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SGR's 

Modified 
Medina 

Dam 
Route

Historic 
Resource 

#

Feet from 
MCEAA 
Medina 

Dam 
Alternative

232 22 230 116 234 77 239 207 204 392 216 204 336 206
338 201 106 157 233 187 338 268 335 629 214 778 335 685
235 259 225 220 338 267 335 561 205 943 339 954 75 886
335 494 229 229 235 344 238 593 72 985
231 847 338 263 231 497 328 658

39 324 230 544 240 934
310 381 335 554
228 402 328 650
105 467 229 956
335 558
107 612
328 664
40 761
235 765
110 816
102 817
309 831
234 849
38 853
109 915
103 919
233 920
227 944
101 950

Notes:
Resource #s are those used in the Rural Historic Landscape Study.
List includes all historic resources determined eligible or potentially eligible for the National Register of Historic Places.
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STB Incoming Correspondence Record

#EI-2862

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 34284 0 
  Name of Sender: David F. Barton Date Received: 03/28/2007
  Group: The Gardner Law Firm Date of Letter: 03/28/2007

Submitter's Comments
Enclosed please find our follow up on behalf of MCEAA to Monday's NHPA consultation meeting regarding the Proposed Route. 

In addition, we note here for the record our comments at that meeting with respect to 44 C.F.R. 60.3 and specifically 60.3(d), which is 
the applicable federal requirement for NFIP-participant communities such as Medina County to abide by with respect to development
of structures within floodplains. This requirement is federal law, is not discretionary for NFIP-participant communities and cannot be 
preempted. MCEAA reiterates that the applicant's suggestion on this point-- to modify mitigation conditions to make obtaining a permit
from the floodplain administrator optional-- should be rejected.

Image Attachment(s)

l-Agency Consulting Parties 032807.pdf

file:///W|/Final%20EIS%20Document/17%20Appendix%20C/Individual%20Letters/EI-2862a.htm4/2/2007 1:57:10 PM
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STB Incoming Correspondence Record

#EI-2871

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 34284 0 
  Name of Sender: David F. Barton Date Received: 04/05/2007
  Group: The Gardner Law Firm Date of Letter: 04/05/2007

Submitter's Comments
There has been an important and urgent development regarding the NHPA consultation for the applicant's proposed route that is 
described in the attached letter.

Image Attachment(s)

l-Agency Consulting Parties 040507.pdf

file:///P|/Southwest Gulf Railroad Company (SGR)/FINAL EIS/... EIS Document/17 Appendix C/Individual Letters/EI-2871a.htm4/11/2007 10:37:55 AM
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STB Incoming Correspondence Record

#EI-2911

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 34284 0 
  Name of Sender: David Barton Date Received: 04/20/2007
  Group: The Gardner Law Firm Date of Letter: 04/20/2007

Submitter's Comments
Attached please find a written version of MCEAA's Opening Statement for the 4/20 NHPA Consultation.

Image Attachment(s)

April 20 Opening Statement.pdf

file:///P|/Southwest Gulf Railroad Company (SGR)/FINAL EIS/F...l EIS Document/17 Appendix C/Individual Letters/EI-2911a.htm4/24/2007 4:11:30 PM
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745 East Mulberry Avenue • Suite 100 • San Antonio, Texas • 78212-3167 

Telephone: (210) 733-8191 • Telecopier: (210) 733-5538 •  E-Mail Address: gardner@tglf.com 

April 20, 2007 

MCEAA Section 106 Consultation Meeting Opening Statement

1. What is your overall reaction to SGR's modified proposal?  

    The modified proposal fails for the same reasons as the original proposal.  Items 1, 2, 
and 3 of the April 5 modification letter address only future development.  Items 6, 7, 8, 
and 9 are the same unenforceable promises pertaining to final design and engineering that 
we heard previously. Items 4 and 5 reflect a negligible minimization but still do 
not resolve the unavoidable, unmitigable aesthetic and environmental impacts from the 
location of the Proposed Route in the Quihi historic area. 

2. Does the modified proposal address the issues that you raised during the meeting held 
Monday, March 26, 2007?    

    No. 

3. If not, why not?  Where specifically does the mitigation fall short?  

    Mitigation that addresses only the impacts of future development is irrelevant and is 
not mitigation of the adverse effects identified in the SDEIS.   

    The focus must be on the impact of this proposal, which is not complete.  The shell 
game with the power line to the quarry is ludicrous.  Vulcan/SGR has been undertaking 
planning for the connected action all along and it is obvious that the most convenient 
location for the power line, from their perspective, will be the rail easement.  But now 
they are claiming the right to solely determine when their plans ripen into proposals. That 
is not for them to decide. At the very least, the power line is a reasonably foreseeable 
future action whose adverse effects have not been accounted for. Texas law regarding 
proprietary service areas of electric co-ops requires the Medina Electric Co-Op (MECO) 
to be the service provider for the Vulcan quarry. The shading that negotiations between 
Vulcan/SGR and MECO are somehow "preliminary" is insufficient to overcome 
the requirement to designate the power line as a reasonably foreseeable future action, 
particularly given that the quarry has completed the state permitting process. 
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    Further, Vulcan/SGR's fallback position, even if they have to account for the power 
line, is the same final design and final engineering privilege they have cited previously 
for the bridges and other components that will have unmitigable impacts. They've already 
gotten the benefit of deferring final engineering, and they can't now double their benefit 
by using that as mitigation in lieu of analysis or use it to overcome the benefits 
of avoidance.  That will be a significant legal issue which MCEAA will assert if the 
Proposed Route is deemed eligible for licensing. 

4. What would be needed for you to find the Proposed Route acceptable? 

    MCEAA will not accept the Proposed Route under any circumstances, due to its 
unmitigable impacts.  This process should be over, and it can be over very easily given 
the existence of the environmentally preferred Eastern Alternatives.

We do not appreciate the attempts of the applicant and anyone else who would 
enable them to push the impacts of this rail line from the quarry lessors in the east over to 
the residents of Quihi in the west.  The idea that somehow the property interests along the 
various alternatives are equally situated and that, oh, it's too bad that someone will get 
gored no matter what is nonsense when there is resistance to otherwise viable eastern 
alternatives by those with a financial interest in the connected action, i.e. the quarry.  It is 
significant that, as Cynthia Lindsey noted in her letter, the supposedly equivalent burdens 
supposedly borne by landowners along the eastern routes have not been addressed for the 
Proposed Route, which only adds to the hypocrisy of casting the property interests here 
as equal.   The quarry lessors have some latecomers to this process who are fronting for 
them, but the issues facing the eastern irrigators have been resolved and there is no reason 
to continue consultation on the Proposed Route.  We have asked the STB to terminate 
consultation on the Proposed Route and after hearing everyone's views in the opening 
statements we urge it to do so, so there can be a reasonable outcome to this process that is 
more likely to avoid litigation. 

#EI-2921

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 34284 0 
  Name of Sender: Charlene Dwin Vaughn Date Received: 05/01/2007 

  Group: ACHP Date of Letter: 04/27/2007 

Submitter's Comments
"....As STB continues its evaluation of alternatives, we believe greater clarity is needed regarding the significance, 

defining characteristics, and integrity of the Quihi and Upper Quihi Rural Historic Districts, since each alternative has 
the potential to adversely affect one or both historic districts." 
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#EI-2922

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 34284 0 
  Name of Sender: Richard C. Garay Date Received: 05/07/2007 
  Group: Coahuiltecan Research 

Associates
Date of Letter: 05/01/2007 

Submitter's Comments
Request to become a Section 106 consulting party. 
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#EI-2924

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 34284 0 
  Name of Sender: Dr. Bob Fitzgerald Date Received: 05/07/2007 
  Group: MCEAA Date of Letter: 05/06/2007 

Submitter's Comments
MCEAA Comments on Teleconference Meeting April 20, 2007. 
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#EI-2925

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 34284 0 
  Name of Sender: Julianne Fletcher Date Received: 04/30/2007 
  Group: Preservation Texas Date of Letter: 04/17/2007 

Submitter's Comments
Comments from the March 26, 2007 Section 106 meeting and the April 5, 2007 Steptoe & Johnson letter. 
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#EI-2927

Correspondence Information

  Docket #: FD 34284 0 
  Name of Sender: Alyne Fitzgerald Date Received: 04/27/2007 
  Group: Quihi & New Fountain Historical

Society  
Date of Letter: 04/25/2007 

Submitter's Comments
Comments from the April 20, 2007 teleconference call. 
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Victoria Rutson
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis
Suftce Transportation Board
395 E. Street S.W. Rm. 1110
Washington, DC 20423
(202)245-0302
(202) 245-0454 (fin)

September 3,2007

teS3»5aa-«*s-r- Construction andu^s«^w^^^S^^^^'^c«^^>tf^

776 CR 354

T J

Victoria Rutson
Chief of Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board
395 E. Street SW
Washington DC 20423

Dear Ms. Rutson,

As a landowner whose property is involved in the Easter Routes of
the planned Southwest Gulf Railroad - FD34284, I would like to be
designated as a consultant on the programmatic agreement on this
proceeding.

My house is eligible for the historical district early American
archeological artifacts.

If you require any additional information, please do not hesitate to
contact me, and thank you for your attention to this matter.

RicharcTFourriler
200 PR 3531
Hondo, Texas
512.663.4503
830.741.2294

ni.V ~"~***iS
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Aug 31,2007

Donate Rios Jr
6009 FM2676
Hondo (Quihi) Tx
78861

Surface Transportation Board
Attn: Ms Victoria Rutson

Ms Rutson, I purchased some property four (4) years ago seeking the serenity of the
country style living in the Quihi, Tx area which is very sacred with old historical
buildings and Indian grounds. On our property we have an historical landmark that would
be either razed or destroyed of its history should the proposed railroad route be layed out
thru our property. This is not to mention our only source of drinking water, our windmill,
of which the rail would run very close to its proximity. Should this rail line come thru our
property our new home would also be in jeopardy as it would be approximately 1000ft
from our dwelling.

I would like to be considered a consultant in reference to FD 342 A4 of your
programmatic agreement in this quest to keep the rail from entering our property and
damaging our historical landmarks as well as our homesteads.

Sincerely;

Donato Rios Jr

Los Papalotes Ranch.
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Lynette Stewart
3619 FM 2676

Hondo,Texas 78861
830-741-4836
830-931-4849

ijmmy@mecwb.com

Ms. Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board
395 E. Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20423

FAX#: 202-245-0454
RE: Finance Docket 34284

Question on Home and Farm Location

Dear Ms. Rutson:

I would like to be made a consulting party to the programmatic agreement which is currently being
prepared by the Texas Historical Commission.

I am an heir to a historic home that will be affected by the Eastern Route. At this time my mother is
residing in this home. This historic home is in a flood zone. Any changes to the terrain will increase the
danger of flooding.

Sinerely,

Lynette Stewart

September12,2007

Anthony Weiblen
2918 Darlington Drive
Highland Village, TX 75077

Diana Wood
Surface Transportation Board
395 E Street, SW
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284 - Southwest Gulf Railroad Company -
Construction and Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX

Dear Ms. Wood:

This is in response to Southwest Gulf Railroad's (SGR) letter dated September 5, 2007
regarding the Weiblen Modification. The Weiblen Family disagrees with SGR's request
to soften the position of the 5A mitigation measure by using the wording of "to the extent
feasible." The Weiblen Family requests the word "ensure" remain in the mitigation
measure and include stronger language in this measure requiring SGR to work with
landowners to protect their property and business, which they have worked years to
build and protect.

The Weiblen Family met with SGR on August 17, 2007 to review the Weiblen
Modification. In this meeting, the Weiblen Family offered SGR access to their property
allowing them to perform any necessary engineering analysis to prove the Weiblen
Modification was an acceptable refinement to the eastern route. SGR chose to perform
desktop studies to assess the Weiblen Modification.

Upon completion of SGR's assessment of the Weiblen Modification, SGR met with the
Weiblen Family on September 7, 2007 and stated that they could work with the Weiblen
Modification.

The Weiblen Family then received SGR's letter to the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA) of the Surface Transportation Board (STB) on September 10, 2007. In this letter,
SGR states "SGR has not identified any fatal flaws with the Weiblen Modification," but
"SGR has not undertaken an intensive engineering analysis of the proposed Weiblen
Modification to make a definitive judgment in that regard." In the same letter, SGR is
requesting softer language in the 5A mitigation measure, which was created to help
protect the private property and business owners, by replacing the word "ensure" with "to
the extent feasible."

The Weiblen Family disagrees with the change to the 5A mitigation measure and
requests that the SEA add stronger language to the mitigation measure requiring SGR
work with the private property and business owners since they have not definitively
stated that the Weiblen Modification is an acceptable alternative.
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The Weiblen Family again offers SGR access to their property to perform an intensive
engineering analysis to determine if the Weiblen Modification is acceptable. If you have
any questions, please contact me at 972-897-8640.

Sincerely,

Anthony Weiblen

Cc:
Tom Ransdell
Vulcan Construction Materials, LP
P.O. Box791550
San Antonio, TX 78279-1550

MEMORANDUM FOR: Victoria Rutson September 19, 2007
FROM: Joseph & Vicki Salomon
SUBJECT: Consulting Party Status

Hello and Good afternoon we would like to request that we be given consulting party
status on the final programmatic agreement for the Finance Docket #34284. We are less
than 4000 ft from the proposed quarry/railroad site and in the possible path of the eastern
route if that is the one that is decided. We live on this property that has a home that was
built in the 1940-1950 timeframe. We feel mat we will be greatly impacted by mis route
and would like to take part in the final programmatic agreement. Thanks for your
consideration and have a great day.
Joseph & Vicki Salomon
1040 CR 353
Hondo, Texas 78861-6425

(830>741-8352

'"Joseph Salomon

oan/-c7e-ni7 eouin icnevcniAi cc+» Bern in «i H«o
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Thomas R. Hester, Ph.D.
Professor of Anthropology, Emeritus
The University of Texas at Austin

mailing address:
PO Box 625
Utopia, TX 78884

email: secocreek@ricc.net

b) Personal scientific research in the prehistory of the area

Over the past year or so, I have been a personal study of archaeological collections and
sites on the Mangold Ranch near Quihi. My interest in these lies in the fact - which further
subject project studies must area-that this area is largely unknown in terms of Texas
prehistory.

One of the sites, 41ME132 [official State of Texas site number], the Gap Site, is directly
beneath or at least closely adjacent to Alternative 3 of the proposed railroad route
southeast of Quihi. This site has just been barely studied. However, a test pit dug by the

Page A2-35



i «:ti i a p.3

J-

late Buddy Mangold, found a zone of Frio points just below the surface. Further
exploration could (1) expand our knowledge of the Late (Transistional) Archaic by better
defining this Frio-age campsite or (2) could find earlier, stratified deposit below Frio.
This site is on a terrace of Quibi creek, and while no geoarchaeological studies have yet
been done at the site, it appears that Quihi creek has shafted its channel repeatedly in this
zone (of. 4IME34). This site alone points out the errors of the statements re: she
occurrence found in the subject report.

However, it is she 41ME133 (the Buddy Mangold she) that points out the incredible
deficiencies in the treatment of prehistory in the subject report. This she was partially
excavated by the late Buddy Mangold in the 1990s. Much of the site remains intact.
The artifacts from the site are incredibly extensive, as I am sure will be the case at many
sites yet to be found in the Quibi area.

Although my analysis of the collection is far from complete, I have already identified a
Folsom end-scraper (10,800 years ago), and even more importantly, a substantial number
of Wilson points. The stemmed Wilson type is a poorly known, but well-dated,
Paleoindian time marker in the 10,500 year old tune frame. The key she for this
type is Wilson-Leonard near Austin, published by Michael B. Collins in a 5-volume report
in 1998. Collins tells me that aside from the Wilson-Leonard site, the Buddy Mangold site
contains more of these points than any other she in Texas. There are also Plainview,
Golondrina, and Angostura points at the she (10,200-8,800 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 appear to be of the Guerrero type, associated with
Indians of the Spanish Mission period in the 18th century. There is also a piece of
obsidian-volcanic glass that does not occur in Texas. I have led the study of Texas
obsidians since 1970, working with nuclear chemists at the Lawrence Berkeley National
Laboratory in Berkeley, CA. Obsidian is very rare in this part of the state, yet our precise
geochemical sourcing places some of h as coming from geologic outcrops as far away as
southern Idaho (the Malad source) and from sources in northern New Mexico (several
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 along the margin of the Edwards
Plateau, and is part of a pattern that extends westward into Uvalde County.

As best as I can tell with limited data, 41ME133 lies outside (perhaps 1.5 mi E) of any of
the proposed railroad routes. However, hs importance goes farther than immediate
impact. It is reflective of the long time depth of Native American prehistory to be expected
along Quibi creek and any of hs (now) small drainages. It is reflective of intensive
prehistoric populations, of trade contacts, and of continuity into the Spanish Colonial
period. These sorts of patterns should be expected at other Quihi/project area sites, as
ancient "hunters and gatherers" were highly mobile and didn't just occupy single sites like
41ME133!

2) Implications for Surveys and Excavations Related to the Subject Project

EJOLJ-HW t t 1 CO i.

While archaeologists know very little about the archaeology of the project area (that in
itself is cause for intensive investigation), what we do know provides hard evidence that
it lies in an area of extreme archaeological significance. It is surrounded by important
sites, many of which I have listed and some of which are in similar if not identical
environmental contexts. We know from 41ME132 and 41ME133, in the midst of the
project area, that extensive prehistoric remains are predictable, and will likely extend back
almost 11,000 years at some shes. However, the whole chronological range of human
prehistory in the area is likely to be found in various forms at any number of sites (e.g.,
41ME34, and even closer, 41ME53). Because of the nature of the formation processes in
the local geology, any archaeological survey that is worth its sah will have to employ an
experienced geoarchaeologist or geomorphologist to identify likely site areas, changes that
are more recent in time, etc., and there win be a pressing need for an extensive program of
backhoe trenching to reconstruct the Holocene geology and to develop a model of site
location. It can be predicted that any number of sites win lie in the path of the subject
railroad or its alternatives. In order fbrNEPA, Sec. 106, or any number of other
permitting processes to go forward, hundreds of thousands of dollars will have to be spent
on archaeological survey and geomorphology. The mitigation of only two or three sites
would likely cost into the millions of dollars based on modern archaeological standards at
the Federal and State level.

3) Implications for Historic Archaeology

While STB Finance Docket 34248 report on cultural resources does a more useful job of
treating the numerous historic sites in the project area, it falls far short of what is to be
expected, the significance of these sites, and the great amount of work (and money) that
will go into their investigation. The stone (and other structures) of 1850s Quihi represent
one of the most remarkable, surviving constellations of early architecture in southcentral
Texas. In my own experience, it is unique. To date, the Quihi and New Fountain
Historical Society has already filed with the Texas Historical Commission more than 30
Endangered Historic Property Identification Forms as part of the THC's new HELP
program. These forms contain details on the structures, their ages, and are accompanied
by photographs. However, there are at least 60 known structures of this vintage. Many
of these are in the path or win be impacted by any of the 3 alternative subject railroad
routes. This means that formal site assessments will have to be done - the use of
professional preservation architects, measured drawings, high quality photographic
documentation, oral histories, and archaeological investigations all being part of such
studies

This is a highly time consuming and very expensive endeavor, but these sites are part of
the history of the development of Texas and cannot be given short shrift. Neither can
they, or their archaeological deposits, be "preserved" by having them "moved" to a
"protected" location! There are stories, not yet confirmed by me, of a special cemetery set
aside for Native American remnant populations in the area. This wfll require extensive
Native American consultation, probably with the Mescalero Apache (who represent the
Lipan Apache on a Federal level), the Kickapoo, and the Lipan Apache Tribe of Texas, a
very active (or activist) group in San Antonio.
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It is also apparent that the preliminary cultural resource assessment did not identify a
property registered in the Texas Family Land Heritage Program, slated to have the main
route or an alternate rail route go right through the middle of it. This program has been
around since the 1970s, and is a favorite of the State government, particularly the
Secretary of Agriculture. This will be a highly sensitive issue, to say the very least, and
should the routes continue to be slated for the property, a great deal of very expensive
historical archaeology will have to be carried out.

4) Closing Observations

It is likely that no worse area in southcentral Texas could have been chosen for a quarry
and railroad facilities that the Quihi region. This is one of the richest areas for the
historical development of Texas, and is incredibly important in terms of the preservation in
place of many of the buildings and related aspects of this historical record. In addition,
this is an area where no substantial archaeological 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, archaeological sites. These will have to be fully
assessed and perhaps in some cases, folly excavated (mitigated). This issue has already
been brought to the attention of the Texas Historical Commission and the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation. The subject applicant should have funded historical
and archaeological research well prior to land purchases and planning if the applicant
hoped to avoid the destruction of important pieces of Texas history and prehistory - which
can now be done only at a very high cost in time and money. This is an issue that we as
professional archaeologists, the Texas Historical Commission, and other agencies have
been trying to make clear to developers at all levels for decades.

Now, we are left facing a potential disaster in terms of the historical and archaeological
record. It is therefore incumbent on the STB to require extensive and wefl planned
historical and archaeological studies in the area prior to permitting any rail construction.
If the STB does not follow its mandate, there are other Federal and State regulatory
agencies waiting in the wings to make sure that this process is done properly.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these data and these comments.

Sincerely yours,

Thomas R. Hester, Ph.D.
Professor of Anthropology, Emeritus
The University of Texas at Austin

mailing address:
PO Box 625
Utopia, TX 78884

email: secocreek@ricc.net
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David H. Coburn 1330 Connecticut Avenue, NW
202.429.8063 Washington, DC 20036-1795
dcoburn«steptoe.com Tel 202.429JOOO

Fax 202.4293902
steptoe.com

September 21,2007

Ms. Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board
395 E Street, S.W.
Washington, D.C. 20423

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Railroad Company -
Construction and Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX

Dear Ms. Rutson:

Supplementing my August 31, 2007 letter on this matter, I have attached a cut and fill
profile of the so-called Weiblen Modification and a map of the Modification. These materials
were prepared by Carter Burgess at the request of SGR hi connection with some engineering
work that that firm has undertaken. Please note that at the south end of the line the map shows
the Weiblen Modification as parallel to, and slightly east (by no more than a few hundred feet),
of the original preferred alignment for a distance of about one mile, which shows up in red on the
map. This is in contrast to the representation of the Weiblen Modification as shown in Figure 2-
2 of the Supplemental Draft EIS, which shows the Modification as being co-extensive with the
originally preferred alignment for the southernmost mile. The reason for the slight change in
alignment shown in the Carter Burgess map relates to an effort to minimize cut/fill.

The cut and fill profile has allowed SGR to conclude that the Weiblen Modification is
feasible from the perspective of cut/fill and grade. The depiction of the line on the attached
profile document reflects no more than a 1% grade.

The map shows that the Modification does not traverse any FEMA flood plains, which
are illustrated in blue striping on the map. The map also shows the various properties that will
be traversed by the Weiblen Modification.

WASHINGTON • NEW YORK • CHICAGO • PHOENIX • LOS ANGELES • CENTURY CITY • LONDON • BRUSSELS
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Ms. Victoria Rutson
September 21,2007
Page 2

We would be pleased to answer any questions that you might have about these materials.

Respectfully,

David H. Cobum
Attorney for Southwest Gulf Railroad

cc: Ms. Diana Wood
Ms. Jaya Zyman-Ponebshek
Mr. Harold Weiblen
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EXISTING UPRR MAINLINE

Carter Burgess
PROPOSED MEDINA
QUARRY RAIL LINE

WEIBLEN MODIFICATION
SEPTEMBER 18.2007

09-27-E007 10:43 HEB E108200412 PflGEl

The Michael Churchill Jones Ranch Trust
Barbara H. Jones, Trustee
209 Newbury Terrace Re: Finance Docket 34284
San Antonio. TX 78209
September 27, 2007

>
Victoria Ruston, Chief
Section of Environmental and Analysis Surface Transportation Board
395 E Street SW Room 1110
Washington, DC 20423

Dear Ms. Ruston: *

As the trustee of the Michael Churchill Jones Ranch Trust, I am concerned about the proposed
placement of an eastern railroad route on this property which is located on CR 4516 in Medina,
Counry. Texas.

I should like submit my request to be a consulting party to the proceedings for the Programatic
Agreement

Any route built through the eastern section of the property would block the flow of creek water into
a retention tank which provides water for both livestock and wildlife. As a result of that, the
property would be without any source of drinking water for the animals.

Also, on the property there is located an old. abandoned mine dug by hand in the late 1800's
That site has historical and archeological signifiance for current and future generations.

Please grant my request to be a consulting party to the Programatic Agreement for FD 34284.

Very truly yours,

Barbara H. Jones, Trustee
The Michael Churchill Jones Ranch Trust
209 Newbury Terrace
San Antonio, TX 78209
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thSeptember 5m 2007

Ms. Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board
395 E. Street, S. W.
Washington, D.C. 20423

FAX# 202-245-0454

RE: Finance Docket 34284
Question on Home and Farm Location
6710 FM 2676, Hondo TX 78661

Dear Madam:

If not already a member, I would like to be made a consulting party to the programmatie
agreement which is currently being prepared by the Texas Historical Commission.

My justification for this request stems from the fact I have a Texas Heritage farm and
ranch inherited from the original Saathoff settlers in Quihi. On this property my mother
currently lives in a home that is eligible for listing as an historic home. The Eastern
Medina Dam alternate route would adversely affect our home, ranch and farm. The rail
line will cause flooding of our home and farm land. The rail line will also divide our
farm and land, leaving approximately 35 acres west of the rail line and approximately
285 acres east of the rail line. The only access to the land is from FM 2676 and if a rail
line goes through, it will cause us to lose the value of the land as a farm and cattle
operation. I am against any rail line in the area and fail to see how they can be deemed a
"public carrier" giving Vulcan the right to condemn our land for their private use. If they
were a public carrier why don't they go straight to Rio Medina (Mumme's Grain
Company) where at least something besides Vulcan's rocks can be carried.

Sincere!

Curtis Saathoff
7506 Pipers Run
San Antonio, TX 78251
210-684-4989
210-326-1556
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration 
                               

         June 5, 2007 

J. Paul Loether 
Keeper, National Register of Historic Places 
National Park Service 
Department of the Interior 
Washington, DC  20240 

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Railroad Company --       
       Construction and Operation Exemption -- Medina County, Texas:  Request for
     Keeper’s Determination of Eligibility for the Quihi and Upper Quihi   
       Rural Historic Districts

Dear Mr. Loether: 

 I am writing to request a Determination of Eligibility for two rural historic districts (the 
Quihi and Upper Quihi Rural Historic Districts), which were identified by the Surface 
Transportation Board (STB or Board) during the course of an Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) currently pending before the agency.  The STB is conducting this EIS as part of its 
consideration of a petition filed by Southwest Gulf Railroad Company (SGR), a railroad 
subsidiary formed by Vulcan Construction Materials, LP (Vulcan).  SGR is proposing to 
construct and operate a new rail line in Medina County, Texas, connecting an existing Union 
Pacific Railroad (UP) rail line to a new Vulcan limestone quarry approximately seven miles 
north of the UP rail line.

As part of its EIS review, the Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) assessed 
a number of rail route alignments, and compared the environmental impacts of those alignments 
to the route developed by SGR.  In its Draft EIS (DEIS) and Supplemental DEIS, SEA studied 
seven rail line alignments (called alternatives) and the No-Action Alternative.  At the conclusion 
of these documents, SEA determined that two of the alternative alignments that had been studied 
were “environmentally preferable” because they would be located east of, and therefore avoid 
the more historically significant Quihi Rural Historic District.  The alignment developed by 
SGR, known as the “Proposed Route” would bisect the Quihi Rural Historic District.

Following SEA’s determination, SGR requested further consideration of its Proposed 
Route by developing a mitigation plan that it believes would adequately minimize impacts of 
constructing and operating the Proposed Route on the Quihi Rural Historic District.  The Texas 
Historical Commission (THC)(the State Historic Preservation Office for Texas), on the other 
hand, has stated its support of either of the Eastern Alternatives identified by SEA as 
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environmentally preferable because those alternatives would completely avoid the Quihi Rural 
Historic District and have less impact on the Upper Quihi Rural Historic District.   In response to 
these diverse views on what alternative or alternatives should be considered environmentally 
preferable, the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation (ACHP) wrote to SEA recommending 
that the agency seek a determination from the Keeper of the National Register to (among other 
things) provide greater clarity on the significance, defining characteristics, and integrity of the 
Quihi and Upper Quihi Rural Historic Districts.  Such a determination, asserted ACHP, would 
assist STB and the Section 106 consulting parties in better assessing appropriate measures to 
avoid adverse effects to significant historic properties.

Consequently, I am making this request under 36 CFR Section 63.2(d) pursuant to 36 
CFR Section 800.4(c)(2) of its regulations implementing Section 106 of the National Historic 
Preservation Act (NHPA).  Below, I describe the project in more detail, provide a summary of 
the agency’s environmental review to date, and describe more fully the request for clarification 
from the ACHP.  I have also enclosed all the information that I believe you will need to make 
your determination. 

Description of the Undertaking

 The proposed project consists of a proposed rail line in Medina County, Texas 
(approximately 45 miles west of San Antonio) that would extend approximately seven miles 
from a loading track at a proposed Vulcan quarry to the Del Rio Subdivision of the UP Railroad 
Company (UP).  SGR would use the new rail line to transport limestone from the proposed 
quarry to the UP rail line.

Agency’s Environmental Review

  SEA initially analyzed four potential construction alternatives (the Proposed Route, 
Alternative 1, Alternative 2, and Alternative 3) and the No-Action Alternative1 in its DEIS 
prepared to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA (see 
Appendix A, Figure 1).  As part of its environmental reviews, SEA completed two cultural 
resource studies2 to identify any historic properties that may be located within the Area of 
Potential Effect (APE) 3 of each of the four alternatives analyzed in the DEIS (see Map Sheet 2A 
and 2B).

                                                          
1 In the No-Action Alternative the proposed construction would not take place and SGR 

has indicated it would then truck the limestone from the quarry to the UP line.  

2 The cultural resources studies completed by SEA in the DEIS are the Preliminary 
Cultural Resources Assessment; and a Technical Memorandum: Supplement to the Preliminary 
Cultural Resources Assessment (see Volume III, Appendix I of the DEIS).   

3 The APE for direct impacts was defined as 1000 feet on either side of each alternative. 

3

  During the course of the cultural resource field studies, SEA identified a potential rural 
historic landscape that encompassed the town of Quihi through which all four alternatives cross.  
Written and oral comments provided by the THC and other Section 106 consulting parties, both 
during and following issuance of the DEIS, provided corroborating evidence of the location of
significant Texan frontier community composed of multiple 19th century German-Alsatian 
elements including original buildings, structures, ruins, circulation networks and many other 
components that make up rural historic landscapes meeting the criteria of the National Register 
of Historic Places (National Register) defined in National Register Bulletin #30: Guidelines for 
Evaluating and Documenting Rural Historic Landscapes (National Park Service 1989).

 In addition, consultation meetings held between SEA, SGR, THC and the ACHP stressed 
the need for an additional study that would more conclusively determine if a rural historic 
landscape is present; and if so, generally establish its boundaries; identify its contributing and 
non-contributing elements; and determine if any identified rural historic landscape is eligible for 
listing in the National Register as a District. The ACHP and THC firmly indicated that such a 
study was needed prior to completion and/or execution of any agreement document to address 
adverse effects. 

 As a result of the above series of events, SEA determined a Supplemental Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement (or SDEIS) was necessary.  The SDEIS would assess additional 
rail alternatives to the east (the Eastern Alternatives) that would largely avoid historic properties 
near Quihi.  The Eastern Alternatives that SEA analyzed in the SDEIS consist of the Eastern 
Bypass Route, the MCEAA Medina Dam Route and SGR’s Modified Medina Dam Route (see 
Map Sheet 1).  In the SDEIS, SEA determined that the Eastern Bypass Route and the MCEAA 
Medina Dam routes are environmentally preferable and thus dropped SGR’s Medina Dam Route 
from further consideration.    

 The SDEIS included a reconnaissance survey of each of the Eastern Alternatives 
comparable to the studies completed for the original alternatives.4  In addition, SEA also 
completed an extensive landscape study,5 in which it examined, in detail, the entire area 
encompassed by all seven of the proposed alternatives (see Map Sheet 1). 

                                                          
4 SEA completed a reconnaissance survey for the Eastern Alternatives in May of 2006.  

The survey identified known cultural resources within the APE previously defined for each of the 
alternatives studied in the DEIS (1000 feet on either side of the rail alignments) and made an 
evaluation of the potential for the APE to contain unknown cultural resources.  In addition, a 
study of the Eastern Bypass Route conducted by Gonzalez, Tate, & Iruegas, Inc. (GT&I) by 
Iruegas and Penick (2005) on behalf of SGR, provided information on this route.  SEA extracted 
and reformatted this relevant information from both of these studies into its survey report on the 
Eastern Alternative (see Volume II, Appendix F-1 of SDEIS). 

5     The Rural Historic Landscape Analysis, Quihi Vicinity, Medina County, Texas is 
included in Volume II, Appendix F-2 of the SDEIS. 
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  The landscape study resulted in the identification of three rural historic landscapes, each 
of which SEA determined to be eligible for listing in the National Register:  the New Fountain 
Rural Historic District and the Quihi and Upper Quihi Rural Historic Districts (see Map Sheet 
1).  The landscape study further indicated that both the Quihi and Upper Quihi Rural Historic 
Districts could be potentially impacted by the proposed construction project. (The New Fountain 
Rural Historic District was determined to be too far west to be adversely affected by any of the 
seven alternatives and is therefore not part of this discussion).  Moreover, results included in the 
landscape study suggested that the Quihi area constitutes one of the most unusual and intact 
frontier settlements in Texas.  

Views of SGR, THC and ACHP

 Shortly after SEA issued its SDEIS, SGR developed a mitigation plan that it offered to 
voluntarily implement with the intent of minimizing impacts of constructing and operating the 
Proposed Route on the Quihi Rural Historic District.  While recognizing that the Proposed Route 
would traverse the District, SGR in a letter dated January 16, 2007, offered four measures 
designed to reduce impacts on the District.  These measures included a “conservation easement” 
that would permit the THC to control development on what is believed to be the most sensitive 
section of the District, a requirement that SGR would adjust the Proposed Route to avoid direct 
impacts on certain contributing elements in the District, a contribution of $500,000 from SGR to 
THC for THC’s use in fostering preservation and similar goals, and support from SGR and 
Vulcan for adoption of any local preservation ordinance designed to preserve the historic 
integrity of the District.

SGR hoped that the mitigation plan would allow SEA to determine that, as mitigated, the 
Proposed Route was environmentally preferable.  SGR asserted that it believes that the Eastern 
Routes would be too costly to operate and should one of those routes be licensed by the Board, 
SGR would likely not construct the new rail line but, rather, would rely on trucks to transport 
products to and from the quarry. 

 After receiving SGR’s mitigation plan, SEA convened first a meeting and then a 
conference call of the “Section 106 consulting parties,” to discuss SGR’s mitigation proposal and 
solicit the views of the consulting parties on whether the mitigation adequately reduced impacts 
on the Quihi Rural Historic District to allow the Proposed Route to be considered as an 
environmentally preferable route.  During these discussions, concerns were raised by various 
parties about aspects of SGR’s Proposed Route.  SGR asked for the opportunity to revise its 
mitigation plan to respond to the concerns raised, and on April 5, 2007, distributed a revised plan 
to the consulting parties.  Both SGR’s original and revised mitigation plans are enclosed with 
this letter. 

In letters dated January 19, 2007 and March 15, 2007, the THC provided its comments in 
response to the SDEIS in which it strongly supported the use of SEA’s environmentally 
preferred eastern routes.  In both letters, the THC reiterated that construction of either the 
Eastern Bypass Route or the MCEAA Medina Dam Alternative would significantly lessen the 
impact of the project on critical historic resources.   
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 Following receipt of the above correspondence from SGR and THC, and the meeting and 
conference call with the Section 106 consulting parties, ACHP wrote to SEA stating that greater 
clarity was needed to assist the consulting parties in assessing what needed to be avoided, 
preserved, or protected during project planning.  Specifically, ACHP stated, that clarity was 
needed regarding the integrity of the elements identified within the Districts and the boundaries 
of the Districts.  The ACHP also stressed the importance of continuing to work closely with the 
Tap Pilam-Coahuiltecan Nation which has indicated to SEA, the THC and the ACHP the 
potential for the project area to contain cenotes (or limestone/karst sinkholes) that could include 
burials and other properties of religious and cultural significance to the Nation.

  Based on the ACHP concerns and recommendations, we are thus seeking a formal 
determination from the Keeper of the National Register specifically regarding the following: 

� A determination as to whether the Quihi and the Upper Quihi Rural Historic 
Districts are separate and distinct districts or a single district; eligible for listing in 
the National  Register as separate districts or as a single district; 

� A determinations of the appropriate boundaries of any eligible district(s);  

� A determination of the contributing and non-contributing elements of any eligible 
historic district(s), considering both significance and integrity, including any rural
landscape elements (land uses and activities, patterns of spatial organization, 
circulation networks, boundary demarcations, etc.); and 

� The significance of cenotes within any eligible historic district(s) and the basis of 
their importance to Indian tribes.  

Conclusion

We request your consideration of our findings to clarify the above issues within the 45 
day period pursuant to 36 CFR Section 63.2(e) of your regulations.  We have attached all of the 
relevant information for your review.  If you require additional information or clarification 
regarding our request, please feel free to contact me, Diana Wood at (202) 245-0302, or Catherine 
Glidden at (202) 245-0293.  Thank you for your assistance in this matter. 

      Sincerely,  

      Victoria Rutson 
      Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis  
      STB Federal Preservation Officer 

Enclosures:   
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� Letter from David H. Coburn, representing Southwest Gulf Railroad, to F. Lawerence 
Oaks, State Historic Preservation Officer, Texas Historical Commission (and cc’ing 
Section 106 consulting parties), dated January 16, 2007. 

� Letter from David H. Coburn, representing Southwest Gulf Railroad, to F. Lawerence 
Oaks, State Historic Preservation Officer, Texas Historical Commission (and cc’ing 
Section 106 consulting parties), dated April 5, 2007. 

� Letter from F. Lawerence Oaks, State Historic Preservation Officer, Texas Historical 
Commission, to Ms. Rini Ghosh, Section of Environmental Analysis, Surface 
Transportation Board, dated January 19, 2007.

� Letter from F. Lawerence Oaks, State Historic Preservation Officer, Texas Historical
Commission, to Ms. Diana Wood, Section of Environmental Analysis, Surface 
Transportation Board, dated March 15, 2007. 

� Letter from Charlene Dwin Vaughn, Assistant Director, Federal Permitting, 
Licensing, and Assistance Section, Office of Federal Agency Programs, the 
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation, to Ms. Victoria Rutson, Chief, 
Section of Environmental Analysis, Surface Transportation Board, dated April 27, 
2007.

� Surface Transportation Board, Section of Environmental Analysis. 2004. Draft
Environmental Impact Statement, Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Railroad 
Company Construction and Operation Exemption, Medina County Texas.  Washington. 
D.C. (Volumes I, II and III of the DEIS are included in CD format).  Included in the 
DEIS are the following supplemental documents: 

o Preliminary Cultural Resources Assessment; and Technical Memorandum: 
Supplement to the Preliminary Cultural Resources Assessment (see Appendix I, 
Volume III).   

� Surface Transportation Board, Section of Environmental Analysis. 2006.  Supplemental 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf 
Railroad Company Construction and Operation Exemption, Medina County Texas.
Washington, D.C.  (Volumes I and II of the SDEIS are included in CD format).  
Included in the SDEIS are the following supplemental documents:  

o Technical Memorandum: Cultural Resources Assessment of the Three Eastern 
Alternatives (see Volume II, Appendix F-1). 
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o Rural Historic Landscape Analysis, Quihi Vicinity, Medina County, Texas (see 
Appendix F-2, Volume II). 

o Rural Historic Landscape Study:  Maps (See Appendix A of Landscape Study in 
Volume II). 

o Rural Historic Landscape Study:  Inventory of Sites (See Appendix B of 
Landscape Study in Volume II).  

o Rural Historic Landscape Study:  Digital Photos of Sites (See Appendix C of 
Landscape Study in Volume II). 

Cc: (Without Enclosures): 
Honorable Ciro Rodriguez, U.S. House of Representatives 

        Ms. Charlene Dwin-Vaughn, ACHP
        Ms. Katry Harris, ACHP
        Mr. F. Lawerence Oaks, THC 
        Mr. Brad Patterson, THC 
        Mr. David Coburn, SGR 
        Ms. Jaya Zyman-Ponebshek, URS              
        Mr. Raymond Hernandez, Tap Pilam Coahuiltecan Nation 
        Mr. Richard C. Garay, Coahuiltecan Research Associates 

      Mr. Troy Johanntoberns, Wichita & Affiliated Tribe  
        Ms. Dorla Goombi, Kiowa Tribe of Oklahoma 
        Ms. Lynn Schonchin, Comanche Nation of Oklahoma 
        Ms. Holly Houghten, Mescalero Apache Tribe

  Mr. Robert Hancock, Medina County Historical Commission 
        Mrs. Cynthia Lindsey, Quihi and New Fountain Historical Society 
        Mr. C. Ray Schoch, Schweers Historical Foundation 
        Mr. Harold Weiblen, Weiblen Farms 
        Mr. Archie Gerdes 
        Dr. Robert Hester 
        Dr. Robert Fitzgerald, MCEAA 
        Mr. Brian R. Pietruszewski, Gardner Law Firm
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration

September 7,2007

Donate Rios, Jr.
6009 FM 2676
Hondo, TX 78861

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX; Request to be a Consulting Party
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Dear Mr. Rios:

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is
in receipt of your August 31, 2007 written request to act as a consulting party for the above
referenced project pursuant to Section 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5) of the regulations implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which states: "Certain
individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking may participate as
consulting parties due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or
affected properties , or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties
interest." As you know, SEA is conducting an environmental review, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA, of the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction and operation in Medina County, Texas. Section 106 of NHPA
requires that the Board consult with Federal, tribal, state and local agencies, and additional
consulting parties with an interest in the project area, to identify, assess and resolve any adverse
effects to significant historic properties that may be caused by the proposed undertaking.

We believe your involvement as a Section 106 consulting party is appropriate given your
close connections to the area. We are therefore pleased to include your organization as a Section
106 consulting party for this proceeding and will ensure that you receive all relevant information
to assist you in your reviews.

We appreciate your interests in this project and look forward to working with you as we

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration

September 7, 2007

Madelyn Schott
19903 Bandera Road
Helotes,TX 78023

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX; Request to be a Consulting Party
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Dear Ms. Schott:

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is
in receipt of your September 4, 2007 written request to act as a consulting party for the above
referenced project pursuant to Section 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5) of the regulations implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which states: "Certain
individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking may participate as
consulting parties due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or
affected properties , or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties
interest." As you know, SEA is conducting an environmental review, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA, of the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction and operation in Medina County, Texas. Section 106 of NHPA
requires that the Board consult with Federal, tribal, state and local agencies, and additional
consulting parties with an interest in the project area, to identify, assess and resolve any adverse
effects to significant historic properties that may be caused by the proposed undertaking.

We believe your involvement as a Section 106 consulting party is appropriate given your
close connections to the area. We are therefore pleased to include your organization as a Section
106 consulting party for this proceeding and will ensure that you receive all relevant information
to assist you in your reviews.

We appreciate your interests in this project and look forward to working with you as we
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration

September 7, 2007

Lester R. Landrum
776 CR 354
Quihi.TX 78861

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX; Request to be a Consulting Party
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Dear Mr. Landrum:

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is
in receipt of your September 4, 2007 written request to act as a consulting party for the above
referenced project pursuant to Section 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5) of the regulations implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which states: "Certain
individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking may participate as
consulting parties due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or
affected properties , or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties
interest." As you know, SEA is conducting an environmental review, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA, of the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction and operation in Medina County, Texas. Section 106 of NHPA
requires that the Board consult with Federal, tribal, state and local agencies, and additional
consulting parties with an interest in the project area, to identify, assess and resolve any adverse
effects to significant historic properties that may be caused by the proposed undertaking.

We believe your involvement as a Section 106 consulting party is appropriate given your
close connections to the area. We are therefore pleased to include your organization as a Section
106 consulting party for this proceeding and will ensure that you receive all relevant information
to assist you in your reviews.

We appreciate your interests in this project and look forward to working with you as we

complete the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact Diana Wood, SEA Project Manager at 202-245-0302.

!incerely,

^ictoria Rutson
:hief

section of Environmental Analysis

cc: F. Lawerence Oaks, Texas Historical Commission
Brad Patterson, Texas Historical Commission
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VictonaR-tson . Scp^ber 3, 2007
Chief, Section of Enviromnental Analysis
Surfece Transportation Board
395 E. Street S.W. Rm. 1110
Washington, DC 20423
(202)2454)302
(202) 245-0454 (fex)

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX: Request to be a Consulting Party
Under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

DcarMs. Rutoon:

1 request to be listed as a Section 106 Consulting Party as my family has deep ties to
the Upper Quint area and has interest, history, and knowledge of the rural historic
landscape of this area. Owftrniandicaidenceis776CR354inKfedinaCoimtywhtchi8
a few hundred yanto north of the proposed rail line.

The Texas Family Land Heritage program registered <>ur farm as it was founded in
1881 aiid had been in contnwouBownefsh^ ami operatic
enterpriaeibr mow than a century. In addition, knowledge of me other local heritage
farms and ranches in the area is available.

Parties.
aid to identify and

2000, and have also
meeting held for Section 106 Consulting

ic Preservation Act
lobcaConMkiBgPiartyimderaccdoa KhSoftheNaaottd

Sincerely,

Leater R.Landrum
776 CR 354
Quihi, TX 78861
(830)426-8295

n-IH>jriC»7 I T J

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration

September 7, 2007

Joe H. and Erna L. Balzen
780 CR 354
Hondo, TX 78861

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX; Request to be a Consulting Party
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Balzen:

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is
in receipt of your September 4, 2007 written request to act as a consulting party for the above
referenced project pursuant to Section 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5) of the regulations implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which states: "Certain
individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking may participate as
consulting parties due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or
affected properties , or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties
interest." As you know, SEA is conducting an environmental review, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA, of the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction and operation in Medina County, Texas. Section 106 of NHPA
requires that the Board consult with Federal, tribal, state and local agencies, and additional
consulting parties with an interest in the project area, to identify, assess and resolve any adverse
effects to significant historic properties that may be caused by the proposed undertaking.

We believe your involvement as a Section 106 consulting party is appropriate given your
close connections to the area. We are therefore pleased to include your organization as a Section
106 consulting party for this proceeding and will ensure that you receive all relevant information
to assist you in your reviews.

We appreciate your interests in this project and look forward to working with you as we
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complete the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact Diana Wood, SEA Project Manager at 202-245-0302.

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

cc: F. Lawerence Oaks, Texas Historical Commission
Brad Patterson, Texas Historical Commission
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SURFACE ZfcANSPORrAzrotf BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration
•*

September 7, 2007

Richard Fournier
200 PR 3 531
Hondo, TX 78861

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX; Request to be a Consulting Party
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Dear Mr. Fournier:

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is
in receipt of your September 4, 2007 written request to act as a consulting party for the above
referenced project pursuant to Section 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5) of the regulations implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which states: "Certain
individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking may participate as
consulting parties due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or
affected properties , or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties
interest." As you know, SEA is conducting an environmental review, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA, of the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction and operation in Medina County, Texas. Section 106 of NHPA
requires that the Board consult with Federal, tribal, state and local agencies, and additional
consulting parties with an interest in the project area, to identify, assess and resolve any adverse
effects to significant historic properties that may be caused by the proposed undertaking.

We believe your involvement as a Section 106 consulting party is appropriate given your
close connections to the area. We are therefore pleased to include your organization as a Section
106 consulting party for this proceeding and will ensure that you receive all relevant information
to assist you in your reviews.

We appreciate your interests in this project and look forward to working with you as we

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration

September 14, 2007

Lynette Stewart
3619FM2676
Hondo, TX 78661

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX; Request to be a Consulting Party
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Dear Ms. Stewart:

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is
in receipt of your September 11, 2007 written request to act as a consulting party for the above
referenced project pursuant to Section 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5) of the regulations implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which states: "Certain
individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking may participate as
consulting parties due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or
affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties
interest." As you know, SEA is conducting an environmental review, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA, of the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction and operation in Medina County, Texas. Section 106 of NHPA
requires that the Board consult with Federal, tribal, state and local agencies, and additional
consulting parties with an interest in the project area, to identify, assess and resolve any adverse
effects to significant historic properties that may be caused by the proposed undertaking.

We believe your involvement as a Section 106 consulting party is appropriate given your
close connections to the area. We are therefore pleased to include your organization as a Section
106 consulting party for this proceeding and will ensure that you receive all relevant information
to assist you in your reviews.

We appreciate your interests in this project and look forward to working with you as we
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complete the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact Diana Wood, SEA Project Manager at 202-245-0302.

Sincerely,

I Victoria Rutson\
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

cc: F. Lawerence Oaks, Texas Historical Commission
Brad Patterson, Texas Historical Commission

atewart 830-426-3807 p. 1

Lynettc Stewart
3619 FM 2676

Hondo, Texas 78861
830-741-4836
830-931-4849

iimrnv@mecwb.cQm

Ms. Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board
395 E. Street, S.W.
Washington, O.C. 20423

FAX*: 202-245-0454
RE: Finance Docket 34284

Question on Home and Farm Location

Dear Ms. Rutson:

I would like to be made a consulting party to the programmatic agreement which is currently being
prepared by the Texas Historical Commission.

I am an heir to a historic home that will be affected by the Eastern Route. At this time my mother is
residing in this home. This historic home is in a flood zone. Any changes to the terrain will increase the
danger of flooding.

Lynette Stewart
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
_ ^ Washington, DC 20423

%*J996*^ "

C$?ce of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration

September 21,2007

Joseph and Vicki Solomon
1040CR353
Hondo, TX 78861

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX; Request to be a Consulting Party
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Solomon:

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is
in receipt of your September 19, 2007 written request to act as a consulting party for the above
referenced project pursuant to Section 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5) of the regulations implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which states: "Certain
individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking may participate as
consulting parties due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or
affected properties , or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties
interest." As you know, SEA is conducting an environmental review, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA, of the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction and operation in Medina County, Texas. Section 106 of NHPA
requires that the Board consult with Federal, tribal, state and local agencies, and additional
consulting parties with an interest in the project area, to identify, assess and resolve any adverse
effects to significant historic properties that may be caused by the proposed undertaking.

We believe your involvement as a Section 106 consulting party is appropriate given your
close connections to the area. We are therefore pleased to include your organization as a Section
106 consulting party for this proceeding and will ensure that you receive all relevant information
to assist you in your reviews.

We appreciate your interests in this project and look forward to working with you as we

complete the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact Diana Wood, SEA Project Manager at 202-245-0302.

Sincere^

Victoria Rutsof
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

F. Lawerence Oaks, Texas Historical Commission
Brad Patterson, Texas Historical Commission
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MEMORANDUM FOR: Victoria Rutson September 19, 2007
FROM: Joseph & Vicki Salomon
SUBJECT: Consulting Party Status

Hello and Good afternoon we would like to request that we be given consulting party
status on the final programmatic agreement for the Finance Docket #34284. We are less
than 4000 ft from the proposed quarry/railroad site and in the possible path of the eastern
route if that is the one that is decided. We live on this property that has a home that was
built in the 1940-1950 timeframe. We feel mat we will be greatly impacted by this route
and would like to take part in the final programmatic agreement. Thanks for your
consideration and have a great day.
Joseph & Vicki Salomon
1040CR353
Hondo, Texas 78861-6425

(830>741-8352

Joseph Salomon

rrt O(w-c7fi-ni7 eoiun

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration

September 25, 2007

Russell Mangold
807 33rd Street
Hondo, TX 78861

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX; Request to be a Consulting Party
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Dear Mr. Mangold:

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is
in receipt of your September 23, 2007 written request to act as a consulting party for the above
referenced project pursuant to Section 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5) of the regulations implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which states: "Certain
individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking may participate as
consulting parties due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or
affected properties, or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties
interest." As you know, SEA is conducting an environmental review, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA, of the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction and operation in Medina County, Texas. Section 106 of NHPA
requires that the Board consult with Federal, tribal, state and local agencies, and additional
consulting parties with an interest in the project area, to identify, assess and resolve any adverse
effects to significant historic properties that may be caused by the proposed undertaking.

We believe your involvement as a Section 106 consulting party is appropriate given your
close connections to the area. We are therefore pleased to include your organization as a Section
106 consulting party for this proceeding and will ensure that you receive all relevant information
to assist you in your reviews.
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We appreciate your interests in this project and look forward to working with you as we
complete the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact Diana Wood, SEA Project Manager at 202-245-0302.

Sincerely,

ictoria Rutsc
:hief

Section of Environmental Analysis

cc: F. Lawerence Oaks, Texas Historical Commission
Brad Patterson, Texas Historical Commission
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Thomas R. Hester. Ph.D.
Professor of Anthropology, Emeritus
The University of Texas at Austin

mailing address:
PO Box 625
Utopia, TX 78884

email: secocreek@ricc.net

b) Personal scientific research in the prehistory of the area

Over tiie past year or so, I have been a personal study of archaeological collections and
sites on the Mangold Ranch near Quihi. My interest in these lies in the fact - which further
subject project studies must area-that this area is largely unknown in terms of Texas
prehistory.

One of the sites; 41ME132 [official State of Texas site number], the Gap Site, is directly
beneath or at least closely adjacent to Alternative 3 of the proposed railroad route
southeast of Quihi. This site has just been barely studied. However, a test pit dug by the

/•* 1 eZB 1 3 p. a
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late Buddy Mangold, found a zone of Frio points just below the surface. Further
exploration could (1) expand our knowledge of the Late (Transistional) Archaic by better
denning this Frio-age campsite or (2) could find earlier, stratified deposit below Frio.
This she is on a terrace of Quihi creek, and while no geoarchaeological studies have yet
been done at the site, it appears that Quihi creek has shifted its channel repeatedly in this
zone (cf. 4IME34). This site alone points out the errors of the statements re: site
occurrence found in the subject report.

However, h is site 41 ME 133 (the Buddy Mangold site) that points out the incredible
deficiencies in the treatment of prehistory in the subject report. This site was partially
excavated by the late Buddy Mangold in the 1990s. Much of the site remains intact.
The artifacts from the site are incredibly extensive, as I am sure will be the case at many
sites yet to be found in the Quihi area.

Although my analysis of the collection is far from complete, I have already identified a
Folsom end-scraper (10,800 years ago), and even more importantly, a substantial number
of Wilson points. The stemmed Wilson type is a poorly known, but well-dated,
Paleoindian time marker hi the 10,500 year old time frame. The key she for this
type is Wilson-Leonard near Austin, published by Michael B. Collins in a 5-vohime report
in 1998. Collins tells me that aside from the Wilson-Leonard site, the Buddy Mangold site
contains more of these points than any other she in Texas. There are also Plainview,
Golondrina, and Angostura points at the she (10,200-8,800 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 time of Spanish contact.
Indeed, there are some points that appear to be of the Guerrero type, associated with
Indians of the Spanish Mission period in the 18th century. There is also a piece of
obsidian-volcanic glass that does not occur in Texas. I have led the study of Texas
obsidians since 1970, working with nuclear chemists at the Lawrence Berkeley National
Laboratory in Berkeley, CA, Obsidian is very rare in this part of the state, yet our precise
geochemical sourcing places some of h as coming from geologic outcrops as far away as
southern Idaho (the Malad source) and from sources in northern New Mexico (several
sources in the Jemez mountains). We have not yet had this obsidian fragment sourced, but
h is reflective of the widespread trade networks that ran along the margin of the Edwards
Plateau, and is part of a pattern that extends westward into Uvalde County.

As best as I can tell with limited data, 41MB 133 lies outside (perhaps 1.5 mi E) of any of
the proposed railroad routes. However, its importance goes farther than immediate
impact. It is reflective of the long time depth of Native American prehistory to be expected
along Quihi creek and any of hs (now) small drainages. It is reflective of intensive
prehistoric populations, of trade contacts, and of continuity into the Spanish Colonial
period. These sorts of patterns should be expected at other Quihi/project area sites, as
ancient "hunters and gatherers" were highly mobile and didn't just occupy single sites Kke
41ME133!

2) Implications for Surveys and Excavations Related to the Subject Project
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While archaeologists know very little about the archaeology of the project area (that in
itself is cause for intensive investigation), what we do know provides hard evidence that
it lies in an area of extreme archaeological significance. It is surrounded by important
sites, many of which I have listed and some of which are in similar if not identical
environmental contexts. We know from 41ME132 and 41ME133, in the midst of the
project area, that extensive prehistoric remains are predictable, and will likely extend back
almost 11,000 years at some sites. However, the whole chronological range of human
prehistory in the area is likely to be found in various forms at any number of sites (e.g.,
41ME34, and even closer, 41MES3). Because of the nature of the formation processes in
the local geology, any archaeological survey that is worth its salt will have to employ an
experienced geoarchaeologist or geomorphologist to identify likely site areas, changes that
are more recent in tr"i«t etc., and there wfll be a pressing need for an extensive program of
backhoe trenching to reconstruct the Holocene geology and to develop a model of site
location. It can be predicted that any number of sites wfll lie in the path of the subject
railroad or its alternatives. In order for NEPA, Sec. 106, or any number of other
permitting processes to go forward, hundreds of thousands of dollars wfll have to be spent
on archaeological survey and geomorphology. The mitigation of only two or three sites
would likely cost into the millions of dollars based on modern archaeological standards at
the Federal and State level.

3) Implications for Historic Archaeology

While STB Finance Docket 34248 report on cultural resources does a more useful job of
treating the numerous historic sites in the project area, it falls far short of what is to be
expected, the significance of these sites, and the great amount of work (and money) that
will go into their investigation. The stone (and other structures) of 1850s Quihi represent
one of the most remarkable, surviving constellations of early architecture in southcentral
Texas. In my own experience, it is unique. To date, the Quihi and New Fountain
Historical Society has already filed with the Texas Historical Commission more than 30
Endangered Historic Property Identification Forms as part of the THC's new HELP
program. These forms contain details on the structures, their ages, and are accompanied
by photographs. However, there are at least 60 known structures of this vintage. Many
of these are in the path or will be impacted by any of the 3 alternative subject railroad
routes. This means that formal she assessments will have to be done - the use of
professional preservation architects, measured drawings, high quality photographic
documentation, oral histories, and archaeological investigations all being part of such
studies

This is a highly time consuming and very expensive endeavor, but these sites are part of
the history of the development of Texas and cannot be given short shrift. Neither can
they, or their archaeological deposits, be "preserved" by having them "moved" to a
"protected" location! There are stories, not yet confirmed by me, of a special cemetery set
aside for Native American remnant populations in the area. This will require extensive
Native American consultation, probably with the Mescalero Apache (who represent the
Lipan Apache on a Federal level), the Kickapoo, and the Lipan Apache Tribe of Texas, a
very active (or activist) group in San Antonio.

/--t i £±o i a p.b

It is also apparent that the preliminary cultural resource assessment did not identify a
property registered in the Texas Family Land Heritage Program, slated to have the main
route or an alternate rail route go right through the middle of it. This program has been
around since the 1970s, and is a favorite of the State government, particularly the
Secretary of Agriculture. This will be a highly sensitive issue, to say the very least, and
should the routes continue to be slated for the property, a great deal of very expensive
historical archaeology will have to be carried out.

4) Closing Observations

It is likely that no worse area in southcentral Texas could have been chosen for a quarry
and railroad facilities that the Quihi region. This is one of the richest areas for the
historical development of Texas, and is incredibly important in terms of the preservation in
place of many of the buildings and related aspects of this historical record. In addition,
this is an area where no substantial archaeological work had ever been done before, but
which even the most minimal research has demonstrated the high probability for the
discovery of numerous, and important, archaeological sites. These wfll have to be fully
assessed and perhaps in some cases, fuDy excavated (mitigated). This issue has already
been brought to the attention of the Texas Historical Commission and the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation. The subject applicant should have funded historical
and archaeological research well prior to land purchases and planning if the applicant
hoped to avoid the destruction of important pieces of Texas history and prehistory - which
can now be done only at a very high cost in time and money. This is an issue that we as
professional archaeologists, the Texas Historical Commission, and other agencies have
been trying to make clear to developers at all levels for decades.

Now, we are left facing a potential disaster in terms of the historical and archaeological
record. It is therefore incumbent on the STB to require extensive and well planned
historical and archaeological studies in the area prior to permitting any rail construction.
If the STB does not follow its mandate, there are other Federal and State regulatory
agencies waiting in the wings to make sure that this process is done properly.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide these data and these comments.

Sincerely yours,

Thomas R. Hester, Ph.D.
Professor of Anthropology, Emeritus
The University of Texas at Austin

mailing address:
PO Box 625
Utopia, TX 78884

email: secocreek@ricc.net
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Office of Economics, Environmental Analysis and Administration

October 1,2007

Barbara H. Jones, Trustee
The Michael Churchill Jones Ranch Trust
209 Newbury Terrace
San Antonio, TX 78209

Re: STB Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Company - Construction and
Operation Exemption - Medina County, TX; Request to be a Consulting Party
under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act

Dear Ms. Jones:

The Surface Transportation Board's (Board) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is
in receipt of your September 27, 2007 written request to act as a consulting party for the above
referenced project pursuant to Section 36 CFR 800.2(c)(5) of the regulations implementing
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), which states: "Certain
Individuals and organizations with a demonstrated interest in the undertaking may participate as
consulting parties due to the nature of their legal or economic relation to the undertaking or
affected properties , or their concern with the undertaking's effects on historic properties
interest." As you know, SEA is conducting an environmental review, as required by the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and NHPA, of the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction and operation in Medina County, Texas. Section 106 of NHPA
requires that the Board consult with Federal, tribal, state and local agencies, and additional
consulting parties with an interest in the project area, to identify, assess and resolve any adverse
effects to significant historic properties that may be caused by the proposed undertaking.

We believe your involvement as a Section 106 consulting party is appropriate given your
close connections to the area. We are therefore pleased to include your organization as a Section
106 consulting party for this proceeding and will ensure that you receive all relevant information
to assist you in your reviews.

We appreciate your interests in this project and look forward to working with you as we
complete the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions, please do not hesitate
to contact Diana Wood, SEA Project Manager at 202-245-0302.

Sincerely,

Victoria Ruljson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

cc: F. Lawerence Oaks, Texas Historical Commission
Brad Patterson, Texas Historical Commission
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The Michael Churchill Jones Ranch Trust
Barbara H. Jones, Trustee
209 Newbury Terrace Re: Finance Docket 34284
San Antonio. TX 78209
September 27. 2007

i
Victoria Ruston, Chief
Section of Environmental and Analysis Surface Transportation Board
395 E Street SW Room 1110
Washington, DC 20423

Dear M*. Ruston:

As the trustee of the Michael Churchill Jones Ranch Trust I am concerned about the proposed
pjacernentof An eartem railroad route on this property which ..Is located on CB 4516 in (Medina
Counry, Texas.

I should like submit my request to be a consulting party to the proceedings for the Programatic
Agreement

Any route built through the eastern section of the property would block the flow of creek water into
a retention tank which provides water for both livestock and wildlife. As a result of that, the
property would be without any source of drinking water for the animals.

Also, on the property there is located an old, abandoned mine dug by hand in the late 1800's.
That site has historical and archeological signifiance for current and future generations.

Please grant my request to be a consulting party to the Programatic Agreement for FD 34284.

Very truly yours,

Barbara H. Jones, Trustee
The Michael Churchill Jones Ranch Trust
209 Newbury Terrace
San Antonio, TX 78209
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