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mailing address:
PO Box 625
Utopia, TX 78834

emall: secocregk@ricc.net

b) Personal scientific research in the prehistory ofthe area

Over the past year or 0, | have been apersond study of archaeologica collections and
stesontheMangold Ranch near Quihi. My interest intheseliesinthefact - which further
subject project sudiesmust arearthat thisareais largely unknown in terms of Texas

prehistory. '

One of the stes 41AMEL3R [officid State of Texas dte number], the Gap Site, isdirectly
beneath or a leest dosdy adjacent to Alternative 3 of the proposed railroad route
southeest of Quihi. This gte hasjust been barely studied. However, atest pit dug by the
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late Buddy Mangold, found azone of Frio pointsjust bdow the surface. Further
exploration could (1) expand our knowledge of the Late (Trandstiond) Archac by better
defining this Frio-age campste or (2) could find earlier, stratified depost below Frio.
This gteis on aterrace of Quibi creek, and while no geocarchaeologica sudies have yet
been done at the Ste, it gopearsthat Quihi creek has shafted its channd repeatedly inthis
zone (of. 4dME34). This dte adone points out the errors of the Satementsre: she

occurrence found in the subject report.

However, it is she 4IMEL33 (the Buddy Mangold she) that points out the incredible
deficiencies in thetreatment of prehistory in the subject report. This she was partidly
excavated by the late Buddy Mangold inthe 1990s  Much of the Ste remains intact.
The artifactsfrom the Ste areincredibly extensve, as| am surewill bethe case a many

dtesyet to be found in the Quibi area.

Although my analyss of the collection is far from complete, | have dready identified a
Folsom end-scraper (10,800 years ago), and even more importantly, a substantial number
of Wilson points.  The semmed Wilson type is a poorly known, but well-dated,
Padeoindian time marker in the 10500 year old tune frame. The key shefor this

type is Wilson-Leonard near Austin, published by Michadl B. Callinsin a 5-volume report
in 1998. Cdllinstdls methat aade from the Wilson-Leonard ste, the Buddy Mangold ste
contains more of these pointsthan any other shein Texas. There are dso Plainview,
Golondrina, and Angostura points &t the she (10,200-8800 years ago).

Moreover, the Archaic and Late Prehistoric artifacts are in great abundance, representing
the broad time frame from 8,000 years ago up to about the tune of Spanish contact.
Indeed, there are some points that gppear to be ofthe Guerrero type, assodaed with
Indians of the Spanish Mission period in the 18" century. Thereis dso apiece of
obsdian-volcanic glass that does not occur in Texas. | have led the study of Texas
obsdians ance 1970, working with nuclear chemigts at the Lawrence Berkeley National
Laboratory in Berkdey, CA. Obsdianisvery rare inthis part of the date, yet our precise

ical sourcing places some of h as coming from geologic outcrops as far away as
southern Idaho (the Maad source) and from sources in northern New Mexico (severd
sources in the Jemez mountains). We nave not yet had this obsidian fragment sourced, but
h is reflective of the widespread trade networks that ran dong the margin of the Edwards
Plateau, and is part of a pattern that extends westward into Uvade County.

Asbes as| cantdl with limited data, 4IME133 lies outsde (perhgps 1.5 mi E) of any of
the proposed railroad routes. However, hs importance goes farther than immediate
impact. It isreflective of the long time depth of Native American prehistory to be expected
adong Quibi creek and any of hs (now) smdl drainages. It is reflective of intensve
prehistoric populations, of trade contacts, and of continuity into the Spanish Colonid
period. These sorts of patterns should be expected at other Quihi/project area Stes, as
fﬂf\”h erEEL;gllunters and gatherers' were highly mobile and didn'tjust occupy sngle gtes like

2) Implications for Surveys and Excavations Rdated to the Subject Project
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] While archaeologists know very little about the archaeology of the project area (that in

¥ itsdfis cause for intensve investigation), what we do know provides hard evidence that
it liesin an area of extreme archaeologicd Sgnificance. 1t is surrounded by important
gtes, many of which | have listed and some of which are in smilar if not identica
environmenta contexts. We know from 41IME132 and 41IME133, in the midst of the
project areg, that extensve prehistoric remains are predictable, and will likely extend back
amos 11,000 years a some shes. However, thewhole chronologica range of human
prehistory in the areais likdy to befound in variousforms a any number of gtes (eg.,
AIME34, and even dosar, 41IMES3). Because of the nature of the formation processes in
theloca geology, any archaeologica survey that isworth its ssh will have to employ an
experienced geoarchaeologist or geomorphologist to identify likely Site areas, changes that
are morerecent in time, etc., and there win be apressing need for an extensive program of
backhoe trenching to recongiruct the Holocene geology and to develop a modd of dte
locetion. It can be predicted that any number of Steswin liein the path of the subject
raillroad or its dternatives. In order forNEPA, Ssc. 106, or any number of other
permitting processes to go forward, hundreds of thousands of dollars will have to be spent
on archeeologica survey and geomorphology. The mitigation of only two or three sites
would likdy cog into the millions of dollars based on modern archaeological standards a

the Federd and State leve.
3) Implications for Higtoric Archaeology

While STB Finance Docket 34248 report on cultural resources does amore useful job of
treating the numerous historic stesin the project areg, it falsfar short of what isto be
expected, the sgnificance of these Stes and the great amount of work (and money) that
will go into thelr investigation. The stone (and other structures) of 1850s Quihi represent
one of themost remarkanle, surviving congtellations of early architecture in southcentral
Texas. Inmy own experience, itisunique. To date, the Quihi and New Fountain
Higtorical Society has aready filed with the Texas Historicd Commisson morethan 30
Endangered Historic Property |dentification Forms as part ofthe THC's new HELP
program Theseforms contain details on the structures, their ages, and are accompanied

ﬁhotogr aphs. However, there are at least 60 known structures of thisvintage. Many
of these are in the path or win be impacted by any ofthe 3 adternative subject railroad
routes. Thismeansthat forma Ste assessments will have to be done - the use of
professond preservation architects, measured drawings, high quality photographic
docél_Jmentation, ord higories, and archaeologicd investigations al being part of such
Sudies

Thisisahighly time consuming and very expendve endeavor, but these Stes are part of
the higtory of the development of Texas and cannot be given short shrift. Neither can
they, or their archaeologica depodts, be "presarved” by having them "moved” to a
"protected” location!  There are gories, not yet confirmed by me, of a poecid cemetery st
asdefor Native American remnant populationsinthearea. Thiswfll require extensve
Native American consultation, probably with the Mescdero Apache (who represent the
Lipan Apache on aFederd Ievel) the Kickapoo, and the Lipan Apache Tribe of Texas, a
very active (or activist) group in San Antonio.




- - s a - OOUttW ™ 1 1l P

It isas0 gpparent that the preliminary cultural resource assessment did not identify a
property regidered in the Texas Family Land Heritage Program, dated to havethe main
route or an dternate rail route go right through the middle of it. This program has been
around dncethe 1970s and is afavorite of the State government, particularly the
Secretary of Agriculture. Thiswill be ahighly senstiveissue, to say thevery leedt, and
should the routes continue to be dated for the property, agreat ded of very expensve

historica archaeology will haveto be carried out.

4) Cloang Obsrvations

Itislikely that no worse areaiin southcentra Texas could have been chosen for aquarry
and rallroad facilitiesthat the Quihi region. Thisis one of the richest areasfor the
historica development of Texas, and is incredibly important in terms of the preservation in
place of many of the buildings and related aspects of this historicd record. In addition,
thisis an areawhere no substantia archaeologicd work had ever been done before, but
which even the most mmirnal research has demonstrated the high probability for the
discovery of numerous, and important, archaeologicd stes. Thesewill haveto befully
assessd and perhaps in some casss, folly excavated (mitigated). Thisissue has dready
been brought to the attention of the Texas Higtoricd Commisson and the Advisory
Council onHigoric Preservation.  The subject gpplicant should have funded higtorica
and archaeologica research well prior to land purchases and planning if the gpplicant
hoped to avoid the destruction of important pieces of Texas higory and prehistory - which
can now be done only at avery high cos intime and money. Thisisanissuethat we as
rofessona archaeologids, the Texas Higorical Commission, and other agencies have
trying to make dear to devdopers at dl levels for decades.

Now, we are |left facing apotentia disaster in terms of the historica and archaeologica
record. Itisthereforeincumbent onthe STB to require extensive and wefl planned
historicd and archaeologicd studies in the area prior to permitting any rail construction.
Ifthe STB does not follow its mandate, there are other Federd and State regulatory
agencies waiting in the wingsto make surethat thisprocessis done properly.  °

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these dataand these comments.

Sncardy yours,

ThomasR. Hegter, Ph.D.
Professor of Anthropol ogy, Emeritus
TheUniveraty of Texasa Austin
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Utopia, TX 78884
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