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1. Introduction

THERE are many references in the Spanish documents of
the early historic period to the Indian pueblos of the re-
gion of La Junta de los Rios, the junction of the Rio Grande -
and the Rio Conchos of Chihuahua. The Spanish accounts
provide an excellent picture of the Indian culture of the re-
gion and enable identification of the ruins of many of the
actual villages described. These sites were located during the
course of archaeological field work at La Junta in the period
1936-1939, and were rechecked in connection with archae-
ological reconnaissance along the Rio Grande and the Rio
Conchos in the summers of 1948, 1949 and 1951.! Intensive
excavations were made in two of the historic pueblo sites by
Donald J. Lehmer and the writer in 1938-1939.%

1. The archaeological r i of the

of 1948 covered the Rio
Grande Valley from the vicinity of Redford, below La Junta, to Fabens, near El Paso.
The field work of the summer of 1949 included = reconnai of the valley of the
Rio Conchos from its mouth to the junction of the Rio Florido, as well as the Mexican
side of the Rio Grande immediately above and below La Junta. Both of these research
projects were made possible by research grants of the Institute of Latin American
Studies of The University of Texas. In 1051 an archaeclogical reconnaissance was
made of the difficult mountainous stretch of the Rfo Conchos bet Juli and
Falomir, where the Orient Railway crosses the river. This latter work was financed by
a grant-in-aid from the American Association for the Advancement of Science and was
made possible by a research leave of al ted by the South Illinois Univer-
sity. The investigations of 1949 and 1951 could not have been made without the excel-
lent cooperation of Dr. Eduardo Noguers and the Government of Mexico.

~ [In order to make it easier for the reader to locate an op. cit., I have inserted the
footnote number where a reference is first cited by the author. Ed.]

2. Archaeological work in the sites includes & stratigraphic test made in the mid-

den of Shafter 7:1 in 1986, together with other tests and a pit house excavation in the
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In the present paper an attempt is made to summarize
the documentary data relative to the location and character-
istics of the various pueblos and apply this to the geographi-
cal and archaeological features of the La Junta region. This
results in the identification of most of the La Junta pueblos,
although the putative sites of some of those located on the
Rio Conchos have not been checked in the field.?

A summary of the archaeological and documentary his-
tory of the pueblos identified is likewise included,

II. Geography of the La Junia Region

The name of “La Junta” has long been used for the re-
gion surrounding the junction of the Rio Grande and the Rifo

same gite in 1937 by the writer and full scale excavations in- 1938-1939 by Donald J.
Lehmer and the writer at Shafter T7:1 and Shafter 7:3, The 1036 excavations were
made unhder the sponsorship of Sul Ross State College of Alpine, Texas, and were
financed in part by granis-in-aid from H, 8. Gladwin and E, B, Sayles. The 1982-1989
excavations represented the work of the First La Junts Expedition, a cooperative
project of the School of American Regearch, the Sul Ross State College and the Works
Progress Administretion. The final report on these exeavations is now nearing com-
pletion, thanks to research funda genercusly provided by the School of American Re-
search. During the reconnaissance of 1948 a pit house was excavated in one of the
large La Junta sites near Redford, and tests were made in others, Farther np the Rio
Grande, another pit house was excivated. In the summer of 1949 the Archaeological
Field Sehool of The University of Texas excavated u pit house and severa) cache pits
in the Redford site and made tests in several other near-by La Junts sites, During the
Rio Conchios recon nee of the Jatter part of the same summer, anvther pit houge
was excavated in & La Junia site on the Rio Conchos a few miles whove Ojinaga. Pre-
liminary papers on archaeology and ethnohistory of La Junta already published inciude:
“An Archaeological Survey of Texas,” Medallion Papers, No. XVIL, Globe, 1985 (pp.
79-84, Plate XXII, Map E, Tables 7, 9, 12), and “‘An Archaeologleal Sorvey of Chihuar
hua, Mexico,” Medeliion Papere, No. XXII, Globe, 1936 (p. 84, Table I, and p. 107,
Map}, by E. B. Sayles: “The Rotte of Antonio de Espejo . .. Its Relation to West
Texas Archaeology,” West Teras Historical and Sciemtifio Society Publications, No. 7,
Alpine, 1937; “Archaeological Notes On The Excavation of a Pit House Near Presidio,
Texus,” El Palacie, Vol. XLV¥I, 10, Santa Fe, 1939; “Recent Fleld Work in Texas:
(1) Presidlo,”” Texas Archacological News, No. 2, pp. 1-4, Austin, 1940, and *““Archae.
ologieal Notes On Two Excavated House Structures in Western Texas,” Bulletin of the
Texas Archaeclogical and Peleontological Socicty, Vol 20, pp. 89-114, 1949, by J.

Charles Kelley; ““The Association of Archseolog:cal Materials With Geologicsl Depozita
in the Big Bend Region of Texas,” West Texas Historical and Scientific Sooiety Publi-
cations, No. 10, pp. 73-81, Alpine, 1949, by J. Charles Kelley, T. N. Camphell, and
Donald J. Lehmer, The aarlier papera by Sayles were the inspiration for later work by
the writer.

3. When thiz article was first written in 1948 the locations of Guadslupe and
CristSbal pueblos were not thoze given in thé present paper. The errot in the original
interpretations resulted from misinterpretation of the records of one of the entradas.
At that time, the author did not have access to the records of the Ydoiaga entrads of
1747. When these records were called to his attention, it was poesible to correct the
error in identification previously made, Thanks are expressed to Mr. John Manly
Daniels for calling the Ydoiaga records to the author’s attention. John Manly Daniels,
La Junte de lop Rios and the Despoblado, 1630-1760, Masters Thesis, The University. of

Texaa, 1948,
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Conchos near Presidio, Texas, and Ojinaga, Chihuahua.
Roughly, the area in question is included in the t}'iangle
formed by Cuchillo Parado, some 30 miles up the Rio Con-
chos on the west; Ruidosa, about 35 miles up the Rio Grande;
and Redford, some 18 miles down the Rio Grande (Fig. IT).
The principal Indian pueblos of La Junta were all located
within a radius of six leagues, or some 16 miles, of the actual
junction of the stream.

Both rivers meander through alluvial flood plams averag-
ing about a mile in width. Both streams change their courses
from time to time in their winding through this sandy low-
land. The Rio Grande especially meanders in broad, twist-
ing loops which are often abandoned to form sloughs and
marshes (Fig. 11). The low-lying flood plain was thus natu-
rally irrigated and ideal for farming by primitive methods.
Uncleared areas at present are covered with a thick growth
of willows, cane, mesquite thickets and groves of cottonwood.

Adjoining the flood plain and rising some 20 feet above
it is a low gravel terrace varying in width, where present,
from a few yards to over a mile, The more or less level sur-
face of this terrace is badly dissected locally by erosion.
Head-cutting gullies in places have reduced its periphery to
a jagged series of isolated promontories (Fig. III1). The
vegetation is typically mesquite, greasewood, and grasses
with occasional stands of yucea and cacti. The modern town
of Presidio, Texas (elevation: 2594 feet), occupies this ter-
race, and it was likewise the site of some of the historic In-
dian pueblos.

The main valley of the joined rivers is bounded for the
most part by the steep gravel talus slopes of the high gravel
terrace which rises abruptly some 60 feet from the level of
the low terrace (Fig. I), The plane “desert pavement” sur-
face of this high terrace rises in a long slant toward the
distant mountains, here, with exceptions, some miles away
from the valley itself. Actually, several terraces are repre-
sented, rising in steps toward the mountains and changmg-
imperceptibly from true alluvial terraces to mountain pedi-
ments. A scattered growth of mesquite, greasewood, yucca,
cacti and some grass is the typical vegetation of the high
terraces. Near the river valleys tributary streams have cut
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_ narrcrw vz‘alleys, ﬂoot:ed with the low gravel terrace, for yards \
or miles into the high terrace, leaving between them long

narrow mesa tongues, often isolated from the i
€s, main terra
mass or attached to it only by narrow saddles. In places thez

mesa tongues extend directly to the edge of the flood plain -

or within yards of it. Such high flat-topped gravel mesas im-

mediately adjoining the flood plain, or even the river, were

,t]}::] tgr::';gzi location for the historic pueblos of the La
‘Two such long narrow mesas paralle
the Rio Conchos almost to its junlztion Vilri?llleti?:v Ie{.li‘oc?}li'l:;df
01.1. the sout.hern mesa lies the modern Mexican town of
Ojlnfa.ga, .Chlhualgua. Directly across the Rio Grande from
the junction a- third such long mesa tongue extends almost
to the edge of an old channel of the Rio Grande (Fig I}
About three miles south of the junction rizes the n’orth-
ern cre§t of the jagged ridge of Sierra de la Cruz (elevation:
approxlmz}tely 4000 feet) which parallels the Rio Grande fo;"
sever:.stl miles below La Junta on the southwest, The rugged
fooifhllls of this range extend to the edge of the lowland pgl.'o-
grt:)?tl;lg atba;llands terrain unsuitable for village loca;:ibns..
po east o La Junta numerous small ranges or isolated
ills reaching an elevation of 4600 feet parallel the Rio -
Grande and encroach upon the river itself. Some 18 miles
south of the river junction and paralleling the Rio Grande
f?r over 35 miles, the abrupt cliffs of the Cuchillo Parad
rldge.s,. the Sierra Grande (elevation: 5250 feet), formed . :
deﬁ?‘!ltl\’? topographic boundary to the La Junta a;'ea and if: .
Indian villages. Twenty miles north of the river junction on
4, Ydolaga in 1747 asked the natives of San Cristébal pueble why they did not.

move their pueble to the southern pide of th
e river wh i
cared for by the priests, The Indlans repled that this :r':;; i:n;ooll:‘ibbl:. :Ii‘:: ::::: t::l:

no suftable pucblo location on that bank in the vicinity. Their pueblos must be located -

on & hill close to the river, the

ir;;e theirhhouaea [timber, brusl: ::iiodl;:ow:ht::]ti?d T;:ht hs"‘i‘ ‘tf-e :::t&l::hlfﬂ" I:ui’k‘]-
Cristﬁ;i . ?:: i:}l:dwyet l:ot exposed to destruction by-the annusl floods. Th:y said that
pioaten doveen asth cated on the low terracs] wae never flonded, sven though it was
Taated Jire Vi"n (: river bank, ('‘Quaderno que comienzs ¢on Ia Carta Orden del
P Di]igen:{' ouernador ¥ Capitin Geueral de ‘estos Reynos, de resulta de mi
pmeihia v Dilta ellg: -co en La Junta de Jos Rios del Norte 5 Conchos, ¥ sus Cone
e i, Amﬁem; = ;:::;nt;gyz?-m:;“io d® Joseph de Ydoiaga. Archive Gene-
lection, The University of Texas, ;:p. 4&/2:1'»5:;31;‘Tc?n:.cg:;;’s;;:g‘)nﬂj Archives Gol-
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‘the Texas side of the Rio Grande, the Chinati Mountaing rise

to an elevation of 7800 feet.
The course of the Rio Conchos from the modern town of

Cuchillo Parado to La Junta has a direct bearing on the
route followed by the various Spanish entradas and on the
location of several of the historic towns. Southwest of the
Sierra Grande the Rio Conchos trends almost due northeast,

‘Near the town of Cuchillo Parado it furns abruptly to the
_north for nine miles paralleling the ridge, then due east for

four miles, then back again five miles gouth, completing a
circuit of the northwest end of the Sierra Grande ridge. The
Spaniards invariably cut across this loop of the Rio Conchos
over the ridge from Cuchille Parado, a distance of some ten
miles and involving several steep climbs of 1000 feet or more,
reaching the river somewhere above modern Santa Teresa.®

At the end of the southward swing the Conchos again
turns east by north for some 12 miles to the vicinity of Santa
Teresa, and thence east by south roughly paralleling the Rio
Grande for nine miles, with a final swing through a low but
rugged escarpment five miles northeast to the junction. Be-

tween San Juan on the Rio Conchos and Porvenir on the Rio
Grande, the distance between the two rivers is only seven
miles, and a climb of less than 500 feet intervenes (Fig. I).
The Rodriguez and Espejo expeditions both crossed to the
Rio Grande at this point; and then followed down that

river to La Junta.®

5. The Cuchillo Parado ridges, colled the Sierra Grande, are parallel escarpmenta

of {ncredible roughness. From the town of maodern Cuchillo Parado the old short-cut
foot and horse trail across the ridges is eaally seem. This trail is still in use and is a
much shorter route from Cuchillo Parado to the towns of the lower Conthos than the
river trail. The people of Cuchillo Parado said that four hoars ot hard travel on horse-
back over this trail would bring one within sight of Mesquite pueblo on the lower Rio
Conchoz, - :
In Fig. 1. ((frontispiece), some of the routes followed are well known and the
A tary evid bles certain jdentification of landmarks, trails, ete. In other
instances only enough information iz available to suggest the zeneral route. In puch
instances it Is assumed that the expedition followed the well traveled route throughout.
Return trips are shown separately only where a different route waa followed, and no
attempt is made to show on the map the divection of travel. The region has a much
more hroken physiography than is indicated by this map but it is imposslble to ahow
detafls of terrain and &t the same time indicate the routes of the antradas. Accord-
ingly a compromise depletion has been adopted.

6. Today a country road, easily traveled by sitomobile, follows this short-cut
from Santa Teress on the Rio Conchez to the vicinity of Porvenir on the Rio Grande.
Only gentle slopes and ravines separate the two river valleys at this point. But be




- gither on the Rio Conchos or on the Rio Grande at and below

-was greater.

' Geological Survey, Water Supply Paper 358, Washington, 1915,
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At La Junta the Rio Conchos is by far the larger river;
Above La Junta the Rio Grande is often dry and the average

annual run-off is very low. Thus, in the period of 1900-1913,

prior to the establishment of Elephant Butte Reservoir above
El Paso, the gauging station on the Rio Grande just above
the mouth of the Rio Conchos showed an average annual run-
off of 645?246 acre feet, In the same period the station just
below the mouth of the Rio Conchos showed an annual
run-off for the period of 2,045,769 acre feet, over three times
the run-off above the junction. Furthermore, no measurable
run-off at all was recorded for 25 months distributed through

eight years of the 13 year period af the station above the -

Rio Conchos, while no months at all without run-off were
recordet below the junction!” Two other streams enter the
Rio Grande from the Texas side in the La Junta area; Cibola
Creek, an ephemeral stream directly below the junetion, and
Alamito Creek, a permanent but small stream whose mouth
lies about eight miles below the mouth of the Conchos.
Neither of these streams appreciably affect the run-off of
the joined streams. Hence, the flow of the Rio Conchos is
vital to irrigated farming in the area. Significantly, all the
major La Junta pueblos of the historic period were located

the junction.

Thornthwaite classified the climate of the La Junta
region as EB’d (Arid, Mesothermal, Precipitation Deficient)?
and Russell as BWhw (Hot Desert, Dry Winters) pointing
out that the region although included in his Dry Climates
has a frequency of 10 desert years out of every 20 years.?
The region therefore cannot support agriculture except
through irrigation, and with the exception of a few tempo-
rales farmed in years of good local rainfall all the large

tween this point on the Conchos and La Junta the trail which followed the river
valley crosses n series of precipitous ridges. Hence, the short.cut route to the Rio
{rande and down it to La Junta involved much easier traveling, although the distance

7. Based on yearly and monthly run-off figures given in Water Resowrces of the
Rio Grande Basin, 13359-1913, by Robert Follanshee and H. 8. Dean, United States

8 C. Warren Thornthwaite, “The Climatea of North America Accordi
’ y ording ta
New Classification,” The Gecgraphical Review, Vol. XXI, §33-655 (1981), *
?. Riclzard Joel Russell, “Dry Climatey of the United States,” University of Cali-
fornia Publication in Geography, Vol. 5, Nos, 1 and 5, Berkeley, 1932,
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b villages have been located near the river, and in all probabil-
& ity on the Rio Conchos or the joined streams.

HI. The Spanish Entradas

Although there exist many documentary references to
the La Junta Pueblos and their culture, those which contrib-
ute most to our general picture of the number, location, size,
people and culture of these pueblos include the sources for
the entradas of Rodriguez-Chamuscado (1581-1582), Espejo
(1582-1583), Mendoza-Lépez (1683-1684), Trasvina Retis
(1714-1715), Ydoiaga, Ribago y Teran, and Vidaurre (1747-
1748), and Rubin de Celis (17 50-1751). The entrada of Hugo
O’Connor in 1773 and the reports of Nicolas de Lafora in
1765 and Tamerén y Romeral in 1771 also provide usable

"data. Cabeza de Vaca may have visited La Junta in 1535,

but this is by no means certain,’® and in any case he mentions
no specific pueblos.

The Rodriguez-Chamusecado Entrada (1581-1582) :

Principal documentary sources for this entrade are the
Gallegos Relation,’* the Declaration of Bustamante and of
Barrado, the Narrative of Escalante and Barrado,’2 and
Obregén’s Chronicle.!®

For the La Junta region, the Gallegos Relation is by far
the best account. The Obregdén account of the expedition is
a secondary source and appears quite faulty. The other ac-
counts are short and contain few or no references to La

Junta.

10, Awthorities have generally accepted La Junta as one of the established points
on the Nufiez route. However, Nifiez himzelf comments on the practice of stone-boiling
and the lack of pottery at this location. The Journal of Alver Nifies Cabeza de Vaca,
edited by Fanny Bandelier, p. 164, New York, 1005, Archaeological excavations at La
Junta apparently indicate the use of pottery there from about 1200 A.D. to the
present. This either rules out the customary identification or else iz a commentary on

. the relative Inzccuracy of the Niifiez account.

11. Relation of the Expedition and Events Accomplished by Francisco Sanchez
Chamuscado . . . by Herndn Gallegos. . - . Translated by George P. Hammond and
Agapitc Rey, “The Rodrigues Expedition to New Mexico, 1581-1682," New Memico
Historical Review, Vol. 1I, pp. 239-268, (1927) ; 834-362, Reprint in Historical Society
of New Mexico, Publications in History, Vol. IV, 1927,

12. These three minor sources were translated by H. E. Bolton, “The Rodriguez
Expedition, 1681”7 in Spenish Exploration in the. Southwest, 1542-1706, pp. 137-180,
Naw York, 1916. : :

13, Obregdn's History of 18th Century Explorations in Western America. Trane-
Jated by G. P. Hammond and Agapito Rey, T-on Angeles, 1928,



264 NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

The Rodriguez party in 1681 marched from Santa Bar-
bara down the Rio Florido to the Rfo Conchos and down the
latter stream to the cut-off to the Rio Grande near San J uan,
en route crosging the Sierra Grande. They then followed the
Rio Grande to La Junta, after which they returned up the
Rio Grande and continned on into New Mexico, returning
by the same route in 1582. The documents supply no infor-
mation as to individual towns or their locations, although all
of the principal La Junta pueblos apparently were visited.
The Gallegos Relation, however, gives excellent deseriptions

of the people and their culture. One pueblo for example is .~
described as

+ @ permanent settlement [whose inhabitants stood on the house
tops to greet the Spaniards]. . . , These houses resemble those of the
Mexicans, except that they are made of paling. They build them square,
They put-up the bases and upon these they Place timbers, the thickness
of a man’s thigh. Then they add the pales, and plaster them with mud, .
Close to them they have their granaries built of willow, after the
fashion of the Mexicans. . . . This pueblo had cight large square

hcuses inhabited by many people, over three hundred persens in
number.14

Rancherias of the Conchos Indians were found along the -
Rio Conchos until the party reached the Cuchillo Parado re- -
gion, Here they found the Cabris Indians, different from.
both the Conchos and the Patarabueyes. Leaving here they -
came to the Sierra Grande:

Marching down the same river we entered and crossed many very dense
- ridges that were traversed only with great difficulty by our beasts of
burden. It became necessary to Jift up some of them, because some
rolled down and others became exhausted and collapsed, This resulted
from our not knowing the way. . . . When we had descended the said
mountain we came to the river, which was reached only after crossing
the ridge. The sierra must be about a league across, but the difficult

part is short, only about an harguebus shot across. This includes climb-
ing to the summit and descending,15

The first La Junta Indians, called Amotomancos, were
- encountered shortly after the party descended to the Rio
Conchos from the Cuchillo Parado pass. Gallegos gives no
figures as to the number of pueblos nor the size of the POpPU-

14, Gallegos, in Hammond and Rey, op. «it, [note 111, pp. 256-257.
16. Ibid, v. 254,
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i ' itio d more
¥ lation, but according to Obregén the expedltlop foun | mo
E than 2000 Indians living along the Rio Grande in the vi‘clmty
B of La Junta.i® The Rio Grande valley was named the “Valle
[ de Nuestra Sefiora de la Concepcién.”*?

" The Espejo Entrada, 1582-1588 :

The Journal of Diego Pérez de Luxan, a member of the

. entrada,'8 is the most important source of infomatfon Te-
£ garding this expedition. Espejo’s own account?? is brief and

contains some obvious errors as does the second-hand ac-

count of Obregén to which reference has already been made.

The Espejo expedition departed from San Bartolomé,

near Santa Barbara, traveled to the Rio Conchos, thence

down the Conchos, apparently crossing the cut-off to the

V. Rio Grande, back down the Rio Grande to the La Junta

pueblos,” and thence up the same river to New Mexico. On

: i i lowed the
¥ - the return trip from New Mexico the party fol

' Pecos river to the vicinity of Toyah Crefek, and from there
" erossed to the Rio Grande near Candelaria, thence down the

river to La Junta and up the Rio Conchos, retracing the
j of the previous year. '
Jomzlsgut 25 l(?ag‘ues down the Rio Conchos trail from the
mouth of the Rio San Pedro they left the last of the Conchos
Indian renchérias, which they had found scattered all along
this section of the river, and entered the land of- the Passa-
guates Indians, apparently in the vicinity of Cuchillo Parado,

Four leagues beyond they came to the first La Junta
pueblo, that of the Otomoacos, on the Ri.o Conchos, ap-
parently at the lower end of the cut-off trail from Cuchillo
Parado and in the vicinity of modern Santa Teresa. The
second La Junta pueblo visited was that of the Otom?acos (M
at the pools of San Bernardino on the Rio Grand_e five leagues
above La Junta, apparently on the Chihuahua side .at the end
of the cut-off trail from the Rio Conchos. The thu}‘d pueblo

186, Obrepén's History . . ., op. cit. [note 18], p. 280.

17. Gallexos: in _Hnmmond amd Rey, op. cit. E‘not.e_ 1':& ;. 25;.’ Lossasss, .as e
veal:ds -inf::?;r:ﬂ‘:tfo])?eﬁ E"i‘:’:‘:fien{:\?ér aﬂM::I::r of th':eParty‘ Translated and

edited by George P. Hammond and Agapite Rey, Los Angeles, 1929 (Quivira Soclety

Vol 1). .
mb];?ﬁ?.;;count of the journey to the Provinces and Settlements of New _Me'xioo,

1583" by Antonio Espejo, in Bolton, op. cit. [note i2). pPp. 161-195,
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the party described was located at the juncti i

on the Chihuahua side and on the norghw(;?togig: :)};‘etilevgis’
Conchos. This was an Abriaches pueblo named Santo Tomé&?
The fourth pueblo seen, called San Juan Evangelista Was:
located one-half league from Santo Tom4as across th:e Rio
Grande on a high ridge on the Texas side. Houses at the foot
of the mesa formed a sort of suburb for this town. The fifth
pueblo visited, named Santiago, was located dov;'n stream.
f!t:om Ss.m Juan Evangelista, apparently on the Texas side
of the rivers, and was the largest pueblo discovered. In addi-
tion to jclfe pueblos enumerated, Luxan notes that there wer
other cities and rancherias of the Patarabueyes both abovg
and below the junction,?® and Espejo estimated that ther
were 10,000 Indians in the La Junta region.2t °

The Mendoza-Lépez Entrada (1683-1684) :

A mission had been established at El P
}659 and the Spanish settlement there was g?:;t?; :1?1123 :3
in 1680 by refugees from the Pueblo Revolt in New Mexig
In 1683 a delegation of Indians from La Junta visited ‘i'i(}’l
lPaso and requestefi that missionaries be sent to their home-
and and to the tribes of central Texas. In response to this
appeal the Mendoza-Lépez expedition followed the Rio
Gra.nfle to La Junta and established missions there. The e
pedition then pushed on eastward into central Texas; ]eavinxq
a padre aif La Junta to continue the missionary worl«; On thi
returl} trip the. expedition followed the Rio Concl';os into
i‘;’vhat Is now Chihuahua as far as the pueblo of Julimes and
hen continued overland to El Paso. Althongh numéro
g}?;:umggts deal.ing with the entrade are known to schola:ss
Jun)ir;mi ;;?gsl-lttle information to oqr knowledge of the La
The most detailed of the reports, the I¢i ;
doza,?? merely notes that at LapJun;,a, r?alrrnh;adm“?lzo I:{fl.tﬂ{t; nli |
en las f}ruces,” there were rancherias of Julimes Indians o
both sides of the Rio Grande, that the rancherias all hzs

20, Luxfn, in Hammond and Rey, ep. ¢it. [nota 18], p. &3

21. Espejo, in Bolton, o it
raint excesswe‘, » op. ¢it. [note 12), p. 172. This poepulation estimate is cers
22. Translated by Bolton as the “Itinera

in Boiton, ep. eit. [note 12], pp. 320-343, ¥ of Joan Dominguer de Mendora, 1684”
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crosses, and that the Indians were “versed in the Mexican
language,” and that they all cultivated maize and wheat.?
In another of these documents, the “Representacion’
made by Fray Nicolds Lépez to the Marques of La Laguna
and the Count of Paredes in April, 16852 there are addi-
tional data. Lépez states that in the first La Junta pueblo
visited on the Rio Grande he found a grass church already
constructed. In another pueblo six leagues further down the
river he found a larger and better built church, also a house
for the priests. Seven other Indian nations later built
churches. Another notation mentions that there was only one
priest for six pueblos. There were many Christian Indians;
all of them were settled peoples who cultivated corn, wheat,
beans, calabashes, watermelons, cantaloupes and tobacco. In
the “Letter of Fray Nicolas Lépez to the Viceroy” in 1686,
Lépez further notes that the missionaries found two huts
already built and then built four others, presumably one in
each of the six pueblos, and that nine nations were adminis-
tered,? and over 500 Indians baptized. '
From the “Certificaciénes” of Mendoza?® supplementary
“data are obtainable. Mendoza noted that seven nations and
more than 500 Indians were represented at La Junta and
that six churches of grass and wood had been completed, pre-
sumably one in each pueblo. On the return trip up the Rio
Conchos, Mendoza states that they traveled eight leagues
more or less from the junction of the rivers to a place of
many people which they named Santa Catalina. The second
day they continued up the river and apparently crossed the

23, Ibid, . 325,

24. Quoted in Pichardo's Treatise on the Limits of Lowigiaita and Texas. Trans-
lated by C. W. Hackett, Vol. 11, pp. 340-382, Awetin, 1934,

o5. Translated in Historical Documents Reloting (o New Mozice, Nuevs Viscoya,
and Approaches Thereto, te 1778, edited by C. W. Hackett, Vol. III, pp. 360-363, Car-

. negie Institution, Washington, D. C., 1987 -

26. Included in the "‘nations” listed in all probability were the Jumano and the
Gibolo, bison nomads whe traded with the La Jenta Indians and were probably reaident
there during the winter eesson. (Jumduo and Patarabueye; Relations at La Junie de
o Rios by J. Charles Kelley. Dissertation pubmitted in partial fulfilment of the re-
guirements for the degree of Doctor of Philosophy in the Department of Anthropology
of Harvard University, 108},

27, ‘'Cartificacibnes,’” made at La Junta while en route from the Jumanos, May
and June. “Autos Sobre loa Socorros. . . ." Archive Generel ¥ Pablico de Mexico,
Provincias internes, Tomo 37, Expediente 4, 1684,
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~ The Trasvina Retis Entrada (1715) :

. Indians were led by Don Antonio de Ia Cruz of Julimes, gov-

g e,
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¥ Mesquite, renamed Nuestra Sefiors de Loreto, was the first
2 actual La Junta pueblo visited. About one league d?wn the
i ' Conchos they found the pueblo of the Cacalotes Indians, re-
} named San Juan Bautista, and four leagues down stream at
b the junction of the Conchos and the Rio Grande they came to
| the pueblo of San Francisco de la Junta, of the Opoxmes
y Indians. ' : _
X The pueblo of Nuestra Sefiora de Aranzazu of the Cone-
" jos Nation, located one and one-half leagues up the Rio
f - Grande from San Francisco was noted although it may not
£ have been visited. The Rio Conchos was crossed by raft to
E the pueblo of Nuestra Sefiora de Guadalupe, the largest of
£ all the La Junta pueblos, in which were united the Polacmes
© and Sibulas nations, each with its own plaza.?? |
Beginning about one league below Guadalupe and on the
§ banks of the Rio Grande, three other pueblos, located close
together, were described. The description anq location of the
i pueblos is given in vague terms and it seems likely that Tras-
. vina Retis did not himself visit this group. The first pueblo
of the group named, but not necessarily the nearest, was
Puliques, renamed Sefior San José; the second pueblo name:d
" was tirat of the Conchos Indians and was named San Antonio
' de Padua; the third and largest was that of the Poxalmas
Indians and was named San Crist6bal.

| In all, the total number of Indians supposedly counted
. by the expedition, or by the native chiefs at the orders of
[ Trasvina Retis, was 1405, including 80 who were s?.bSent
= working in the fields of San Bartolomé, but not including 44
(247) Conejos Indians of Cuchillo Parad? nor t1.1e C:holomes
Indians of San Pedro. The diary of Trasvina Retis gives con-
siderable information as to the architecture of the villages

Sierra Grande back to the upper Conchos, thence up stream
to Julimes and overland to E! Paso. Eight leagues from -
Santa Catalina and across the Sierra Grande, apparently at -
Cuchillo Parado, they noted an Indian rancherig which they
called Santa Polonia. Beyond this, and ending at a distance "}
of eleven leagues, they found a series of almost continuous :'§
rancherias along the river, apparently in the San Pedre-
Vegas region, which they named Santa Teresa,

In the spring of 1715, Don Juan Antonio de Trasvina
Retis accompanied by 80 soldiers and a party of Indians §
from the pueblos of San Antonio de Julimes, San Pablo,
‘SBanta Cruz, and San Pedro de Conchos, escorted two priests &
to the La Junta pueblos to establish missions there.?® The

ernor of the four Conchos pueblos, and by birth a native of
San Francisco de La Junta. The party followed the Rio Con-
chos to the pueblo of San Pedro near the Sierra Grande, This
pueblo of Cholomes Indians had 190 occupants and cultivated
many crops. Here the Spaniards were told that at a marsh
two leagues away was the home of the chief Don Andrés
Coyame, the ruler of all the Cholomes Indians. This is ob- 3
viously a reference to the rancheric or pueblo later known =}
as Coyame, or Collamé. A short distance farther down the
Conchos they came to an outlying pueblo of La Junta Indians
(Conejos nation) called Cuchillo Parado and re-named Nu-
estra Sefiora de Begonia, with 24 occupants (elsewhere given
as 44), 3

Leaving Nuestra Sefiora de Begonia the party crossed 3
a rough ridge at a distance of one-half league and then = |
traveled altogether five leagues to La Cuesta Grande, at the
foot of the main Cuchillo Parado ridge. The following day
they crossed this ridge, following the short-cut route, to the
Rio Conchos at El Mesquite pueblo, 12 leagues distant, El

: 29, At lemst, he crossed either the Rie Conchos or the Rio Grande. hThé wrz::r
- in earlier papers assumed that the river crossed was the Rio Gnnde,I no:) t :e o‘r;c pp.
Castafieda (C. E. Castafiedn, Our Catholic ;‘:I'cla:nte::es]ﬁ; I‘:::«.:w\::t :h;sci“zml;et;ﬂon.
197-221, Austin, 1938) and Daniels (op. ¢it. [no ska ac pretation.
e records do not identify by name the river erossed; this must be esta a
ﬁll;tr:me. However, In the light of the more detailed reports of hi:‘ler eixplor:rsﬂ. :hc;;::
: specify their route in detail and with place na:mfs, the identi ic::on owen ? Iiver
.. erossed as the Rio Conchos seeme certain: Castaneda_ and Danid ,i 1] e b
present writer, have misconstrued the general text. This eonelugion smv:d adon
examination of the original srguments by which the .streum waa fdent 88

Grande {infra, pp. 000.)

28. The records of this entrada Including the rich dlary of Trasvina Retiz are
reproduced in “The Founding of Misajons at La Junta de loa Rios,” translated by
Reginald C. Reindorp, Supplementery Studics of the Tewes Catholic Historical Seciety,
Vol. 1, No. 1, Austin, 1938, The original document ia In the Arehive de San Francisco
el grande, Biblicteca Nacional, Mexico.
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and houses, the native agriculture, and the disposition and
. dress of the Indians. At this time churches appear to have

NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

1 been standing in most if not all the villages, but in disrepair,

and Eurcpean traits were already conspicuously present,

including dress, use of the Spanish language, agricultural ° 1
‘1i products, tools, and perhaps irrigation methods, and some
" architectural features, to mention only the more obvious.

The expedition ordered the rebuilding of the churches, left
the priests and numbers of domestic animals and other sup-

plies on hand and returned up the Conchos to the point of

departure,

The La Junta Pueblos and Missions After 1715:

Following the expedition of Trasvina Retis to La Junta,
the missions established there were maintained more or less
permanently, with intervals of abandonment, throughout the
remainder of the Indian period. Additional priests were dis-
patched fo La Junta in 1716 and the missions of Nuestro
Sefior La Redonda del Collamé, Nuestra Sefior Padre San
Francisco, S8an Pedro del Cuchillo Parado, S8an Juan, and
San Cristébal were founded.?* The missions were tempo-
rarily abandoned in 1718 but reoccupied shortly thereafter
and not again abandoned until 1726, Following the Indian
uprising of that year they were perhaps not reoccupied until
1732 or 1733, although the data are somewhat contradictory.
In the latter years, however, they were reoccupied and cer-
tainly not abandongd again.

The Ydoiaga Entrada (1747-1748) :

In the year 1747 three separate expeditions visited La
Junta as a part of a plan for examination of the area between
the mouth of the Rio Conchos and the seitlements on the
lower Rfo Grande in Coahuila, and to determine the feasi-
bility of placing a presidio at La Junta.

The first and most important of these entradas was that
made by Captain Joseph de Ydoiaga.®* Ydoiaga’s party left
San Bartolomé on the upper Rio Conchos in November, 1747,

30. “Declaration of Fray Miguel de Menchero, Sants Bairbars, May 10, 1744,

tranalation in Hackett, Historical Docusments . . ., Vol. IIf, p, $04.412,
81. Ydoiags, op. cit. [note 4].
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i and followed the general course of the river toward La
Junta. Some 29 leagues below San Antonio de Julimes the
L party came fo the pueblo of Santa Cruz de logs Cholomes
" located on the Rio Conchos near present day Pueblito. This
was an outlying La Junta colony recently founded by 299
refugees from Coyvame, Cuchillo Parado and the Rio Grande
above La Junta,

The expedition then journeyed to Coyame and thence on
e to the lower Rio Conchos by way of the cut-off trail over the
.. Sierra Grande. A scouting party visited the site of Cuchillo
" Parade and found it deserted, as was Coyame, Continuing
Jown the river the party came first to El Mesquite and then
E to the pueblo of San Juan Bautista, located four leagues
b across the hills from the canyon mouth and on the north side
~ of the river, The Mesquite Indians had their lands on the
. south side of the Rio Conchos opposite San Juan. The Mes-
¥ quites had joined the Cacolotes of San Juan in this vicinity
£ for protection against the Apache. Here also various Conejos
and Cholomes Indians had gathered.
3 Continuing down the north (and west) side of the river -
b for four leagues Ydoiaga came to San Franci;?;le la Junta,
E located, as it is today, just northwest of thesfinction of the
f~ Rio Conchos with the Rio Grande. The party then traveled
one league southeast across two branches of the Rio Conchos,
just above the spot where that river joined the Rio Grande,
i to the pueblo of Nuestra Sefiora de Guadalupe. Continning
t . down the southwestern or Mexican side of the Rio Grande
g the party came to the pueblo of San Antonio de log Puligues,
i three short leagues from Guadalupe, en route passing San
i Cristébal, which was situated on the northeastern side of the
joined rivers halfway between the other two pueblos.

Ydoiaga and his party were then conducted eleven
t  leagues farther down the Rio Grande to another fertile val-
¥ ley, obviously the Redford valley, located just above the head
 of a deep canyon through which the river ran. In the middle
. of this valley and on the northern bank they found the ruins
E. of the former pueblo of Tapalcolmes, where the Pescados
Indiansg had lived before going te Puliques, The party then
returned up the river some 13 leagues and crossed to the

HISTORIC PUEBLOS



272 NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

northern bank, above Puliques pueblo, to the pueblo of San’
Cristébal, located directly on the bank of the Rio Grande and
. midway between Puliques and Guadalupe. The Spaniards
then traveled to the site of the former Cibolo pueblo, The
ruins of this pueblo were found 13 leagues north and east of -
Cristébal in a deep arroyo or canyon where a spring emerged
from a high mountain. Traces of farming activities and
adobe house ruins, possibly those of a Catholic chapel, were
found here. '

Ydoiaga returned to San Francisco pueblo at La Junta
and after a few days made a long journey up the Rio Grande
to find and punish hestile Indians reported to be living at El
Cajén. En route, he found an abandoned pueblo of the Teco-
lotes Indians on the Mexican side of the Rio Grande about
seven leagues above La Junta. No other pueblos, occupied or
deserted, were found on the Rio Grande above this point, and
the remainder of Ydoiaga’s Jjourney up the river and his re-
turn is of no concern in this paper. After remaining in La
Junta for some months and sending out various other scout- -
ing expeditions, Ydoiaga and his party returned up the Rio
Conchos to their headquarters.

The Rabago y Teran Entrada (1746-1747) :

An exploring party led by Don Pedro de Rabago y Terén, _
Governor of Coahuila, traveled across the mountains of Coa-
huila to the lower Big Bend, thence across the southern tip
of that region, and then back into present day Chihuahua
and through the Sierra Rica region to La Junta.’? The last
two days of travel of this party brought them along the route
now followed by the Ojinaga-Chihuahua City highwsay from .
about the vicinity of Chapé (or EI N. ogal) to Ojinaga, which
was at that time Nuestra Seiiora de Guadalupe. After camp-
ing overnight in the plaza of this pueblo the Spaniards
traveled down the Rio Grande to the Redford valley. In the
middle of this valley and on the northeast bank of the Rio
Grande they saw the ruined adobe walls of a mission, which

32, “Diario de la Compaiia executada por e Govern®r de Coahuila Don Pedro de
Rébago y Terédn en él afio de 1747, para el reconocimiento de las margenes del Rio
Grande del Norte,” Mexico, Archive General de la Nacion, Historia, Vol. 52, Expediente
No. 6. Hackett Transeripts, Archives Colection, The University of Texas,
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E' was said to be the old site of the pueblo of San Antonio de
~ Puliques [actually of the Pescados Indians of that pueblo]

£ where the Tapalcoimes Indians had formerly lived. Here

: the party crossed the northern bank of the Rio Grande and

located on the northern bank. Here the expedition crossed to
" the south bank of the Rio Grande and returned to Guadalupe.
 On a later scouting trip Rébago y Teran journeyed to San
Juan pueblo, located on the Rio Conchos some five or six
- leagues from Guadalupe. Here on the banks of the river
there were distinct groups of jacales in which lived the Cone-
jos, Cacalotes, Mesquites, and other Indians. He then re-
turned down the Rio Conchos to San Francisco and two days
later began his return to Coahuila, leaving the river in the
vicinity of San Cristébal and Puliques in order to follow a
new route across the Big Bend and thence through Coahuila
to Monclova.

E  The Vidaurre Entrada (1747-1748) :

A party led by Don Fermin de Vidaurre, Capitan of the
Presidio of Santiago de Mapimi, traveled from Mapimi to
Monclova and thence across Coahuila, by & slightly different
route from that followed by Rébago y Teran, across the Big
Bend, and back into Chihuahua, thence through the Sierra
Rica area to La Junta, striking the Rio Grande on the south
side, between the pueblos of San Antonio de Puliques and
Nuestra Sefiora de Guadalupe.?® The following day the party
went four leagues farther up the Rio Grande, past Guada-

and then went four leagues farther up the same river to San
Juan pueblo where they joined Ydoiaga’'s forces.

The Rubin de Celis Entrada (1750-1751) :

In 1750 a party led by Alonso Victores Rubin de Celis
left El Pago (modern Juarez) and marched approximately
71 leagues due south, following the modern Juarez-Chihua-

33, “Derrctero, Diarie, ¥ Autos Echos por o] cap® del Rl Presidio de Shtiago de
Mapimi D. Fermih de Vidsurre en Reconotimiento de las Marjenes del Rio del Norte
hasta los Pueblos de la Junta,” Mezico, Archive General de la Nacion, Historie, Vol

53, Expediente No. 8. Hackett Transeripts, Archives Collection, The University of
Texas. :

followed the river upstream to the Pueblo of San Crist6bal -

lupe, crossed the Rio Conchos to San Francisco de la Junta,
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h . .
Iel;ag u(g;tgml:;ghw:.y, to the.vicinity of Carrizal, -thence 15
Sages Conc}leassito Hormigas, and then 24 leagues east to
Sonrey o os.;1 Appa&ently most of the latter part of the
hoarmey En\ze i::;he present route of the Orient railway
G hear fin I:m : da to the vicinity of Pueblito on the Rio
iards we‘re g'uidgd }l:; gﬂﬁiasi?lﬁ?s o whe Soaeey the Span-
newTII:olueblo that had been establlii'lllzdwjlr? t‘l‘;:rl?i\f;'mme foe
“new”ep%a:;cﬁ we11111_: 14 leagues down the Rio Conchos to this
e Pé‘dro e ,n“:c 1ch.apparent1y was located near modern
Sar P noréherncob on its actual site. This town was gituated
e forthe fank of the _Conchos and just across a high
Hountain T ge from Cuchillo Parado, farther down the
—r pueg?;'tyfthen detoured over the mountaing to the
arvered pucble tri'1 Coyame. A scouting party followed the
seen the houses of %1?;1:;(;1}:)0;;:;3388 ﬂ;ﬁ vt e could be
se . . on the east bank, T -
ju::',l ugpu::ses:::ldl .that people of the same nation as ;eTphtfeilllo
oy b strea ived there, In subsequent days the expedition
raved 24 (;:agues east over the Sierra Grande and down
Immediate(;wsaftfe the Rio Cr_anchos near San Juan Pueblo
Spamimed Sawy. lr descending to the Conchos valley thé
pards s Jacaies across the river on the north bank:
e Drea er they came to the ontlying houses of Mes:
s P tOoson the south bank. A league and a half beyond
g div;l; .;1] L;)an pueblo, This town was located on two
caall bil ¥ an arroyo, on the north side of the Rio
After leaving San Juan the party mar
down the north side of the Rio Co:b:chos il;egat: rl?‘i;?;lgsl;is

Zelin," Archive Goneral de

Transcript in Archiw
€3 Collectlon, Th
36. Just above the amalil Guchil.:)U;::MIw ey .
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located on a short high hill which formed a point near where
the two rivers joined. Across the Rio Conchos could be seen
the houses of the pueblo of Guadalupe, occupying the crest of
another high hill overlooking the lowlands of the east bank
of that river. The party did not cross the flooding Rio Cen-
chos but instead returned northward up the Rio Grande to

El Paso.

Late 18th Century and 19th Century Entradas:

The Spaniards finally established a presidio at La Junta
in 1759-1760 at the time of the second entrada of Rubin de
Celis.? Pedro Tamarén y Romeral in 1765 described the La
Junta pueblos, adding some information of value to our
knowledge of their location and history, but it is nof clear
whether or not he had personally visited La J unta.?? In 1771
Nicolas de Lafora started from Chihuahua to La Junta as

part of his tour of inspection of the frontier presidios. After

having gone only a short distance however, he was informed
that the presidio had been moved from La Junta to Julimes
and congequently the trip was discontinued. Nevertheless,
his comments add to our knowledge of La Junta at this late
period.® In 1773 Hugo O'Connor made a tour of ingpection
of the border presidios and proposed presidio sites. He came
to La Junta through the Sierra Rica pass from San Carlos
and after a brief inspection of the deserted presidio returned
to Chihuahua via the Rio Conchos.®® Numerous expeditions
vigited the portions of Texas adjacent to La Junta in the late
18th century and early 19th century but either they did not
visit the river junction or else the data given regarding the
La Junta pueblos in the documents consulted is negligible.
5 This statement is based on Castafieda, op. cit. [note 5], pp. 229.280. Cas-
iafieda does not give his mource and the present writer has been unable to locate the

documents of the entrada,

§7. Pedro Tamerén 4 Romerdl,
Vizeya, 1765, Durongo. Sineloa, Senora, Arizont,
ciones de Tesas, Coahuils, ¥ Zacatecas, con uns introduceién bibliografica ¥ acotaclénes

por Vito Alessio Robles. Blblioteca Historica Mexicanz de Obras Inéditas, 7. Mexizo.
Antigua Libreria Robredo, de José Porrua e Hijos, 1937.

$8. Nicolas de Lafors, Relecion del Viaje que Hizo o los Presidice Internon, Sitva-
doa en la Frontere de la América Septenirional, Perteneciente ol Rey de Eepafie, Con
un Limitar Bibliografice ¥ Acotaciénes, por Vito Alessio Robles. Editorial Pedro Ro-
bredo, Mexico, D. F., 1939,

2g, “0'Conner to the Viceroy, May 10, 1773."
encig de Guadolefera, Dunn Transeripts, 1778-1741, pp. 9

University of Texas,

Demeogtracicn del Vastisimo Obispado de la Nueva
Nuevo Mezico, Chikuahua, ¥ Por-

Archive Gengral de Indics, Audi=
1.93, Archives Collection, The
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In the 1850°s field parties of th
185 el e U. 8. and Mexican B
gznmsmls;}o}r: :}iSIted La Junta and some geographic ?l[;l;g;;y
whie ey published are of value® Ot s
the reports of United States g o s
explorers and military m
not been found of value with regard to the La J un);a 151?e§?0‘;e

IV. Archacology

Archaeological reconnaissance and excavation in the La

g ;:ﬁ lfgii?n Ra’nthhe Eelated drainage areas of the Rio Con
¢ e Rio Grande have contributed m d . -
ing the La Junta pueblos and thei jons, e e,
" eir locations. The
:lll-chaeolpgy of the area is now fairly well known alﬁﬂemﬁ
1e details are as yet vague, ' "
There seems to have been rli
. a long earlier occupati
;Llsere;f;né }Ilnzoléiably dating back several thousand 1::7\°:za.1(')s:1 b?:
. ristian era, by peoples with a primiti
fl?ft};izng cl;lturg, termed the Big Bend Aspe(g: Siilzelsvﬁfﬁioig
are found primarily in the mountain , d
especially in rock shelters, but th o e s,
: ) , ere must have been g
occupation of the river valleys as well oy
. ; . The last i
tion of this aspect, the Chi s pieeeter
A sos Focus, represents s lat -
::rl.ll;‘al tg}evelopment. particularly well represented ail‘:3 “:tllllle
frolllril s surrounding La Junta, which shows influence
agricultural—pottery making peoples. This way of

life may have survived in modi
e odified form i imiti
ture of the historic Chizos Indians. in the primitive cul-

Concurrently with the development of the Chisos Focus

other peoples came into the regi ingi i
 came gion bringing with th
;ﬁﬁcu:il tradltIOIi; involving such traits as the use of !’?hz Eﬁg
row, snub-nose sacrapers, and fine] "
d ose R y worked 1l
l;:l::il ;:f stggg. A’I‘}]l)ls ‘i.lvermore Focus may have a‘:)pea:::g
as .D. Although the focus a
sents the culture of a Plains hunti e repre
: 2 mg people, it must
gllgﬁgsal;) Import:}r:t ﬁrt in the development of the L: J Eig
» because the lithic industry, includin i
artifact types, introduced at thi iy vod as 4 R
agw ’ 8 t i i
. tradition of the La Junta culture. e survived as the lithic

40. Major Wiliam E. Emor
. ¥, Report on f
House of Representatives, 1857, ‘Washlngton, [ih:: V- 8 ond Meaico Boundary Surves.
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By about 1000-1100 A.D. a sedentary, agricultural,

B  pottery-making way of life had begun to spread down the Rio
S Grande valley from the vicinity of El Pasgo. By about 1200-
§ 1300 permanent villages of peoples possessing this culture
I' had been established throughout the Rio Grande and Rfo
i Conchos valleys adjacent to La Junta. Here developed the

first phase of a specialized local culture which the archaeolo-

gists have called the Bravo Valley Aspect. This first village-
-~ dwelling culture of the Bravo Valley Aspect is known as the

La Junta Foecus, dated at about 1200-1400 A.D., and repre-

L. sents the most widespread utilization of the region by farm-

ing peoples. Most of the historic La Junta pueblos have de-

3 bris of this prehistoric culture underlying the later ruins and

refuse, and in addition there are numerous other village sites
throughout the area that were occupied only during the
earlier period and for some reason, probably arising out of
ecological factors, were abandoned at its close.

The beginning of the second period of the Bravo Valley
Aspect, the Concepeién Focus, dated at 1400-1700 A.D.,
found the area occupied by sedentary peoples reduced to the
immediate vicinity of La Junta, the Redford valley to the
south, and the lower drainage of the Rio Conchos above La
Junta. This was also a time when new peoples and a new
cultural tradition came into the region, bringing changes in
house type, pottery type, and probably changes in the non-
material aspects of the culture as well. It is possible that the
Toyah Focus, a plains-type hunting culture employing the
bow and arrow, a specialized pottery tyve, skin tipis, and
other local specialties was the culture responsible for these
changes. This focus is thought to represent the archaeologi-
cal eulture of the Jumano Indians, who enjoyed an intimate
trade and friendship relationship with the La Junta peoples
and perhaps should even be included with them. However

" the Jumano were plains hunters who at best only spent the

cold winter months at La Junta, returning to the bison plains
to hunt and trade when spring came each year. The archae-

ological remains which they left are inextricably mixed at

La Junta with Concepcién Focus there. 1t is possible that
the Jumano, and the Toyah Focus, represent the advance



278 NEW MEXICO HISTORICAL REVIEW

wave of Athapascan migration into the area, but on the §
other hand they may represent a development in situ out of §
.. the older Livermore Focus, s

At any rate the Concepcién Focus represents the archae- }
ological remains of the culture which the Spanish explorers -3
found and described in the La Junta towns in the 16th and
17th centuries, The documentary descriptions agree with and 3
supplement the archaeological findings. As Spanish influence 'j'-
grew greater at La Junta, we find ever increasing evidence *
in the archaeological remains and in the documents of the
progressive acculturation of the native culture. This period 4
of Spanish-influenced native culture at La J unta, the mission 4
period, has been called the Conchos Focus, and it is more or A
less arbitrarily referred to the 18th century, although the 1
beginning date may actually have been as early as the time >
of the founding of the first missions in 1683 and the end of #§

the period may. actually belong well into the 19th century,

The initial and terminal dates of such & period must be a 3

matter of definition.

By the time the first Anglo-Americans entered the La

Junta area in the middle 19th century, the native culture

apparently was quite well integrated into the local Mexican

culture, as it is today. N evertheless, in pottery, house type,

economy, and perhaps in many other ways the Indian ele-

ments survive in the modern Mexican culture. Ruins helong-
ing to this 19th and early 20th century Mexican period are

- referred to the Alamitos Focus and are easily recognized 7§
and differentiated from the earlier Conchos Focus archae. 3

ological remains, although both contain historie artifacts,

V. Location and Description of the La Juﬁta Pueblos

Identification of the exact sites of historic Indian pueblos
is often difficult or impossible. It is through a fortunate com-
bination of circumstances that the sites of most of the La
Junta pueblos can be identified with some assurance of ac-
curacy. First of all, the physiography of the region is bold;
there are many lasting and outstanding features in the land-
scape which form sure landmarks, Thus, the exact location
of the junction of the Rio Conchos and the Rio Grande is not

TS
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- static, but shifts from time to time. But the range of spift_ing‘
of both rivers is restricted by the grave} mesas which en-
close them on either hand. The outstanding landmal:ks ar:;
geologically much older than any f}t‘ thc? cultural remains an
apparently have changed very litile in appearance durmgf
E the last thousand years or so. Even the shifting courses E
the rivers are imprinted indelibly on the valley floor in the
¥ form of old abandoned channels.

Secondly, several of the pueblos still exist today as Mexi-

1 ich they were
towns and have the same name b.y whie

% ﬁgwn in the 18th Century. The locations of these towns
correspond to the descriptions given in the documents and

provide both a check on the accuracy of the records and

i i locations may be
¢ specific anchors to which the other town :
tﬁad. Thirdly, not one but several entrades described most

i heck and supplement
of the pueblos; the combined records ¢ . )
individual descriptions. Fourthly, archaeqlogw:al sites l?y
virtue of their nature and location are_easﬂy discovered in
this region and it seems sure that the sites of the great ma-

4 jority of both late prehistoric and historic villages of this

culture have been located. Most of these prove to have biﬁn
continuously occupied over several centuries throughout‘ eg
existence of the Bravo Valley Aspect fmd those thai.; surviv
into the historic period carry sure signs of the historic 0};:-
cupation on their exposed surfaces. This factor reduces t :
potential locations of the pueblos to a smali num})er t;:
choices, or only one in specific cases, and. coupled .w1th. e
landmarks in each instance makes specific 1dent1ﬁcat10n;
possible and dependable. Furthermore., the permanence o
occupation indicated by the archaeologlcal deposits dlspgoses
of the suggestion that the principal villages were transitory
rancherias moved from spot to spot over !;he years. )
Where there is an archaeological site of the historic

. period in the proper physiographic location and in the gpeci-

fied spatial relation to other towns, and no otl‘lel_' sxtes‘ o.f !::16
appropriate period exist in simila_r locationg in the v1c1fmt 1317,
and especially when the town still })ears the name o ’ e
former Indian pueblo, there can be little C}oubt of its 1d1i:in i-
fication. But when any of these lines of evidence are lacking,

*
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frag'men.tary or contradictory, or if they are inferential and
not specific, then there may be reason to doubt the identifica-

tion proposed, and at best the probability of an accurate

identification having been made is decreased accordingly,

Several of the principal La Junta pueblo sites have been |

located wif:h fair assurance as indicated in the following
pages, but in some instances there must remain doubt. -

San Antonio de Julimes (“El Xacal”?) :

Julimes is not usually classed among the La Junta pueb-

los,. and strictly speaking should not be so identified. But the
Julimes Indians themselves represent one of the main ethnic
elements in the aboriginal La Junta population; the governor
of Julimes on occasion originally came from San Francisco
de 'La Junta, and there remained a strong bond between
J u};mes and the river junction towns., There is even some
9V1dence that San Antonio de Julimes was a colony founded
in the middle 17th century by Julimes Indians who came
from La Junta fo work in the plantations and mines of the
upper Rio Conchos.® For that reason it will be considered
briefly in this report. :
The Rodriguez and Espejo entradas found the Rio Con-
chog above Cuchillo Parado occupied by the Conchos Indians.
On the Rio Conchos two leagues below the mouth of the Rio
San Pedro, approximately at the present location of modern

Julimes, Chihuahua, the Espejo expedition halted at a place

called “El Xacal.” Luxan states that it was given this name
becapse Lope de Aristi, captain from Santa Barbara, took
ca]?tlves there and built a jacal hut in which to protect his
prisoners from the rain. Here the Espejo expedition found
a crosg marking the grave of Captain Francisco Sanchez
Chamuscado, the leader of the Rodriguez expedition, who
had been buried here earlier, the same year

When Mendoza came up the Rio Conchos from La Junta
en route to El Paso in 1684 he found the pueblo of San An-
tonio de Julimes in approximately its present location, settled
with Christian Indians, and long enough established to have

41. "Notes on Julimes, Chihushua,” by J. Charles Kelley, El Palacio, Yol. 68, No,

12, pp. 858-361, Decembar, 1949,
42. Lux4n, in Hammond and Rey, op. cit. [note 18], p. 52,
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an adobe church in the plaza.s® Significantly, at this time the
La Junta Indians, including the Julimes, were already en-
gaged in going up the Conchos to work in the mines and plan-
tations of Parral and Santa Barbara.*t Othey than this there
is no information regarding the founding of Julimes. The
present town is situated some 60 miles east of Chihuahua
City on the high gravel mesas on the east bank of the Rio
Conchos, overlooking fertile flood-plain farm lands and a
ghallow ford in the stream, and adjoining a fresh water creek
and a hot spring. The modern inhabitants are quite conscious
of their Indian ancestry and are quick to point out to
strangers the location of the “indigenous pueblo,” on the
gravel mesas northwest of the town. Archaeological ma-
terials eollected from this site include no artifacts definitely
prehistoric or early historic in age; indeed they correspond
most closely. with the specimens found in the late 18th cen-
tury refuse heaps of the La Junta pueblos. Thus the archae-
ological collections yield no data regarding the documented
early historic period at Julimes, much less information re-
garding the date and circurstances of its founding, The
older refuse and ruins may lie under the buildings of the
present town, or there is a slight possibility that early Juli-

48, Mendoza, Certificeoiénes, 1684 [note 271.

i4. Thus the Jumano, Juan Ssbeate, declared at Parral in 1689 “that through
some Indians who have ¢come to their rancherias [the Jumano campe at La Junta]
from [Parral] and from the labor on its hacienda they have learned of the good
opinions that the Indians have of the governor.” (*“The Governor Arrives,” in Hackett,
Pichavdo’s Treatisze . . ., 11, 40, p. 261.) And Fray Agustin de Colina, president of the
missions of La Junta, spoke of “the departure of the poor [La Junta] Indlans to work
on the haciendas.” {“Declaration of Fray Agustin de Colina.”” ibid., pp. 241-243). The
recards of the Trasvina Retis entrade in 1715 supply ample additional data with regard
to this migratory labor force from La Junta, Thus, the Indfans of San Pedro pucblo
wera “fn the habit of going to the estates of General Don Juan Cortés del Rey . . . to
work.” “Don Santlago [General of the Cholomes] was on the point of going with aome
people to cut the said Cortés’ wheat’” The Julimes Indians of Ban Francisco de la
Junta spoke very good Spanish and wore Spanish clothes, “In order to buy clothes,
they travel more than one hundred thirty leagmes at the risk of mesting enemies to
work on the farm estates of San Bartolomé Valley.” The Governor of San Antonio de
Julimes, Gieneral Don Antonio de Ia Cruz, was himself a native of S8an Francisco de la
Junta and had on oceaslon brought his own people to help the La Junta Indians fight
the Apache. At San Francisco ds Cuellar, Trasvina Retis wrote, “A few days after
returning here from La Junta de los Rios, Captain Don Pedro with forty Indians came
from there en rouwfe to the wheat harvest on the farms of the San Bartolomé Valley.
Trasvina Retis asked the Viceroy to authorize the Indians to work on his own farms,
instead of Eoing twice as far to work on the farma of the San Rartolomé valley. (Tras-
vina Retis, in Reindorp, op. cit. [note 28],
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mes T?::,i }il:.:estl:een situated on the west side of the river.#
the oy 3 1_mewha.t remote possibility that prior to 1684
the o fartheru (;Om‘:i 111}1}?1; imag hax];e been located some dis-
] > ¢ Conchos at the approxi
5 o e Bt o Sn o T 1 oty
1 1 , located near mo -
Ll;cé, s]}?]geei?lfilell; beer] occupied by the Auchanes Ir(:gf;n.f ;el:jo
oo} e lef:‘,] Cec?n mcorpm_rated in Julimes, In 1771 Nicolas
o v ot athﬁhu;thua City en route to inspect the Presi-
oxel lin te a Junta, He. apparently followed the gen-
b the o & e pfresent flay Orient railway out of Chihuahua
o e vicin y 0 Hornpgas. Here he was told that the road
Tomtos ol c;)wmg continued to Julimes and then on to La
punts t o roaz lnt()] i::)retch o’f the imagination could this be
o h,o e road _Z the Rzo' Conchos at Pueblito, near the
Tulimaf the uchaneg ?ndlans, and thence on to La Junta,’
Ju  Itse .a)'r many miles up stream and on an alte '
n Izattlre;f d!stmct route from Chihuvahua to Ia J untarnate
o efrro rs:.lcha ];arned that Presidio del Norte had .been
Viesed oro ldzz . u‘l‘lta. and"reestab]ished at “Julimes el
forme:rl ou ) his “Old Julimes” be the Santa Cruz pueblo
orme e;r t;g;:.upled by the Auchanes, and wag Presidio del
of 1y sStab 1§hed there c?uring the period of abandonment
eyl ¥ the Spftnlards, rather than at San Antonio
e mes as t.:ustomanly thought? And was Julimes el Viej
e original site of Julimes from which it was moved tlt?g

" better location up stream? This would- fit nicely with the

theory of the establishme i
‘ nt of Julimes as a eol
Junta Indians who had become laborers in the ha(::i(:e]:ljéa(;faig

mines of the upper Rfo Con
chos a i
closer to their source of income, e settled progressively

vicinity but there are geveral amall townsa situated on the
lowlands only a short distance up stream from the Julimes ford and fer N
TY. o archae-

46, Robles, Nicolgs de Lafora, Relacién PR 72-74
e wy - =id,
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lation of Julimes had been reduced to seven families of In-
dians, totaling 52 persons. By that time at least it occupied
its present site on the east side of the Rio Conchos. At that
late date it was still the last of the true peaceful and Chris-
tianized pueblos, the “jumping-off place” for entradas into
the La Junta region and the despoblado as it had been
throughout the 18th century. For this reason the “gente de
razén” had been inclined to desert their homes and fertile
fields there in fear of the Apache.*” According to Robles the
population in 1937 was 1,411* and there are many small
hamlets located nearby on the western side of the Conchos.

Santa Cruz (Ranchos de Herran?) :
There are extensive areas of lowland suitable for riverine
and femporal farming along the Rio Conchos valley imme-
diately above and below the Orient Railway bridge, in the
vicinity of the modern towns of Santo Domingo in the upper
‘valley, Falomir at the bridge, and Pueblito in the lower val-
ley. Rodriguez and Espejo found Conchos Indian rancherias
along this stretch of the river in 1581-1583, and in 1684 Men-
doza noted almost continuous rancherias, perhaps Conchos,
in this vicinity. Trasvina Retis in 1716 noted at about the
location of Pueblito or Falomir the deserted pueblo of Santa
Cruz, at the old Rancho de Herrén, where the Auchanes In-
dians, who had now been incorporated in San Antonio de
Julimes, had formerly lived. As far back as 1684, the head
chief of the Conchos named the Auchanes (Yaochane) as
one of the confederacy of Conchos (and La Junta) tribes
which he had governed since 1642.4* In 1747 Ydoiaga found
the new pueblo of Santa Cruz established on the old gite by
refugees from Coyame, Cuchillo Parado, and the Rio Grande,
The new pueblo included Cholomes, Conejos, Tecolotes, and
some heathen Indians, total 299 persons. They raised corm,
calabashes, and beans in the moist river lowliands and were
said to have ample lands to care for their needs, They had
united in this pueblo because of repeated Apache attacks on

47. Roblez, Pedvo Tamerdn ¥ Bomerd!, Demostracién . . ., p. 165,

48, Ihid, p. 155.
49, Quoted in Carl Sater, “The Distribution of Aboriginal Tribes and Languages

in Northwestern Mexico,” There-Americans, 5, p. 64, Berkeley, 1924,
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had called them, collectively, Santa Teresa. The Ydoiaga ex-
pedition went by way of Coyame after leaving Santa Cruz,
and there are no data as to whether San Pedro was, like
Cuchillo Parado, abandoned at that time or not. Rubin de
Celis found it a large and active pueblo in 1751 and noted
that recent additions to its population were Suma apostatles
from a Rio Grande mission south of El Paso. The natives
were said by Rubin de Celis {¢ be of the same nation as those
occupying Cuchille Parado, who were elsewhere described
as Conejos, but it seems more probable that the identification
E  of them as Cholomes by Trasvina Retis is more accurate.

' - Modern San Pedro is situated on the southeast bank of the
Rio Conchos a short distance across the mountain ridge from
Cuchillo Parado. It was not visited in the field, so nothing is
known of its archaeology. It seems probable that the modern
pueblo occupied approximately the same gite as the former
Indian fown.

Cuchillo Parado (Nuestra Seiiora de Cuchillo Parado; Santa
Polonia) :

At about the location of the ridge separating San Pedro
and Cuchillo Parado, the Rodriguez and Espejo expeditions
crossed a political and linguistic boundary from the Conchos
nation to another Indian group which was said to differ in
langnage from both the Conchos and the Patarabueye of the
La Junta towns, and to be at war with both groups. Gallegos
called this group the Cabris and Luxén termed them Passa-
guates; immediately after leaving them the Spaniards
crossed the Sierra Grande. This places the Cabris-Paszaguna-
tes quite definitely in the Cuchillo Parado valley. '

Whatever their language and political views may have
been, descriptions of their culture given in the documents of
the 1581-1583 entradas place them culturally with the La
Junta Indiansg, and they were so regarded in later times.

After crossing the Sierra Grande from the lower Rio

Conchos valley in 1684, Mendoza found in this location In-

dian rancherias which he called Santa Polonia. Trasvina

Retis in 1715 found the Conejos Indians living here and

named the town Nuestra Begona de Cuchilio Parado, usually
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shortened thereafter to Cuchillo Parado. Here were 44 In- ¥

dians (elsewhere given as 24) raising the same agricultural
products as their neighbors up stream at San Pedro, and
like them given to supplementing their farm fare with fish
from the river. Trasvina Retis locates the town itself a short
distance down stream from San Pedro, apparently on the
southeast bank of the river. Half a league below the town
there was a rough mountain ridge; beyond it was the great
jumble of ridges of the Sierra Grande. At this point the cut-
off trail over the mountains to Mesquite pueblo began.

Ydoiaga in 1747 found 120 Indians from Cuchillo Parado
among the colonists at Santa Cruz. The town of Cuchille
Parado was then deserted, but it was the opinion of his
lieutenant, who inspected the site, that the farm lands there
were better than those at the new location, .

Rubin de Celis followed the Coyame arroyo to the Rio
Conchos opposite the town. He found it situated on the east
bank of the river opposite the mouth of the arroyoe and just
over the mountain from San Pedro, He was told that it was
occupied by people of the same nation as those of San Pedro;
hence it presumably had been recently reoccupied. :

The modern town of Cuchillo Parado occupies a high
gravel mesa overlooking the river lowlands of the east bank
of the river near the mouth of Palo Blanco Arroyo and di-
rectly across the Conchos from the mouth of the Coyame
Arroyo. Just north of town a jagged but relatively low ridge,
an escarpment formed by the upturned edge of a geologic
stratum, trends from the river eastward toward La Mula,
Just beyond it is the first of the several high ridges of the
Sierra Grande. The cutoff trail to Mesquite pueblo and the
lower Rio Conchos begins here and can plainly be seen as-
cending the steep southern flank of the Sierra Grande, A
mile or so to the south another high ridge trends across the
country from east to west. The Rio Conchos runs through
this ridge in cliff-walled Cafion de Prisa, the mouth of which

is visible from the town, as is the well torn trail from San
Pedro winding down the ridge just east of the canyon, The
Conchos swings in a great curve around the modern pueblo
and there are good and relatively shallow fords across the
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i i he mesas on the west-
river below and above the village. On_ t
ern side of the river lie the scattered houses of the modern

- hamlet of Magle. This stretch of the Rio Conchos is famous

its excellent fishing and the town of five hundred

zid;);zfg I;Jeople benefits from this resource as well a; from
the produce of the limited amount of. local'farm lanth. Pest

The present situation of the towivn itgelf is by far t .et‘ s
one available in the valley. J udgmg: from.the deserip 1011,
this must have been the pueblo site in earlier days als. w:h.
If so, a fairly large archaeological fute. n}ust .under ie the
modern town, No evidence of this ruin, 11.5 it e:flsts, was un&
covered but a ring of smaller archaeological mtes: surroun
the modern pueblo. These range in cu!tural affiliations, I:i.:
judged by materials collected from thelr_surfaces,oéfrolﬁ‘n -
Junta Foeus (1200-1400 A.D.}, through Concepct nd ?&cl
(1400-1700 A.D.), to Conchos (1700-1800 A.D), anb an
mito Focus (1800-present). Apparently there has been a
more or less continuous occupation, althqugl} by onl;;ha
small population, of the Cuchillo Parad? vicinity from the
La Junta Focus to the preszent day._ It is reasc:nable tc;) as-
sume therefore that the former Indian pop!u]atlon l}as ?;En
submerged in the present Mexican poqulatlon, but if so the
natives are not aware of their local Indian ancestry.

- Coyame (Nuestro Sefior La Redonda del Collamé) : .
When the Trasvina Retis party visited San Pedr(‘)‘ in 17 151

they were told that Don Andrés Cogiame was the gelt}e;z_),

_of all the Cholomes,” and that l.1e lived with some of his
people at a ciénega two leagues dlstant; One of the mg&sm;lnsl.
established in 1716 was “Nuestro Sefior La Redqn a 1e
Collamé.” In 1747 at Santa Cruz there were 60 Inf1¥andc:h?-
nists from “la Ciénega de el Coyame.” Ydona;{a \usnteb ; is
location, leaving the Rio Conches a short dlstanceA elow
Santa Cruz and heading north three lea-g'ues to the Arroyo
del Pastor, then eight leagnes to the Ciénega del Coyamet.:
This was an area of small springs but poor land locatec}l nod
far from Cuchillo Parado and some 11 leagues from theh et;
of the ecanyon which the Rio Conchos ha.at. cQt throug . e
Sierra Grande. Coyame wag deserted at this time.

o e TR e v S e
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_ edly the Coyame of the earlier accounts, Coyame was not

_colonists in Mew Mexico when they have moved out into more conveniently located
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5

Rubin de Celis in 1751 traveled north eight leagnes over o 8 9l BT
& rough mountain road from San Pedro to the marshes of 3y & I3 it
Coyame. The water of the springs there ran down an arroyo £ ey b &S €9
which flowed into the Rio Conchos in front of Cuchillo Pa. @ 3 s 1=
rado. Coyame itself wag deserted but at San Pedro Rubin E L5 -
de Celis had encountered a party of forty Indians and their '
chief, on horseback, and had been informed by the chief that

9

they were from Coyame but had left there to go to the new
pueblo becanse of Apache attacks.®® The name used in the
records of this expedition was “El Pueblo de Santa Maria la
Redonda, alias el Coyame.”
Today there exists a hamlet called Coyame located about -
11 miles west of Cuchillo Parado at the junction of the
Coyame Arroyo and the Arroyo del Pastor. Thig is undoubt-

SHAFTER 8:2

visited in the field and nothing is known regarding archae-
ological evidence there nor of the size or location of the
bueblo. After its abandonment it must have been reoccupied
in either the late 18th century or early in the following cen-
tury because the La Junta archives contain numerous refer-
ences to the visite of Coyame during the 19th century.

El Mesquite (Nuestra Sefiora de Loreto) :

After descending to the Rio Conchos valley at the foot of
the cut-off trail across the Sierra Grande, the Rodriguez
party came to a settlement of the Amotomanco Indians, A
short distance farther down the Conchos they crossed over
the intervening hills to the Rio Grande, In the same location
the Espejo party found a settlement of Otomoaco, or Patara-
bueye Indians. This settlement was located on the Rio Con-
chos, in some dense mesquite groves and near a high ridge
or sierra and a gorge, perhaps the canyon the Conchog has
cut through the Sierra Grande, and two and one half leagues
above the point where the cut-off trajl o the Rio Grande left
the Conchos. It will be recalled that Mendoza in 1684 noted a

50, All the evidence is that this conversation took blace at San Pedro, but ‘these

are obviously the same Indians who waere found at Sants Cruz by Ydoiaga. FPerhaps
thay had retorned to Coyame to visit their old pueblo—an do modern Pueble Indian

HE LOWER LA JUNTA VALLEY

farming hamlets away from the mother pueblo—and were on their way back to Santa
Cruz.
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. “place of many people,” which he called Santa Catalina,
eight leagues up the Conchos from La Junfa and below the
Sierra Grande in this same vicinity.

In 1715 Trasvina Retis followed the cut-off trail over the
Sierra Grande from Cuchillo Parado and found in the rolling
land of the Conchos valley, apparently on the south bank of
. the river, one league above San Juan, the first of the La
Junta pueblos. This pueblo was called El Mesquite, but he
renamed it Nuestra Sefiora de Loreto. Trasvina Retis de-
. seribed the pueblo as having “its plaza in the middle, 1it] is
- well fenced with a wall. Its houses and portals have thin
~walls and roofbeams of sycamore,. . .’ The land was open
and rolling on both sides of the Rio Conchos with mountains
in the background. The Indians had much wheat, maize and
beans planted in irrigated fields. There were 80 persons of
all ages in the pueblo,

from the Sierra Grande to “el Pueblesito que llaman el Mes-
quite,” Here he counted 77 Indians of the Mesgquites nation.

Rébago y Terin in the same year inspected the San
. Juan-Mesquite area, which he found on the banks of the
~ Conchos five or six leagues west of Guadalupe and two or
three leagues above San Francisco. Here the Mesquite and
Cacalotes (San Juan) Indians lived in distinet jucalitos.

Rubin de Celis crossed the Sierra Grande to the Rio Con-
chos and passed a few scattered houses of Mesquite Indians
on the south bank of the river about one and one-half leagues
above San Juan. Previously he had noted Indian jacales on
the other bank,

Tamarén y Romeral in 1771 mentioned Mesquite as one of
two “pueblos de visita” of San Juan; the other visita of San
Juan was Conejos, The writer was informed at Cuchille
Parado in 1949 that the cut-off trail over the Sierra Grande
" intersects the Rio Conchos at Mesquite pueblo, At San Juan
the same year, he was informed that Mesquite was a small
pueblo on the south side of the Rio Conchos a short disfance
above San Juan, apparently also above Santa Teresa on the
north side of the river. Circumstances made it impossible to
visit the town, so nothing is known of ite archaeological

Ydoiaga in 1747 came four leagues down the Conchos.



HISTORIC PUEBLOS 291

-permanent, since the Indians farmed only those areas flooded
£ by the rivers, and these shifted with the channel. Irrigation
- projects could be installed here only with difficulty because
E of the sandy nature of the river deposits.
£ Réabago y Terin in the same year noted San Juan, with
Mesquite, as lying some five th six leagues from Guadalupe
¥ on the Rio Conchos two or three leagues above San Fran-
cisco. Vidaurre in 1748 marched four leagues up the north
i gide of the Rio Conchos from San Francisco to San Juan,
Rubin de Celig in 1751 found San Juan located in the low-
g lands of the north bank of the Rio Conchos, one and a half
¥ leagues below the first Indian settlement after leaving the
' Qjerra Grande, and three leagues up the river from San
Francisco. The pueblo was located on two low hills divided
by a small arroyo. There were four small houses of adobe,
' others made of palings, and an adobe house without furnish-
£ ings, except for a painting of Saint John the Baptist one
vara high. This house contained a small hall or court com-
plete with a cell at the back for dispensations, and was said
to be the habitation reserved for the use of the Padre when
he came to the pueblo. The walls of a church some 14 or 15
varas (approximately 38 or 41 feet) in length by five varas
(about 14 feet) in width with its transept, had been finished
to a height of about a yard, and the outlines of the sacristy
and baptistry were visible,
There were forty families living at San Juan at this time,
The Spaniards inspected their lands and found them very
poor. The Indians used only the moist sandy alluvium bared
by the retreating river at low water. Each household planted
a very small area with about a bushel and a half of wheat or
other grain, using a digging stick and a gourd or pitched
basket vessel of water in the planting. The newly planted
field might be destroyed by the next rise. Rubin de Celis was
surprised to learn that the Indians had no tools to aid them
in their farming. When he attempted to barter tools to them
they replied that their digging sticks were quite adequate.
They had no livestock with the exception of a few unbranded

horses. .
Tamarén y Romerdl in 1765 described San Juan as a
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Cisco, across the river and down '

. stream from mod -
El;l:-ﬁh an‘lt‘ih about seven miles from Porvehir on e:ﬂenite?o
S h;.-. e town is a collection of scattered. adobe houses

use-rows together with a large adobe church and

numey ili |
ous corrals, courts, and utility houses of varions sorts.

It lies on two high
barallel eroded
. gravel mesas, s
pie:gn:r?yo, at the edge of the Rio Conchos lowlazgir%‘tzg
Drosen 8 or.t-cut road to the Rio Grande leaves the CO]:lchOS
Sooutt wo miles up s;tream, but there is open terrain between
Ty gs.:gand the Rio Grande. When the town was visited in
mesa,, o e, t}ée t:;)lnl_y archaeological materia] found was on the
o wege gre ciaizszzer?o edge of the town near the river
. stones, flint chips, and potsherds .
g;l;l;ﬁlizy. However the only pottery types notelzl weizd?ai:
At wares of the Alamitos Focus, and perhaps a few
thel:e :ez,ll;le i:? l;‘.he earlier historic Conchog Focus. Although
] e no question at all as to the ide i

_ ntity of -

;;gbiz?e .{ ;1:; }:mth thetprotohistoric Indian towutyit sclaz?:lis

ere as at Julimes, Cuchillo Parad ’ i

haga, the earlier archaeologi mains lio boneaty, thn - o0

; gical remaing lie beneath t

‘gl;::] ?ruct}lllres and are.masked from surface view. ?:: 1;.1;}?387:

uan had a population of 186 beople, aceording to Robles

San Francisco de la Junta (Santo Tomis) :

The town at the junction of the Rio Conchos )
an

((E?Onf?nvgsg 2ﬁrst named and described by the Espgjzh:xlggj
oo n 158 , alth.ou_gh Rodriguez and Chamuseado had un-
opte y :luslt.ed‘lt m 1581. Luxén called the town Santo
9 the’ z; .Sald it ha‘d about 600 people. This was a town
Sipine AL ;;Ec},ll‘es nation and ijtg cacique was named Baij
Ieague-s ant 1;h{)m:fus was located mger Junction five
leaguss down the Rio Grande from San Bernardino. south.

of the Rio Grande and northwest of the Rio Co;lchos.“

8. This seems fairly certain for
Went to ancther town located on the o

the following reasons; 1
: 7 1, The next day the party
pposite side (from Santo Tomas and from Santa
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- There was a cross here which had been erected the year be-
- fore by the Rodriguez party.

Although the Mendoza-Lépez party reported Indian ran-

- cherias of the Julimes nation on both sides of the Rio Grande
- at La Junta, specific pueblos were not described. When the
. Trasvina Retis party visited La Junta in 1715 they called the
- pueblo located at this point San Francisco de la Junta, a

name which had apparently been applied some time pre-

- viously, perhaps at the time of the Mendoza-Lépez enérada.

San Francisco de la Junta was located four leagues down the
Rio Conchos from San Juan at the river junction southwest
of the Rio Grande and northwest of the Rio Conchos. It lay
directly across the Conchos from Guadalupe pueblo and
down the Rio Grande about one and one half leagues from
the town of the Conejos Indians called Nuestra Sefiora de
Aranzazub?

San Francisco was described by Trasvina Retis ag con-
sisting of three distinet settlements separated from each
other about 300 yards, with one settlement in the middle and
the others on the outside, There was a church, apparently
located outside the pueblo, which was in bad need of repair

Bérbara from the context) of the river called Del Norte [Rlo Grandel, henee Santo
Tomés was on this side, the southwest bank of the Rio Grande. No earlier crossing of
the Rfo (irande by the party had been noted. 2. When the party returned from New
Mexico via the Pecos River they atopped st Santo Tomds for several days because the
Rio Conchos was po high that they could not crosa it, as they needed to do in order
to get to the trail over the Sierra Grande. Hence, Santo Tomés was on the northwest
pide of the Rio Conchoa. ’

52, ‘The kcation of San Franeisco from the data supplied by TFrasvina Retis must
be examined more explicitly. The actual statements of Trasvina Retis are, in effect,
a8 follows: 1. San Francisco was Jocated at the river junction in the ter of the La
Junts pueblos. 2. It was four leagues down the Rfo Conchos valley from Sam Juan,
8. It was one and one half Jeagues down the Rfo Grande fram Aranzazu., 4. It was
located across either the Rio Conchos or the Rio Grande from Guadalupe puebla, The
following inferences have been made: a. Sen Juan was on the northern aide of the Rio
Conchos and the party went from there to San Franciseo without any note of a river
erossing ; hence the latter town was located on the northwestern side of the Rio Con-
chos: b. While waiting for rafta to be constructed to take the party across the river .
Indians were sent to take the census of Aranzazu, hence it was presumably located
on the same side of the river as San Francisco. Aranzazu was said to be located on “this
bank on the edge of the river that comes from the morth [the Rfo Grande];” hence
Ssn Francisco was located on “this bank,” i. e. the Mexican or southwest bank, of the
Rio Grande: ¢. This would place it nerosa the Rio Conchos from Guadalupe, conflrming
the other fnferences. It should be noted that singly these inferences may be challenged;
taken together and with the fact that this was apecifically the locati given for San
Francisco by Ydoiags in 1747 and that a town in that location is still called San Fran-
cigeo de la Junta today they appear completely valid.
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" is a dissected remnant of the ‘high gravel tt:lrr?liisfaof.
iy lley. It forms a point overlooking the lowlands o e
2 va;they"unction and from it can be seen the houses o t§1 -
oz EcJ of the ancient pueblo of Guadalupt?, acr?{ss -
enchos 5 lley. The pointed end of the mesa 18 broken p
W Viw.'mor and several minor segments by arroy;:s. On
gt eniJ:s today are found the scattered adobe (I)[:T‘ear
e seg;:t-r;ernent known as San Francisco de la Jun?. o
g sef the mesa point, especially on the Rfo Conc 0;; : Of,
o thick refuse heaps containing not only the de dmrti-
S modern ueblo but the firecracked ston§s, ?,shes, arlll at.; rt
"" e mogern Ipndian occupation as well. Prelnmns_.ry co gccong- |
Fo 3nced ottery of the La Junta, Concepcién, an d Con-
e el wlg:l} as some stone artifacts. The local i ablo
ot fo:ati,:e?lsthat a church had formerly stqoq in t}dne 1;1;; .
o ad been destroyed many years ago. This is t{nhou Lok
e s Francisco pueblo of the Indian and Spanish pe a11e3;
: _the o ri'c has lost its importance in the. _La Jun;a v s
ﬁfﬁdﬁé impressive dominance of Qjinaga, form

;_:;' Guadalupe, across the valley.
(To be continued)
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and lacked a friary and cells for the Padres. Along both
rivers and on little islands were stands of trees with thickl
foliage, including sycamore, willow, and tamarisk. There w.
much fertile land in which corn, wheat, and other grai
were grown. In the bueblo were 180 people of the Oposm
nation, and Tragving Retis expressed his delight at seeing’}
them so reasonable and polite, and so well dressed in Spanish
clothes. The people were all good natured and happy and ap
beared quite sociable and at eage with the Spaniards,

people at San Francisco. Fifty of these were Tecolotes In-
dians; the others Presumably Julimes (or Oposmes),
Rubin de Celis found San Francisco located three leagues 3
down the Rio Conchos from San Juan and on the same
(northwestern) bank of the river. He describes its situation
succintly. It lay upon a short, high hill that formed a point

Tamarén y Romeral in 1771 noted that San Franecisco wag
situated at the river junction, but cloger to the Conchog than

1771 shows San Francisco in approximately its present posi-
tion ; O’Connor in 1778 did not mention the pueblo,

There is only one mesa tongue extending between the Rio
Grande and Rio Conchos northwest of their Junction, This




