June 7, 2004

Attention:  Phillis Johnson-Ball

Section of Environmental Analysis

Environmental Filing

To Whom It May Concern:

We the people of Sevier and Sanpete county who are most effected by the recent proposed Rail line between Levan and Salina are well pleased to hear that an alternate route C has been selected for review.

When we first met with you at the public meeting in Salina, I was somewhat surprised to find that no one on the Six County Association of Governments had not suggested the alternate route of C; it simply makes more sense.  I’m not sure the whole picture was ever presented to them.  There are several issues to consider when looking at the feasibility of the alternative route C.

First it would be more cost efficient to cross on flat level ground, that no one uses except to graze a few head of cattle 2 to 3 months out of the year.

Second, Rail spurs to the mines above Axtel, (which I believe is the only issue qualifying alternative A or B) would be much more efficient for the their use.  Spurs could run directly to the load sites with no need for a belt system to reach the rail line.

Third, No legal or court action from the landowners on routes (A , B)

I am only one voice, but remember I was born and raised in the area.  I know how hard the people work to make a living here.  The small farms and homesteads along the rail line are hard enough to make a profit on.  If you allow the railroad to cut these 20 to 60 acre lots in half or eliminate an irrigation ditch or well, you may as well be telling these people they will have to move and start over somewhere else.

So you see, it’s really not an issue of whether the proposed route C is the best option.   For some of us it becomes the only acceptable option.

Sincerely,

Denzel J. Anderson

