well-preserved deposits;
evidence of undisturbed
cultural materials
471 BK 17 X
41 BK 18 X
41 BK 19 X
41 BK 20 X
41 BK 21 X buried deposits noted in
erosional cuts; diagnostic
materials collected
41 BK 22 X
41 BK 23 X several diagnostic materials
collected and evidence of
further buried deposits
41 BK 24 X
471 BK 25 X
41 BK 26 X
41 BK 27 X
41 BK 28 X historic, hand-dug well
structure
41 BK 29 X historic structure
471 BK 30 X
41 BK 31 X
41 BK 32 X
41 BK 33 X
41 BK 34 X
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