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J. B. SOLL13E�GER 

This iss ue is dedicated to the honor of Mr. J. B. Sollberge r of Dallas, 

in recognition of his pioneering work in the development 0: the archaeology of 

SO'.lth Texas. Solly has been surveying, collecting, studying. thinking, and 

writing about Sou.th Texas artifacts since 1 9 3 4  and has made major cO�1tri.butions 
to 0:.1r understanding of the cultural d.:!velopme:J.ts of this area. Since his worl<.s 

have appeared in The Record, publicatio:1. of the Dallas A rcheolog·i.cal Society, 
they have not always received �he readership in SO'.lth Texas that they deserve. 

For this reason, this issue begins with reprints 0: three of the Sollberger 

papers which will sample his work across the years. 

Our thanks to the Da�1as Archeological Society a:1.d The Record (Toni 

Turner, Editor ) for their p:�rmissio'1 to reprint articles a"ld for their support 

in putting together this issue. Our thanks aJso �o Dr. Tom Hester a"ld the 

Texas Archeological Research L�boratory, A:.lstin, for making copies of the 
earlier S':)llberger papers available for use in this issue. 
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A PREHISTORIC ROCKSHELTER IN KERR COUNTY, TEXAS* 

J. B. Sollberge r 

Goat Bluff is located in the southwestern part of Kerr County. The 
terrain is the rough Edwards Plateau region, known locally as the "Hill 
Country". In the bluff is a sheltered area, by virtue of an upper ledge of 
limestone protruding out some ten feet or more. The sheltered area is 
about forty feet long. Many large slabs of the overhang have fallen to the 
floor. This has prevented a continuous excavation of the floor. 

The first test pit was dug after removing about 12 inches of goat 
manure. This pit was two feet wide by three feet long and was dug to a 
depth of thirty inches. The top eight inches contained many flint chips, 
fragments of bone, shattered mussel shells, bits of charcoal and ashes; 
all mixed in a reddish black soil. The lower twenty-two inches were almost 
pure ashes but contained limestone slabs from the roof of the shelter, frag­
ments of charcoal, and a large number of flint flakes. 

I next reInoved the goat droppings from an area three feet six inches 
by eight feet in the center of the shelter and sifted the top eight inches 
through a screen. Test holes showed mostly ashes and roof slabs to be 
continuous under the top eight inches of cultural material. No artifacts were 
found in the ash bed, but numerous large to small flint flakes were present. 

In that no other sizeable area was exposed due to the litter of fallen 
ceiling, I decided to trench under one of the large fallen slabs to determine 
if it had fallen before or afte r Indian occupation. Artifacts were recovered 
from under the slab, but the ash bed did not appear. Therefore, the shelter 
was occupied before the overhang fell. 

There was no indication of stratification. Artifacts we re most 
nUInerous in the top three inches but types extended down to the top of the 
ash bed. A total of ninety-six items were recovered. Types are illustrated 
full size in Figures 1 through 3. Circled nUInbers indicate totals of types 
recovered. 

The artifacts recovered from the Goat Bluff shelter people places 
theIn in an interInediate position in the local cultural sequence; they were a 
people who used the spear and atlatl as well as the bow. Directly above the 
shelter (on top of the bluff) is a burnt rock mound village area containing 
two burnt rock mounds. I have collected several hundred lithic artifacts 
from this open caInp site; only one was a small arrow point (Perdiz). Con­
sidering this one Perdiz to be out of place, a people using only the atlatl 
seemed to have occupied the site above the shelter. The shelter people, 
in comparison, used 72 percent arrowpoints and only 28 percent dart or 
spear points. This strongly suggests that the atlatl had been nearly outmoded 
in the shelter people's time; or that users had adopted the cane arrow tipped 
with a foreshaft and small arrowpoint. 

The basis of the interInediate position in time of these bow-using 
pe ople is the total abs e nc e of the Pe rdiz arrowpoint type in the s helte r remains. 

�:: Reprinted from THE RECORD, Vol. 8, No. 3, December 1949, with the 
permission of the Dallas Archeological Society. 
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Fig ure 1. G oat Bluff Shelter - B one & Antler A rtifacts; Flint Knives. 
Scale = Full Size 
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Figure 2. Goat Bluff Shelter - Dart Points. Scale = Full Size. 
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Figure 3. Goat Bluff Shelter - Arrow Point s. Sc ale = Full Size. 
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In that the Toyah Focus of the historic Jurnano {(Ed. note : or Tonkawa -
s e e  Suhm 1960» has be e n  e s tablishe d as  the carriers of the Pe rdiz point 
and that this point is pre s e nt in the uppe r  levels of nearby burnt rock mounds 
sufficient in nUIn�ers to s h ow only an early c ontact but not a focus. it s eems 
reas onable that the late st burnt rock mounds of this area mi ght date around 
1450 AD (Kelley n. d.  ) ,  that the Goat Bluff s helte r people we r e  pre - 1 400 AD, 
and that the burnt rock mounds of the area containing no s mall arrowpoi nts 
must  ante date the occupati on of the Goat Bluff s helte r. 

SUMMARY 

The Goat Bluff s helter pe ople s e em to have been an exte nsio n ,  if 
not a c ontinuous developm e nt ,  of the earlier «Archaic» burnt rock mound 
pe ople be caus e of the lack of influe nce exe rte d on their dart and arrowpoint 
forms .  If the s e q uence of heavy lance , throwing spear ,  atlatl, bow with 
lar ge s olid arrow foll owe d  by a cane arrow with a small diameter wooden 
fores haft tippe d with a small arrowp oi nt is the order of weapon developme nt, 
then each stage is here being accompa nie d by a stepping down in si ze of a 
similar, bas ically de s igne d point. A c onti nuity thereby s e ems to be reas on­
ably e stablished. 

It furthe r s e ems that the occupants left the Goat Bluff s helter in 
pre-Toyah Foc us time s be caus e of the lack of Per diz arrowp oints.  It would 
als o  appear that the pe ople c ontinue d living in the local area as burnt rock 
mound builde rs as evide nced by Lamb's C reek Mound (Sollbe r ger 1948). 
Here the Perdiz point was found in the upper level of the mound in small 
numbe rs , a s s ociate d with arrowpoints practically identical with points fr om 
Goat Bluff (illustrat e d  in Fig ure 3). Further work in this vic inity is c ontem­
plated ,  especially in nearby s helter site s , for additional c omparis ons. 

Refere nc es* 

* Se e c ons oli date d bibliograph y at the end of this is s ue. 



THREE SITES IN ATASCOSA COUNTY. TEXAS
* 

J. B. Sollberger 

I have prepared four figures and one table of full size line tracings of 
artifacts collected from three sites in Atascosa County. Texas. Site I is 
located at the juncture of White Brush Creek and the Atascosa River. Site n 
is approximately one mile upstream of White Brush Creek. Site m is approxi­
mately one and one-half miles southwest of Site L 

This area of Texas being unfamiliar to most of us (I got lost afoot in 
the dense White Brush and mesquite on each of my two trips to this vicinity). 
I will attempt to describe the country. The soil adjacent to the water course 
is sandy. Light colored tight gravel-bearing soil is prevalent on the slopes 
and rounding hills. While the flatter topped mesa-like prominances have a more 
grey to dark dirt. The only apparent industry is ranching and beekeeping. 

The lithic artifacts from Atascosa sites I and IT contrast sharply with 
our East Fork of the Trinity grainy quartzites and cherty materials -- in 
Sites I and n the favored material of the vicinity being bar-like grained or 
laminated nodules of crusted or patinated quartz. The colors vary from 
translucent glass. pink amber, to glossy opaque brown. The better made 
arrow points and small darts of this material are gem like in beauty. The 
larger dart points and knives are made of good quality dark grey flint with 
some light. to white. and a few fine blue flints. Also, petrified palmetto, 
dull opaque. to agatized. was used. I failed to locate the source of the flint. 
It seems not of local origin. 

These sites are all in virgin mesquite and White Brush timber. The 
total classifiable artifacts (154) are all surface finds. That is. surface on the 
higher ground and from the bottoms and sides of washes, sometimes 10 feet 
deep at the lower levels of the sites. 

Site m offers a puzzle in that only triangular darts and flakes were 
found there. See Figures I and 2. (The bottom row of Figure 2 belongs to 
Sites I and n.) However. Site m types are present on Sites I and n. but only 
in scant quantity; additionally. in the quartz material, which was not found to 
be used in Site III. 

Figures 3 and 4 are specimens from Sites I and n. Here. a very few 
quite small fragments of pottery were observed but not collected. In Figure 4 
the larger corner-tang knife was found at the bottom of a wash about seven 
feet deep. The piece ha� been freshly broken by a COWlS hoof. The imprint of 
the missing point was plain in the muddy caliche. but the broken point clung 
to the mud on the COWlS hoof and I was unable to find it. The other corner.., 
tang piece, Figure 4, is worked from an older patinated piece. The newer 
flaking is prominent and the piece has a bogus appearance. The stemmed 
scraper, Figure 4. Site I, is the only scraper from the three sites. This cer­
tainly must represent poor sampling on my part. 

A bone awl. 3 1/2 inches long (not shown) broken at the butt end was 
found at Site IT. The bone is badly cracked longitudinally, but still smooth. 
white and intact • 

... 

.,. Reprinted from THE RECORD, Vol. 9, No. 3, Jan. -Feb., 1951, with the 
permis sion of the Dallas Archeological Society. 
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Figure 1. Artifacts from Site m, Atascosa County, Texas. 
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Figure 2. Artifacts from Site m (Rows 1 and 2) , and Sites I arid II (Row 3). 
Atascosa County, Texas. 
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Figure 3. Artifacts from Sites I and il, Atascosa County, Texas. 
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In Figure 3, lower left artifact, the number "10" indicates ten arti­
facts, whole and broken, of that type, were found.. Other numbers on the 
figures indicate the number of artifacts· of that type. 

None of the artifacts seem to have sanded or smoothed sterns or bases. 
None appear to have parallel, oblique or opposed chipping. The triangular 
darts with straight or nearly straight sides (Figure 2, center row) seem to 
have purpo sely thinned bases. On these, one or more long flakes from either 
side have been taken off the bases towards the points with the result that in 
some cases, the thickest part of the point is at, or forward of the midsection 
of the point. This does not, however, suggest Folsom, or give a fluted appear­
ance. If there was any stratification or depth in occupation I failed to observe 
it in the deep washes. Artifacts found in such, appear to have washed in, or 
the soil washed away, leaving the artifacts at lower elevations. No evidence 
of white contact was indicated to me. The widely found dart type (Figure 4. 
lower left corner) is here as elsewhere. characterized by unusual thinness 
for combined length and breadth. 

These Atascosa River artifacts. to me. seem to be more related in 

form. to the more westerly Early Recent types. than the later Eastern to 
North Texas examples. Also several features of "Early man" points as already 
mentioned, are seemingly absent. Therefore, relative age and identifications 
of these sites shall be left for the more qualified than I to estimate. 

Bone awl Site II 1 

Arrow points Sites I and II 44 

Scrapers Site I 1 

Corner Tang knives Site I 2 

Drills Site I 1 

Dart points Sites I and II 49 
Stemmed, barbed, etc. 

"'-

Dart points , triangular
"" 

Sites I, II. and m 56 

All styles including knives 

TOTAL CLASSIFIABLE ARTIFACTS 1 5 4 

.... 

.,. Approximately eleven of this total are from Sites I and II, the 

remainder Site m 

Table 1 .  Classifiable artifacts from Sites I, II and m, Atascosa County. 

.' 



A NEW TYPE OF ARROW POINT 
W ITH SPECULA TrONS AS TO ITS ORIGIN * 

J. B .  Sollberger 

ABSTRACT 

An arrow point of bold and dis tinct form has been excavate d from 
rocks helters and a s ingle burnt rock mount from Kerr County, T e xas . I 
as s ign the name, Type E dwards Arrow Point, becaus e it is s o  s imilar to 
s everal of the late Edwards Plateau Aspect Archaic dart types . This Edwards 
Type Arrow Point is the dominant and, appare ntly, the initial type, in the Kerr 
County region of the E dwards Plateau of Texas . ·· 

THE E DW ARDS TYPE ARROW POINT 

The purpos e of this paper is to pre s e nt a type name to a definite 
type of arrow point, and to inquire of othe rs whe re e ls e it may be known. 

Since 1934, I have done cons i derable arche ol ogical res earch in the 
s outhwestern corner of Kerr County, T e xas principally, and to a les s e r 
degre e in other Ce ntral T exas areas . Among the s everal hundre d artifacts 
recovere d from the s urface in Kerr County, arrow points number les s than a 
half-dozen, and all are of the Perdiz Type . The burnt rock mounds of this 
vicinity and the imme diate areas s urrounding them as occ upational zone s ,  
howe ver, s e emingly d o  not yield any arrow points . The s ingle exception known 
to m e  is the Lamb's Cre e k  Burnt R ock Mound.{The Recor d, September 1 948). 
The fe atures of this m ound cons is t of a rock m ound partially overlying an older 
burnt rock mound. This late mound c ontains arrow points m:'xe d with the 
e xp ecte d types of Edwards Aspect dart forms . The arrow point types are 
Edwards , Scallorn, and Perdiz - - in that order of frequency; with Perdiz b eing 
found s olely on the s urface . See Figure 1 for s pecimens of Edwards Type 
from this m ound. 

In this Kerr County area I have als o e xcavate d and s ifte d the occupa­
tional zones in the bluff s helters ,  where m os t  arrow p oints are found. So far, 
all bluff or rockshelters e xcavate d c ontain arrow poi nts in the freque ncy ratio 
of E dwards and Scallorn; while only one among dozens of burnt rock mounds 
has any arrow points at all. This s e ems to definitely imply s om e  kind of break 
or period of occupational change for this area. Stream te rrace s  (now farme d) 
containing burnt rock mounds , which at one time were littere d with dart points , 
are always adjacent or j oining thes e  s helters , yet no arrow points are in the se 
fie lds except the "one in a thousand" Perdiz Type. 

"Goat's Bluff" (The Recor d, December 1949), is a typical e xample of 
the s e s he lters . The pres e nt floors are covere d by goat and s he ep manure 
bene ath which (from the s urface to about e ight inches de ep) is an occupational 
zone • • • •  hard packe d, containing many arrow and dart p oints , knives , and bone 

... 

... Reprinte d from THE RECORD, Vol. 23, No. 3, March, 1967,  with the 
permis s ion of the Dallas Arche ological Society. 
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and shell in s mall quantities. No perishables, pottery or historic materials 
have I found. The same is true of "August's Bluff, " less than a mile from 
Goatls Bluff. See Figure 2 for Edwards Type arrow points from these two 
shelters. No stratigraphy is present. Arrow and dart forms occur mixed 
from top to bottom of the occ upational zone. 

In 1941, as a guest of a Mr. Ramsey, then of Uvalde, Texas, I 
accompanied him to a shelter north of Uvalde that his party was digging. The 
Edwards Type of arrow point was present in that shelter, but I do not know the 
frequency of its occurrence there. 

These Kerr County shelters contain no Perdiz Type arrow points. 
Lamb's Creek burnt rock mound contained only four Perdiz points, and these 
are ali of red flint not used in any of the Edwards Type ;::.rrow points found 
there. They also were found on the mound surface. These four points could 
easily have been left there by a later person using the spring that flows from 
beneath the mound. 

Other areas containing the Edwards Type known to me appear in a 
different light. At an open site on the Pedernales River, just below Stonewall. 
Texas, the Edwards Type accompanied by a Scallorn-like point (long, narrow 
barbs with a narrow expanding stem) changes to a minority ratio of seven 
Perdiz, four "s callorn, " and four Edwards. Also, along the Atascosa River, 
in the vicinity of Whitsett and Three Rivers, Texas, the Edwards Type is 
pres ent in open campsites accompanied by arrow point types of Scaliorn, 
Perdiz, "Edwards" and "Shumla", in that order of frequency. See The Record", 
Jan. -Feb., 1951. for associated artifacts in this area of Texas. 

DESCRIPTION 

Size: Among the largest of arrow points. Maximum width varies from 
1. 4 cm to 2. 3 cm. Length ranges from 2 cm to 4. 5 cm with a large 
percentage about 4 cm long. 

Blade: Triangular with straight to convex or slightly concave sides with 
frequent finely serrated edges, occasionally recurved; shoulders or 
barbs prominent and pointed, not squared. 

Stem: Deeply divided into two long barb-like projections, each pointed, 
rounded, or squared, and leaving the long axis of the point at approx­
imately 45 degrees or more, down and outward. On the bolder exam­
pIes, these basal projectior..s are narrow and curve either up or down. 

All specimens in Figures 1 and 2 are from the shelters or burnt rock" 
mound as noted. The finely serrated edges of some of the blades are not ade­
quately demonstrated. 

PROJECTED RELATIONS AND ANALYSIS 

Relations to other arrow point types I cannot see. The extremely 
long barb-like projections from the tang or stem :10 not occur on other arrow 
point types to my knowledge. I do see a very close relationship with, or 
development from, some of the Edwards Pla.teau Aspect dart forms which 

• 



were in association in the excavations from which I recovered them. In 
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using An Introductory Handbook of Texas Archeology (Suhm, Krieger, and 
Jelks, 1954) for comparing the stems and ba.sal areas of Edwards to dart types 
Frio, Martindale, and Uvalde, one can clearly see the Edwards Type repro­
duced therein. Some of these dart types have wide stems. This also is a 
feature of the Edwards Type arrow point, as compared to other arrow points. 

In Kerr County excavations, the Edwards Type is directly associated 
with the dart point types Fairland, Ensor, Frio, Uvalde, and Pedernales. A 
study of Figure I, specimens 13, 14, 19, and 20, will show a very similar 
basal outline to Martindale, as well as the basal width of Ensor. Derivative 
siInilarities of deeply notched and bifurcated stem areas of the Uvalde type are 
seen in speciInens I, 4, 6, 7 ,  and 25 in Figure 1. The Frio dart type is amply 
expressed in the stem and basal contours throughout Figures 1 and 2 .  Fairland 
is demonstrated in the stems with long pointed tangs having a down curve as in 
specim.ens 11 and 16, Figure 1. 

I think all these features of the Edwards Type show a direct continua­
tion of adopted form from the dart points into the arrow point transition. This 
does strongly imply that' "Edwards" was the first development of arrow points 
in this part of the Edwards Plateau; and that Scallorn derived from or with 
"Edwards ". Perdiz was most probably a type introduced from elsewhere as 
the last type for this area, but by a later people who did not use the Shelters. 

RECAP AND CONJECTURE 

It seems obvious that the first arrow points of the Kerr County region 
of the Edwards Plateau were direct copies of the dart forms in use at the 
advent of the bow. That is why I have chosen the type name Edwards, rather 
than a town name in order to imply a base, or original arrow form for this 
vicinity of the Edwards Plateau region. 

A close study of arrow point shapes reveals a progression of form 
from the complex to the sim.ple. The latest types being generally a simple 
triangle with or without slight modifications such as Harrell and Fresno, or 
a simple stemmed point such as Perdiz. I suggest that ·the Scallorn Type 
arrow point may have derived from the initial "Edwards" Type soon after the 
advent of the bow. Scallorn is essentially a simple triangle, corner-notched 
upwards and having a base already formed by the original triangle. "Edwards" 
has a too-complicated basal and stem area. 

Figures 1 and 2 of this report, which present the arrow point "Edwards" 
as a type, are presented in the sense that "Edwards" is a master type that 
could be sub-divided as variations in form warrant, once professional archeol­
ogists become familiar with this sector of the Edwards Plateau Aspect. I have 
lim.ited the illustrations of both arrow and dart forms in this report to those 
occurring in rockshelters and one burnt rock mound, all located on one ranch. 

Figures 3 and 4 are intended to show by direct comparison that 
dart points Martindale, Fairland, Ensor, Frio, Pedernales, Uvalde, and 
to a limited extent, Montell, « Ed. : last two points not illustrated)) were 
actually copied in shape and scaled down to arrow point size and weight at 
the time of transition from atlatl use to adoption of the bow. The literature 
does not report a comparable arrow point in Texas • • • •  



16 

, 
, 

2 4 

6 

7 

18 19 

, 

� 
21 23 24 

Scalf: Full Size 

From Lomb's Creek Burnt Rock Mound 

Figure 1 .  Artifacts from Lamb's Creek Burnt Rock Mound. 

~ . � 

10 

25 



3 

7 8 9 10 II 12 

k � 
j..- - .\..'\.� 
.. � ,: " '-':,"' 

14 15, 16 18 
13 

I 

19 20. 21 22 

I 
24 26 27 

Augus t Bluff I and 2 From 
:3 to 28 From Goet Bluff Scale: Full Size 

Figure 2. Artifacts from August Bluff and Goat Bluff s ites. 

17 

I 



18 

Dart Points 

Arrow Points 

b 

~ 

Frio 

a 

Frio 

Pederna les Scale: Full Size 

Kerr County Dart and Arrow Point Forms Compared 
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In retrogression, we have the Toyah Focus cparacterized by the 

Perdiz arrow point. Extension to historic times is likely. The preceding 

Austin Focus is characterized by a predominance of Type Scallorn arrow 

points. On the absence of Toyah Focus arrow points, and a minority repre­

sentation of Austin Focus arrow points from within the sites of this report, 

I propose a new type or series of arrow points to be named the type "Edwards" 

Arrow Point. I further propose that the "Edwards" arrow point may be the 

principal basis for recognizing a new focus: The Turtle C reek Focus of the 

late Edwards Plateau Aspect, which may have evolved into the Austin Focus 

of the Central Texas Aspect. It is characte rized by almost no grinding imple­

ments, mortars, or seed slabs. Large, medium, and small dart points are 

directly mixed with arrow points in shelter occupation zone midden. They 

were primarily a rockshelter dwelling people but also were responsible for 

burnt rock mound accumulations. Their economy was based primarily on 

hunting with very little emphasis on gathering that required grinding or milling. 

... .,. 

Refe rences * 

See Bibliography at end of this issue. 
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NOTES ON THE EDWARDS ARROW POINT TYPE 

Thomas R. Hester 

ABSTRACT 

... 
... 

This brief paper presents new data on the Edwards arrow point type 
defined by Sollberger in 1967. The type seems to have been tile earliest 
arrow point form to appear in the southwestern Edwards Plateau. Radio­
carbon dates obtained at the La Jita site in Uvalde County indicate that the 
type appeared sometime between 900 and 1000 A. D. 

INTRODUCTION 

Sollberger (1967:12-22) has presented a detailed description of the 
Edwards arrow point type. Distributional data and illustrations of a number 
of specimens were als 0 presented. Sollberger's research had indicated to 
him that the type was the earliest arrow point type in the Edwards Plateau 
region. In addition, he lists the type as a major trait of the "Turtle Creek 
Focus "; the other traits of that cultural unit are listed in his paper (p. 16). 
He felt that the peoples responsible for the Edwards type lived primarily in 
rockshelters and were also responsible for ''burnt rock mound accumulations" 
(p. 16). 

RECENT DATA 

In 1967, I conducted archeological investigations at the La Jita site 

21 

in northeastern Uvalde County (Hester, MS). Both Archaic and Late Prehis­
toric (or Neo-American) components were found in terrace deposits surrounding 
three burned rock middens. The Late Prehistoric materials were character­
ized by arrow points and bone-tempered pottery. Arrow point types included 
Perdiz, Scallorn, Clifiton, Edwards, and a local type termed Sabinal. Trian­
gular arrow points were also represented. Though the Late Prehistoric 
materials were somewhat mixed, it was clear that the Edwards type was the 
earliest arrow point form at the site. Most of the 19 specimens were found 
stratigraphically below the other arrow point types mentioned above, and often 
seemed to be in loose association with Late Archaic dart points, such as Ensor 
and Frio; (however, due to the slightly mixed nature of the Late Prehistoric 
deposits, these associations should not be considered as definite. ) 

Three radiocarbon dates applicable to the Edwards type were obtained 
from the La Jita site (Valastro and Davis, MS). They indicate that the type 
was introduced at the site sometime between 900 and 1000 A. D. The-se dates 
are: A. D. 1040 (Tx-665), A. D. 960 (Tx-691), and A. D. 930 (Tx-685). 

Other examples of Edwards have been noted in the southwestern 
Edwards Plateau. A few are present at Montell Rockshelter in western Uvalde 
County (Texas Archeological Research Laboratory Collections). In addition, 
members of the Hill Country Archeological Society have found a nurn'Jer of 

... 

... Reprinted from THE RECORD, Vol. 26, No. 2, 1970, with the permission 
of the Dallas Archeological Society. 



22 

Edwards specimens at a site near Kerrville. Though· analysis is incomplete, 
the type seems to be the earliest arrow point form there. A full report is 
planned by the investigators (Murray Beadles, personal communication). 

SUMMARY A ND CONCL USIONS 

With the data from the La Jita site and the site in the Kerrville area, 
it would appear that Sollberge r IS hypothesis of an early origin for the Edwards 
type is tenable; it may have appeared as early as 900 A. D. These new data 
also suggest that the peoples who used this arrow point form lived in open 
campsites, as well as in rockshelters. There is no evidence at La Jita that 
any of the Late Prehistoric peoples were responsible for the burned rock 
middens there. They (the burned rock middens) are conclusively linked to 
the Middle Archaic occupations at the site. A similar situation seems to 
exist at the site near Kerrville. 

I feel that Mr. Sollbergerls proposed "Turtle Creek Focus" is some­
what premature. The peoples using the Edwards type did not dwell exclusively 
in rockshelters, as he suggests, nor are there any data which would suggest 
that they are responsible for any of the burned rock accUInulations in the south­
western Edwards Plateau. The only distinctive trait of his proposed focus is 
the Edwards point; the other listed c haracterists including the rarity of grind­
ing tools and a hunting economy (see Sollberger, 1967:16) can be app lied to 
any of the prehistoric peoples in that region. Much additional research is 
required if this proposed cultural unit is to be substantiated • 

Re fe rences 
... 
.,. 

Figure 1. Typical Edwards arrow points. Full size . 

.... 

.... 
See Bibliography at end of this issue. 



A SITE WITH EDWARDS POINTS IN BANDERA COUNTY, TEXAS 

Tom S. Beasley 

This paper presents the results of surface and sub-surface inves­
tigation of a small site in northeastern Bandera County, Texas, containing 
numerous Edwards arrow points (Sollberger 1 9 67 )  and other Late Prehistoric 
artifacts. 

SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION 

The site is situated in a valley ranging up to four miles in width, 
:bordered to the east by Mason Creek, a perennial tributary of the Medina 
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River. Bandera Creek flows down the westerly edge of this valley. Rugged 
limestone hills ris ing some 1 , 9 0 0  feet in elevation form the valley's bounda.ries, 

with cedar and live oak covering most of these hills. Larger live oak and other 
trees are found in the flats and terraces along creek bottoms, and cactus, 
agarita, agave and a variety of small plants and grasses are also present. 

The site itself is located on a small, flat knoll at the easterly end of 
an expansive wooded meadow, with a dry tributary of Mason Creek some two 
hundred yards to the northeast. Because of the narrow width of this tribu­
tary's creek bed and its sharp angle of descent,. it appears unlikely that this 

was ever a perennial stream, or that it even flowed irregularly. However, a 
large rock outcrop jutting out into the dry creek bed may represent an old 
spring gone dry. 

Flint chips and flakes, burned rock and snails are scattered across 
the surface of the site, and initial surface investigation yielded nine arrow 
points or arrow point fragments, one small Frio dart point (Suhm and Jelks 
1 96 2 ) , and a variety of bifaces and biface fragments. Subsequent surface 
investigation also resulted in the finding of similar artifa.cts. 

Routhly oval in shape, the approximate site boundaries run eighty­
four feet north to south, while the western edge is sixty-one feet from the 
eastern perimeter. The northeastern portion of the site is covered by a 
white, sandy soil, apparently the result of burrowing by ants or other insects. 

EXCAVATION AND INTERNAL SITE STRUCTURE 

Grids three feet. by four feet in dimension were arbitrarily staked 
(Fig. 1 ) , and then excavated in three-inch levels with all materials being 
passed through 1/4" hardware cloth screens. Most of the flint debitage has 
been salvaged for future analysis, and samples of the distribution of flint, 
snails and other cultural materials were bagged from each three-inch level 
in Grids A and B (Fig. 1 ) . 

A relatively shallow midden deposit, averaging 1 0  "- 1 2  II in depth 
generally overlies a culturally sterile caliche gravel, which in turn rests 
upon a limestone bedrock base. Within the single occupation zone the accu­
mulation of burned rock varies widely as some areas consist of tightly packed 
burned rock and ash, while other locations contain almost no burned rock. 
These accumulations probably represent discarded hearth stones or perhaps 
in s orne cases, undisturbed hearths. Although several arrow points have been 
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found in direct contact with ashy soil and apparent �earth areas, most 
artifacts are uniformly distributed, both horizontally and vertically, through­
out the site. 

The most striking site feature is a circular cooking pit approximately 
three feet in diameter, carved into the limestone bedrock to a depth of 1 2 "  
(Fig. I). The walls of the cooking pit have been shaped and smoothed, indica­
ting more than casual utilization. and a finely worked Edwards arrow point 
(Fig. 2 ,  a) was recovered 811 from the bottom of the pit, or some 1 811 below 
the surface. Large, angular chunks of burned limestone and a loose, ash­
stained soil filled the pit. At the bottom of this site feature were two large. 
ash-encrusted limestone slabs and numerous snails. 

By way of illustration, the excavation results of Grid A are shown 
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in Fig:. 3. Artifacts a. and b. we re found on the surface, while c -1 came from 
the 0 _311 level; m-w came from the 3-611 level, and x-z came from 6 -9" in 
depth. Not illustrated are two fist-sized cores and a large utilized flake. 

THE ARTIFACTS 

Some 637 artifacts have been recovered, including some 277 arrow 
points, arrow point fragments and preforms. Edwards, Scallorn and triangu­
lar (Fresno?) arrow points dominate. A grouping designated as Edwards­
Scallorn was established for �hose arrow points which could have reasonably 
been identified in either category. Dart points are represented by 17 speci­
mens, with five of those being Pedernales (Fig. 4, a, b). Other dart point 
types are Montell (Fig. 4, c), Ens or (Fig. 4 ,  d), Frio (Fig. 4 ,  e), La Jita 
(Fig. 4, £), Abasolo-like (Fig. 4, g). and Nolan (not illustrated), indicating 
a generally Late Archaic to early Late Prehistoric occupation. No Perdiz 
arrow points, pottery, end scrapers or other artifacts usually associated with 
the latter stages of the Late Prehistoric (Hester 1 971) have been found at 
this site, and o:uy two Perdiz arrow points are included among the total arti­
fact assemblage from the various neighboring sites. 

A chart of the artifacts recovered to date is provided in Table 1 .  
Edwards arrow points (Fig. 2, a-e) are the single most common point type, 
although in some cases it is difficult to distinguish Edwards points from 
Scallorn points (Fig. 2 ,  f-g). For this reason, 16 arrow points have been 
assigned to the Edwards-Scallorn classification, although no such points are 
illustrated. These two point types have been found mixed together, and there 
are significant morphological similarities. B'� way of comparison, the 
artifacts described as Scallorn in Fig. 8, aI, bl from the La Jita site (Hester 
1 9 7 1 )  closely resemble the Edwards point illustrated in Fig. 8 ,  h from that 
site. Likewise, the Scallorn point identified in Fig. 3 ,  j from Scorpion Cave' 
(Graves and Highley 1978) ,is virtually indistinguishable from the Edwards 
point shown in Fig. 3, g from that site. Several papers describe the Edwards 
arrow point as the earliest arrow point type in the Edwards Plateau (Sollberger 
1 9 67, Hester 1 970, and Graves and Highley 1 978). and the presence of dart 
points, combined with the absence of Perdiz arrow points, suggests the same 
conclusion at the subject site. However, the morphological similarities 
between Edwards and Scallorn. and the vertical m::'xing of these two points 
at the Bandera County site indicate that they were contemporaries there, and 
that Edwards may be a variant of Scallorn in southwestern central Texas. 
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Figure 2. Arrow points and fragments, Edwards point s ite, Bandera C.ounty, 
Texas. 
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Figure 4. Dart points, bifaces and perforator, Edwards point site, Bandera 
County, Texas. 

• 



• 

TyPe / Desc ription Number of Artifacts 

DART PornTS 
Pederna1es (5)  
Frio (2)  
�r (2 )  
Montell (1) 

Abas olo-like (2) 
Unidentified stemmed dart point 

basal fragments (2)  
LOa Jita ( 1 )  
Unidentified stemmed dart point fragment (1) 
Nolan basal fragment (l) 

ARRO'N POINTS 
Edwards (77)  

Scallorn (32)  
Edwards-Scallorn (16) 
Triangular (Fres no?) (29)  
Single -notc he d (9 )  
Young ( 8) 
Sabinal (1) 
Miscellaneous arrow points (24) 
Fragmentary arrow points ( 5 0 )  
Arrow point pre -forms (31) 

1 7  

277 

Thinned Triangular Bifaces 10 
Thinned Ovate Bifaces 18 
Thick Triangular Bifaces 1 0  
Thick Ovate Bifaces 16 
Thinned Biface Fragments 8 8  

Basal Fragments ( 13)  
Medial Fragments (21) 
Distal Fragments (2 8 )  
Lateral Fragments ( 1 7 )  
Corner Fragments (9)  

Thick Biface Fragments 5 
Large Biface Lateral Fragments with Rechipped Edge 2 
Small. Miscellaneous Biface Fragments 30 
Misc. Frags. (apparently broken during manufacture) . 2 5  

Perforators 2 
Cores 1 7  
Core-choppers 1 5  

Trimmed/Utilized Interior Flakes 39 
Trimmed/Utilized Cortex Flakes 27 
Gravers 2 
Spokeshaves 2 
Altered/Utilized Stream Pebbles 2 
Unifacial Scrapers 1 5  
Thinned. Serrated Unifacial Knife 1 
Mano Fragments 
Mussel Shell Fragments 

TOTAL 

2 
15  

637 

Table 1. Artifact categories and totals. from Bandera County site. 

2 9  
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T riang ular ( F re s no ? )  a r r ow p oi nts ( Fi g .  2 ,  � ,  j )  are als o p r e s e nt ,  
and s om e  2 9  s p e c im e ns h av e  b e e n  found. A g a i n ,  the s e  ar r ow p oi nts are 
ve rtic ally s p ac e d  thr ou g h out the s ite , and it w ould app e a r  that the y are c o n ­
tempor ane ous with the E dw a r ds and S c allorn typ e s . O th e r  a r r ow p oi nts include 
s i n gl e  - notc he d tri ang ul a r  ( F i g .  2 ,  k - m ) , Y oung (Fig. 2 ,  n ,  0) , Sabinal (Fig.  
2 ,  p) a n d  vari ous mi s c e ll ane o us p oi nts (Fig.  2 ,  q -v).  Arr ow p oint p refo rm s  
a r e c om m on , and f r e q ue ntl y take the s hap e of notc h e d  or s l i ghtly alte r e d  
flake s (Fig. 2,  w - y) .  

Othe r s i g nifi c a nt a r tifac ts inc lude a thin , finely -worke d ,  unifac i al 
knife w ith s e r r ate d e dg e s  ( F i g .  4 ,  h) , a p ara1l e l -fl ake d p e rforato r (Fig . 4 ,  i )  
and a thinne d triang ul a r  bifac e (Fig.  4 ,  j ) .  T h e  28  thi n n e d triangular and 
ovate bifac e s  from this s ite m ay r e p re s ent small kni v e s  , dart p o ints or in 
s ome c as e s , dart point p r e f o rm s .  

Th ous ands o f  s nails a r e  s c atte re d th ro ugh th e s ite , and 1 5  fragm e nts 
of m us s e l  s hells have b e e n  found. One puz zling a s p e c t  of this s ite is the fac t 
that not a s ingle pi e c e  of b one has b e e n  e xc avate d. This w o uld s ug g e s t  that 
butche r i n g  ac tiviti e s  w e r e  n ot c o n duc te d at the s ite , and that faunal r em ains 
w e re dis pos e d  of aw ay f r om th e s it e .  It  s h o ul d  als o be no�e d that o :.ly i s olate d 
c obble s o f  g o o d  qual ity fl i nt or c h e rt are av ailable n e a r  the s ite , and thi s  
undoubte dly acc ounts fo r th e re latively s m a1l am ount o f  flint depos ite d i n  the 
occ upational zone.  

S UMMARY A N D  C ON C L USIONS 

Unlike the La Ji ta an d Sc orpi on C ave s ite s whi c h  c ontaine d mate rials 
r an g i n g  f r om th e P re - Archai c  o r  E arly A rchaic th rough the l atte r s ta g e s  o f  
the Late P r e hi s toric , the s ite unde r dis c us s ion h e r e  app are ntly w a s  o c c upie d  
during a s hort p e ri o d  of tim e , i .  e .  , from the L ate Archaic t o  the e arly Late 
P r e hi s toric . This c oncl us i o n  is b as e d  on both the a rtifac t as s emblag e  de s c ribe d 
above and th e s hall ow nature of the c ulturally fe r tile depos its .  The s e  fac t o r s , 
taken togeth e r  w i th th e finding that l a r g e  numb e r s  of a rtifacts , p a rtic ul arly 
a r r ow p oi nts , a r e  c onc e nt r ate d in a sm all a r e a ,  s ug g e s t  that this s ite w as r athe r 
inte n s ively exploite d for p e rhaps no more than a few hundre d ye a r s . 

A nothe r feature of thi s  s i te which dis ting ui s he s it f rom La Jita and 
Sc o rpion C ave is that it is  not s ituate d on a maj o r  s t re am o r  rive r. The ne a r e s t  
pe re n ni al wate r s ourc e i s  M as on C re ek,  ove r one mile i n  dis tanc e .  If the lim e ­
s to ne r oc k  form ati on t o  the e a s t o f  this s ite w as a t  one time a s p ring , one w ould 
e xp e c t  to fin d othe r s ite s ne arby. H ow e ve r , the n e a r e s t  s ite is at l e as t  one ­
h al f  m ile aw ay , and it i s  not l oc ate d on th e s am e  t r ibuta r y .  If this r ock form a­
ti on was no� a s pr i ng , the n  the re are no oth e r  s p e cial g e og r aphic al o r  s t r u c tural 
c h a r ac te ris ti c s  to r e c omme nd th e s ite as an o c c upatio :1al a r e a. Num e rous 
oth e r  k noll s  and te r r ac e s  m ilch like the o ne on w hi c h  the s ite is l oc ated oc c ur 
al ong all of the ravine s a n d  dry tributa rie s of uppe r Mas on c re ek ,  w ith o nly 
s c a nt archae ologic al deb ris p r e s e nt on th os e n e a r  the s it e .  P re s e ntly avail­
able e vidence d o ::! s  not i n di c ate why this one p a rtic ular knoll was s e l e c t e d  for 
o c c upation , while oth e r  n e a rby lo :: ations w e re virtua1ly igno re d. 

At b oth La Jita and S c orpion C ave large am ounts of b o ne and oth e r  
fau nal r e m ai ns w e r e  e nc ou nte r e d ,  thus p e rmitting an analy s is o f  c e rtai.n food 
r e s our c e s .  Unfortunat e ly , this is  not the c as e  at the B an d e r a  C ounty s ite , 



and it c ould only be inferre d from the s ite 's  artifact as s emblage that the 
occ upants w e re primarily oriente d towards hunting. Snails were apparently 
a maj or food item , w hile mus s els  had a limite d impac t. This c orre sponds to 
the findings at La Jita and Sc orpion Cave. No inventory of floral re s ourc e s  
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was undertaken as no s uch materials have been pre s erve d. It c ould be as s uzn e d ,  
h ow ever, that the inhabitants did exploit a variety of roots , s e e ds , berrie s ,  etc.  

Perhaps the m o s t  s i gnificant aspe ct of the s ubj e c t  s ite is the pre s enc e 
of the numerous Edwards arrow p oints as outline d above. La Jita is  l ocated 
approximate ly 35 mile s to  the w e s t- s  outhw e s t  of  this s ite , w 'hile S c orpion Cave 
is about 2 5  miles to the s outh - s outheas t. Several s ite s along upper Mas on 
Cre e k  have als a yielde d E dwards arrow points , and H e s ter ( 1970)  has docu -

.. m e nted the pre s enc e  of E dwards arrow p oints at s ite s in Uvalde County and 
near Kerrville , Texas . One view of th e Edwards arrow point w ould be that 
it and Scallorn arrow points are both c orne r- notche d type points s haring many 
rn.orpholo gical charac teri s tic s , and that E dwards may sim?ly be a variant o f  
the Scallorn typ e .  

How ever , i f  the Edwards arrow point distribution i s  primar.ily c on­
fine d to a s mall area of Central T e xas enc orn.pas s ing only a few c ountie s ,  and 
pre s ent e vidence s ug g e s ts this c onc1us i o :1 ,  th en E dwards rn.ay repre s ent a 
dis tinc t c ultural unit. Surfac e c olle c te d  rn.aterials frorn. various s ite s along 
upper Mas on Cree k  s h ow a c ontinuous oc c upatio:1al s equenc e dating frorn. Pale o ­
Indian to early Late Prehistoric.  Only s cant data (tw o Perdiz arrow point s )  
is  availabl e  frorn. other s ite s to show oc cupation s ubs e quent to the early " Late 
Prehis toric , and it appears that exploitation of the upper Mas on Creek area 
virtually c eas e d  after th e early Late Prehis toric.  Eithe r the pe opl e s  us ing 
E dwards and Scallorn di d not als o us e Perdiz,  or if there was a trans ition frorn. 
c orner- notche d  arrow points to c ontracting s tern. type p oints , then the upper 
Mas on Cre ek area c eas e d  to be favored for oc cupation during the latter s tage s 
of the Late Prehis toric . The deterrn.ination of whether the Edwards ar'row 
point repre s ents a localize d variant of the Scallorn arrow p oint or is ins tead 
evidence of a dis tinc t c ultural unit in the Bandera, Kerr , Me dina and Uvalde 
County vic inity will depe nd upon additio.:lal data from that area. W hile tenable 
arguments can be rn.ade for both pos itions , it is the author 's belie f  that s ub s e ­
quent re s earch will s upp ort the the ory of a dis tinct c ultural unit. 

* 
Refe renc e s  

"-
or S e e  Bibliography at end of this is s ue. 
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THE T URTLE C RE E K  PHA S E : AN INIT IA L  LA T E  P REHIS T O RIC 

C O MPONE NT IN S O UT HERN T E X AS 

J. L. Mitchell 

AB S T RA C T 

Sollbe r g e r  ( 1 9 6 7 ) hyp othe s ize d an e a rly Late Prehi s toric foc us in the 

Hill C o untr y of So uth T e xas w�ich c o ul d  be dis ti n g uis !1 e d  by E dw a r ds ar r ow ­
p oints . Data w hich have b e c om e  av ailable s in c e  th at tim e t e n d  to s uppor t his 
c o n st r uc t. Radioc arbon date s from tw o s ite s in Uv alde a n d  B e xar c o un ti e s  
s ug g e s t  that th e T urtle C re e k Phas e date s betw e e n  A D  860 and 1 1 3 0 ;  P ueblo IT 

and m tr ade potte ry from s it e s  w ith E dwa rds p o ints s :l.p p o rt th is dati n g .  M e m ­

be rs o f  this pha s e  app ear t o  h av e  be e n  tr a.:ls h um a nt H u nte r s  &: G athe re rs w h o  

s e as o:1 ally migrate d f r o m  th e E dwar ds Plate al.l to the s tre am s  a n d  rive r s  

a1 0 :1 g  the B a1c o:1e s e s c ar pm e nt and out O :1to the S O :lth T e xa s  plain. In th e 
H ill C o u:1tr y .  th e y  ofte n c amp e d  on 0:::." ne ar A r chaic b u r n e d  rock m i d d e n s  a '1 d  

the re i s  s o m e  e v id� n c e  w :lic h  s :l.g g e s  ts th e y  rn a-, h a v e  b e e  i1 r e s p o :1 s ible fo :::." at 

l e a s t  the upp e r  l e v e l s  of s om e  of the s e mi. dde ns . At s o:ne s ite s , trade p o tte r y 

w as intro duc e d  d u r i n g  th is p!1as e .  The r e turn of bis o �  to the r e g i o :1 ,  i nc r e a s e d  
us e of loc ally -m ade p otte r y , and th� intro::luctio:1 of P e r di z  ar r owpoints p ro :, ­
ably s ig nall e d  the e n d of this phas e at aho'.lt A D  1 1 5 0 .  

NT RO DUC TION 

S ollb e r g e r  ( 1 948 , 1 94 9 , 1 9 5 1 )  rep orte d s e ve ral s it e s  in S outh T e x as 

whe re a u :liq ;.le a n d  v e ry w e ll m a d e arrowp o i nt s tyle w as fO '.l n d ,  ofte n m i xe d 

w ith A rc h aic dart p oints . S uhm . c omlne ntin g o n  Goat Bl uff rocks helte r in Ke r r  
C o unty w;1 e r e  s uch arrowpoints w e r e  fO'. m d ,  w r ote that this "c omp one nt c a n n ot 

be i de ntifie d as eith e r  T oyah or A us ti n  F oc us , a n d  may c on s titute a di s ti n c t  

foc us " (S uhm 1 960 : 9 5 ) .  S ollb e r g e r  ( 1 9 6 7 ) n ame d the type E dw a r d s  bas e d  o n  

i t s  p re s e nc e  al o .'1g the s O '.lth e a s te r n  m ar g i n  o f  th e  E dwards Plate au and the 

pr ob ab ility that it rep re s e nt e d s m all e r  v e r s ions of e arlie r E dw ar ds Plate au 

Archaic dar t p oint s tyle s .  He b e lie v e d  that the dis t rlbuti o :1  of the s e  a r r ow p oints 
d e fine d a uniq·.le c ultur al g r o .lp wno intro::l'.lc e d  the b ow a n d  a r r ow to this r e gi o n ,  

who c amp e d  in r oc ks !1elte r s  a n d  on burne d r o c k  m i d de n s , a :. d  w h o  us e d  few 
m a n os a n d metate s .  H e s te r  ( 1 9 7 0 )  que s tione d s om e  of th e s e  s ug g e s ti o ns and 

felt that th e r e  w as not y e t  s uffi c ie i1t data to e s tablis h a s e p a r ate foc us . This 

a r ticle will re view data Wllich has b e c o m e  available in re c e n.t y e ars to e v al uate 
S ollbe r ge r ' s hypoth e s ize d c O :1s tr u c t. 

RE LE VANT S T UDIES 

A r e view of arc h a e ol o gic al data p u':llis h e d  prior to S ollbe r ge r  nam ing 
the E dw a r ds type in 1 9 6 7  s ug g e s ts its pre s e n c e  at the G r a nbe r g  s ite in B e xar 

C O '.l nty (Schuetz 1 9 6 6 )  and at th e Oblate s n e lte r in C om al C o '. mty ( T unnell 1 9 6 2 ) .  

I n  m o r e  r e c e n t y e ars , a variety o f  r e p o r ts have note d Edw a r ds p oints a n d  have 

e x t e n de d  its k n ow �1 di s trib :l ti on in Ke rr C O :l nty ( F aw c ett 1 9 7 2. ,  B ri g g s  1 9 72 , 

Ski n ne r 1 9 ( 4 ) , B e x ar C o u nty ( F aw c e tt 1 9 72 , K e lly 1 9 7 4 ,  F ox 1 9 7 5) ,  C arnal 

C o unty (F awc e tt 1 9 7 2 ) , Uval de C o unty (H e s te r  1 9 7 1 ) ,  M e di na C o unty (G rav e s  
a n d  Highley 1 9 7 8 ) ,  a n d  B and e r a C o unty ( B e a s le y  1 9 7 8 ) .  
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At the La Jita s ite in  Uvalde C ounty , Hes ter.  rec ove re d Edwards and 
oth e r  Late P re historic points fror.") the uppe r  levels of the s ite . Radiocarbon 
dates as s ociate d with the E dw ards type w e re AD 9 3 0  ± 70 (TX 6 8 5) , 960 ± 6 0  
(TX6 8 1) , and 1 0 40 ± 80 (TX6 6 5 )  from Levels 2 and 3 (He s ter 1 9 7 1 ) .  Perdiz 
arrowpoints in Level l w e re as s ociate d with a date of 1 2 40 ± 70.  Dart points , 
partic ularly Peder nale s w e re found in all levels but w e re most freque nt in 
lower levels . 

La Jita and oth e r  Uvalde C ounty s ite s (41  UV 2 5 ,  4 1  UV 29)  extend 
the known dis tribution of the Edwards point type to more ope n s ites on a major 
s treamcourse .  La Jita appears to be a major bas e c amp s ite w hich was occu­
pie d ove r a c ons ide rable span of time (at leas t  inte rmitte ntly) . One major 
finding w as the relatively e arly date s for the Edwards point which le d He s te r  
t o  c onfirm Sollbe rger 's s uppos ition that this point w as p r obably the ear lies t  
type of arrowpoi nt in this re gion. 

Skinner s electe d  th e Paris site in Ke rr C ounty for th e 1 9 7 1  and 1 9 7 2 
Texas Arche ol ogic al S ociety field s c "IJool in part bec aus e of the numbe r of 
Edwards p oints which had b e e n  found or:. t:,e s ite . Four hundre d and fifty TAS 
members worke d one w e ek in 1 9 7 1 and again in 1 9 7 2  s urveying various are as 
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of the Turtle C reek dr ainage , mapping s ite s ,  and exc avating at l e as t  thre e 
site s .  The Paris s ite (4 1 KR 1 )  excavation involve d a bur:1e d rock mi dde n and 
an adj ac e nt living floor with a numbe r of slab- li :o e d  h e arth s .  Arrowpoints were  
c oncentrate d at  the northe rn e nd of the site and oc c ur with dart points at th e 
s outhe rn end of the s ite . B oth dart points and arrowpoints oc curre d in the 
mound fill and Skinner c onclude d that the re was no s ignific ant horizontal or  
ve rtic al s ep aration betw e e n  dart and arrow points within the midde n (Skinne r 
1 9 7 4 : 1 6 6 ) .  

E dwards and Scallorn points w e re als o  reporte d from the B us hwhack 
shelter (4 1 KR 1 1 6 ) , loc ate d on the s outh s ide of Bushwhack C re ek ,in the s outh ­
w e s te rn c or n e r  of the T urtle C reek dr air.ag e  s ys tem. This s helter e xte nds for 
1 4 5  fe et along the bas e of a limes tone outc rop ,  is 1 9  feet  deep and the c e iling 
is 1 4  l / ?.  fe et high. The fill of burne d  rock, as h ,  bone , and lithic de bris w as 
m ore than four fe e t  deep. E dwar ds points were r e c ove re d from Levels 1 and 2 ,  
and undete rmi:1e d arrowpoints w e re found in three top levels. Dart points 
(Frio,  undete rmine d) w e re als o found in the s e  levels . Skinne r obs e rve d that 
this may reflect mixing b ut coul d als o  be inte rprete d that dart and arrow points 
' 'were us e d  by the s ame prehis toric groups but for s eparate ac tivities " (Skinne r 
1 9 7 4 : 1 4 5 ) .  

Skinner ' s  ove rall obje c tive in s tudying s ite s in the Turtle C reek w ate r ­
s he d  w as t o  dem onstrate that this was a natural are a within which all the activi ­
tie s of a prehistoric s ociety were c arrie d out. He hypothe size d a "ce ntral 
bas e d  wande re r  community s e ttlement patte rn " (Ibid: l 7 7) .  Afte r all the data ' 
w e r e  analyze d,  howev e r ,  he was to conclude that "the T urtle C re ek wate rshe d 
is too small an are a for the ade quate mainte nance of the h unting / g athering 
economy and tec hnolog y "  of the prehis toric p e ople who occ upie d s ite s within 
the area (Ibid: 1 82 ) .  He felt that it  would be nec e s s ary to s tudy a large r area 
' 'by first  dete rmining the limits of the maximum s ubsis te nc e / s ettlement are a 
(i. e. , a c ultural area) and the n as s uming that this are a c oincide s with a natural 
area. Once th e limits of both the �.atural a!1d c ultural are as have be en define d, 
the n it will be p os s ible to te st  them • • •  " (Ibi d: 1 82) . 
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O ne w a y  to dete rmine a "cultu ral a rea " is , o
.
f c ou r s e , (as S ollbe rge r 

s ugge s te d  in 196 7) throu gh the dis tributio n  of projectile p oint s  which appe a r  

u nique t o  a c ultural group a n d  w hich have limite d s patial a n d  te mporal dist ri ­

b ution. While thi s  app r oach has s ome limitations , in the abse nce o f  wide s pread, 

de taile d s ubsiste nce patte rn s tu die s , it appears the o nly realis tic me tho d to 

de fi ne a c ultu ral a rea. 

DIST RIB UTION OF E DW AR DS POINTS 

The pre se nt k n ow n  dis tributi on of Edwa r ds arrowp oint s is illu s t rate d 

b .  Figure 1.  This fig ure is ba se d on a review o f  publishe d  rep o rt s  as well as 

s pe ci fic ne gative rep orts f r om s urr oundi ng a reas , i nformal re ports of s ite s ,  

a n d  a re view of p rivate c ollections . The f o rmal rep orts re vie we d are cite d 

in the fig u re and in the re fe re nce secti o n  of this i s s ue .  

This di stri buti o n  of E dw a r ds p oi nts te n ds t o  s upport S ollbe r ge r t s 

i dea that it occ urs prima rily along the Balcone s e s ca rpme nt o n  the s outhea ste r n  

e dge of the E dwards Plateau. Thus , i t s  p re s e nce at the Oblate shelte r in Comal 

C ounty , Timme r o n  r ockshe 1te r ir, Hays C o unt y ,  and at an ope n s ite in easte r n 
Kinne y  C o u nty le n ds s t r o :' g  s upport to S ollbe r ge r t s c o ncept. Ju st how m uch 

furthe r to the northeast be y o  . d  ce nt ral Hays Cou nty this type occ urs or :,ow 

m uch fu rthe r we st int o Kinne y C ou nty or be yond a re p r oble m s  which have yet 

to be re s olve d. 

To the s outhwe s t ,  T. C .  Hill , Jr. (p e r s o nal c ommu nicati on 19 7 8) 
has not see n Edwards p oints in eithe r Dimmit or Zavala countie s .  Likewis e ,  

E d  Mokry (pe rs onal c om m '.l dcati o ; -; 1 9 7 8) reports n o  s uch p oi nts for McMu lle n 

C ou nty nor in the Corpus Chris ti area. T om Beas le y  (pe rs o nal c ommu nica ­
ti on 197 8) ha s not f ou n d  any in Bee and W e bb countie s ,  and Tom Kelly (pe r s o nal 
c ommu nication 197 8) di d not see any E dwards p oint s i n  hi s rece nt Ka rne s 

C ounty s urve y. W hile s uch i1e gative evide nce is not c ompletely c o -·.clus ive , 
s uch c o ntact with k nowle dge able a rea s peciali sts s tr ongly s u g ge s t s that the 

E dwards a r r owp oi nt i s  ge ne rally re s t ricte d to the no rth ce nt ral p ort ion of 
S outh Texas and for the most pa rt c oi ncide s with the Balc one s e scarpme nt 

with s ome s catte re d s ite s along s ome of the rive r drainage s out o r.  the c oa s tal 

plai n. 
This expa n de d  di s t rib uti on re flects that Tu rtle Creek a n d  Ke rr Cou nty 

a re orly the north ce ntral c o nce ntration of a m uch m ore widely di s pe r s e d c ul ­
t ural a rea. Inte re stingly, thi s a rea inv olve s the hea dwate rs a rea of all the 
maj or rive r s ystems of S outh Texas : the N uece s (Kin ne y  C ou nt y) , F rio {Uval de 

C ou nt y} , Me dina {Ba n de ra a n d  Me dina c ou ntie s } , Sa n Antonio (Bexar) , Atas ­

c osa (Me dina and Ata s c o sa c ou ntie s) , G ua dalupe (Ke r r  and Comal c ou :1tie s) , and 

the Pe de r nale s (Ke rr and Gille s pie countie s ) .  H owe ve r ,  the dis t ribution d oe s · 

n ot exte n d  ve ry fa r dow n  the se rive rc ours e s  toward the coa s t  - - the s outheaste r n ­

:most site s a re those nea r  W hit sett a n d  Three Rive r s  reporte d b y  S ollbe r ge r  

( 195 1 ,  1967) . 
While the lack of E dw a r ds points t oward the c oast is appare ntly real , 

the limite d di s t Ti o uti o n  along maj o r  rive rs near the Ba1c one s e s carpme nt ma y 

be due to a lack of s ampling. For example , i!J Fawcett t s ( 1972 )  review of 

Bexa r Cou nty archae clogy , E dwa rds points we re fou n d  p rima rily in the northe rn 

and t ransiti o nal e nvi r o n:me ntal z o ne s  - - n o ne we re rep orte d fr om the s outhe rn 

z o ne. Yet S ollbe r ge r t s rep ort of E dwar ds f rom Ata s c o s a  County w o ul d  s ugge s t 

• 
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that they do o c c ur s outh of the Balc o nes es c arpment • .  Thus . w e  w ould predict 

that they s hould be found in s outhern Bexar C ounty. along the San Antonio 

and Medina river s . 
T o  tes t this p rediction , p rivate c ollectio n s  i n  the s outhern part of 

the c ounty were s c reened. Mr. Earl Bly has an extensive c ollec tion from 

4 1  BX 226 . a maj o r  bas e c amp s ite extending for m ore than a mile alo , g  the 

s outh s i de of the Medina River at its c onfluence with the San Anto nio. M anos 

and bed rock mortars , extensive pec an groves , and a variety of c o ncentra ­

tions o f  lithic artifac ts and debris s u g g e s t  a m aj or b a s e  c amp area. Of the 

30 Late P rehis toric p oints in the Bly c ollec ti o n ,  tw o  are Edwards , tw o are 

Perdiz , five are S c allor n ,  and eight are triang ular. 

Further west al ong the s outh s ide of the Medina,  the Donic a c ollection 
from a s ite: on Live Oak Creek , and the De La C ruz c ollection from along 
P olec at Creek were als o  examined. Both c ollecti ons c o ntained Edw ards , 
Perdiz , and Sc allorn p oi nts , as well as a v ariety of Archaic mate rials . 

T hus , Edwards p oints were found in all th ree of the c ollec ti ons 
examined which seems to s ub s ta ntiate Fawcett ' s  c omments on s ampling . It 
is reas o nable to as s ume, then , that this initial dis t ribution w ill be muc h more 
c omp letely "filled in " when further s ites are s tudied and priv ate c ollections 
examined. 

To further illus trate this p oint, I noted a l ack of rep orts of Edw ards 
points from Ban dera County in my· review of the literature. Yet it is loc ated 
in the center of the dis tribution pattern which w a s bei n g  unfol ded. It w as 
reas o nable to predict that there s hould be s ites with Edw ards points in 
Bandera C ounty. Fortuit ous ly, I happened to mentio n  this predic ti on in a 
ph one c o nvers ation with T orn Beas ley of Beeville , w h o  has recently excavated 
a s ite near Mas on C reek. The results of his w ork are included in a s eparate 
rep ort els ewhere in this is s ue. 

The currently available data lends ver)" s trong s upport to Sollberger 's 
hyp othesis of a res tricted dis t ribution. It w a s  his view that this limited dis ­
t-ribution implied a s eparate cultural entity, w hich he named the Turtle Creek 
Focus . The w ork of Skinner dem o n s trated that the Turtle Creek drainage was 
too limited an area to c ompletely s upport a p rehis toric c ultural g roup. An 
examination of the dis tribution of Edw ards , as s ug ges ted by S ollberger ,  has 
defined a larger cultural area which appears to be c entered on the Balc ones 
es c arpment but which exte;:)ds s ome fifty miles north i nto Kerr County and fifty 
m iles s outh to s outhern Atas c os a  and northern Live O ak c ounties . This expanded 
area includes a variety of .biotic an ci geog raphic zones ranging from the Edw ards 
Plateau a c r o s s  the Bal c ones and blacklands to the S outh Texas c oas tal plain. 
This expa nded area appears large and diver s e  enough to fully s upport a pre­
his toric p eople and yet is s ufficiently res tricted s o  as to exclude other know n  
c ultural a reas ( s uch a s  the Arans as - Ro c kport s equenc e of the prehis toric 
Karankaw a for the c o as tal bend area; Corbin 1974 ) .  

DATING O F  S ITES 

S ollberger felt that the Edw ards w as the i niti al arrowpoint i - this 
regio;! a ::1d th us t�.at .. it mus t  date at the beginning of tJ->e Late Prehis tori c .  A 
num ber of auth ors have accepted this as s erti o n  (Perino 1 9 6 8 ;  Hes ter 1 9 70 , 
1 9 7 1 ;  Faw c ett 1 9 7 2 ;  Fox 1 9 7 5 ;  G raves a n d  Highley 19 7 8 : Beas ley 1 9 7 8) .  

• 
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Radioc arbon dates which c oul d b e  as s ociat e d  with E dwards points w e r e  
rep o rte d b y  He ste r  ( 1 970 , 1 9 7 1 )  for the L a  Jita s ite , Uvalde C ounty. H e s te r  
e s timate d Edwar ds to date betw e e n  A D  9 30 and 1 0 40 ,  which i s  a n  e xtremely 
limite d r ange . C ommenting on TX6 6 5  (AD 1 0 40 ± 8 0 ;  level 2 ) , Heste r  w r ote 
that "The level c ontaine d mixe d Late A rchaic m ate rials (M ontell dart p oi nt) 
arid e arly Late Prehis toric artifacts , e sp e cially E dwards arrowpoints . This 
date , along with TX6 8 1  and TX6 85 are fairly c ons i s te nt and appare ntly repre ­
s e nt the trans ition from Late Archaic to Late Prehis toric at La Jita" (He s te r  
1 9 7 1 : 1 1 4) .  

The radioc arbon dates are s how n g raphic ally in Figure 2 .  In the top 
s ix levels at La Jita , the re w e re four dis tinct clusters  or c ompone nts of 
artifacts (s ee  left p anel of T able 1 ) .  If w e  as s um e  four c omp one nts or oc c u ­
pations . then the as s oc iate d radioc arbon dates c an als 0 be groupe d into four 
c omp one nts bas e d  on the least  diffe rence betw e e n  date s .  Thus , four diffe rent 
g roups are  illus trate d in Figure 2 .  

B as e d  on this cluste ring of  radioc arbon date s and on H e s te r 's c omments , 
w e  may c onclude that , at least  in the region of South Texas whe r e  Edw ar ds 
p oints oc c u r ,  the Late Prehis toric b e gan by at least  AD 9 3 0 .  If the range of 
prob able date s is c ons ide r e d  (plus an d minus one s tandard deviation) this 
Initial L ate Prehi s toric c ompone nt w oul d date from pos s ibly as e arly as AD 860  
to  as  late as  AD 1 1 2 0  ( see  Figure 2 ) .  

A n  indepe nde nt c onfirmation of this dating was r e c e ntly reporte d by 
Kelly in his C amp B ullis s urvey (reporte d at the January 1 97 8  ST AA m e e ting) .  
At 4 1  B X  3 7 7 ,  in the 1 0  to 1 5  cm level of s quare W 3 ,  a charc oal s ample was 
recove re d which w as date d at AD 1 060  ± 70 (TX2 7 7 l )  which w as as s oc iate d 
primarily with E dw ar ds p oints . ·  Of 220 p oints rec ove red,  Edwar ds w as the 
p re dominate type c on s tituting 1 8 . 6% of the total. In the uppe r  levels of this 
s i,te w e r e  Pe rdiz , Sc allor n ,  an d a Fre s no p oint , as well as a numbe r of 
P e de rnale s dart points (Kelly , p e r s onal c ommunic ation 1 9 7 8) .  The s e  data 
repre s e nt a s trong independe nt c onfirmation of H e s te r 's findings at La Jita. 

Be 0 A D  5 0 0  1 00 0  1 5 00  

I 

IT 

ill 

I I 

(Late Prehistoric ) 

(Early L ate Prehis toric ) 

(Late A rc haic ) I---i� I 
/!'� 

I 

,� AD 1 2 34 k') 
A D  990  

j 

IV (Middl e  Archaic) 

'------i:Csr------1 
AD 490 

� b. = C - 1 4  dates  
AD 1 0 0  t- -l = Plus / Minus 1 S .  D. 

t.., = M e an of G roup 
� = Data from 4 1  BX 3 7 7  

Figure 2 .  Chronology of G roups at La Jita�� ( 4 1  UV 2 1 )  and C amp Bulli s * *  
(4 1 B X  3 7 7 ) .  

* Data adapted from He s te r  1 9 7 1 . 
** Data p r ovi de d by K e lly , p e r s o:1al c omm unic ation , 1 9 7 8 .  
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3 9  

RELATIONSHIP O F  E DW ARDS , SCALLORN , AND PE RDIZ 

At La Jita,  E dw ar ds and S c all orn dis tributions p e ak in  Level 2 ,  w hile 
P e r di z  arrowp oints and c e  ramic s p e ak i n  Level I ,  along w ith Sabinal and 
triangular points . S ollb e r g e  r ( 1 96 7 )  had pos tulate d that E dw ards w as probably 
e a rlie r than Scallor n or that the y  develo pe d at the s am e  time.  Data c ite d 
e a rlier  from the Bushw h ack s helte r indic ate d Edwar ds i n  Levels 1 and 2 w ith 
Sc all orn only in Level 2 ;  howe\re r ,  only four s pe c im e ns (thre e  of th em E dw ar ds ) 
w e re involve d. In an e ffort to r e s olve this is s ue ,  data from thr e e  oth e r  c o n ­
troll e d  exc avations w as examined and i s  di splaye d in T able 1 .  

Data from the B amm el s ite (4 1 KR 1 0 )  was obtaine d from Mur ray 
B e adle s  and the Hill C ountry Arc hae ologic al S ociety. The exc avation of the 
B ammel . s ite was ve ry c a refully c o ntrolle d  by 10  cm levels us i n g  a g e ne ral 
ve rtic al refe rence  point ( B e a dle s 1 9 7 1 ) .  Data from th e s ite is g iven  in 
s ummary fo rm in th e c e ntral pan el of Table 1. Surpris i ngly , all of the 
arrowp oints peak in Level 2 at the s ite . 

At the Oblate s helte r ( 4 1  e M  I ) ,  t h e  patte rn s e e n at La Jita is  repeated  
w itl, Pe r diz and p otte ry peaki n g  in  Le v e l l and Sc allorn and E dw � rds ( T u n n , · n  I S  
Sc al l or r, V ariety B )  hav i n g  th eir m aximum di s tribution in Level 2 .  Thus , th i. s  
is s ue cannot b e  re s olv e d  b y  examing modal dis t ribution of point t y p e s  b y  S it l '  
levels . 

An alte rnative m etll odology is to exam ine the m e a n  de ptl! (avc ragl '  d('ptl� 
of all points of a giv e n  typ e )  from c ont rolled cxcavd.tions . This is  only pos s i ­
ble whe r e  the exact depth of e ac h  s p e c im e n  is rec o r de d ,  s uch as w as th e c a s e  
at the B ammel s ite . U nfo rtu nately , publis h e d  data for L a  Jita a n d  Oblate arc 
p r e s e nte d only by level so that an acc urate ove rall m e an depth c annot be c om ­
pute d. H oweve r ,  s uch data arc available from both B ammel and fr om th e 
s ite near Mas on C re ek in B andera C ounty (Pe r s onal c omm unic ation , M ur r av 
B e adl e s  and T orn B e as l e y  1 9 7 8) .  T he s e  data are s um:-narize d in T able 2 .  

Type 

P e r di z  
Sc allorn 
Edw a r ds 
T riangular 

TAB LE 2 

Me an Depth of Arrowpoints from Site s i n  Ke r r  
and B andera  C ountie s  

B ammel 

4. 35 cm 
6. 38 cm 
9 . 59  cm 

2 5 . 2 7  cm 

Mas on C re e k  

1 0 . 7 1  c m  
1 4. 6 5  c m  
1 2 .  2 5  cm 

The r elationships between S c allorn and E dw a r ds are remarkably 
s imilar in the s e  tw o s ite s .  How e ve r ,  Murray B e adl e s  reports that the 
diffe rence  in mean depth of th e s e  tw o types is not a s tatis tic ally s ig nific ant 
diffe r e nce , due in part to the large s tan da rd de viations i n  both dis t rib utions 
at 4 1  KR 1 0 .  For the pre s ent ,  the L ,  we mus t as s ume that th e s e  tw o point 
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typ e s  are c ontemporaneous s ince  they do , in fac t ,  appe ar in the s ame level 
at a numbe r of s ite s and s inc e a s tatis tic al te st  of the diffe rence in the ir mean 
depths c ould not reject  the null hypothe s is (of n o  diffe r e nc e )  at the B arnrne l  
s it e .  

A s imilar problem h a s  b e e n  evide nt i n  the archae ological lite rature 
of c e ntral and s outhe rn Texas c onc e rning the pos s ible time e '"l uivalence  of 
P e r di z  and Scallorn points . Again , the data from the B arnrnel s ite woul d  
s ugge s t  no s tatis tic ally s ig nific ant diffe rence (although the diffe r e nc e  betw e e n  
P e r di z  and Edwards is p r obably a s ignificant o ne ) .  H ow e ve r ,  for the is s ue 
of Pe rdiz vers us E dwards , the data from B e as le y 's B ande ra C ounty s ite is 
ve ry relevant. At this s ite , no Perdiz oc c ur.  Thus , this s ite w as appare ntly 
us e d  o nly prior to the time when Pe r diz w as introduc e d  in this area. This 
cle arly illustrate s that Edwards and Scallorn belong to the s ame c ompone nt, 
wher e  Perdiz pr obably belong s to a late r c ompone nt. The abs e nc e  of P e r diz 
points at this s ite r eplic ate s the s ituation at G oat Bluff (Sollb e r g e r  1 94 9 )  
a n d  gre atly s tre ngthens the c as e  for a n  Initial Late Prehistoric c omponent 
as a dis tinct c ultural e ntity. 

C E RAMIC S 

The G ranburg s ite (Schuetz 1 966) is anothe r location where Scallorn 
and E dwards points w e re rec ove red but no Pe r diz w e re reporte d. Inte re s t ­
ingly ,  the only othe r obviously Late P re his toric a rtifacts at G ranburg was 
p otte ry. A c orrugate d p ots herd was r e c ove re d which w as ide ntified  as 
"Pilare s B anded "  from w e s t  c e ntral New Mexic o which date s from e arly 
P uebl o m with a time rang e of 1 0 50 to 1 1 50 or 1 2 0 0  (Schuetz 1 966 : 5 3 ) .  A 
s m all "incis e d, g ray s h e r d "  was als o  found which w as i de ntified as C addoan 
(Ibi d : 56 ) .  The dating of the Pueblo m she rd fits fairly w e ll with the prop os e d  
dating of our Initial Late Prehis toric c omponent and s ug g e s ts s ome c ontac t 
with groups to the w e s t. The C addoan s h e r d  would imply s imilar c ontac ts 
with Eas t T exas . 

Fawcett ( 1 972 )  h as s umm arize d r ep orts of s outhw e s tern potte ry in 
this are a and note s that most  have be e n  found in the Olm os B as in and San 
P e dro Park areas of B exar C ounty (C.  D. Orchard c olle c tion , now in the 
W itte M us e um.).  H e  als o r ep or te d s he r ds from D ripping Sp rings in Bandera 
C ounty (al ong with Leon Plain p otte ry) and at C ano V e r de in W ils on C ounty. 
Faw c e tt c oncl ude d that "all of the s e  s h e r ds date from Pue blo n and m 
(AD 9 5 0 - 1 2 0 0 ) " (Ibi d: 3 8 ) .  

As previous ly s how n i n  Table 1 ,  at m os t  s ite s with E dwar ds p oints , 
local p ottery has its m aximum. dis tribution on the s urfac e or in the topm ost  
levels  and thus is as s ociate d by most  authors with P e r diz  p oints and the 
later phas e s  of the Late  P re his toric .  The data s um.marize d above , h owever , 
s ug g e s ts that at least  at s orne s ite s , trade potte ry from the s outhw e s t  (and 
from the C addoan are a) doe s occ ur at s ites whe re P e r diz are abs e nt or rare.  
Date s for s uch trade p otte ry ove rlap with the late r half of pos tulate d rang e of 
E dw ards date s .  This s eems to indic ate that p otte ry w as not introduc e d  until 
at least  AD 9 5 0  or 1 0 50 . 

• 
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V ARIA TION IN SITES 

Fawcett ( 1 9 7 2) also reported a red- orange , lim estone -tempered 
pottery at 4 1  BX 5 2  on Leon Creek in western Bexa r C ounty. Point types 
recovered inc luded Edwards , Fairland, Da rl , and possibly one Perdiz. 
H ester a nd Kelly ( 1.9 7 6 )  reported bone -tempered pottery along w ith Perdiz 
a rrowpoints and bone fragments of white- tailed deer and bison at 4 1  ME 19 
in southeastern Medi na C ounty. They date the site as after AD 1 30 0 .  

Thus, within the geog rapHc area defined b y  th e Edwards a r rowpoi nt 
dist ribution ,  there a re some sites where Edwards and Scallorn points oc c ur 
(Beasley 1s Bandera County site; G ranburg) some without pottery a nd som e 
with t rade pottery; there a re multicomponent sites where all a r rowpoint 
styles oc c ur but in different le ve ls with Edwa rds below Perdiz (La Jita , 
Oblate , 41 BX 36 and 3 7 7 ) ;  other sites where all three types appear in the 
same level (Bammel) ; sites whe r e  Scallor n and Perdiz oc c u r with no Edwards 
(Somers et site; Fawc ett 1 9 72) ;  and fi nally sites suc h as 4 1  ME 1 9  where 
Perdiz points oc c u r alone and whic h dates afte r our postulated Initial Late 
P rehistoric c om pone nt. This st ron gly sugge sts an evolutiona ry seq uenc e 
r e p r e se ;']ti n g  changi ng poi nt type pr e ferenc es over time rather than a c o n ­
c rete set of excl usive c ultural units. 

When this series of different types of si te s is consider ed i n  the conte xt 
of th e radiocarbon dates ill ustrated i n  Figure 2 ,  it is c lea r that establishi ng 
the T urtle C reek Foc us as a disti nct c ultural u nit with a fixed begi n ning and 
end dates and st rict geographical limits is not an adequate conceptualization. 
T raditionally , a foc us has been dealt with as a ver y  static entity with defi nite 
boundaries and a st rict c h ronology; dealing with the Turtle C reek entity in 
suc h a fashion would not be produc tive . Rather, we need to view it as a 
dynamic c ultural unit with bounda ries which may have fl uctuated over tim e 
and wh ere there was a continuous prog ression of new ideas and new influe n c e s  
whi c h  b rought about c ultu ral change. 

TURTLE C REEK AS THE INITIAL PHASE OF THE 
LATE PREHISTORIC 

4 1  

Apparently, the bow and arrow conc ept was introduced fai rly early; 
c ertainly by AD 9 30 and possibly as early as AD 860 .  Local people appea r to 
have a c c epted the idea while conti n uing to use the atlatl (dart points) as has 
been suggested by Hester ( 19 7 1 )  and Skinner ( 19 7 4 ) .  As Sollberger has demon­
st rated, Edwards arrowpoints were made in miniature form of earlier (or 
contemporaneous) dart point styles (Sollberger 196 7 ) .  The Scallor n form , 
widely used in C entral Texas and across the Southern Plains, was also adopted. 
C am psites c reated middens; at some sites (such as Beasley1s Bandera County 
site) the midden was disc rete to this phase while at other sites the midde ns 
added to existi ng A r c haic burned -rock middens and nearby a r eas (Bammel 
site, Bushwha c k  shelter , Paris site; Skinner 1 9 7 4). Pottery is absent froIT' 
ea rly sites (Beasley 1s site) b ut t rade pottery from the Pueblo area appea rs 
to have been introduc ed som etim e between AD 9 5 0  and 1 1 5 0 .  

Faunal a;-. alysis f rom L a  Jita a nd Scorpion Cave suggests that these 
people hunted white-tai led deer and possi bly antelope. They also subsisted 
o n  r a bbits ,  rac c oons , turtles , fish , m ussels , birds . and snails . as well as 
or.. ma ny varieties of local pla;1ts , inc l uding pec a ns. 
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Skinner ( l 974 )  has demonstrated that this gro�p probably did not meet 

all their needs in the relatively small area of the Turtle C reek drainage. This 

infers periodic migration ac ross the B alc ones escarpment to the major river 

valleys (such as at La Jita or 4 1  BX 2 26) . Hunting parties ventured out onto 
the c oastal plain. This type of seasonal migration is seen in the ethnographic 

literature. As C ampbell ( l 9 7 5 )  has pointed out, C oahuiltecan groups camped 

along the Medina at certain t imes of the year to harv est the pecans as well 

as to exploit game draw n to available w ater. C ampbell felt that these groups 

probably spent part of the year to the north in Kerr C ounty since they were 

not always found along the San Antonio and Medina rivers. 

W edel ( 1 9 7 5 )  has noted an analogous archaeological situation at C halk 

Hollow in Randall C ounty, at the eastern edge of the Llano Estac ado. W edel 

postulated a "transhumanc e  1 1  which involved residence on the uplands during 

some seasons and living in the canyons at the eastern edge of the c aprock 

during other times of the year in order to maximi ze use of various types of 
floral and faunal resourc es , each at the appropriate season. This type of 

seasonal movement fits well w ith our South Texas data , both archaeological 

and ethnographic . 
B is on reappea red in the region in inc reasing numbers (Hester 1 9 7 5 ;  

Hester & Kelly 1 9 7 6 ) .  Possibly with the bison , hunters from C entral Texas 

also c arne introduci ng a new point fonn , the Perdiz. New localized forms , 

such as the Sabinal were also developed (dated at La Jita at A D  1 1 40 or 1 1 5 0 )  
and at some sites {such as the Sparks site i n  Real C ounty, oc c ur in the absenc e 

of Edwards but w ith Sc allorn and Perdiz.  Local c eramics become c ommon 
(as in Level l at La Jita, Level l at Oblate , etc . ) .  Older point forms w ere 

discarded so that eventually (c ertainly by AD 1 30 0 ) ,  only Perdi z (and pe rhaps 
triangular and side- notched) points w ere in use. 

This type of dynam ic c ultural c ontinuum seems to be a more realistic 

w ay to view the evolving c ultures of this part of Southern Texas. C ertainly 
this type of construct is more in line w ith rec ent archaeological thinking 

about T exas archaeology (W ier 1 9 76 ; P rewitt 1 9 76 ;  Patterson 1 9 77) . This 

type of conc ept is analogous to rec ent ideas in Oklahoma , where C uster Phase 

and W ashita River Phase sites on the Southern Plains are now considered to 

be one c ultural continuum evolving over time from about A D  800 to approxi ­

mately AD 1 4 50 (Bell 1 9 7 3 ;  Lintz 1 9 74) . It may also be analogous to the 

Fourche Maline phase of eastern Oklahoma which included both prec eramic 

and c eramic developments. 
For our area , the main value of view ing the Turtle C reek Phase as 

a c ultural continuum, as j ust the initial c omponent of the Late Prehistoric 

stage, lies in its power to explain variation in artifact inventories over time. 

When viewed as an evolutionary sequenc e of developments (as opposed to a 

static c ulture) ,  this construct permits us to ac cept that early Turtle C reek 

Phase sites may have no pottery where later sites, even some w ithout Perdiz 
point s ,  may include Pueblo or C addoan trade pottery or even loc ally made 

c eramic s. 

C ONC LUSIONS 

This paper has reviewed the more rec ent evidence relevant to 

Sollberger 's hypothesized Turtle C reek Phase. For the most part, the 

newer evidenc e supports his construct ,  and radiocarbon dates from tw o 
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s ite s s ug g e s t  a dating of about A D  860 to  A D  1 1 30 .  This dating i s  s upporte d 
by dates  for Pueblo IT and m p otte r y  which w a s  r e c ove r e d  from T urtle C re e k  
Phas e s ite s .  This  str ongly s upp orts the i d e a  that the T urtle C re e k  Phas e 
repr e s e nts the Initial Late  Prehistoric  in this a re a. 

The T u rtle C re e k  Ph a s e  i s  an imp ortant c ons truct i n  that it pe rmits, 
for the fir s  t time , a diffe re ntiation of c ultural de velopme nts in this a r e a  
o f  South Texas from th os e in adj ac e nt are as o f  C e ntral Texas . For too  l on g , 
w orke r s  in South T exas h ave be e n  depende nt on  the m :>r e  c ompletely devel ­
ope d  c h ronol o gy and hypothe s i ze d c ultural s e q ue nce s  of C e ntral Te xas ; thi s  
has b e e n  the r e s ult m ai nly of  the lack o f  s ystematic work in  S outh T e xas 
prior  to 1 9 7 3  and al s o  in p a rt fr om the ave r s i o n  to nam e  local types  which 
c ould be us e d  to diffe r e ntiate s e pa rate developme nts i n  our area.  W ith the 
pione e ring w ork of S ollbe r ge r  and w ith th e m a s s ive  inc reas e in bas ic a rc hae o ­
l ogic al data whic h has b e e n  develop e d in  this area  i n  the last ten ye ars . i t  i s  
now pos s ible t o  b e g i n  to r e c o gni ze the unique and c ompl ex cultu ral e v olution  
of th e Late Prehis toric i n  this r e g i o n. 

Wh ile we c an n ow ac c ept the vali dity of the T u rtle C re ek Ph as e' , w e  
m us t  re s is t  the temptati on t o  vi ew it as a s t atic . r igid  c onstruct.  For thi s  
r e as on , tile te rm Phas e r ath e r  th an Focus i s  r e c omme nde d. C ur r e nt data 
s ug g E' s ts that the r e  is c ons i de rable v a riation  ove r tim·� and at vari o us l oc ali ­
ti e s  \\' ithin th l! area w e  have dcfin (' d for the Ph as e ;  this  re qui re s  th at the 
T urtle C re ek Phas e m us t  be a m o r c  dy nam i c  c on struct and impl i e s  that it 
r e p r e s e nts only the initial' c ompone nt of what m us t have be e n  a c onti nuing 
s e rie s of c ultural developm e nts in the South T exas Late P rehis toric . 

Such an e v olutionary c ons truct  c a r ri e s  w ith it ,  in  the abs e nc e  of any 
e vidence  of a whol e s al e  invasion  an d p op ulation  replac eme nt , the im::>lic at i o rl 
th at the c ultural s e que nc e repre s e nt e d  in  e a rly Late Prehis toric tim e s  by t h e'  
T urtle C re e k  Phas e pr obably c onti nue d into the His toric pe ri o d. Thus , the 
T urtle C reek  Phas e pe ople may be th e anc e s to r s  of thos e C oahui1te c an ban ds 
s e e n  in this area by th e fir s t  Spani s h  e xplore r s . 
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