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Comments Received on Draft Environmental Impact Statement

SEA received 138 comment letters on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Below is a
table listing each comment letter in the order in which they were entered into SEA’s Environmental
Correspondence Tracking database. (This database is available on the Board’s website at
www.stb.dot.gov and contains the environmental correspondence pertaining to all recent cases before the
Board. The letter numbers are generated for the database as a whole and are not case specific. Thus, the
numbers in the table below are not necessarily sequential.)

The postmark deadline for submitting comments was January 10, 2005. However, SEA has
included the comment letters that were postmarked after the deadline. An asterisk after the letter number
denotes that the letter was postmarked after the January 10, 2005 deadline.

Copies of the actual comment letters received in reduced text format follow the table of contents.
Copies of forms collected at the December 2, 2004 public meetings that do not contain substantive
comments (i.e. simply indicate that a person wishes to submit oral or written comments) have not been
included in this Appendix but have been included in the Public Docket for this proceeding and are
available in SEA’s Environmental Correspondence Tracking database on the Board’s website.
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Number Name of Sender Received | Number
EI-1075 Wayne Lea, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 11/22/04 B-1
EI-1076 Lynn and Helen Ann Boehme 11/26/04 B-1
EI-1077 Larry Butler, Natural Resources Conservation 11/29/04 B-1
Service
EI-1095 Clovis Boehme 12/6/04 B-2
EI-1107 Craig Heiligman 11/10/04 B-2
EI-1108 Craig Heiligman 11/22/04 B-3
EI-1109 Craig Heiligman 12/3/04 B-3
EI-1110 Craig Heiligman 12/5/04 B-4
EI-1111 Jacqueline Conrad 12/6/04 B-4
EI-1112 Jacqueline Conrad 12/6/04 B-5
EI-1118 Jacqueline Conrad 12/9/04 B-5
EI-1225 Elizabeth Wood 12/2/04 B-6
EI-1226 George Rice 12/2/04 B-6
EI-1249 Tracy Caron 12/2/04 B-6
EI-1250 Joyce Landrum 12/2/04 B-7
El-1251 Charlotte Adams 12/2/04 B-7
El-1252 Archie Gerdes 12/2/04 B-7
El-1253 Tom Ransdell, Southwest Gulf Railroad 12/2/04 B-7
El-1254 Darrell Brownlow, Southwest Gulf Railroad 12/2/04 B-8
EI-1255 Jack Love 12/2/04 B-9
EI-1257 Timothy Hildebrand, East Medina County Special 12/2/04 B-9
Utility District
EI-1258 Sheila Caron 12/2/04 B-9
EI-1259 Medina County Environmental Action 12/2/04 B-10
Association
EI-1260 Henry Bonilla 12/8/04 B-10
U.S. House of Representatives
EI-1261 Robert Fitzgerald 12/9/04 B-11
Medina County Environmental Action
Association
EI-1262 Robert Fitzgerald 12/10/04 B-12
Medina County Environmental Action
Association
EI-1263 Anne Guerra 12/14/04 B-13
El-1264 Bill Mullican 12/16/04 B-13

Texas Water Development Board
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EI-1265 Dianne Pipes 12/15/04 B-13
EI-1266 Henry Bonilla 12/16/04 B-14

U.S. House of Representatives
EI-1267 Larry Coyle 12/17/04 B-15
EI-1268 Wayne Balzen 12/16/04 B-15
EI-1270 Chris Mitchell 12/26/04 B-15
El-1274 Douglas Riff 1/3/05 B-16
El-1281 Robert Clark 1/6/05 B-17
EI-1282 Barbara Clark 1/6/05 B-18
EI-1283 Barbara Clark 1/6/05 B-18
El-1284 Robert Clark 1/6/05 B-18
EI-1286 Wayne Balzen 1/7/05 B-18
EI-1287 Lynn Kitchen 1/8/05 B-19
(E1-1288, Medina County Environmental Action
EI-1294 - duplicates) | Association
EI-1289 Max Walden & Carol Casillas 1/9/05 B-19
(duplicates EI-1323 and
El-1324)
EI-1292 Ray H. Wardwell 1/6/05 B-20
EI-1293 C. Ray Schoch 1/10/05 B-21
EI-1295 Douglas Riff 1/10/05 B-21
EI-1296 David Coburn 1/10/05 B-22
Steptoe & Johnson (SGR)
EI-1297 Carole S. Romano 1/10/05 B-23
Castroville Conservation Society
EI-1298 Thomas R. Hester, Ph.D. 1/10/05 B-24
EI-1299 Ted Portenier 1/11/05 B-25
EI-1310 Al & Jerrie Bishop 1/10/05 B-26

(duplicate EI-1331)

EI-1313 Bonnie Braganza 1/18/05 B-26
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 6

EI-1314 Robert Potts 1/18/05 B-27
Edwards Aquifer Authority

EI-1315 Humberto Holguin 1/18/05 B-28

EI-1316 Verlyn & Russell Mangold 1/18/05 B-28

EI-1317 Ruth Shapiro 1/18/05 B-28

EI-1318 Susan Martin 1/18/05 B-29

B-TOC-2




Appendix B
Table of Contents (Continued)

Environmental
Correspondence
Tracking Letter Date Page
Number Name of Sender Received | Number
EI-1319 Annalisa Peace
(duplicate EI-1350) Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance 1/18/05 B-29
EI-1320 Curtis Saathoff 1/18/05 B-29
El-1322 Ray Wardwell 1/18/05 B-30
EI-1325 Nora Winkler 1/18/05 B-30
EI-1326 George Holguin 1/18/05 B-31
EI-1327 T. Lynn Landrum 1/18/05 B-31
EI-1328 Rusty and Verlyn Mangold 1/18/05 B-31
El-1329~ Leslie and Elaine Semmelmann 1/18/05 B-32
(postmarked 1/11/05)
Alyne Fitzgerald
EI-1330 Medina County Environmental Action 1/11/05 B-33
Association
(fax;:_:r?i?lz 105) Rich Fournier 1/11/05 B-33
EI-1333 Sandra Young 1/10/05 B-34
Chuck McLendon
El-1334 Texas Department of Transportation 1/12/05 B-34
EI-1335 Terry & Sylvia Greer 1/11/05 B-34
EI-1336 Robin Portenier 1/11/05 B-35
EI-1337 Scott Conrad & Jacque Conrad 1/11/05 B-36
EI-1338 Joe and Erna Balzen 1/11/05 B-36
EI-1339 Grace Reed 1/11/05 B-37
EI-1340 Carl Kelby 1/11/05 B-37
EI-1341 Melvin and Judy Dittmar 1/11/05 B-38
El-1342 Paul & Joyce Boubel 1/11/05 B-39
EI-1343 Thomas Walpole & Mary Walpole 1/11/05 B-39
El-1344 Morris Baxter 1/11/05 B-40
EI-1345 Katherine Baxter 1/11/05 B-40
EI-1346 Aural Allen 1/11/05 B-41
El-1347 Clark Wurzbach 1/11/05 B-41
EI-1348 Lynn Haby 1/11/05 B-42
EI-1349 Necey Schulte 1/11/05 B-42
EI-1351 Leonard G, and Marian Wernette 1/11/05 B-42
EI-1352 James Barden, Medina County Judge 1/12/05 B-43
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Alyne Fitzgerald
El-1353 Medina County Environmental Action Association L1105 B-43
Pat Brawner
El-1354 Medina County Floodplain Administrator L1105 B-44
Robert Fitzgerald
EI-1355 Medina County Environmental Action Association L1105 B-44
EI-1356 Donald Schoch 1/12/05 B-45
EI-1357 Archie Gerdes 1/14/05 B-45
EI-1358 Glenn & Mary Jo Schweers 1/12/05 B-46
EI-1359 Jimmy Walch 1/11/05 B-47
EI-1360 Robert Reed 1/11/05 B-48
Robert Fitzgerald
El-1361 Medina County Environmental Action Association L/11/05 B-48
El-1362
(duplicate of EI-1355 with | Robert Fitzgerald 1/11/05 B-50
enlarged version of map | Medina County Environmental Action Association
attachment)
EI-1367 .
(faxed on 1/19/05) Robert Fitzgerald 1/19/05 B-51
EI-1368 Elizabeth Wood 1/21/05 B-51
Gaddis Court Reporting
El-1369 (Transcript of Public Meeting I) 1/21/05 B-52
Gaddis Court Reporting
El-1370 (Transcript of Public Meeting I1) 1/21/05 B-77
EI-1374 David Barton
(EI-1379 — CD version) | The Gardner Law Firm (MCEAA) L1105 B-99
EI-1375 Congressman Henry Bonilla 1/11/05 B-127
Robert Fitzgerald
El-1376 Medina County Environmental Action Association L/11/05 B-127
Russell Hooten
El-1378 Texas Parks & Wildlife 1/24/05 B-189
See EI-1379 See EI-1374 B-190
EI-1382 * Robert Fitzgerald
(faxed on 1/28/05) Medina County Environmental Action Association 1/28/05 B-191
Robert Fitzgerald
El-1383 Medina County Environmental Action Association L/11/05 B-191
- * i
EI-1387 David Barton 212105 B-192

(e-filed 2/2/05)

The Gardner Law Firm (MCEAA)
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EI-1398
(duplicate of EI-1335 Terry & Sylvia Greer 1/18/05 B-192
with minor change)
EI-1413 * (postmarked | Robert Fitzgerald
2/1/05) (contains identical | Medina County Environmental Action 2/22/05 B-193
information as EI-1387) | Association
Susan Ferguson
El-1414 Texas Commission on Environmental Quality 2122105 B-193
EI-1420 *
(postmarked on 3/2/05) | Russell Hooten
amending comments Texas Parks & Wildlife Department 3/8/05 B-194
submitted in EI-1378
El-1421 *
(postmarked 2/28/05) | -\ i Mitchell
reiterating comments Commissioner, Medina County, Precinct 1 3/7105 B-194
submitted in EI-1270 ’ ’
before taking office
El-1424 *
(faxed on 2/14/05)
comment inadvertently | Lester Landrum 2/14/05 B-194
excluded from mailing on
1/10/05
El-1425 *
(faxed on 2/14/05)
comment inadvertently | Joyce Landrum 2/14/05 B-195
excluded from mailing on
1/10/05
EI-1431 *
(response to EI-1374, -} by, 1 coburn, Steptoe & Johnson (SGR) 3/22/05 B-195
Gardner Law Firm
comments)
E1-1440 * Robgrt Fitzgerald _ _
Medina County Environmental Action 3/31/05 B-198
(response to EI-1431) L.
Association
EI-1480 * .
. David Barton
(partléll_rfjgi; seto The Gardner Law Firm (MCEAA) 5/26/05 B-199
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Robert Fitzgerald
EI-1491 * Medina County Environmental Action 6/8/05 B-203
Association
EI-1698 *

(responding to David Barton i
information submittals | The Gardner Law Firm (MCEAA) 10/5/05 B-204
sent to SEA by SGR)

El-1725 *
(appears to be the same as | David Barton i
one of the letters in The Gardner Law Firm (MCEAA) 11/2/05 B-210
EI-1698)
El-1726 *
(appears to be the same as | David Barton i
one of the letters in The Gardner Law Firm (MCEAA) 11/2/05 B-211
EI-1698)
Robert Fitzgerald
El-1741* Medina County Environmental Action 11/6/05 B-216
Association
EI-1750*
eng(etn:(;crilhteouil:li;& of | Robert Fitzgerald
P Medina County Environmental Action 11/14/05 B-220
two DVDs that are Association
available at the website
floodsafety.com)
Robert Fitzgerald
El-1752* Medina County Environmental Action 11/10/05 B-223
Association
EI-1769* David Coburn
(Response to EI-1698) | Steptoe & Johnson (SGR) 11/22/05 B-224
EI-1786* David Barton
(Response to EI-1769) | The Gardner Law Firm (MCEAA) 12/5/05 B-224
EI-1802* David Coburn
(Response to EI-1750) | Steptoe & Johnson (SGR) 12/16/05 B-225
EI-1803* .
. . David Barton
(AImcI)EsIt_lld;zsng)lcal to The Gardner Law Firm (MCEAA) 12/19/2005 B-226
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EI-1805*
(Reaffirming comments | Glenn & Mary Jo Schweers 12/27/05 B-227
provided in EI-1358.)
EI-1808* Lisa Schweers 12/27/05 B-227
EI-1810* Thomas Wooten 1/3/06 B-228
- James Danner
EI-1812 Mayor, City of Hondo 1/4/06 B-228
EI-1817* Ray Jagge 1/9/06 B-229
Bob Hancock
El-1826* Medina County Historical Commission L/17/06 B-229
Robert Fitzgerald
EI-1872* Medina County Environmental Action 1/25/06 B-229
Association
EI-1898* Clovis M. Boehme 1/30/06 B-236
EI-1899* John T. Boehme 1/30/06 B-237
El-1925* Tim Hardt, et al. 2/24/06 B-237
EI-1926*
(this letter retracts letter Bob H ancock L - 3/1/06 B-237
Medina County Historical Commission
El-1826)
EI-1928*
(this letter responds to El- Necey, Schulte, et al. 3/3/06 B-237

1826 and EI-1926)

Quihi & New Fountain Historical Society
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DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
FORT WORTH DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINEERS
P.0O. BOX 17300
FORT WORTH, TEXAS 76102-0300

REPLY TO
ATTENTION OF

November 15, 2004

Planning, Environmental, and Regulatory Division . JYLS s
Regulatory Branch N (/&,\ ’UL’\L
N

SUBJECT: Project Number 200400620, RAILROAD LINE EXTENSION, DOCKET FD 34284

Ms. Victoria Ruston

Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board

1925 K Street Northwest

Washington, District of Columbia 20423-0001

Dear Ms. Ruston:

Thank you for your letter dated November 5, 2004. Your request has been assigned Project
Number 200400620. ' ’

Mes. Cheryl Jasper has been assigned as the regulatory project manager for your request and
will be evaluating it as expeditiously as possible. However, because of our permit workload it
will take a while for us to respond.

You may be contacted for additional information about your request. For your information,
please reference the Fort Worth District Regulatory Branch homepage at
http://www.swiusace.army.mil/regulatory/ and particularly guidance on submittals at
http://www.swi.usace.army.mil/regulatory/local/submital. pdf and mitigation at
hitp://www.swt.usace.army.mil/regulatory/local/mitigate.pdf that may help you supplement your
current request or prepare future requests.

If you have any. questions about the evaluation of your submittal or would like to request a
copy of one of the documents referenced above, please contact Ms. Cheryl Jasper at the address
above or telephone (817)886-1738 and refer to your assigned project number. Please note that it

is unlawful to start work without a Department of the Army permit if one is required.

Wayne A. Lea
Chief, Regulatory Branch

United States Department of Agriculture

QO NRCS

Natural Resources Conservation Service
107 South Main Street
Temple, TX 76501-7602

November 19, 2004

Ms. Rini Ghosh

SEA, Project Manager
Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, D.C. 20423

Dear Ms. Ghosh:

We have reviewed the information provided in the Draft Environmental Impact Statement, STB
Docket No. FD 34284, for the proposed construction of the Southwest Gulf Rail Line in Medina

County, Texas. Our agency is primarily concerned with actions that may impact Important Farmland.

We have reviewed this Draft EIS as required by the Farmland Protection Policy Act (FPPA).

As you requested in Section 4.10.2 of the Draft Envirc | Impact
composite rating for each alternative listed (proposed route, Alternative 1, Alternative 2, and
Alternative 3) and completed the AD-1006 Farmland Conversion Impact Rating for all alternatives.
The total points in Part VIl of the AD-1006 is 123 for the proposed route, 142 for Alterpative 1, 138
for Alternative 2 and 120 for Alternative 3. The FPPA law states in 7 CFR 658.4 ¢ (2) that “Sites
receiving a total score of less than 160 need not be given further consideration for protection and no
additional sites need to be evaluated.”

Thank you for the opportunity to review this Draft EIS and the resource materials you submitted to
evaluate this project. We also thank you for recognizing the importance of soils in the Draft EIS,

I you have any questions, please call James Greenwade in the Soils Section at 254-742-9960, Fax
(254)-742-9859.

Sincerely,

D S

LARRY B. BUTLER, Ph.D.
State Consetvationist

cc: Mike Risinger, MLRA Leader, Region 9/State Soi} Scientist, Texas
James Greenwade, Soil Scientist, NRCS, Texas
‘The Natural Resources Conservation Service provides leadership in a partnership effort 1o help people
conserve, maintain, and improve our patural resources and environment.

An Equal Opportunity Provider and Employer

we have developed a

&4
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November 19, 2004

Surface Transportation Board
Section of Environmental Analysis
1925 K. Street N.W.

‘Washington, DC 20423

REF: Envi I Impact § M q
Finance Docket #34284 NEAUPAL
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company i \\ \ v

Constraction & Operation Exemption
Medina County, Texas

Dear Ms. Ghosh,

In regards to the above referenced docket and the draft Envi ! Impact (EIS). We
have read the draft and feel that the Surface Transportation Board and the Section of Environmental
Analysis (SEA) has prepared a document, which is very thorough and addresses all concerns that
have been addressed by the factions opposing Southwest Gulf Railroad and the proposed quarry by
Vulcan Materials. We can appreciate the time and effort, which goes in to something of this
magnitude.

‘We are in favor of Vulcan Materials and the proposed quarry and the proposed railway, which will
be used to transport the aggregate. We feel that this is the most environmentally friendly and safest
option.

This venture will have a very positive impact on Medina County and the surrounding area with new
jobs, increased taxes for the county and Hondo Independent School District, which can be used to
improve education programs and pay teachers what they deserve, and increased business for smalt
business who will be dealing with the quarry.

We are lifetime residents of Medina County,

Sincerely
Sy S D0 blrn AW,
Lynn F. Boehme Helen Ann Boehme
CC:  Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, DC 20423
Attn: Rnj Ghosh

STB Docket No. FD34284

4

U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART 1 (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Date Of Land Evaluation Request 11-5-2004

Narme of Project

Soulhwes Guif Railroad Company Federal Agency lnvolved

Surface Transportation Board

Proposed Land Use

Rail Transportation County and State Medina County, Texas

PART Il (To be completed by NRCS}

Berson Completing Form. James

T IO o
Tiows The 516 cortai Frime, Uiaue, Statewids o Lacal Tmpartant Farmiand V€S NG s Trigated T Average Far G
(if 10, the FEPA does not apply - do not camplete additional parts of this form) A 44330 417
Walor Crop(s) Famabis Land i1 Gov. Jursdiction Rngunt of Facriand As Dafined in FFPA

Acres: 574,330 %67

Grain Sorghum Acres: 625600 %73

Name of Land Evaluation System Used

LESA NONE 11:16-2004

PART W (To be complated by Federal Agency)

Alternative She Rating

Sie A Site B Ste C
A. Total Acres To Be Converled Directly [Z¥] 816 62.2
B Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly o 0 [ [
T Total Aces in 5ite 5437 B 522 &%
PART {V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmiand 488 772 Y B4
B. Total Acres Statewide Important of Local Important Fammiand ] [ ] [
¢ Percentage Of Farmiand in County Or Local Gowi. Unit To Be Converted 0.0001 6.0001 Go01 [ 00001
©. Pércantage OF F amiand in Govi, Jursdiction With Same OF Higher Rolative Value £ EA 5 a0
PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion 55 8 70 52
Relative Value of Farmland To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)
PART VI (To b completed by Federal Agency) Site Assessment Criteria Maximum | ite A St B Site © SteD
(Criteria are explained in 7 CFR 668.5 b, For Conigor project use form NRCS-CPA-106) | Points
1. Area In Non-urban Use (15 14 4 14 14
2. Perimeter In Nor-utban Use [T g g g
3. Percent Of Site Being Farmed O] 8 J )
4. Protection Provided By State and Local Government @) 10 0 o 4
5. Distance From Urban Buit-up Area {15) o 0 0 0
6. Distance To Urban Support Services (15) 0 0 [} [}
7. Size Of Present Famm Unit Compared To Average (10) Q 0 4 0
8, Creation Of Non-farmable Famland 0y 10 75 0 0
9. Availability Of Farm Support Services 6] 3 5 3 5
10. On-Fam Investments [EONN T 0 10 76
11. Effects Of Gonversion On Farm Support Services 10 5 5 5 B
12. Compatibilty With Existing Agricuttural Use {10} 5 5 5 5
TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 88 73 €8 68
PART VH (To be completed by Federal Agency)
Relative Value Of Farmland (From Fart V) 100 35 69 70 52
Total She Assessment (From Part Vi above or local site assessment) 160 68 73 68 [:
TOTAL POINTS (Totaf of above 2 finas) 260 123 T4z 38 20
Was A Local Ste Assessmient Ussd?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection ves [ ~o [
Reason For Selection: A= Proposed Route, ¢ ive 2.0 Ve 3
Name of Federal agency tepresentative completing this form; Date:

(See Instructions on reverse side)

Form AD-1006 {03-02)
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November 20, 2004

STB Docket No. FD 34284
Surface Transportation Board
Washington, DC 20423-0001

Attn: Rini Ghosh

Dear Ms. Ghosh,

In regards to the above referenced docket, I would like to exbress my appreciation for a
thorough job you, your staff, and your Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) bas
done on the Draft Envirc 1 Impact (EIS).

It appears that all points raised by people opposing the quarry and proposed rail way have
been addressed and proper mitigants to any issues were given to correct those issues.

My family has owned the land, which will be part of the proposed quarry for many years.
When Vulcan first approached my wife and I, we had our reservations, however after
doing research on the company and touring other sites, we decided that it was time to do
something with the land and Vulcan being a Fortune 500 company was the best fit.

The opposition has sent letters including letters to congressmen and senators expressing
issues with property rights along the proposed rail way. However they have continually
blasted the landowners who are working with Vulcan on the proposed quarry site.” What
about our property rights to do what we want.with our land? They have also brought up
condemnation of land to you and the govemment officials, however has failed to mention
that they misled landowners into thinking that if they would place deed restrictions on
their land forbidding railroads from crossing their land, that it would give them better
bargaining power. Southwest Gulf Railroad along with Vulcan has done everything
humanly possible to work with landowners to purchase the right of way at above market
price.

Railing the aggregate 7-miles to the connection point with Union Pacific is far more
environmentally friendly and tremendously safer than trucking the aggregate to the
comnection point. As I understand it, Vulcan is prepared to truck the aggregate if the
railway site is disallowed.

STB Incoming Correspondence Record Page 1 of |

Surface Transportation Board

brsoorning © : 2 Ra #EI11107
Docket #: FD 34284 0
Name of Sender: Craig Heiligman Date Received: 11/10/2004

Group: Date of Letter:

ARer reviewing the preliminary EIS on the above docket, 1t appears that the SEA has done a very thorough Job In assessing
the environment impact of the proposed rail way and the altermatives and the mitigants on any issues mentioned. 1 believe that]
he rail way is the most effective, tess ., and most envi frisndly The opposition has used

very scare tactic imaginable including saying the dust would cause asthma fo the dust would cause wrecks on Loop 410 in
San Antonia, Texas some 30 miles or sc away. Vulcan Materials Is a fortune 500 company and would, in my mind, take every
recaution necessary to make this a safe venture. This project would be a great economic boost to the county, to the schoof
kiistrict, and to the surrounding area. Please don't let the voices of a few jealous people, whose land was nat chosen, impact
the final decision on this matter. Thank you for your time and hard work.

hitp://stb.dot.gov/Ect | /ecorrespondence.nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumber/SDBOCAE...  1/12/2007

Page B-2

The opposition also refuses to acknowledge the economic boost this will bring to Medina
County and surronnding areas. The jobs the site will create, the taxes it will generate for
the county and Hondo Independent School District, and the revenue generation for
businesses, which will be working with Vulcan and Southwest Gulf Railroad are far more
economically beneficial then new subdivisions and trailer parks, which would be a drain
on the county’s infrastructure.

In closing, please don’t let the oppositions scare tactics, misleading comments and
misstatements of fact sway your decision to recommend the proposed railway as the best
environmental choice.

Yours truly,

Clovis Boehme

After reviewing the preliminary EIS on the above docket, it appears that the SEA has done a very thorough
job in assessing the environment impact of the proposed rail way and the altematives and the mitigants on
any issues mentioned, | believe that the rail way is the most effective, less dangerous, and most
environmentally friendly alternative. The opposition has used every scare tactic imaginable including
saying the dust would cause asthma to the dust would cause wrecks on Loop 410 in San Antonio, Texas
some 30 miles or so away. Vulcan Matetials is a fortune 500 company and would, in my mind, teke every
precaution necessary to make this a safe venture. This project would be a great economic boost to the
county, to the school district, and fo the surrounding area. Please don't let the voices of a few jealous
people, whose land was not chosen, impact the final decision on this matter. Thank you for your time and
hard work.,
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Surface Transportation Board £
ncowsing Corvespondence Record #E[-1108

o i ik

Docket #: FD 342840

Name of Sender: Craig D. Helligman Date Received: 11/22/2004
Group: Date of Letter:

B 7

As a follow up to my previous comment, | have some concerns about the public meeting slated for December 2nd. Dr
Fitzgerald of Medina County i tal Action iation has made In local papers that Vulcan must have
ritten the draft EIS, Whoever runs the meeting needs to adhere to the guidlines outfined. Dr. Fitzgerald in other public
Imeetings has tried to takeover and run the meeting his way, They will be very disruptive. Thanks again for all your hard work,

http://stb.dot.gov/Ect1/ecorrespondence.nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumber/E3FS0ACI...  1/12/2007

STB Incoming Correspondence Record Page 1 of 1
Surface Transportation Board
Incoming Corrsapondense Regord #E1-1109

Dacket # FD 342840
Name of Sender: Craig Heiligman Date Received: 12/03/2004
Group: Date of Letter:

I wanted to thank the STB for the opportunity to speak a the public meeting held in Hondo. I'm sure anytime a project like this
is proposed, you hear all kinds of emotion feeled speeches and have to weigh each comment for actual impact on any
fenvironmental issues. Some of the facts they were thyowing out such as flooding are somewhat inflated. It recently rained 5.5
inches on my fathern-laws place on top of already wet ground and my son and | went hunting the next day and did not have
to drive through any high water what so ever. If they are bullding their houses in the creeks and water way's then it doesn't say|
much for common sense. One gentleman even said this-is a desert area. So which is it a wetland area that floods constantly
r a desert? | grew up in Hondo where a UP rallway goes right through town. Our house was 1/4 mile away and It did keep me|
lawake at night and it did shake our house to pieces. There are many historic building within a few hundred feet as you saw
hen you went to the meeting. These structures have not had any damage from vibration or neise and this railway does not
ause any floading. These trains come through Hondo every hour at a speed which is a lot faster than the train, which will be
auling aggregate. | see no issues with the rail way which would not be solved with the mitigants proposed in teh DEIS,
[Thanks
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As a follow up to my previous comment, | have some concerns about the public meeting slated for

December 2nd. Dr. Fitzgeraid of Medina County Environmental Action Association has made comments in

local papers that Vulcan must have written the draft £1S. Whoever runs the meeting needs to adhere to
the guidlines outlined. Dr. Fitzgerald in other public meetings has tried to takeover and run the meeting
his way. They will be very disruptive. Thanks again for alt your hard work.

Submitters” Comments

| wanted to thank the STB for the opportunity to speak a the public meeting held in Hondo: I'm
sure anytime a project like this is proposed, you hear all kinds of emotion feefed speeches and
have to weigh each comment for actual impact on any environmentat issues. Some of the facts
they were throwing out such as flooding are somewhat inflated. It recently rained 5.5 inches on
my father-in-laws place on top of already wet ground and my son and | went hunting the next day
and did not have to drive through any high water what so ever. If they are building their houses in
the creeks and water way’s then it doesn't say much for common sense. One gentleman even
said this is a desert area. So which is it a wetland area that floods constantly or a desert? | grew
up in Hondo where a UP railway goes right through town. Our house was 1/4 mile away and it
did keep me awake at night and it did shake our house to pieces. There are many historic
building within a few hundred feet as you saw when you went to the meeting. These structures
have not had any damage from vibration or noise and this railway does not cause any flooding.
These trains come through Hondo every hour at a speed which is a lot faster than the train, which
will be hauling aggregate. | see no issues with the rail way which would not be solved with the
mitigants proposed in teh DEIS. Thanks

Attached file follows on next page



My name is Craig Heiligman. I am the son-in-law to Clovis Boehme, one of the
Jandowners of the proposed quarry site. I was born and raised here in Hondo, Texas,
graduated from Hondo High Schoeol and now live in Castroville with my family,

First of all I wanted to thank the Surface Transportation Board and its Section of
Environmental Analysis (SEA) for a very thorough and well-written Draft Environmental
Impact Statement (EIS). The man-hours and investigation time must have been
tremendous, The opposition has made claims in local papers that Vulcan must have
written the report. If I spent all that time and effort on a report of this magnitude a
comment like that would be very upsetting.

1 feel the draft EIS addressed all concerns raised by the opposition and proper mitigants
were included for those concerns. It is evident that the rail way is the best option to
transport the aggregate from the site to the connection point. I can’t believe the
opposition would rather have the trucks instead of the railway.

This project will be a great economic boost to Medina County and the Hondo
Independent School District in the form of tax dollars, jobs, and increased revenues for
small business who will benefit from Vulcan's presence.

The opposition has used every scare tactic imaginable plus tried in every way to delay
this project. As a person who grew up in Medina County, I am in shock that people I've
known all my life can be brainwashed by these scare tactics and allow outsiders who
move here to control them. They convinced these people to place restrictive covenants
on their land barring railways and then scream property rights. However when it comes
to the property rights of the landowners like my father-in-law where the quarry will be,
they don’t think they should have any rights. The opposition would rather see
subdivisions and trailer parks, which are popping up everywhere rather than a fortune 500
Company like Vulcan, who would provide a boost to the economy rather than a drain on
the county’s infrastructure.

As mentioned I graduated from Hondo High School. I can’t believe that the school board
is not fighting tooth and nail for this project, which would bring in thousands of tax
dollars. Dollars, which can be used to pay teachers the kind of pay they deserve.
Dollars, which could be used to increase and expand programs to better educate the
students of the school district. There must be school board members who have personal
agendas rather than looking out for what’s best for the school district. I am glad to hear
that the Castroville Chamber of Commerce and the Mayor of Castroville have made
positive comments in regards to this project. It’s time Hondo stepped up to the plate and
backed this project, which would be a boost to the county’s economy.

Once again [ want to thank the Surface Transportation Board and its Section of
Environmental Analysis for all their hard work.

| am the son-in-law of one of the land owners of the proposed quarry site. | wanted to thank the
STB and its SEA for letting me speak at the recent public meeting in Hondo. | thought the DEIS
was well written and addressed all concerns brought up by the opposition and spelfled out
mitigants for any findings. The opposition continues to make emation filled statements full of
scare tactics. |I'm sure that common sense will prevail when the final EIS is sent to be approved.
At the meeting the other night, you would have thought that Quihi is a swamp, the way people
were talking and then one gentleman said it was a desert. | guess they are covering all their
bases. They are worried about flooding. My father-in-law's place had 5.5 inches of rain the other
day on already wet ground and my son and | had no problem going hunting and did not have to
drive through any high water. [f these people are huilding their homes in creeks and areas prone
to high water, then that should say something about common sense. The opposition also brought
up negative facts about Vulcan from other parts of the country. As with any large company, there
will be incidents happen. But they would not continue to be a Fortune 500 company if there were
major problems. | grew up in Hondo where the railway goes right through town. Our house was
1/4 of a mile from the track. Trains come through every hour. | did not loose any sleep nor did
our house fall to pieces. As you saw on your way to the Fair Hall, there are a number of historic
buildings in downtown Hondo that are a within feet of the raitway. These building have sustained
no damage from vibration. Hondo has continued to survive with the trains. These trains come
through at a lot faster speed than the proposed trains will be moving from the quarry. The
opposition acts like the county roads which will be passed are interstate highways and there will
be major traffic jams. Look at all the millions of miles of railways all over the U.S., which cross
major thoroughfares and highways with no problems. This is only a 7 mile track and will have no
adverse impact on the environment, historic buildings, flooding, noise, or traffic. Please don't let
the emotion filled scare tactics made by the opposition influence the final EIS. This project would
be a great economic boost to the county and school district.

Thank You.
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T'am the son-in-iaw of one of the land owners of the proposed quarry site. | wanted to thank the STB and its SEA for letting
& speak at the recent public meeting in Hondo. | thought the DEIS was well written and addressed all concerns brought up
lby the opposition and spelied out mitigants for any findings. The opposition continues to make emotion filled statements full of

lscare tactics. I'm sure that common sense will prevail when the final EIS is sent to be approved. At the meeting the other
night, you would have thought that Quihi is a swamp, the way people were talking and then one gentleman said it was a
liesert, | guass they are covering all their bases. Thay are worrted about flooding. My father-in-law's place had 5.5 inches of
ain the other day on already wet ground and my son and | had no problem going hunting and did not have to drive through
lany high water. If these people are building their homes in creeks and areas prone to high water, then that should say
something about common sense. The opposition also brought up negative facts about Vuican from other parts of the country.
IAs with any farge company. there will be incidents happen. But they wouild not continue to be a Fortune 500 company if there
ere major problems. | grew up in Hondo where the railway goes right through town. Our house was 1/4 of a mile from the
rack, Trains come through every hour. | did not loase any sleep nor did our house fall to peces. As you saw on your way to
he Falr Hall, there are a number of historic buildings in downtown Hondo that are a within feet of the railway. These building
ave sustained no damage from vibration. Hondo has continued to survive with the trains. These trains come through at a lot
raster speed than the proposed trains will be moving from the quarry. The opposition acts like the county roads which wilf be
passed are interstate highways and there will be major traffic jams, Look at all the millions of miles of railways all over the
1U.S., which cross major thoroughfares and highways with no problems. This is only 2 7 mile track and will have no adverse
fimpact an the environment, historic buildings, fiooding, noise, or traffic. Please don't let the smotion filled scare tactics made
y the opposition influence the finat £1S. This project wauld be a great economic boost to the county and school district.

[Thank You.

frnage Atk
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Ms. Ghosl
At the recent meeting in Medina County, you were shown a newspaper with headlines stating that the SGR permit had been
lgranted. I, perhaps because | was seated near the back of the room, was unable to hear your response. Has this permit

iread been lssued? if so, why did we go through this meeting? Your response Is requested. Thank you, Jacqueline W.
IConrad

http://stb.dot.gov/Ect1/ecorrespondence.nsf/PublicincomingByDocketNumber/9848E8924...  1/12/2007



Submitter’s Comments

Ms. Ghosh:

At the recent meeting in Medina County, you were shown a newspaper with headlines stating that the
SGR permit had been granted. |, perhaps because | was seated near the back of the room, was unable to
hear your response. Has this permit alread been issued? If so, why did we go through this meeting?
Your response is requested. Thank you, Jacqueline W. Conrad

Submitter's Comments:

Ms.Rutson,

At the recent meeting in Medina County, you were shown a newspaper with headlines stating that the
SGR permit had been granted. |, perhaps because | was seated near the back of the room, was unable to
hear your response. Has the permit been issued? If so, why was there a meeting? Your resonse is
requested. Thank you.

Jacqueline W. Conrad
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Docket #. FD 342840
Name of Sender. Jacqueline W, Canrad
Group: MCEAA, Inc.

Date Received: 12/06/2004

Date of Letter.

= s
Ms.Rutson,
IAt the recent meeling in Medina County, you were shown a newspaper with headlines stating that the SGR permit had been
lranted, |, perhaps because | was seated near the back of the room, was unable to hear your response. Has the permit been
issued? If so, why was there a meeting? Your resonse is requested. Thank you

acqueline W, Conrad

2 A

Ehiipdl

hittp://sth.dot.gov/Ecti/ecorrespondence.nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumber/C094514E8...  1/12/2007

STB Incoming Comrespondence Record Page 1 of 1
Surface Transportation Board &g
ingoming Gorre ] o H#EI-1118

Docket #: FD 34284 0
Name of Sender: Jacque Conrad Date Received: 12/09/2004
Group: MCEAA, inc, Date of Letter: 12/09/2004
e ite sy O
Ms. Rutson,

Il want to thank you for your telephone response to my recent e-mail regarding the meeting in Hondo, Texas regarding the
[Castroville Newspaper Headlines. | was not the lady that brought the newspaper to your attention. | was in the audience, |

ould like to request that you put your answer to me in written form by simply repling to me at my e-mail address that is listed
labove. Thank you. Jacque Conrad
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Submitter’s Comments

Ms. Rutson,
f want to thank you for your telephone response to my recent e-mail regarding the meeting in Hondo,

Texas regarding the Castroville Newspaper Headlines. | was not the lady that brought the newspaper to
your attention. | was in the audience. | would like to request that you put your answer to me in written
form by simply repling to me at my e-mail address that is listed above. Thank you. Jacque Conrad
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Finance Docket No. 34284
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company
Construction and Operation Exemption
Medina County, Texas

Public Meetings
December 2, 2004

Comment Form
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Address
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w I wish to speak today.
% 1 do not want to speak but would like SEA to read my comments at the meeting.

T3t wish to submit a written comment, but d niot want it read at today's meeting,
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Medina County, Texas

Pubtic Meetings
December 2, 2004

Comment Form

Name ?/70.5% /1 (’)Z)C/
pairess (071 (R 969 Hrwdo

g/ltish to speak today.
{ do not want to speak but would like SEA to read my comments at the meeting.

7t wish to submit a written comment, but do not want it read at today’s meeting.
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Finance Docket No. 34284
Southwest Gulf Raifroad Company
Construction and Operation Exemption
Medina County, Texas

Public Meetings
December 2, 2004

Comment Form
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Name

Address

3 1wisho speak today.

0

&Zf 1 wish to submit a written comment, but do not want it read at today’s meeting.
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[ do not want to speak but would like SEA to read my comments at the meeting.
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Chaglotte Adams
Name Jc‘:)\’/(e Landyam Name R lntfe ams
Address 706 (R _A5Y Hondo TX Address #0 [0 0):}?1 W5
T iwishto speak today. 1 1wishte speak today.
1 tdonot wantto speak but would like SEA to read my comments at the meeting. Q/ I do not want to speak but would like SEA to read my comments at the meeting.
N | wish to submit a written comment, but do not want it read at today's meeting. {3 i wish to submit a written comment, but do not want it read at today’s meeting.
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Surface Transportation Board / Section of Environmental Analysis

Finance Docket No. 34284
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company
Construction and Operation Exemption
Medina County, Texas

December 2, 2004

Surface Transportation Board

Case Control Unit Public Meetings

Washington D.C. 20423 December 2, 2004
Attn: Rini Ghosh ’
STB Docket No. FD 34284 Comment Form

Rini Ghosh,

I am Archie Gerdes. My land is being divided in two by the rail Name Omn QMSd(.H
line between Dunlay and the quarry site. This land has been in

my family since 1891. Address 8%&%&@%___

Will I be compensated for the loss of deer, hog and other game §V|+-< 300
hunting? This a big economic factor for Medina County and ) :

. . today.
myself. All my improvements are on the west side of the ranch. I wish to speak today

Will Vulcan pay for a water well, pens, barn and utilities? T 1 do not want to speak but would like SEA to read my comments at the meeting.
Will Vulcan keep up easement fence and keep noxious weeds out?
&{ 1 wish to submit a written comment, but do not want it read at today’s meeting.
Will Vylcan be responsible for clean-up of de-railment and/or

chemical spill? Also, will I be compensated for the devaluatior
of my property and flood damage due to tresle or bridges over
Elm and Quihi creeks; who will pay for this?

Who will pay me for forced sale of livestock?

The four mile water hole is the only source of water I have in
this one pasture. It is ppring fed and has never gone dry.
Indian Scouts watered their horses there in the early days.

If it goes dry will Vulcan drill me a well?

Archie Gerdes
450 CR 351
Hondo, TX 78861 Page B-7




Statement of Darrell Brownlow, Ph.D,,
Technical Advisor te Soutk Gulf Railroad
Before the Surface Transportation Board
Hondo, Texas
December 2, 2004

My name is Darrell Brownlow and I am a technical advisor for Vulcan Materials
Company and Southwest Gulf Railroad.

Vulcan Materials Company and Southwest Gulf Railroad thanks the S.E.A., for
its hard work in preparing a very comprehensive and objective draft

envir I impact t that addresses each of the matters relevant to
the environmental review of this proposed project. While Southwest Gulf
Railroad is likely to offer the S.E.A. some more detailed comments in writing on
the proposed mitigation measures before January 10, in general we concur with
the S.E.A.’s assessment of the impacts of the proposed rail line.

The draft envir | impact finds that, with the proposed
mitigations, the line could be built along the preferred route or two other
alternative routes. Southwest Gulf Railroad will, of course, await the outcome of
the environmental review and the entire S.T.B. process. Assuming there is no
change in this result, Southwest Gulf Railroad continues to believe that its
preferred route is the best alternative, In addition to the S.E.A.’s generally
positive conclusions about the preferred route, it is also the shortest route and

d

the fewest | S.

Southwest Gulf Railroad believes that the mitigation proposed by the S.E.A. is
generally acceptable, although it will offer some comments on certain of the
mitigation measures. The S.E.A. has done a thorough job in taking into account
the views of people and groups in the area of the proposed line. Southwest Gulf
Railroad believes that the proposed mitigation measures should address the
cause of their concerns.

As directed by the proposed mitigation measures, Southwest Gulf Railroad
intends to work with the appropriate local, state and federal agencies to ensure
that the public interest is protected on matters such as flooding concerns, traffic
safety and cultural resources, among other issues identified in the draft

Envir tal Impact §

Southwest Gulf Railroad and Vulcan continue to stand ready to consult with
persons or groups interested in constructive dialogue on the rail line as the
process moves forward. Thank you,

Statement of Tom Ransdell, Project Manager, Southwest Gulf Railroad
Before the Surface Transportation Board
Hondo, Texas
December 2, 2004

Good evening. I’m Tom Ransdell, project manager for this Southwest Gulf
Railroad project and on the proposed quarry here in Medina County.

P’d like to thank the members of the Surface Transportation Board for their
investment of time and resources in this project, and for the thoroughness of the
draft Envir I Impact S prepared by the agency’s Section of
Environmental Analysis.

The draft E1S identifies a total of 47 recommended mitigation measures,
including many measures which we had voluntarily incorporated inte our own
planning for the project.

We are encouraged that the draft EIS concludes that the building of the rail line
would not result in significant adverse environmental impacts, provided that the
specified mitigation measures are implemented.

We understand that a significant new project like this raises questions and
concerns in the community, While those concerns were addressed in the draft
EIS, there are several I would like to address specifically.

Regarding traffic and safety in the area, I would like to point out that our trains
will travel at low speeds of 25 miles per hour or less. The volume of rail traffic
we are proposing from the quarry would be light. Trains would pass through
road crossings in less than five minutes — not the long traffic delays that some
have predicted. Finally, the rail would operate with the appropriate safety
measures recommended by the Texas Department of Transportation and the
Federal Railroad Administration,

Many claims have been made about water supplies in the area. The draft EIS
concluded that with mitigation, the raif line would not significantly impact area
water resources ~ including aquifers or wetlands in the areas of streams and
creeks - nor would it result in flooding. The fact fs, well ed rail lines
that follow the guidelines of federal and local water management agencies do not
contribute to flooding concerns.

Over the past few years, we have ited with a ber of water

agencies, including the Edwards Aquifer Authority, to evaluate any potential
concerns. The fuel storage will be located off the recharge zone. Likewise, the
rail route would be primarily south of the recharge zone.
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Finance Docket No. 34284
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company
Construction and Operation Exemption
Medina County, Texas

Public Meetings
December 2, 2004

Comment Form

Name DDJILM @fM)dw
Address 800 [SOM Zﬁu& 5)”"( gDD S&/\ ANND ,TX 752“9

3 1wishto speak today.
3 1donotwantto speak but would tike SEA to read my comments at the meeting.

m | wish to submit a written comment, but do not want it read at teday’s meeting.

« Finally, if I may say a word about the quarry, I would like to point out the very
real benefits of this quarry to Medina County and to Texas. The $30 million we
would invest wonld provide a significant economic boost to Medina County.
Once operating, the quarry would be the largest private employer and the
largest source of tax revenue in the County, generating an estimated $7.5 million
in annual direct and indirect economic benefits. Notably, an estimated $650,000
in annual County taxes will be paid by Vulcan, $400,000 of which will directly
benefit local schools.

e For all these reasons, Vulcan Materials is committed to this railroad project -
and to doing it right. I would add that we are serious about our commitment to
being a good neighbor, and we take great care to work closely with our
neighbors in the communities where we operate, We are convinced ~ and the
results of the draft Envir I Impact S support this -- that rail is
the best option for serving our quarry and this is a project that will work in
Medina County. Thank you.
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Construction and Operation Exemption
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December 2, 2004

Comment Form

Name JAQK LO\)&
Address PO’ BQ% 3o\ V\/\LCQr TX7ZOS—(O

/ \SLQ\)L L{L,G_ nel Zevo —
E{ 1 wish to speak today.

3 1donotwantto speak but would like SEA to read my comments at the meeting.

| wish to submit a written comment, but do not want it read at today’s meeting.
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capacity, the Edwards Aquifer has in fact tremendous permeability, allowing whatever
oceurs on the surface of the recharge zone to rapidly find its way into the aquifer. 1
emphasize this because the inexact science of geology allows for different interpretations
and we all know paid consultants (of which I am not one) will skew the facts toward the
side of their client. The undeniable fact is that the Edwards Aquifer transmits fluids and
some particulates with amazing capacity. Why would a governmental agency ever
facilitate this type of activity over the recharge zone? Knowing the proximity of this site
to our water wells at Plant No. 5, why should the only water supply for these 700
families be placed at risk? Paid consultants for Vulcan/Southwest Gulf Railroad will argue
that the risk is negligible. Even if the risk were negligible, why should these families and
East Medina County Special Utility District have to bear it?

I have worked in an extractive industry, upstream oil exploration and production,
for nearly 25 years. We would dearly love to have the “right of condemnation” as a tool
to help us make money., But that is not how the American Free Enterprise System
works, that is how Totalitarian governments work. If you allow Vulcan under the guise
of Southwest Gulf Railroad to condemn these peoples land for the sole benefit of a
private industry T fear not only for their water, I fear for their freedom.

wmful!y yours,
Ty )

Timothy 1 Hitdenbrand
Vice President
East Medina County Special Utility District
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EAST MEDINA COUNTY
SPECIAL UTILITY DISTRICT
16313 FM 471 SOUTH
DEVINE, TEXAS 78016
(830) 709-3879 FAX (830) 772-4082
www. emesud.dst.tx.us
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December 2, 2004

Attn: STB Finance Docket 34284

Ms. Victoria 1. Rutson

Chief of Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board

1925 K Street, N.W., Suite 500
Washington, D.C, 20423-0001

Re:  Proposed Southwest Gulf Railroad Company Rail Construction
Medina County, Texas
STB Finance Docket No, 34284

Dear Ms. Rutson:

My name is Timothy Hildenbrand. I am an elected public official residing in
Medina County, Texas serving as Director and Vice President of the East Medina County
Special Utility District. 1 have a Bachelor of Science degree in Geological Engineering and
am a Licensed Professional Geoscientist in the State of Texas.

East Medina County Special Utility District’s Plant No. 5 lies approximately 5.5
miles south of the proposed Vulcan quarry. The proposed rail line would be constructed
to service and facilitate the proposed quarry and would run near our Plant No. 5. East
Medina’s Plant No. 5 consists of various elevated storage facilities but most importantly
two municipal water wells drilled into the Edwards Aquifer. These two wells and aquifer
serve approximately 30% of our nearly 2,400 local customers on a daily basis and is the
sole source of supply for water for over 700 families.

How can the Surface Transportation Board rule on the proposed Southwest Gulf
Railroad Company issue without an exhaustive environmental impact study on the effects
of the proposed quarry sitting on the Edwards Aquifer Recharge Zone? My initial
research and study have lead me to conclude that the only 100% guarantee that I can make
to my constituency that the proposed Vulcan quarry will not pollute the aquifer in the
vicinity of Plant No. 5, is for it not to be constructed. The effects of rain and point
source pollutants on the Edwards Aquifer are immediate and dramatic. In the last week
alone, water inside Natural Bridge Caverns, located northeast and in the aquifer, rose over
70° concurrent with the recent rains, My point is that although it has good filtering

é Office Hours 9:00 AM — 4:00 PM Monday Thru Friday &

\ Surface Transportation Board / Section of Environmenta! Analysis

finance Docket No. 34264
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company
Censtruction and Operation Exemption
Medina County, Texas

Public Meetings
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3 1wishto speak today.
{3 1donotwantto speak but would like SEA to read my comments at the meeting.

;@\ 1 wish to submit a written comment, but do not want it read at today’s meeting.
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Docket No. FD 34284

Attached map submitted by the Medina County Environmental Action Association at the public
meetings on December 2, 2004. Original copy is in color.
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‘The Honorable Vemon A. Williams
Secretary

Surface Transportation Board

1925 K Street NW

‘Washington, D.C. 20423

Case#: 2028573~ B

Dear Sccretary Williams:

Enclosed please find correspondence from my constituent, Dr. Robert Pitzgerald, President of
o the Medina County Environmental Action Association (MCEAA) of Quihi, Texas. The
MCEAA's membership is requesting an extension of 60 - 90 days 10 the Surface 1ransportation
Board's public comment period for the Southwest Gult Railroad Company's proposed rail line
construction in Medina County, Texas.

Please review this matter and respond To me at my San Antonio district office. My District
Constituent Liaison, Gabriel Lozano, will work with me on this case and can be contacred at the
number listed below if you require assistance.

Thank you for your prompt attention to this matter.

’g Sincerely,
P
Henry Bonilla
Member of Congress
Hi3:gl
Enclosure
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December 8, 2004

Congressman Henry Bonilla
11120 Wurzbach, Suite 300
San Antonio, Texas 78230
Fax: 210-697-9185

Re: Proposed Quarry and Rail Ling ~ Medina County

Vulcan Materials Co/Southwest Gulf Railroad

Surface Transportation Board Finance Docker 34284
Dear Congressman Bonilla:
We respectfully request your assistance in abtaining a 60 or 90 day extension to the comment period
on the DS presented by the STB ta the people of Medina Connty. This comment period is presently
scheduled Lo expire on January 10, 2005,

‘We have stated the reasons for this request in the accompanying fetter to the S1B.

Pleasc subinit our letter for the extension to the Surface Transponalion Baard an our hehalf.
Again, we want io thank you for the hard work you do for the peaple in Medina County.

Sincerely,

Q,( ([j & é7 7—«'{}/&4(‘«@#

r. Bob Fitegerald, President
MCEAA, Inc.
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December 8, 2004

Victoria Rutson

Surlace Transportation Board
1923 K Street, NW
Washington. D C. 20423-0001

Re:  Vulean Materials/Southwest Gulf Raifroad
Medina County Project
Finance Docke( 34284

Dear Ms, Rutson:

MCEAA, Inc. members wish to thank the SEA section of STB for your recent visit to Hondo. We
appreciale the sincere attention you and your staff as well as niembers of the URS environmental team

displayed.

On Deccrmber 3, 2004, members of the MCEAA Inc, discussed at length the content of the recent
meeting We wish 1o relate to you the following requests and questions. We would appreciate answers
ax soon s possible to these questions.

. MCEAA wishes to re-emphasize our demand {or a connected action EIS between the railroad
and the quarry. Seven hundred sixty-six people signed a request that STB study both the quarry and
the rail line becausc they are connected actions. These two projects are inscparable. Ax repeatedly
stated (beginning with our initial comact with $T1 in our Petition to Revoke) without the rail line
the quarry would not exist Conversely, without the quarry, the Southwest Gulf Railroad rail line
would not exist. As proof, who would build a rail line 1w nowhere? STB has properly ordered an
FIS on the raif line. Tt ynust order an RIS on the quarry. which we all know is a connected action to
the rail line, and nol a cumulative effect of the rail line. STB must not shirk its” lawful
responsibility. The environment in Medina County must not be jeopardized by default. There is no
other agency, state or federal, that is authorized to snudy the environmental impact of the quarry,
which is connected to the rail line

When will the decision concerning reconsideration of the connected action between the proposcd
quarry and SGR be made?

2. When will MCEAA, fne. be notified?

3. Who will muke this decision, the SEA scciion or some other section or divisian of
the STB or another government agency?

12-08-04 06:83pm  From-US REP HENRY BONILLA 210-897-9185 T-749  P.004/004 F-838
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December 8, 2004

Victoria Rutson

Surface T'ransportation Board
1925 K Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001

Re:  Vulcan Materials/Southwest Guif Rsilroad
Medina County Project
Finance Docket 34284

Dear Ms, Rurson:

We are requesting a 80 or 90 day extension of the comment period on the DS of the above project.
This comment period is presently scheduled to expire January 10, 2005,

We koow you realize that everyone is busy with holiday plans, travel, entcrtaining, shopping, gucsts,
etc., at this time. This is the busiest 1ime of the year for everyone, Holiday activities alons exclude
almost any other cndeavor. Therefore, it is much more difficult for many people o respond before
Janmary 10, It is a great injustice to require all those concerned 10 Tespond during the limited time they
have between now and January 10 on a proposed project that will impact Medina County flor
generations,

Prior to the meeting on December 2, 2004, we requesied to not have that public mecting and 30-day
comment period dusing the busy holiday season, but our request was acknowledged. la view of the
above and STB's refusal to hold workshops for the public, we request the comment period be extended
for 80 or 90 days.

We are seeking the assistance of Senator John Comyn and Cangressman Henry Bonilla in securing this
extension. We anticipate that they will contact you in this regard.

Sincerely, .
PEENSTEN y
QU Reabent ¥ f‘c(t,%
Dr. Robert T. Fitegerald, Prefident
MCEAA, Inc.
CC: Senator John Cornyn
Representative Henry Bonilla
State Senator Frank Madla
State Representalive Tracy King

Will Carter, BMA

4. As you undoubredly learned, there was unanimous agreement from those
commenlors critical of the raitroad routes concerning the lack of information on how
problems in many areas would be handled, as well as what the impact would be on the
respective part of the environment. Specifically, we are amazed that STB would not determine
the environmental damage from flooding and traffic to water sources, and cultural and historic
areas, caused by the ratlroad

We are also greatly dismayed that STB would even consider issuing a permit 10 SGR

and then allow SGR to do as they pleased in dealing with these problems. We do not believe the
paorly stated and ill-defined mitigation clauses in the DEELS will in any way prevent irreparable
environmental damage. Because the DEIS is grossly inadequate and leaves so many of our scoping
questions unanswetred, we ask, Why is (his? Why did the URS Corporation, {a reportedly respectable
firm), limit it’s research and findings in the very arcas we had pointed out? Was it due to a lack of
funding? Or time restrictions iHlegally imposed by Vulean and allowed by STB? Certainly thesc
questions deserve answers, just 45 we had faith that our scoping comments and questions would be
answered

We wish to point out that the validity of the entire URS report has been questioned by the

fact that there may be biased findings due to a conflict of interest by URS. As you learned, this {irm
also studied the inteprity of the Medina Lake Dam, as noted by Will Carter, director of BMA.
Corporation, which owns the Medina Lake Dam. The impact of the quarry being on the same fault
iincs as the Medina Lake Dam and the dam’s associated relicf wells, needs careful and detailed studies.

We also are requesting that you please send a copy of the sign-in list of those attending both meetings,
as well as the list of those speaking at both meetings, on December 2, 2004

Sincerely,

On Bl 7%01&1,2,/

Dr. Bob Fitzgerald, President
MCEAA, Inc

CC: Senator Jahn Cornyn
Representative Henry Bonilla
State Senator Frank Madla
State Representative Tracy King
Will Carter, BMA

/fl@i’{/ﬁ/{/, <%r4,( /)‘r( gour .7@7/&, SHealtt, and %fdz‘?y(/
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December 8. 2004

Congressman Henry Bonilta

11120 Wurzbach, Suite 300
San Antouio, Texas 78230
Fax: 210-697-9185

Re Proposed Quarry and Rail Line - Medina County
Vulcan Matcerials Co/Southwest Gulf Railroad
Surface Transportation Board Vinance Docket 34284

Dear Congressman Bonilla

We: respectfully request your assistance in obtaining a 60 or 90 day extension to the comment period
on the DES presenied by the STR 1o the people of Medina County. This comment period is presently
scheduled to expire on January 10, 2005

We have stated the reasons for this request in the accompanying letter 1o the STB.

Please submit our letter for the extension to the Sustace Transportation Board on our behalf.
Again, we want to thank you for the hard work you do for the people in Medina County,

Sincerely,

P Bod 71/};{44425
Dr. Bob Fitzgerald, President
MCEAA, Inc.

MGEAA, Tre. S gonr Home, Flealth, and 4%'}12‘1‘7%
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December 8, 2004

Congressman Henry Bonilla
11120 Wurzbach, Suite 300
San Antonio, Texas 78230
Fax: 210-697-9185

Re Proposed Quarry and Rail Line - Medina County
Vulcan Materials Co/Southwost Gulf Railroad
Surface Transportation Board Finance Dockel 34284

Dear Congressman Bonilla

We respectfully request your awareness and assistance in ohraining answers to the questions and
comments in the enclosed letter from MCIEAA to the Surface Transportation Board. We betieve these
questions and comments arc justified following the public meeting held December 2, 2004, which was
attended by approximately 200 citizens, inllonde, Texas,

We are requesting that you please submit the cnclosed letter o the Surface Transportation Board on
our behalf

We wish 1o thank you for allowing Gabe Lozano to represent you at this very important meeting
concerning a proposed project that will greatly affect the fiture of Medina County, We truly appreciate
your suppoit of the people in the Quihi area

Sincerely,

Dr. Bob Fitzgerald, President
MCEAA, Inc.

MEEAA Frc, for gowr Home, Tlealih, and Heritage
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December 8, 2004

Vietoria Rutson

Surface Transportation Board
1625 K Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001

Re:  Vulcan Materials/Southwest Gulf Railroad
Medina County Project
Finance Docket 34284

Dear Ms. Rutson

We are requesting a 60 or 90 day extension of the comment period on the DELS of the above project.
This comment period is presently scheduled to expire January 10, 2005

We know you realize that everyone is busy with holiday plans, travel, entertaining, shopping. guests,
etc., ar this time. This is the busiest time of the year for everyone Holiday activities alone exclude
almost any other endeavor. Therefore, it is much more difficult for many people to respond before
January 10. Itis a great injustico to require alf those concerned to respond during the limited time they
have between now and January 10 on a proposed project that will impact Medina County for
generations,

Prior to the meeting on Pecember 2, 2004, we requested to not have that public meeting and 30-day
comment period during the busy holiday scason, but our request was acknowledged. Tn view of the
above and $TB’s refusal to hold workshops for the public, we request the comment period be extended
for 60 or 90 days

We are seeking the assistance of Senator John Cornyn and Congressman Henry Bonilia in securing this
extension. We anticipate thar they will contact you in this regard

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert T, Fitzgerald, Pre! d nt

MCEAA, Inc,

CC: Senator Joln Cornyn
Representative Henry Bonilla
Srare Senator Frank Madla
State Ropresentative Tracy King
Will Carter, BMA

MEEAA, T
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December 10. 2004

Victoria Rutson, Chiet,
Section on Lnvironmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board ) XJ
1925 K Street NW
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001{

Fax 202-365-9000 P

Re: Finance Docket 34284
Dear Ms, Rutson:

The purpose of this letter is to inform the Surface Transportation Board of an upcoming rail study on
the San Antonio area railroads

An article in the December 8, 2004 San Antonio Express-News, stated the study will look at recent
callisions. how railroads intersect with streets and how much and what kind of freight gocs through
the San Antonio area.

MCEAA, Inc. would tike to know if the $T13 will participate in this study. 1f so, it must take into
account the impact of the proposed SGR shipment of at least 1000 cars per week (S million tons per
annum) going through San Antonio as well as (he upcoming (reight from the new Toyota plant in
southwest Bexar County that will also use this line

If $TR is not involved in this study, MCEAA, Inc. requests the name of any known Federal agency
that would cither conduct or be involved with the study

We would like a prompt reply to these questions in view of the very limited amount of time we have 1o

comment on the DEIS
Sincerely,
W”/ . x%;&(ﬁ,w

Dr. Robert T. Fitzgerald, President
Encl. Asticle - San Antonio Express News 12-8-04

Ce: Senator John Cornyn
Representative Henry Bonilla
State Senator Frank Madla
State Representative Tracy King



County kicks in $25, 000 for rail

safety study

Several agencies are
partnering in response
to string of crashes.
R
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Continuing to geupple with an
issue over which thay have no
authority Bexar County com-
missioners  voted  Tuesday 1o
spend $25000 partnering on a
halfmiltion-dellar study of ares
raidroads.
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collisions, how railroads inler-
sect with streets, and how much
and what kind of freight goes
through the San Antonio ares.

Bexar County Judge Nelson
led for rail operator
lic to step up i
safety  programs after severa)
train accidents, including two
that claimed {ive lives, He's alsu
pushing & egions) rail relocs.
tion plan

The  Metrapulitan  Plansing
Organization will put up $50,000,
the ciry is considering another
$25,000, and Texas Department
vf Transportation alse will help

WEDONESDAY. K'Y,

should Kick olf iy the spring
suid Seth Mitchell, the sounty's
chief of stall, UP will coopesite
in the srady

Wollt said TNDOT is paying
more attention W rail service
and how it can take pressure off
highways, “where before they
never really even mentioned the
word ‘rul

He alse said state Jesders ane
talking about a cail relocation
bond of $200 mitlion that could
be used to leverage 32 billion, of
which Central Texas ontitiss
could snag 3 percentage o put
toward their proposed projects.

HEI-12¢3

Mrs. A, H. Guerra
422 CR 421
Hondo, Texas 78861

The study will look st recent on the  l8-month study

O

@m’ has little power hut can

make a fot of noise, comminsion-

s uccepted a petition of nearly
000 stgnatures ftom  Helotes
resident John Eakin protesting
a Wad-Mart proposed al the edge
of the Northwest Bexar Coanty
town

Eakin, who said wore than
BO signatures came from Hel-
ofes citizens angry with the pro-
posed site on Scenic Loop Road,
found  some support for his
cause among the comanission-
ers.

“T can't imagine a woyse site,”
said Commissioner Lyle Larson.

Wolll' told Eakin that state

E. G. Rod Pittman. Chairnuan
William W, Meadows, Member
Durio Vidal Guerra, Jr., Mensber

1o provide feadership, planning, financial assistance, information, and education for the conservation and

December 6, 2004

Victoria Rutson, Chief

Surface Transportation Board

1925 K Street NW
Washington, DC 20423-001

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement —

Dear Ms. Rutson:

Sen, Frank Midla of San Anto
nio has offered to introduce a
bill in the Legislaturé’s upcom
ing regular session dealing with
the issue. Mudla, who has fam:
ily land nearby, has sent a letter
to Wal-Mart opposing a store at
the Helotes site,

Commissioner Paul Elzondo
said Sheriff Ralph Lopez has
some authonty 10 enforce devel:
opment standards on the project
— such as trudtic and dralnage
— and that Lopez has offered

“w make sure that's given ex-
treme due mluzrnce if you know
what I mean.”

In her reguiar veport to com-

1. Kevin Ward
Executive Aditinistraior

Arcansed

missoners  on the  curent
county jail populistion, detention
population.  monitor  Kristie
Blust said the number of w-
mates was down Lo 3,755, or W4
percent of capacity. ‘that's » hair
oll the sherifl's stoted ideal ot 80
percent. The population is down
inn part due 1o seasonal patrerns,
Blust said.

And congmissianers voted to
give the new children's court
five deputies instead of four
ter  Chiet  Deputy  ennis
McKnight askee for six, citing
the facility's security nesds,

eallentiwxpre

thai  In another issue whe

the

. Jack Hunt, Vice Chairinan
Thomsas Weir Labatt 1L Member
James E. Herring, Meniber

tHel
12/1e [o4

Finance Docket No. 34284

-lze6 ¢
s

As a result of budget reductions incurred over the past 18 months, the Texas Water
Development Board no longer has resources to review reports such as the Environmental
Impact Statement for the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company Construction and Operation
Exemption, Medina County, Texas. Please do not hesitate to give me a call at (512) 936-
0813 if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Bill Mullican
Deputy Executive Administrator

Office of Planning

c Dr. Barney Austin, Director ~ Surface Water Resources, Texas Water
Development Board

Qur Mission

P.O. Box 13231 « 1700 N. Congress Avenue « Austin, Texas 78711-3231
Telephone (312) 463-7847 + Fax (512) 475-2053 » 1-800-RELAYTX ifor the hearing impaired)
URIL Address: Rilp: /1w twilb.stite, o s « B-Mail Address: info@twdb.state.tx. o3
TNRIS - The Texus Information Gateway « W Ineis.site. 4% us
A Member af the Texax Geographic Information Council (TGIC)

of water for Texas.

December 3, 2004

Ms. Rini Ghosh

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, DC 20423

RE: STB Docket #FD 34284

Dear Ms. Ghosh,

Thank you for attending the meeting last night (December 2™) at the Medina County
Fairgrounds Hall, along with the representatives of the Surface Transportation Board
and Vulcan Materials. The presentation was very helpful. The fact that several
representatives of Vulcan Materials were there to explain their proposal, and to take
public comments, was a sign that they were trying to educate and also listen to the folks
in Hondo. This irreversibie change to our lives merits further study as to its effect on the
environment and the people and homes surrounding it

My objections to the proposed quarry are as follows:

a. The loud sounds, polluted air smells, and traffic problems will be very difficuit to
tolerate.

b. The water that we drink will be polluted by run-off from the quarry and the
railroad. The consequences, both for wildlife, and for humans, will be both
disastrous and irreversible. The Edwards Aquifer, very close to what would be the
bottom of the quarry, is extremely permeable, and absorbs whatever poliutants are
in roads and fields, along with any rain.

c. When there is flooding, it will be very destructive to the environment. The
roads aren't built to take a lot of truck traffic. There is a lot of flooding in this area,

d. Biasting from the quarry, along a fault line, could disrupt the Medina Dam and
create enormous flooding and ioss of life. It will also be a safety threat to
those in the area.

Ewmmmm%msw\mwhm
there has been little or no effort to preserve the environment. Quihi is an old part of
Hondo, which will los and foul, if a quarry and railroad are
built. The thought is unbearabie to many of us fiving in this area.

Let us consider the environment as the precious gift that it is, and not let it become an

ashheap. K+ 1% wrvn; o

Thank you for your time and consideration of this issue.

December 6, 2004

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, DC 20423

Attn: Rini Ghosh

STB Docket No. FD 34284

Dear Ms. Ghosh,

1 support the construction and operation of the seven-mile line of railroad in Medina
County, Texas, that would connect the proposed Vulcan Construction Materials, LP
quarry and the Del Rio subdivision of the Union Pacific Railroad Company, near Dunlay,
Texas.

1 accept and concur with the draft Envir } Impact S {EIS) prepared by the
office of the Board that carries out the Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA). The
draft statement, issued on Nov. 5, 2004, appears to have thoroughly evaluated the
environmental effects that may impact the area, especially for transportation and safety,
public and worker health, water and biological resources, air quality, noise, vibration,
socioeconomics, and cultural resources,

Sincerely,
Dianne Pipes

11119 Quail Rise
San Antonio, Texas 78249

2Y

thid agyesive. corpamy ﬁu.«.mljk



HENRY BONILLA
23p DisTrict, TEXAS

245% Raveusy Heuse OBace Builows
WagHinaToN, DC 20515

HB:gl
Enclosure
rigASS AERLY TO:
B0 Wumzaac, Sum 560 1 1900 Mafawonos STater, Sume 1108 [ 111 East Braaawav, Sume 161 3 107 Weer avenasc &, 616
S ANTONI, Ui, T 72080 e Rio, Tx 76040 A, TX T
@16) 837-0085 o68) 7264002 o) 774-6547 ) eI
hitpfwww.hovse. govibonilia
2= 4= Tshan o T Ve,
157U4  11i8ba0  MIoweUS KEP HENKY BUNILLA 1S4 P begh

T

Mmoo FromeUN P HENRY BUNILLA CIU=5H7=¢1¥y Rt

COMMITTEE ON APFROPRIATIONS

SUBCOMMITTEE ON DEFENSE

Congregs of the Wnited States
THouse of Representatives
TMashington, BE 205154323

(202) 2254511

December 135, 2004

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams
Seeretary

Surface Transportation Board

1925 K Street NW '
Washington, D.C. 20423

Case#t: 2028573
Dear Secretary Williams:

Enclosed please find correspondence from my constituent, Dr. Robert Fitzgerald, President of
the Medina County Environmental Action Association (MCEAA) of Quihi, Texas. The
MCEAA's membership is requesting that the Surface Transpontation Board address four
concerns they believe are crucial 1o the consideration of the Southwest Gultf Railroad Company's
proposed rail line construction in Medina County, Texas.

Please respend to the attached correspondence from the MCEAA. 1 also ask that you please
provide a copy of your response to my San Antonio District office. My Constituent Liaison,
Gabriel Lozano, will work with me on this case and can be contacted af the number listed below
if you require assistance.

T thank you for your prompt attention to thig matier.

Sincerely.

T of Congress

CIU=by/m4180
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Decomber 8, 2004

Victoria Rutson

Surface Transportation Board
1925 K Street, NW
Washington, D.C, 20423-0001

Vulcan Materials/Southwest Guif Railroad
Medina County Project
Finance Docket 34284

Re:

Dear Ms. Rutson:

MCEAA, Tnc. members wish to thank the SEA section of STB for your recent visit to 1fondo. We
appreciate the sincere artention you and your staff as well as members of the URS environmental team
displayed.

On December 3, 2004, membeors of the MCEAA, Ine. discussed at length the content of the recent
meeting, We wish to relate to you the following requests and questions. We would appreciate answers
as soon as possible to these questions.

1. MCEAA wishes to re-emphasize our demand for a connected action BIS between the railroad
and the quarty. Seven hundred sixty-six people signed a request that STB study both the quarry und
the rail line because they are connected actions. Thesc two projects are inseparable. As repeatediy
stated (beginning with our initial contact with STB in our Petition to Revoke) without the rail line
the quarry would not exist. Conversely, without the quarry, the Southwest Gull Railroad rajl line
waould not exist. As proof, who would build a rail line to nowhere? ST1 has properly ordered an
EIS on the ruil line. Tt must order an E1S on the quarry, which we all know is a connected action to
the rail fine, and not a comulative effect of the rail line. STB must not shirk its” lawful
responsibility. The environment in Medina County must not be jeopardized by default. There is no
other agency, state or federal, that is suthorized to study the envivonmental impact of the quany,
which is connected to the rail line.
‘When will the decision conceming ¢
quarty and SGR be made?

ation of the d action between the proposed

2. When will MCEAA, Inc. be notified?

3. Who will make this decision, the SLA section or some other section or division of
the STR or another government agency?

CHAIRMAN - SUBCOMMITTEE O\ AGRICULTURE

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FOREIGN UPERATIONS.
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www.dentmesswithquihi.com
Decomber 8, 2004

Congressman Henry Bonilla
11120 Wurzbach, Suite 300
San Antonio, Texas 78230
Fax: 210-697-9185

Re:  Proposed Quarry and Rail Linc  Medina County
Vulcan Materials Co/Southwest Gulf Railroad
Surface Transportation Roard Finance Docket 34284

Dear Congressman Bonilla:

We resp Ily request your and assi in ob answers to the guestions and
commeats in the ancloscd letier from MCEAA to the Surface Trunsportation Board, We believe these
questions and comments are justified following the public meeting held December 2, 2004, which was

attended by approximately 200 citizens, in Hondo, Texas.

We are requesting that you please submit the enclosed letter to the Surface Transportation Board on
our behalll

We wish to thank you for allowing Gabe Lozano to represent you ai this very important mecting
converning a propused project that will greatly affect the finure of Medina County. We truly appreciate
your support of the peoplc in the Quihi area.

Sincerety,

Bt 75

Dr. Bob Fitzgerald, President
MCFAA, Tng,

MOEAA, .%a,‘ﬁr(-w_%m Fleatth, wd.%vmy&
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4. As you undoubicdly learned, there was unanimaous agreement from those
commentors critical of the railroad routes concerning the lack of information on how
problems in many areas would be handled. as well as what the impact would be on the
respective part of the environment. Specifically, we are amazed that STB would not determine
the environmental damage fram flooding and traffic to water sources, and cultural and historic
areas, caused by the railroad

We are aiso greatly dismayed that STI3 would even conslder issaing a permit to SGR

and then allow SGR to du as they pleased in dealing with these problems. We do not believe the
poorly stated and ifl.defined mitigation clanscs in the DLIS wili in any way prevent iireparable
environmental damage. Because the DELS is grossly inadequale and leaves so many of our scoping
guestions unanswered, we ask, Why is this? Why did the URS Corporation, (a reportedly respeciable
firmy), Hmit it’s rescarch and findings in the very sreas we had pointed owt? Was it due to a lack of
funding? Or time restrictions illegally imposed by Vulean and allowed by STB? Certainly these
questions deserve answers, just as we had faith that our scoping comments and questions would be
answered.

We wish to point out that the validity of the entire URS report has been questioned by the

fact that there may be biased findings duc to a conflict of imerest by URS. As you learned, this firm
alse studied the integrity of the Medina Lake Dam, as noled by Will Carter, dircctor of BMA
Corporation, which owns the Mcdina Lake Dam. The impact of the quarry being on the same fault
tines as the Medina Lake Dam and the dam’s associated refief wells, noeds carcful and detailed studies.

We alsp are requesting that you please send a copy of the sign-in list of 1hose attending both meetings,
as well as the list of thosc speaking at both meetings, on December 2, 2004.

Sincerely,
O Borb 7 genali]

Dr. Bob Fitzerald, President
MCFAA, Inc.

CC: Senator John Cornyn
Representative Henry Bonilla
State Senator Frank Madla
Statc Reprosentative Tracy King
Will Carter, BMA

MEEAA, ‘%a,!ﬁrfm.%ﬂw, FHeclths, M.%W
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. December 7, 2004

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit L
‘Washington, DC 20423

Attn: Rini Ghosh

STB Docket No, FD 34284

Re. Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the proposed Southwest Gulf Railroad

Dear Ms. Ghesh:

My name is Larry Coyle and [ own property abutting the proposed Vulcan quarry that is to be
served by the Southwest Gulf Railroad (SGR). This letter is being written to comment on the

draft Fnvironmental Impact Statement ( EIS) prepared by the Surface Transporuition Boand’s
Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA).

My first comment concerns the no-action alternative. The stated result of this alternative is that
Vulcan would truck limestone to the Union Pacific Railroad at Dunlay, Texas. Tdon't believe
this is a foregone conclusion and should not be indicated in the EIS as such. It is my opinion the
current infrastructure of roads would not allow trucking to be an economically viable option for
Vulean. Vulean has made this statement publicly in the past.

Secondly, this EIS strictly addresses the irpact of rail raffic generated by Vulean’s limestone
transport. Since SGR has been designated a common carrier, this generalization is unrealistic and
the EIS should consider effects of additional rail traffic and traffic carrying hazardous cargo. Ifit
is truly the position of the SEA that this railroad will only carry Vulcan's limestone, then it must
consider the proposed quarry and this proposed railroad as a joint project and thus include the
environmental impacts of the quarry in this My personal opinion is that the SGR will only
serve Vulean and consequently should never have been given common carrier status. It is
unconscionable that SGR will have the right of Eminent Domain strictly for the economic gain of
a Fortune 500 company.

Lastly, the most troubling impact of this project has not been addressed in this report and is
already being experienced. This is the effect that this project is having on the community. It is
turning friend against friend and family against family. The lines have been drawn following the
money trail. No amount of limestone is worth this,

Thank you in advance for consideration of these comments.

Sincercly.
L%(%Z,

ce: Medina County Environmental Action Association

The STB should not be involved questions on Monies generated for taxes. One
Statement made was that because of the increased population caused by more
employment would not generate enough taxes for the costs involved to educate the
pupils. There is a mistake in the mathematics. There was no mention made that the
increased population was going to pay school and county taxes, only that the extra tax
generated by the quarry and railroad would not cover the increased population.

Wil Carter of the BMA had a request that Vulcan make a study of the Medina
and Diversion Dams for their integrity. BMA has been advised by preliminary studies on
these two dams that these studies should be made. This is before and not related to the
proposed quarry and railroad in Medina County. All BMA is looking for is a free ride for
someone else to do the work that they are responsible for.

Again, I applaud the SEA for the in depth study, derived from the comments of
the people attending from the first public meeting received by and after February 26,
2004. You have acted on all 47 issues derived, thoroughly and unbiased. Thank you for
your efforts to address any and all concerns.

(o

‘Wayne R, Balzen
905 Oakridge
Pleasanton, Texas 78064

Email-waynebalzen@ev]1.net
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To: Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, DC 20423

Attn. Rini Ghosh

STB Finance Docket 34284
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company
Medina County, Texas

m‘&\‘&

Comments:

1 hereby ask that the Surface Transportation Board and Section of Environmental
Analysis Adopt the Draft EIS for Finance Docket 34284, Southwest Gulf Raitroad and
approve the building of such proposed Railroad, according to the Mitigation Measures
listed.

The applicant’s Voluntary Mitigation Measures VM1 and VM2 subsections (a)
through (h), and VM3, VM4, and VM35,

SEA’s Recommended Mitigation with cooperation using approved Engineering

and design methods with VM and SGR concerning the following:

Transportation and Traffic Safety -(1) thru (10).

Public Health and Safety- (11).

Worker Health and Safety- (12).

Groundwater- (13) thru (19).

Surface Water- (20) thru (29).

Wetlands- (30) thru (32).

Biological Resources- (33) thru (36).

Air Quality- (37) and (38).

Land Use- (39)

Noise- (40).

Vibration- (41) thra (43),

Recreational and Visual Resources- (44).

Cultural Resources- (45).

Karst Features- (46) and (47).

Tt is my belief that SEA has worked long and hard to address all concerns listed
and will approve the building of the SGR ding to the do of facts found
in this investigation.

It is my concern that the STB and SEA section should not become involved in
Quarry operations that were brought up in the Public Meeting. The operations of the
Quarry are governed and will be held to strict standards according to good mining
practices. Therefore the requests for studies on the Medina Dam, Air pollution, Water
pollution and environmental problems that could be encountered during the operation of
the Quarry does not fall under the jurisdiction of the STB.
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Daocket #: FD 342840

Name of Sender: Chris Mitchelt Date Received: 12126/2004

Group! Date of Letter 12/26/2004

is over on Dec. 2.2004 but | can't see where to look at this & other comment: ing STB & Vul GR, Where
do I have ta go online to read other comments about this???| am sending a certified copy out tomorrow so that this is part of
the official record before Jan 10, 2006

hank yot
Chris Mitchell

http://stb.dot.gov/Ect | /ecorrespondence. nsf/PublicincomingByDocketNumber/9BOCSA3B...  1/12/2007
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Submitter’s Comments:

| sent this over on Dec. 2,2004 but | can't see where to look at this & other comments regarding
8TB & Vulcan/SGR. Where do | have to go online to read other comments about this??7?l am

sending a certified copy out tomorrow so that this is part of the official record before Jan 10, 2005.

Thank you
Chris Mitchell

December 2, 2004

Public Meeting
Hondo TX.

For the Record, my name is Chris Mitchell. T am Commissioner Elect for Medina County
Pet. 1, Since 1 do not officially take office until Jan. 1*" please let the record reflect these
are my personal comments about the SGR proposed rail construction.

After reading an executive summary of the EIS draft & other excerpts from the 3 volume
set, my # 1 concern remains safety & flooding issues. This executive summary is
undoubtedly what the STB Board will read in lieu of the voluminous EIS itself. Having
lived just outside Washington D.C. for over 20 years, I am well versed in the bureaucratic
methods of “summarizing.” Developing an EIS of this magnitude (3 volume set),
virtually guarantees the decision makers will be influenced by whomever presents this
. summary for their review.

Attached file on following pages:
It’s interesting to note that the “proposed route” language refers to “six drainage features
with intermittent seasonal flow™, while the alternating routes 1, 2, 3 (which of course are
not the preferred routes) refer to the same named creeks as “streams”. The reality is
whether SGR, SEA or anyone else chooses to minimize the description; they are streams
that flood, not “‘six drainage features...” So far in 2004 our “seasonal flow” has probably
totaled over SO inches. These are flood prone lands.

In addition you don’t use the term “at grade crossings” anywhere in the proposed route
language, yet the wording in each alternative route mentions *“at grade crossings” for each
county road named. What exactly does SGR plan to do for crossings?

SGR states it might enter into an agreement as a “common carrier “with Union Pacific.
This does not provide any of us with a sense of safety or security based on UP’s record of
accidents just this past 6 months! Once this is accomplished then Medina County is stuck
dealing with UP,

TxDot lists a traffic count from 2000 for FM 2676. This does not accurately reflect
today’s traffic. FM 2676 is heavily traveled each & every day by San Antonio
commuters, school buses and lake traffic in addition to our regular farmers & ranchers.
The current Commissioner states anywhere from 40-200 vehicles on the county roads???
That’s a big spread! There needs to be more current data obtained since Medina County’s
population is already where it was projected to be in 2010... and this is 2004. Imagine
what the next 6 years will bring,

SGR states “approximately 4 trains per day.” How will the increase in demand for
product be handied? Wil train traffic increase to 6, 87 Is this a 24/7, 365 day operation?
How will all this impact Hondo City crossings ... will they be backed up ?...what about
emergency vehicles, school buses trying to maintain a schedule?

g’ ez
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On page 4-16 of the EIS draft paragraph V: “SGR shall develop a plan with TxDot & i IR C—‘—V‘—/—,?/')(‘M/Q@“Z;o-m BB exrad!

A;C/c/)

Medina County that specifies the responsibility of each party concerning maintenance & ( .
repair of grade crossing warning devices and grade crossings.” The preceding paragraph R - “é Chrertnssieihinbind Craild F Sauel
U states “SGR shall maintain appropriate grade warning devices at all grade crossings.” i 9 5o éie/ ,'_,LJ" /)/ Lon M ESrelnt
Which is it & what does it mean to Medina County? N

Cos ot D e, A EOf 23

It will be my recommendation to Commissioners Court that Medina County taxpayers not
be subjected to any financial burden as a result of SGR’s rail operations if granted by the
STB Board. As taxpayers we alteady subsidize enough federal & state rail activities. If
SGR is successful in their request then SGR & Vulcan can absorb the costs of
maintenance & repair of the devices and grade crossings.

A A';Jéxuw:ﬁ‘/%.g-m’émm ol C‘w‘fh‘“”f
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Again, I reiterate, safety of our citizens, flooding concerns are my priority. [ would
encourage the STB to take another look at this and to do what’s in the best interest of
Medina County.

Thank you,
Chris Mitchell
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Dacket #. FD 342840

Name of Sender: Robert Clark Date Received: 01/06/2005

Group: Date of Letter. 01/06/2005

Tam very concerned about (he proposed railroad and quarry. it would disrupt our lives greatly.

[This 24 hour operation would be noisy all night. Who will repair my water well when the blasting damages it7 My most
important comment is - we need to have a meeting so we can ask our questions to the board and get a answer back right
faway. The board should be to the citizens of the country. We deserve a chance to talk to the board face o face,

http://sth.dot.gov/Ect1/ecorrespondence.nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumbert/92F443356...  1/12/2007
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Docket #: FD 342840
Name of Sender: barbara clark Date Received: 01/06/2008
Group: Date of Letter: 01/06/2005

anta

My grandson rides the schoolbus [0 SChool and back home everyday. It takes one hour 1o get home and I'm worried the siow
Imoving train crossing 2676 and taking a lot longer. In the morning the train might make the whole bus late for school. With all
lthe train derailments lately I'm also concerned about his safety at all the crossings. I'm sure Vulcan can find another place that

Is away from so many people,

http://stb.dot.gov/Ect/ecotrespondence. nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumber/0ED4EFS5...  1/12/2007
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Docket #: FD 34284 0
Name of Sender: robert clark Date Received: 01/08/2005
Group: Date of Letter: 01/06/2005

Tam very concerned about the proposed rafiroad and quarry. The 24 hour operation woulld be very noisy. | am very worried

tabout my water well. Who will repair it if the blasting damages It? My #1 commentis: Why aren't we talking to the board

imembers? The board members need to be accountable to the citizens of this cauntry, We need a meeting with the board
and they can answer our questions face to face,

htto://stb.dot.gov/EctH/ecorrespondence.nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumber/BSCEA923...  1/12/2007
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Docket #: FD 342840
Name of Sender: barbara clark Date Recelved: 01/06/2006
Group: Date of Letter: 01/06/2008

4
My grandson rides the schoolbus o Hondo every day. It takes one hour and I'm worried the slow moving train will get him
ome even later. In the morning the whole schoolbus might be late for school. With all the train derailments lately I'm also
lconcerned about safety at all the crossings. I'm sure Vulcan can find a better place for a quarry where there aren't so many
people affected,

http://stb.dot.gov/Ecti/ecorrespondence.nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumber/4B41440C0...  1/12/2007
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Docket #: FD 342840
Name of Sender: Wayne Balzen Date Received: 01/07/2006
Group: Date of Letter: 01/07/2005

Again | thank you for allowing me to speak on 12/2/04 at the public meeting in Hondo, Tex. You are to be commended on the
IDEIS for its content concerning only the issues, | support your decisions and hope that you will continue to address them on
lyour report to the STB ittee. Much work, i i to the laws, and review has been achieved to
lcompite this DEIS. Thank you for your dedication and hard work to complete this document and proposal.

http://stb.dot. gov/Ectl/ecorrespondence. nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumber/0E472B64...  1/12/2007
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Docket #: FD 34284 0
Name of Sender: Lynn Kitchen Date Received 01/08/2006
Group: Medina County Environmental Date of Letter: 01/08/2005

Action Association

Szt f
Please find attached my comments for the Draft EIS as the technical Representative for MCEAA. | will be sending hard
opies under separate cover by Fedex, Monday delivery.

hitp://stb.dot.gov/Ectl/ecorrespondence.nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumber/F228 1FAD...  1/12/2007

Max Walden 655 CR 365 Hondo, Texas 78861

Re: Finance Docket No. 34284 — Southwest Gulf Railroad Company

Comments on the Environmental Impact Study
Finance Docket no. 34284
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company

General comments:

The first public statements by Vulcan occurred at a local
meeting at the Quihi Gun Club with an impromptu attendance
by several employees of Vulcan. The president of the SW
division, I believe his name is Ransdell, stated, “If you
folks don’t want the railroad we won't build it but we also
will not do the Quarry as trucking would be too expensive”.
(I heard it with my own ears, he denies it now)

TRUTH! They thought the threat of losing the quarry would
create pressure to drop opposition of the RR. He didn't say
trucking would harm the environment, their current reason
for not trucking.

The quarry and the railroad are one project. As they say in
the old song "Love and marriage, you cant have one without
the other™ Also this same night, in conversation with a
very exuberant geologist,” You guys are not very
progressive, if we don’t get new sources of cheap
limestone, foundations in Houston will double in price”
Yeah, lets ruin our environment for million dollar houses.
Vulecan is not concerned with the environment, just their
bottom line.

There is no justification for common carrier status. Rail
line has been available from Hondo to Houston for 100
years, no more is needed.

TRUTH! If you grant this status to them, you will be
granting an unconstitutional use of eminent domain.
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Docket #: FD 34284 0
Name of Sender: Max Walden & Carol Casillas Date Received:
Group: Date of Letter:

01/09/2008
01/08/2006

[Ses Attachmeni(s) below.

s

El-1286 Walien

http://sth.dot. gov/Ect1/ecorrespondence. nsf/PublicIncomingByDocketNumber/66 A33C25...

One more comment that indicates ethical malfeasance by SGR
and inadequate investigation by SEA occurs in ES2.1.2, page
7. 1 suggest inadequate investigation because they admit
that the information used was provided only by SGR. The
medina Dam route elevation alone would refute the claim”
“significant adverse impacts to floodplains, hydrology
soils etc. There are no flood plains or wetlands, it is 50
feet higher than the routes crossing Quihi creek. All other
routes cross Quihi creek which is nothing but flood plain.
We pay out many dollars for our flood insurance. I doubt
any house on the Medina Dam route pays flood insurance.

TRUTH! It would just cost SGR more to build the Medina dam
route and less expensive to go across Quihi creek Refer
back to our statement about "bottom line".

Now on to specific comments. Mitigation - Since we have no
government out here to voice complaints, I suggest Vulean
fund a committee to oversee the required mitigations. These
committee members will live adjacent the RR line ox Quarry
and appointed by the county commissioner. The fund will
include attorney fees if legal council is necessary.

Noise - ES815/16

I suggest SEA folks go to AVE M/highway 90 in Hondo and
record train noise, then go to the intersection of 365/4512
and measure the difference. That will demonstrate the
significance.

Air Quality - ES 14

NO-ACTION alternative will not create truck emissions
because they will not mine the Quarry without the RR Mr.
Ransdell said sc and we know he would not lie.

Socioceconomic - ES 17

The impact is already being felt, real estate sales are
rare and will get worse near the RR site when it begins
operation. May I recommend some mitigation? Vulcan should
have to compensate all landowners within a certain distance
from the RR. Would you allow a RR or a quarry to be built
near your home without compensation? I hope the three
directors voting have access to this thought.

1/12/2007



Indirect Impacts - ES 17

Years from now, the undesirable presence of the RR will
cause a steady deterioration and a federal superfund will
have to renew it.

Environmentally preferable alternatives

NO ACTION, they wont mine the quarry. There is limestone
all the way west to Del Rio and south of the balcones
escarpment and the union pacific RR goes that way also.

Page B-2
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Carol Casillas 655 CR 365 Hondo, Texas 78861
Re: Finance Docket No. 34284 — Southwest Gulf Raiiroad Company

1 almost did not attend the Public Meeting held on 12/2/04 at the Medina County Fair Hall,
1 assumed it would be just so much BS. Again. In my opinion, it began that in just that way.
The attorney and reps from the STB/SAE began to tell us how the proposed rail
construction and coincidently, the gravel/li Quarry, would minimally impact our
community and our lives. The data used to prepare the draft EXS was commissioned,
bought and paid for by SRG. It is obvious to individuals who live in this area that neither
the STB nor the SEA actually did any research “on the ground”. The draft EIS was
prepared using less than perfect data,

A majority of the people who spoke at this meeting were very emotional in their opposition
to the rail line, many included the Quarry itself. The few individuals not opposed do not
reside anywhere near the area that will be impacted; some do not even reside in Medina
County.

1 live at the junction of CR 450/365. The Quihi runs directly in front of my home. The Elm
creek crosses 450 about a half-mile west. I cross the Elm, Hondo, Verde and Cherry crecks
along with a couple of the “unknown “ tributaries each time I leave home. I have seen them
all at flood stage and I have scen them at a trickle. On a regular basis, I see white and gray
cranes, dove, quail and several specices of ducks and beautiful white egrets along the creek. 1
am fortunate to see white tail and spotted deer, raccoons, gray fox, nutria, porcupines,
squirrels, rabbits, possums, armadillos and turtles in my yard. I have scen hundreds of
arrowheads and other weapons and tools right down this little dirt road, left hundreds, even
thousands of years ago by our predecessors.

All this will end with construction of the rail line. Drive west on highway 90 to Knippa and
see what a quarry and a railroad have done, Knippa is ugly desolate and filthy. Drive from
Rio Mcdina towards San Antonio via fm 471, sce where trucks are hauling out gravel and
limestone and are stripping once fertile farmland.

‘We have neighbors whose families have farmed the area for over a hundred years, people
wheo have stayed when it was not easy or profitable. Their entire live, their hearts are in the
places they cali home.

Controversy over the proposed quarry and rail line has caused considerable adversity in the
community. It has changed lives, turning life long friend and neighbors against each other.
Should the entire situation magically disappear, the heart of this little community has
already been damaged. Aside from the probable impact on our water, biological resources,
air quality, land usc noise, vibration, historic and archeologically sensitive arcas, it is clear
that the detrimental impact on the populace should be considered.

I am 58, Max is78. We like many in the Quihi area are not young enough, wealthy enough
or healthy enough to “start over™. We do not want to live near this proposed “BLIGHT” on
our ovely community. Like a lot of our neighbors, everything we have is in this property.
Look at the map showing the proposed routes (CR 450/365). Would you want to live here?

Carol Casillas
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Surface Transportation Board / Section of Environmentat Analysis

Finance Docket No, 34284
Southwaest Gulf Railroad Company
Canstruction and Operation Exemption
Medina County, Texas

Public Meetings
December 2, 2004
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Schweers Historical Foundation, Inc.
2405 South IH-35
New Braunfels, TX 78130-6817
(830) 625-6680 \
2V

G
ST\
January 10, 2005 ' \\\

Surface Transportation Board
Section of Environmental Analysis
1925 K Street, NW Suite 500
Case Controf Unit

Washington, DC 20423

Attn: Rini Ghosh
STB Docket No. FD 34284

Dear Ms. Ghosh:

1 am the current President of the Schweers Historical Foundation, Inc. that has a
membership of 187 and growing. We are particularly interested in the four homes built
by the children of Schweer and Zeda Balzen in the mid 1850’s. All are still restorable.
Willie Schweers died suddenly and while a smal) group of us were trying to contact his
Bstate to buy the Henry Schweers home for restoration, we found that Vulean Materials
had already placed a purchase contract on the two properties. We then offered to
purchase it from them. They then offered to donate both homes to us if we would form a
501(c) 3 tax exempt organization; the William Home has been donated, the Henry Home
will be donated after the railroad issue is settled. Vulcan has been very generous with our
Foundation, and upon further investigation we find that Vulcan Materials is highly
regarded in other communities where they operate. Forbes and Fortune has rated them at
number eight in social responsibility.

1 have reviewed the three volume draft of the Envir I Impact S and
attended and spoke at both sessions at the public hearings held in Hondo on December 6,
2004. T met and spoke with you at that public hearing. Your group and others involved
in the analysis of the routes, has done a thorough and commendable job. We strongly
feel the preferred route is the best solution for their transportation needs. The no action
alternative that would force the transportation of the material by truck is absolutely the
worst possible solution. [ know that your group will be fair in your analysis, and won’t
let emotional appeals bias your decision.
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1 currently live in the city of New Braunfels and sit on the board of the New Braunfels
Industrial Development Corporation. If this opportunity to attract a major corporation of
Vulcan Materials stature presented itself here, I would suspect that we would offer any
incentive available to lure this company to our community. Any socially responsible
company such as Vuican Materials that would potentially bring one hundred and fifty
above average salaries, and several million dollars of property investment, would be
considered an economic windfall to any community.

Please feel free to contact me for further comments regarding this situation. My e-mail
address is cr.schoch@sbeglobal.net and my mobile phone number is 830-708-2977.
Thank you for the opportunity to consider my position on this matter.

Sincerely,

C. Ray Schoch,
President
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STEPTOE & JOHNSONwe

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

1330 Connecricut Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20036-1795
Tel 2024293000

Fax 202,429 3902

steptoe.com

David H. Coburn
202429.8063
deoburn@stepioe.com

January 10, 2005
VIA HAND DELIVERY

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
‘Washington, DC 20423

Attn: Rini Ghosh

STB Docket No. FD 34284

Finance Docket No. 34284 — Southwest Gulf Railroad Company - Petition for
Exemption from 49 U.S.C. § 10901 to Construct and Operate a Rail Line In Medina
County, Texas

Re:

Southwest Gulf Railroad Comments on Draft EIS

Dear Ms, Ghosh:

Petitioner Southwest Gulf Railroad (“SGR™) hereby offers the following comments on the Draft
EIS issued by the Board on November §, 2004. SGR appreciates the hard work and careful study that
SEA and its contractor have undertaken in preparing the thorough Draft EIS that has been issued. SGR
also agrees with the DEIS’s conclusions with respect to the environmental preference of a rail line
versus a no-build altemative that would result in truck transport of aggregate from the quarry to a remote
rail loading area. Further, SGR continues to believe, and the DEIS supports its view, that the
environmental impacts of its proposed route are either minimal or can be mitigated so that they are not
significant. In that regard, SGR stands ready to consult with SEA and other agencies to address any
remaining concerns as the NEPA and Section 106 processes move forward.

SGR’s comments will focus on the proposed mitigation measures. The comments are designed,
in some cases, to clarify the terms of those measures and, in others, to propose modifications that SGR
believes will improve the mitigation measures in a manner consistent with SGR’s understanding of
SEA’s intentions and the public interest. SGR stands prepared to respond to any questions or concerns
raised by these comments.
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Voluntary Mitigation Measure No. 3 -- SGR has voluntarily agreed to use continuously welded
rail for the line of rail that it proposes to construct beiween the quarry and the UP line. This will reduce
noise levels from train operations between the quarry plant and the southern terminus of the SGR line.
However, for sake of clarification, SGR notes that it may not use continuously welded rail for the
loading loop or the straight track alternative at the plant site, and did not intend that its offer of using
such rail for the line extend to the loading loop or alternate straight track. Based on its consultations
with HDR Engineering, a rail engineering firm with which it has consulted on these matters, SGR
understands that it likely will not be practical or economical to use welded rail for this track given the
tight confines of any loading loop track and the number of switches that would be located on the loop or
the straight track at the plant site. Further, to the extent that such rail is designed as a noise mitigation
measure, its use on the grounds of the plant facility will not serve that purpose, particularly given that
trains will be moving at a very siow speed (about 5 mph) at the plant site.

SGR notes in this regard that the DEIS concludes that rail line operations over the proposed route
or Alternatives 2 or 3 will not exceed the STB’s noise impact thresholds set forth at 49 CFR
1105.7(e)(6) (an increase in noise level of 3 dbA or more and resulting in a noisc level of 65dbA or
more). This is true at both receptors ML1 and ML2, which are the studied receptors closest to the
quarry plant area. See DEIS at 4-80. Thus, SGR submis that there is no need to mitigate noise through
the use of welded rail in the plant area since noise impacts there will be minimal.

Mitigation Measure No. 6 - SGR suggests that this measure be modified to add the following
language before the period: “consistent with recognized highway safety standards taking into account
the level of highway traffic at the crossing.” SGR recommends that this language be adopted in order to
better define the term “appropriate” as used in the draft mitigation measure. In this regard, SGR
recognizes that the nature of crossing protections deemed warranted will vary based on the level of
highway traffic at issue. SGR will consult with responsible highway safety officials on these matters.

Mitigation Measure No. 18 -- SGR recommends that the last clause of this measure be modified
as follows: “and shall remediate any soils contaminated by any diesel or gasoline release for which
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company is responsible as soon as practicable.” This revised language will
clarify, we believe consistent with SEA’s intent, that SGR is not responsible for remediating sotls that
are contaminated as a result of conduct unrelated to SGR’s activities.

Mitigation Measure No. 24 -- This mitigation measure requires that SGR conduct a floodplain
study and “obtain” a Medina County Floodplain “permit” for each floodplain crossing prior to initiating
rail construction. The condition is apparently based on a conversation during the pre-DEIS consultation
period between SEA’s third party consultant and the Medina County Floodplain Administrator, which is
described in a message set forth in Appendix C to the DEIS (at page C-39) and discussed at page 4-35 of
the DEIS. SGR proposes that the condition be revised to require that SGR: (a) conduct a floodplain
study for submission to the Medina County Floodplain Administrator and (b) consult with the Medina
County Floodplain Administrator to ensure that SGR’s construction plans will not cause more than a 12
inch rise in the current 100-year floodplain elevation, consistent with the Floodplain Administrator’s
permitting standards as set forth during the pre-DEIS consultation process. SGR intends to adhere to the



Ms. Rini Ghosh
January 10, 2005
Page 3

standards for floodplain crossing described in the communications with the Floodplain Administrator.
Based on such adherence, SGR also believes that it will meet the standards for issuance of a permit by
the Administrator. Nonetheless, in light of federal preemption of state and local rail permitting
obligations that might stifle rail construction authorized by the STB, SGR does not believe that its
ability to construct its rail line should be conditioned on whether the Medina County Floodplain
Administrator chooses to issue a permit to SGR, or to do so in a timely manner. See discussion of
exclusive federal jurisdiction at page 4-13 of the DEIS. Accordingly, SGR urges that language in this
mitigation measure requiring that a permit be obtained prior to construction be eliminated, and that the
alternative mitigation measures described above be adopted in its place.

Mitigation Measure No. 26 -- This measure would require that SGR minimize ground contact
by “oil cleaning materials.” SGR is not certain what is meant by the quoted term and thus requests that
this measure be clarified, or eliminated, in the final EIS.

Mitigation Measure No. 30 -- SGR is concerned about the portion of this proposed measure that
would require SGR to avoid placing fill material or structures in the ordinary high water mark of any
creek channel that will be crossed. This absolute restriction could have an adverse impact on the final
design of bridges, with no offsetting benefit. To the extent that a Corps permit may be needed to cross
any creek channel, SGR would need to comply with the terms of any such permit prior to initiating
construction, as the DEIS recognizes at pages 4-38 and 4-39. Also see proposed mitigation measure no.
25. Consistent with the terms of the DEIS, which recognize that Corps approval would be required with
respect to any crossing subject to Corps jurisdiction under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act, SGR
requests that this proposed measure be revised to require that SGR comply with any applicable Corps
requirements in connection with the placement of fill material or structures in creeks during
construction. Further, SGR intends to use best t practices in ¢ ion with the
construction of the stream crossings and expects to minirnize any placement of fill material and
structures in the ordinary high water mark of any creek channel, consistent with its obligation to
minimize impacts to wetlands as per the opening provisions of mitigation measure no. 30.

Mitigation Measure No. 32 - Based on a May 28, 2003 letter from the Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department, SEA has proposed that graded embankments not exceed a 4:1 slope. SGR
respects the views of TPW, but believes that there may be situations where a 3:1 slope may be
appropriate in terms of runoff impacts, while allowing the railroad’s footprint to be smaller, SGR thus
requests that it be allowed the flexibility to consult with TPW about any proposed embankments that
would have a 3:1 slope and be permitted to use such embankments if TPW so consents.

Mitigation Measure No. 33 -- This propesed mitigation measure is very broadly written to
require SGR to avoid disturbing any natural buffers contignous to floodplains in order to prevent soil
erosion and preserve wildlife cover, food sources and travel corridors. SGR will of course endeavor to
avoid any such disturbance of natural buffers, but complete avoidance may not be feasible. Thus, SGR
recommends that this measure be revised to require that SGR use best practices during construction to
avoid or minimize disturbance to the relevant natural buffers.
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Mitigation Measure No. 41 -- This mitigation measure could be read to require that SGR
reroute or redesign its line following consultation to ensure well structure and pipeline integrity. SGR
believes that the goals of this measure will generally be achievable with only minimal engineering
changes. Thus, SGR requests that the condition be revised to eliminate the words “to the design of the
rail line.” Further, the comma between “well” and “structure” also should be eliminated.

Mitigation Measure No. 45 -- The Draft Programmatic Agreement (PA) set forth in the DEIS is
substantively unchanged from that which SGR negotiated with the Texas Historic Commission several
months ago. SGR stands ready to sign the agreement in its current form. SGR agrees with the DEIS
that the PA offers sufficient mitigation for any impacts to cultural resources. In that regard, SGR notes
that the PA contemplates that the issue of cultural landscape will be addressed by the study required to
be conducted pursuant to the PA, Section [11.B.2 and 3. Further, the PA also contemplates an
assessment of potential future development in the project area that might be encouraged by the rail line.
See PA, Section 1.C. Thus, to the extent that SEA believes that further analysis of cultural landscape
issues may be warranted (and this is raised as an issue at page 4-98 of the DEIS), the PA offers a means
for undertaking that analysis and addressing the cultural landscape question.

SGR appreciates the opportunity 1o offer these comments and looks forward to the issuance of
the Final EIS for its rail project.

Respectfully,

%géof

David H. Coburn
Attorney for Southwest Gulf Railroad

January 10, 2005

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, D, C. 20423
Attn: Rini Ghosh

STB Docket No. FD 34284

As President of Castroville Conservation Society, | spoke at the public hearing on
December 2, 2004, in Hondo, Medina County, Texas concerning the very large proposed
Vulcan Quarry and rail route. The Conservation Society has many concerns about the
quarty, as did the landowners and residents of Medina County who spoke so eloquently
and heartfelt about the impending changes.

The proposed Vulcan Quarry, rail and truck route would greatly impact rural Medina
County’s way of life — changing forever the landscape, as well as air quality and
endangeting irreplaceable historic Quihi architecture, archeological and wildlife areas.

If Vulean is permitted to impose on Medina County, while making an enormous profit,
then every effort should be made to comply with citizen requests, as valuable ranch land,
historic homes and archeological sites forever will be impacted by erosion, blowing dust,
traffic and damage to the county roads,

Please, do not permit route | for the rail line. Vulcan needs to use the least intrusive one
for the landowners, historic/architecture and archeological areas. The cost is minimal
compared to the foss of valuable natural resources,

TEXDOT has estimated between 75 and 150 trucks a day in addition to the rail lines, Qur
two lane county roads will be made unsafe and involve costly maintenance. Estimates are
four trains daily, each with 100 cars arriving and departing the quarry. (Two Joaded
Jeaving and two empty coming.)

Please listen to and respect the feelings of landowners and citizens, They need your help.
Save Medina County!

Sincerely,

Carole S. Romano

President

Castroville Conservation Society

P.O. Box 1543

Castrovilte, Medina County, Texas 78009



PO Box 625
Utopia, TX 78884
January 10, 2005

Ms, Victoria Rutson, Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board

1925 K Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20402-0001

Dear Ms. Rutson:

Tam writing to provide extended comments on the “Draft Environmental Impact
Statement Related to Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Railroad
Company... Medina County, Texas.”

Specifically, I address the issue of cultural resources related to the prehistory and early
history of the Quihi area. There are significant problems in the DEIS and in the Draft
Programmatic Agreement. The superficial efforts made by SGR to do preliminary
cultural resource assessments were noted in my oral comments in the December 2, 2004
public meeting in Hondo, TX. The first preliminary report submitted by URS has been
found to be lacking in almost all aspects by the Texas Historical Commission and others
who have read it. This is most likely due to minimal time for fieldwork and analysis
being funded by SGR. In an effort to put a “patch” on the first assessment, SWG

and URS sent archaeologist Dr. Daniel Cassedy to the area, again for a very brief
period and, unfortunately for him, during a major rain event. Dr. Cassedy appears to
have done the best he could in the highly inadequate time frame provided. His
experience in dealing with this type of project was, however, evident when in his

final recommendations, he advised that SGR should avoid the proposed routes

because of the unique historical context found at Quihi. Furthermore, he quickly
recognized the potential importance of a major mid-19™ century stone wall that exists on
the Lindsey property.

A couple of the errors in Dr. Cassedy’s assessment are noted below. What seem to be
“minor” oversights turn out to be critical in terms of cultural resources, including:

(1) a statement that Uvalde Gravels do not occur in the area, when in fact such deposits
are extensive and are well published as the Quihi Soil. Because of ancient geological
processes, the nature of the deposition of this Soil is still unclear. It is even more
important to note that archaeological sites as old as 10,500 years ago are buried in Quihi
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Soil (Uvalde Gravel). This was clearly shown in July 2004 by excavations at site
41ME132 (Mangold Site. Weimers Ranch). The site and the Quihi Soil are in the
uplands, an area ignored by preliminary assessments. It is clear that MEI32 is not
isolated, but part of a larger archaeological pattern formed by a process that is not well
understood. To address such an issue, extensive geological and geomorphological
research must be done. It is not mentioned in the Draft Programmatic Agreement,
although geomorphology is a critical element in modern archaeology.

A perspective on what confronts the funded archaeological research proposed in the
DEIS (see below) can be obtained from a brief description of work done in the area

by the Southern Texas Archaeological Association (STAA). The STAA is a non-profit
organization composed of about 400 members, both avocational (“amateur”) and
professional. It was founded in San Antonio over 30 years ago and publishes a widely
circulated journal. When I was introduced to the archaeology of the area through working
with collections from the 4IME132 and 41ME133 sites from the late Buddy Mangold, [
thought there was a need to carry out initial excavations at these sites to obtain a better
view of the context and potential at each. In July 2004, the STAA held an tightly-
organized, problem-oriented field school on the Weimers Ranch, The STAA funded the
work from its own coffers and from fees provided by participants. Six days of
excavations at both sites were very revealing, patticularly with reference to the formation
processes involved in the archaeological record (e.g., the Quihi Soil). The STAA asked a
noted geomorphologist to look at the sites and his research is ongoing. Additionally,

site 41ME132 is located adjacent to a spring and bog which was likely the reason,

10,500 years ago, that humans began to camp at this site. STAA has arranged for an
expetienced palynologist to do pollen cores in the bog, with the hope of gaining some
insight into local paleoclimate. This researcher has worked extensively in areas of
Texas where pollen was supposedly “impossible” to obtain, and has developed
techniques that have permitted the formulation of vegetational and climatic

sequerces in southern and south central Texas,

1t is perhaps because so little is known about the Quihi area, so little has been learned by
the SGR “assessments,” and so little is expected by THC (based on the Draft
Programmatic Agreement) that neither geomorphology nor climate studies are
included in the Draft PA. 1 am certain this will be remedied in the Final Draft

PA, as the archaeologists at THC are keenly aware how quickly the database changes in
Texas archaeology.

(2) a wholly inadequate review of the American Indian peoples who were in

the area. This topic will be of serious concern among local American Indian
organizations and their leaders. At the December 2, 2004, meeting, Mr. Ray Hernandez
of the Tap Pilam group in San Antonio spoke eloquently about this problem, and he
consulted extensively with the congressional staffers who were there. Mr, Hernandez is
well known across southern Texas as a spokesman for American Indians, and his impact
has been felt on many constroction projects.



The Draft Programmatic Agreement must require that a trained, experienced
ethnohistorian must examine the historical records. A great deal of data are to be found
in the literature, both mid-19" century and Spanish Colonial, on these groups. Just
because it has not yet been done in the past does not mitigate the necessity of such
ethnohistory being prepared at this time. After a rail bed has been laid, ethnohistorically-
sensitive areas will already be gone. A perfect example of the potential of ethnohistory
is Dr. Maria F. Wade's published study (University of Texas Press, 2003) on the
American Indians of the Edwards Plateau and their interaction with the Spanish. The
area of focus was immediately to the west of Quihi. Dr. Wade went through Spanish
archives and found data on the Native peoples that had never been found nor fully
understood.

Dr. Cassedy is to be commended, to be sure, for his effort to provide a predictive model
of cultural resources based on soil types in the Quihi area, This is an admirable first
step.  He realizes, as do other serious scholars, that the Quihi area constitutes a

unique historical context. As I noted above, this second URS report recommends that
all proposed rail routes in the Quihi area be abandoned and a new effort made to use the
old Dunlay route.

Indeed, the historic context is what is in peril in the plans of SGR. Geographers,
archaeologists, historians and other researchers have long worked with the concept of a
“landscape.”  Within the landscape, there can be certain elements that pull together

a significant moment in the development of a region. At Quihi, there is an
archaeological landscape about which we know very little, Is it an important and
integrated set of sites without parallel in this part of Texas? We cannot determine this
with the extant data. However, STAA surveys done in July 2004 and shovel test
excavations in 2003, suggest that there are a lot of sites out there. perhaps within
proposed SGR routes, or outside the proposed routes. For example, in the 2004

STAA survey, additional sites were found on the Weimers Ranch, and a series

of extremely interesting sites were documented along Elm Creek. These sites have been
formatly recorded at the Texas Archeological Research Laboratory,

UT-Austin. They are likely just a drop in the bucket in terms of the local site inventory.
In January, 2005, a team of STAA members carried out shovel-test research at the
Renken Site, in the EIm Creek drainage. Thirteen shovel tests were dug to help ascertain
the extent of the site and buried deposits. The site turns out to be at least 200 meters in
length. The shovel tests, | meter deep, revealed layers of silt and burned rock, flint
flakes, a Bulverde point (Middle Archaic), and extremely well preserved animal bones
{probably deer). While this site and others on Elm Creek may well be outside proposed
SGR activities, they illustrate the potential for important sites within the whole area.

While both of the SGR assessments are useful in getting an idea of the mid-19" century
cultural record in the Quihi area, much more must be done. It is not enough to simply
“move” a house to a new location. That saves the house, but destroys the historie
context. The constellation of early stone homes and buildings around Quihi are without

I have never seen such a culturally-significant landscape as the one which incorporates
the Quihi area. The STB staff and commissioners in Washington must understand that
the destruction of cultural resources is a nationwide concern and a nationwide disaster.
Why must the destruction of such a landscape be of such a “national interest” (STB is in
the business of penmits for railroads across the United States) that the Quihi

area must be the next, and totally unnecessary. victim? This is not a narrow, “tree-
hugger- environmentalist- preservationist” view. It is a reality based on the science and
history that is already known, and which is so clearly evident, from the Quihi landscape.

Sincerely yours,

Thomas R. Hester, Ph.D.
Professor of Anthropology, emeritus
The University of Texas at Austin
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parallel in this part of Texas. Not even in Castroville is such a unique settlement
preserved -- and Castroville received First Lady Laura Bush’s recognition in the
Preserve Anterica federal program. Houses can't just be picked up and “moved.”
Their context must be studied through historical archaeology and by architectural
historians. While one of the houses that will be impacted by an SGR

route, the Saathoff-Scheule home, is on the National Register of Historic Places,

there are many such potential Register buildings in the area. The local historical group is
working toward the designation of a National Register District, a designation that is
clearly warranted.

The Quihi area represents, I would argue, a unique, unparalleled rural historical
landscape, Though “progress” has modified this area of pre-Civil War settlement,

it remains remarkably intact in comparison to similar early settlements in Texas and
elsewhere. Quihi is not “unique” simply because of its old buildings. Quibi had a key
role in the settlement and development of south central Texas, and is a prominent part of
chronicles of early commerce (¢f. the Chihuahua Road) and early military explorations,
Even the natural Jandscape, such as the stream drainages, is little modified, and the
processes of deposition within the drainages may well have preserved a pollen record of
environmental change for at least the last 15,000 years.

Railrcads are not new to the towns lying south of the Edwards Plateau. Knippa, D'Hanis,
and Hondo (and 1o a certain extent, Uvalde) grew up along the 19" century rait lines.
Their historical landscape includes these railroads, which are a key part of their
development. However, there is no rationale for the serious disturbance, if not
destruction, of the Quihi historical landscape by building new, short railroads for the
profit of private, non-local corporations. In essence. the $STB is being asked to provide a
permit (and it has never failed to provide such a permit!) so that a rail line can be built
through the Quihi historical landscape in order to haul limestone to consumers in
Houston! To put it more bluntly, your Federal agency could well end up approving a
short term, private profit objectives that will significantly degrade the long term viability
of an unequaled cultural and historical resource.

Though I have done research in the Quihi region for only a brief time, I have carried out
fieldwork and publication in southern Texas for 40 years., As detailed in an earlier letter,
these investigations have also inctuded sites in Medina County, Bandera County, Uvalde
County, Kendall County and Bexar County. It is unlikely that any other archaeological
researcher can match this experience and the perspective which it provides. 1also
directed the largest archaeological research laboratory in the State, at UT-Austin, for

17 years, as well as carrying out fieldwork and publication in other parts of the State. 1
am also a member of the Medina County Historical Commission and have participated in
the Commission’s review of this proposed project. I note these factors not to boost my
ego, but simply to point out that I am well aware of what sorts of landscapes are worthy
of preservation, And, I am well aware of the earlier destruction of such landscapes
through ill-advised subdivisions, rail lines, and commercial activities.
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Docket #: FD 34284 0
Name of Sender: Ted Portenier Date Received: 01/11/2008
Group: Date of Letter: 01/10/2005

The purpose of the STB7 | belleve the purpose has been (0sl. Up until now in being a part of the process. | have watched, |

have listened, | have been active, concemed, i Wanting to all there was to both sides of the issue. | tried

o keep an open mind and heart knowing that this was a major issue and would have major effects an everyone in my

as well as my family, homestead and way of life. This painstaking process is all necessary In order to get all the
larity possible for this type of devastation upon a community. Some of the saving grace 1o this process is to have an

unbiased 3rd party involved to look at all the "facts" honestly and help bring resolve and closure that is truly for the good of

rall”,

The STB is ane said such organization founded by the pecple of these United States and funded by all the people of these
United States. Our tax deltars at work or 5o we would like to believe.
But as | have watched, listened, been an active part and have been whole heartedly concerned for ths good of all in this
rocess, | have been completely dumbfounded with the peoples of the STE. | have never in all my years seen such a charade,
lsuch a farce. such a waste of money and of our time as citizens of this country and process. Your review (DEIS) was never
faven done! And you damn well know it. The STB cut and pasted documents with headers that were entitled for this project,
lstuck them in a binder and called it a study. Then patronized the people who pay your salaries with the apportunity to blow
isteam. You could care less what we are faced with, what we've been through, what all this means to our famities and what will
happen after your charade is over. You are hearfiess and without a conscience. Your organization {if you can call it that)
should be and will be held llable for total corruption,

http://stb.dot.gov/Ect1/ecorrespondence.nsf/PubliclncomingByDocketNumber/730441B4...  1/12/2007



TED PORTENIER
331 County Rd 252
Hondo, TX 78861

830 426 4901

Janwaary 10, 2005
Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit

1925 K Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001
Attention: Rini Ghosh

Re: Finance Docket No, 34284
Dear Rini Ghosh,

The pumpase of the STB? T believe the purpose has been st Up wnil now in being 1 part of the
tive, concermed, interested, Wanting to understand

process, | have watchad, | have listened, | have be
all there was 1o both sides of the issue 1 iried 1o keep an open mind and heart knowing that this was a
major issue md woukd have major effects an everyone in my community as well as my funily, homestead
and way of life. This painstaking process is all necessary in order 1o get all the clarity possible for this type
d 3rd

Some of the saving grace o this process is 10 have an unbia

of devastarion upon a community.
party involved to look at all the "facts” honestly and help bring resolve and closure that is 1raly for the

goad af "all"

TB is one said such organization founded by the people of these United States and funded by all the

The

peaple of these United States. Our tax dollars at work or so we would like to believe

But as T have waiched, listened, been an active part and have been whole heartedly concerned for the

1 have been completely dumbloundad with the peaples of the STB. | have

good of all in this pro

 such a waste of moncy and of our time as dtizens
or cven done! And you damn well know it. The
entitled for this project, stuck them in a binder and

never in all my vears seen such a charadle, such a fare
his country and process. Your review (DEIS) was
ST1 cut and pasted documents with headers that we

sur salarics with the opportunity 1o blow steam

called it 4 sy, Then humored the peaple who p

You could care less what we are faced with, what w seen through, what all this means 1o our families

t will happen after vour chasade is over. You are hear

and without a conscience.  Your

and

orga tion (if you can call it that) should be and will be held liable for total corruption.

Respectfully Submitted,

Ted Portenier

e US Congressman Henry Bonilla
US Senator John Cornyn
adla

imoteo Garza

Texas Semator Frank
P

Medina County Judge Jim Barden

Medina County Commissioner Royce Hartman

Reprosentative
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STB Docket No. FD 34284 ~ L

Dear Ms. Ghosh:

In accord ce with our resp ies under Seciion 309 of the Clean Air Act, the
National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ)
Regulations for Implementing NEPA, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)

Region 6 office in Dallas, Texas, has completed its review of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement (DEIS) for the proposed Southwest Gulf Railroad Company rail line construction in
Medina County, Texas. The proposed rail line would extend seven miles from a loading track at
the Vulcan Construction Company limestone quarry to the Del Rio Subdivision of the Union
Pacific Railroad Company, near Dunlay, Texas.

EPA rates the DEIS as "EC-2," i.e,, EPA has "Environmental Concerns and Requests
Additional Information in the Final EIS (FEIS)." FPA has identified environmental concerns
and :.,:‘.n ional needs to be included in the FEIS to complement and to more fully insure
chp]lancc with the requirements of NEPA and the CEQ regulations. Areas requiring additional
information or clarification include: Spill Prevention, Contai and Counter {SPCC)
plan development, air quality, and the incorporation of recommendations to minimize rail line
construction aquatic impacts at stream crossings.

Our classification will be published in the Federal Register according to our responsibility
under Section 309 of the Clean Air Act, to inform the public of our views on proposed Federal
actions. Detailed comments are enclosed with this fetter which more clearly identify our concerns
and the informational needs requested for incorporation into the FEIS, If you have any questions,
please contact Mike Jansky of my staff at 214-665-7451 or by e-mail at jansky.michael@epa.gov
for assistance.

EPA appre.ci{ites the opportunity to review the DEIS. Please send our office five copies
of the FEIS when it is sent to the Office of Federal Activities, EPA (Mail Code 2252A), Ariel
Rios Building, 1200 Pennsylvania Ave, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20460.

Sincerely m
‘ J ! )

Bonnie Braganza, Acting Chief
Office of Planning and
Coordination (6EN-XP)
Enclosure Internet Address (URL) s hitp:/www.epa.gov
Recycied/Recyclable » Printec with Vegetable Ol Based Inks on Recycled Paper (Minimurm 25% Postconsumer)

1-18-0%; 5:26PM; 1865 8000
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Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit . I8
Washington, DC 20423 /

A st
Attention: Rini Gosh (hv / %3
STB Dacket No. 34284 !

I have read the summary Draft Envir 1 Impact S (DEIS) you were so kind
to send to my attention in regard to the Vulcan quarry and associated railroad planned for
Medina County.

I feel that many of my concerns about the ways that this proposed operation will disrupt
the tranquility of our daily lives has been trivialized in the report. My water well
provides a marginal volume of water now - I expect that it could be completely dry when

peting for the large of water d by a quarry operation. [ don’t think
any agency can provide reasonable assurances that this will not occur and I simply cannot
afford to drill a new well on my limited retirement income.

It is not right to give the power to a private company to condemn historic farmland for
uses destined only to line the pocket of private profit-seeking companies. How do you
expect a relatively poor county such as Medina, to keep up with the great increases in
road repairs caused by 3 serious increase in traffic caused by very heavy trucks? They
can't even keep the roads adequately repaired now!

And who needs more train wrecks. Have you read the paper? Count them! Iunderstand
that they want to construct highway crossings “on grade” rather than building overpasses.
With the heavy volume of rail/truck traftic predicted, it will be enormously disruptive to
the whole community.

Flying rocks from gravel trucks cracking windshields, large clouds of limestone dust
contaminating our air 24/7, day and night blasting, rail noises, horns etc will pollute a
large part of the county. I’m sure you have limestone in your neighborhood - why don't
we propose this operation be relocated there?

Sincerely,

Al & Jerrie Bishop
241 CR 253

PO Box 87

Rio Medina, TX 78066

DETAILED COMMENTS
ON THE
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
SOUTHWEST GULF RAILROAD COMPANY
PROPOSED RAIL LINE CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATIO
IN MEDINA COUNTY, TEXAS
DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (DEIS)

Background

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) has
prepared a DEIS for the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company’s proposed rail line in Medina
County, Texas. The proposed seven mile long rail line would connect a proposed Vulcan
Construction Materials limestone quarry and the Del Rio subdivision of the Union Pacific
Railroad Company, near Dunlay, Texas. SEA prepared this DEIS pursuant to the provisions of
the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental regulations. The DEIS
di the p ial envir | impacts that may result from the construction and operation
of the proposed rail line and includes SEA’s preliminary recommendations for mitigating possible
environmental effects.

The following comments are now offered for consideration in the development of the
FEIS.

Edwards Recharge Zone:

“The rail line project is located, in part, on the Edwards aquifer recharge zone. After
reviewing the documents, EPA offers the following comments to strengthen the Final Statement:

1. The boundary between the Edwards aquifer recharge zone and the transition zone
should be shown on the detailed maps as well as the small-scale maps, and in particular should be
included on Figure 4.17-1. Please incorporate into the Final EIS.

2. EPA concurs with the SEA recommendation (p. 4-32) of a condition requiring
development of and compliance with a Spill Prevention, Containment and Countermeasures
(SPCC) Plan. The Plan should be site-specific and should include a map showing recharge
features in the Bdwards aquifer recharge zone in the vicinity of the rail line, and indicate measures
to protect ground water from contamination through those features. Please incorporate into the
Final EIS.

3. The document should contain more information on the fueling and maintenance areas
which will be located outside the recharge zone (e.g. storage and management of fuel, thickness
of confining layer there, and safeguards against drainage of spills onto the recharge zone). Please
discuss in the Final EIS.

2/
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Mitigation of Wetland and Aguatic Stream Crossing Impacts

The project involves construction of a rail line for seven miles to transport limestone from
a proposed rock quarry to a Union Pacific rail line for shipment to markets in the Houston area
and other areas. It appears the impacts to aquatic areas will be mainly from stream crossings.
Since there will be several stream crossings and we have no site specific information, we can only
make general recommendations to minimize impacts of construction on streams and riparian
areas. Our recommendations are as follows:

1, We recommend span bridges where possible to minimize impacts to stream. This
should certainly be done for all perennial streams.

2. Where channel work is necessary, precautions should be taken to avoid channel
degrading from head-cutting. For example, grades at the culverts and bridges should remain at
their existing levels.

3. If a series of box culverts is installed to carry high flows, one culvert should be lower
than the others to handle frequent flows (i.e. “bankfull” or less), with other culverts at higher
elevations for less frequent events.

4. Plan the route and design crossings to avoid the need to cut off meanders and
channelize streams reaches.

5. Minimize impacts to the riparian corridor, especially forested areas. For example, do
not clear the entire right-of-way through the riparian area or floodplain. Only clear what is
needed for construction and access.

6. Minimize impacts to the creek banks (soil and vegetation). Stabilize and replant
disturbed banks with native vegetation as soon as construction at that point is finished.

7. All best management practices should be used to minimize erosion of banks and bare
soil, and reduce siltation of streams. Bare soil should be stabilized and revegetated as soon as
possible. Hay bales and silt fences should be inspected and repaired as needed after each rainfall
event that creates runoff. All silt fences should be parallel to contours. Long and steep slopes
need multiple rows of fencing,

8. Wetlands or forested floodplain should not be used for staging or storage areas
or for borrow areas.

Air Quality

‘We have reviewed the DEIS to assure compliance with applicable conformity regulations

b
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EDWARDS AQUIFER
6.10-1.1-5 Aur e Rr T Y
January 7, 2005
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Ms. Rini Ghosh ‘)\’L% EI— '3 14
Surface Transportation Board it
Case Control Unit QD

1924 K Street, NW
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001

Dear Ms, Ghosh:

‘The purpose of this letter is to provide comments on the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) Finance Docket No. 34284 regarding Southwest Gulf Railroad Company’s
proposed construction and operation of seven miles of railroad track in Medina County,
Texas. On November 15, 2004, the Edwards Aquifer Authority (Authority) received the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) from the Section of Environmental
Analysis (SEA) of the STB. Authority staff has reviewed the DEIS and presents the
following comments:

Regarding Section 4.5.2 Groundwater ~ Operational Impacts to Groundwater:

‘The second paragraph of this section (pg. 4.31) indicates that thore is a small risk
of petroleum entering groundwater and that to reduce the risk, fueling and
maintenance of locomotives will be conducted in an area off of the Edwards
Aquifer Recharge Zone (EARZ). Based on the geologic map presented on Figure
3.6-1 (pg. 3-39), it appears that the maintenance and fuel storage area will be
located on an outcrop of Del Rio Clay immediately south the EARZ. Authority
staff recommends that the and fuel storage area be located ag far
south of the EARZ as possible in an area that will drain away from the EARZ and
in area where, at a minimum, the full thickness of Del Rio Clay is present. This
precaution will provide additional protection for the Edwards Aquifer from spills
at the maintenance and fueling facility.

Authority regulations prohibit the installation of new aboveground and
underground storage tanks that contain hazardous materials on the EARZ.
(EDWARDS AQUIFER AUTHORITY RULES, ¢h. 713, subch. G). Any excavations
into Del Rio Clay that encounter Edwards Limestone will be considered as being
on the EARZ; therefore, the installation of tanks containing regulated materials
info any such excavation will be prohibited.

EAAquifer

ZoneiLetlers\STB DEIS - Medina Co Quarry - Comment.doc

1615 N.St. Mary’s Street San Antonio, Texas 782151415 (210) 222-2204  (800) 292-1047
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per SEFR 63214. Medina County, Texas is in attainment for all National Ambient Air Quality
Standards; therefore , general conformity regulations do not apply. However, any demolition,
cornstruction, rehabilitation, repair, dredging or filling activities have the potential to emit air
pollutants, EPA recommends best practices be implemented to minimize the impact of any air
pollutants. Furthermore, construction, and waste disposal activities should be conducted in
accordance with applicable local, state and Federal statutes and regulations.

Ms. Rini Ghosh
January 7, 2005 - Page 2

If the maintenance and fuel storage area must be located in an area of Del Rio
Clay outerop, Authority staff recommends that any storage tanks be constructed
with tertiary containment. Many consider the Del Rio Clay to act as a barrier to
contaminants and water from entering the Edwards Aquifer; however, naturally
oceurring {ractured clays are not engineered fills and should not be considered as
imparting protection to the Edwards Aquifer.

The referenced DEIS section also discusses the need for a Spill Prevention,
Containment, and Countermeasures (SPCC) Plan. Authority staff emphasizes the
need for an aggressive SPCC Plan for the portion of the rail line that crosses the
BARZ. Due to the potential for rapid infiltration of any spills on the EARZ and
due to the rapid groundwater flow rates in this karst aquifer, spill prevention will
be essential to preventing aquifer contamination,

The Authority appreciates the opportunity to comment on the subject DEIS. If you have any
questions regarding these comments, please contact Ms. Robin L. Tremallo, P.G.,

=

Robert J. Potts
General Manager

Si 1y,

RP:RLT:JRH/ev

EMAquifer Science\Environmental\Recharge ZoneALetters\STB DEIS - Medina Co Quarry - Comment.doc
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SURFACE . TRANSPORTATION BOARD
CASE CONTROLE UNIT
WASHINGTON "D.C. 20423
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El 135 APTN: RINI GOSH EI Bl
STB DOCKET FD 34284

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, D.C. 20423

Attention: Mr. Rini Ghosh

Subject:  STB Docket No. FD34284 - Environmental Impact Statement - Proposed
Vulcan Materials Quarry & Southwest Gulif Raltroad Rail Line Project FIRST LET ME THANK THE STB FOR GIVING ME THE OPPORTUNITYIO EXPRESS

MY COMMENTS ON THE AFTER THE FACT AUTHORIZATION GIVEN TO VULCAN

MATERIALS TO BUILD A RAIL LINE FROM IT"S INDIPENDENT QUARRY

Dear Mr. Ghosh: T0 THE U.P. LINE IN DUNLAY , TEXAS. FROM EVERY STANDPOINT THIS HAS BEEN A DONE
. DEAL FROM THE START. THE DEIS REPORT SOUNDS LIKE IT WAS WRITTEN BY

This letter is in response to the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) for the VULCAN FOR VULCAN. THIS RAIL LINE SHOULD BE CONS]-D“*? PART OF

proposed Vulcan Materlals Quarry & Southwest Gulf Railroad Rail Line Project. THE MBGA QUARRY SITE AND THE DEIS SHOULD INCLUDE STUDY AS ONE UNIT.

THE WAY THIS RAIL LINE AND QUARRY WILL EFECT THE PEOPLE WHOS
FOREFATHERS SETTLED THIS LAND BACK IN 1843/44 CAN NEVER BE ERASED

The DEIS reads like it was written by Vulcan Materials and not by the Surface AND YOU RS THE STB BOARD ARE THE ONLY ONES THAT CAN STOP IT.

Transportation Board. The potential flooding from changes in topography as a resuit of

building the rail line were not mentioned in the study. Further, dust from quarry DON't LET VULCAN HAVE THE RIGHT TO TAKE, OUR LEGAL OWNERSHIP OFTHIS
operations would be a problem that was not addressed in the DEIS. Since the quarry is ) LAND AWAY, US BY THE ANTQUATED LAW OF EMINENT DOMAIN.
programmed to be a 24-hour operation, noise is an issue that shoutd be addressed as it
relates to wildlife and human life. é“
2 &/RUS! MANGOLD
Heayy truck traffic on State Farm Road 2676 would have a negative impact on not only
the maintenance on the road itself, but also would impact farm-to-market traffic. Driving 807 33rd STREET
on Farm Road 2676 would be rendered much more dangerous for other than the big
quarry trucks. HONDO ,TEXAS 78861
In summary, { believe the DEIS comes up short on many issues and further study is WEHAR RANCH
warranted. QUIHI, TEXAZ
Sincerely, /.. Y

Micd, Texas 78056
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Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
‘Washington, DC 20423

Attn: Rini Ghosh

STB Docket No. FD 34284

v’ January 9, 2005

EL- 13I8

SN 18 o005
AT
40

~ .
Tama6h generation descendant of Schweer and Zeda Balzen, who arrived on the Quihi Creek in
1856 as part of Henry Castro’s Quihi Colony. Their four (4) children were married in Quihi, and
they built pioneer homes along the Quihi Creek in 1856, 1858, 1865, and 1872. I deeply care
about issues concerning our environment, cultures, preservation of our historical buildings, and
issues that affect our citizens such as water resources, safety, dust and noise control, and
vibrations from traffic and industry.

The Sutface Transportation does a good job of addressing the afore-mentioned concerns, and T
am confident that you will make the necessary studies and investigations to see that our life in
Texas is properly protected. I am also confident that you will make an unbiased determination
based on sciemtific facts, and not emotional appeal, or to satisfy someone’s personal agenda.

1 feel strongly that our free private enterprise system is what makes America strong, and the envy
of the world. We must not stifle our transportation systems, but allow the most efficient flow of
traffic and transportation throughout our land.

T think we must allow businesses such as Vulcan Material Company to build railroads, roads, gas
lines, etc. to efficiently move their products to markets. Everyone in our land benefits with
cheaper products, and their community support. Controlled growth is good!

‘The proposed quarry is in a very remote area, and will not be an aesthetics problem. Modern
plant equipment will provide noise and dust control at an ble level, and the recycling of
‘water will keep water consumption low. Vibrations from blasting will not atfect homes because
of distance to the nearest buildings. Shipping by rail will keep dust at a minimum. Two train
loads in and out every 24 hours will not affect road traffic much. A train traveling only 20 mph
will pass a given point in only five (5) minutes, and only four times each day. This will cause
minimal delay on lightly traveled rural roads. Dust from the trains will be & minimum, and train
vibrations will not affect structures near the tracks.

Vaulcan has agreed to mitigate reasonable issues, such as cultural, wildlife protection, and floods.
I think this is the way our laws and regulations are supposed to work. To allow our free
enterprise system the cheapest and most efficient means of operating, but also to provide the
protection of public concerns, I think this is exactly what is taking place, and I appreciate your
efforts. I support the construction of the proposed railroad track and the quarry. We need
Vulean’s products!

Sincerely,

Susan Martin

clearly designed to serve one industry for one purpose. If other industries will be
served by this line, a cumulative impact study should be required as part of this draft
EIS that will address the impacts from these additional uses. In that the SGR project
would have serious environmental, cultural, and economic impacts to the private
property traversed by the proposed routes, as well as to the community of Quihi as a
whole, GEAA recommends the No-Action Alternative be adopted by STB regarding this
project.

Sincerely,

Gl o

Development and Outreach Coordinator
Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance

Member Groups

Alamo Group of the Sierra Club

Aquifer guardians in Urban Areas (AGUA)

Austin Reglonal Sierra Club

Bexar County Green Party

Hays CAN (Community Action Network)

Helotes Heritage Association

Medina County Environmental Action Association, Inc.
San Antonio Conservation Society

San Geronimo Watershed Alliance

San Marcos River Foundation

Save Barton Creek Association

Save Our Springs Alliance

Smart Growth San Antonio

Sustainable Energy and Economic Development (SEED) Coalition
Wimberley Valley Watershed Association

West Texas Springs Alliance

Greater
Edwards
Aquifer
Alliance

&

January 9, 2005

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit ET-1%19
Washington, DC 20423

Attn: Rini Ghosh
Re: STB Docket No. FD 34284

Dear Ms. Ghosh and members of the Surface Transportation Board,

1 am submitting these comments on behalf of the Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance, a
coalition of sixteen member groups from throughout the Edwards Aquifer Region. The
Greater Edwards Aquifer Alliance (GEAA) is a non-profit organization whose mission is
to promote effective broad based grassroots advocacy for conservation and sustainable
management of the Edwards Aquifer Ecosystem throughout the twenty-one county
Edwards region.

‘The Surface Transportation Board (STB) has recognized the Southwestern Guif Raifroad
Company (SGR) as a “common carrier” and has thus accorded the rights of
condemnation through eminent domain for construction of the seven-mile rail line to
connect the Vulcan Materials Company (Vulcan) quarry project with an existing Union
Pacific Railroad Company line. The draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
compiled by the Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) does not include a cumulative
impact study of uses other than those proposed 1o serve the Vuican Materials Company.
The draft EIS states in section ES1.1 that "SGR would also hold itself out as a common
carrier and provide service to other industries that might locate in the area in the
future.” Yet, no impacts of such “other industries” are addressed in this document.

Section ES 2.0 "Description of Proposed Action” confines itself to a description of the
proposed SGR. that only includes use of this line by Vulcan. All studies contained in the
draft EIS pertain exclusively to the impacts from activities serving Vulcan. Should the
STB maintain the fiction that the SGR is a “common carrier”, the cumulative impacts of
rail traffic through the proposed routes should include projections of uses by “other
industries”,

GEAA objects to the fiction that SGR is a “common carrier” and most strenuously
ohjects to STB granting governmental powers of condemnation to a project that is

P.O. Box 15618, San Antonio, Texas 78212
(210) 320-6294 / www.AquiferAlliance.org
1809 Blanco Road, San Antonio, Texas 78212
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2315 Alladin Drive
San Antonio, Texas 78228

LYl January 10, 2004

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit

1925 K Street, NW
Washington, D. C. 20423-0001

Attention: Rini Ghosh

Subject: Finance Docket Number 34284
Dear Ms. Ghosh:

The Draft Environmental Impact Statement considers every environmental impact of the
proposed railroad as having no significant impact or as being easily ameliorated by minor
changes to the proposal, which by the way, will he designed, approved, monitored,
approved, and validated by Vulcan. Such a one-sided approach does not qualify as
scientific nor are the proposed solutions fair to all concerned.

The Study fails to consider the environmental impact of the proposed guarry for which
the railroad is to be built. For example:

1. Dust pollution. Dust particles from mining and transporting operations will foul the
air and cover everything in the environment, adversely affecting the health and the
natural beauty of wildlife and habitat. The dust will adversely affect the health of
human residents and the operation of machinery of all kinds. The efficiency and
lifetimes of automobiles, air conditioners, power saws, generators and other
machinery with moving parts (all machinery) will be reduced. The health of pets and
farm animals will not benefit from the dust. Even goats may choke on dust covered
forage. Thirty mile vistas will be reduced by dust hanging in the air,

2. Noise pollution. The proposed fifty year twenty-four hour quarry operation will create
an incessant barrage of clamorous nerve grating noise which will not end in my
lifetime. The noise will drive wildlife from the region; thus reducing their effective
habitat. Wildlife species of the region include deer, hog, coyote, fox, wildcat,
opossum, raccoon, armadillo, squirrel, road runner, turkey, hawk, snakes, lizards, and
many other native species, In addition, livestock animals are sensitive to noise and
will be more difficult to raise and market.

January 9, 2005

Cas

N Was]
Surface Transportation Board

Case Control Unit
Attention: Rini Ghosh
STB Docket Number FD 34284

Washington, DC 20423 1.

Dear Rini Ghosh:

| am sending comment regarding the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS) for the proposed Vulcan materials quarry and Southwest Guif railroad rail
line project at Quihi, Medina County, Texas.

The rail line crossing is in a very critical area that includes a flood plain in an
historical district. Flooding will be enhanced by the railroad tracks, its roadbed,
and the trestle bridge.  The historical sites, homes and ranches will suffer a
significant impact on the overall environment with large amounts of water, air and 3.
noise pollution. This is unacceptable.

Gravel truck traffic, road damage, road construction, train whisties, floodlights,
land cuts, land fills and flooding issues are the substantial problems that Quihi
residents should not have to endure for the financial benefit of the Vulcan
Company. Quihi is a continuously growing community that attracts quiet country
living, wildlife, small businesses, farming, and family recreational activities.

4.
I ask that you sericusly consider the DEIS carefully and prevent the Vuican
quarry project from destroying Quihi historical sites, homes, ranches, water
quality and wildiife.

5.

Respectfully,

T. (Lynn Landrum . i . .
4297 Courity Road 145, . ) . 6.
Alvin, Texas 77511 ‘
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3. Water pollution: Our only source of water in the subdivision is well water from the
Edwards Aquifer. Each household must have its own individual septic system to
dispose of waste water. Livestock use water from open tanks. All three systems may
be compromised by the proposed operations. If blasting weakens a septic system,
nearby wells will be contaminated. If blasting fractures the impervious formations we
may lose our well water. Loss of well water ends all farming and livestock operations
on our arid hill country ranches.

How will residents affected by the proposed quarry operations be protected or
compensated for loss of health, quality of life, and livelihood? I believe the
Environmental Impact Statement should address these issues and assess the costs to
residents. Measures should be put in place to prevent such losses. A fund should be set
aside for settling claims of loss due to quarry operations. A procedure should be put in
place specifically for adjudicating claims of loss due to quarty operations.

Sincerely,

e

George R. Hélguin

e Control Unit Ej/ 122

hington, D. C. 20423

Attention: Rini Gosh
S1B Docket No. FD 34284

W,H. Mangold (Buddy) spent his final years collecting artifacts on the Mangold-
Wiemers Ranch, You do not have a record of the artifacts or the history of this
Ranch, The artifacts weren't registered at the time. The report on all the

findings, will come out in 2005,

We have owned this ranch since the death of my father and have been trying to
kesp this ranch in it's oringinal condition since that time. For the last 6 years

Mobile homes on our fence line have cost us time and money and closed roads and
new fences have been the end of that problem, A month after that problem, we hesxr
Vulean will be putting a railroad and quarry in our area. Is this fair?

We have family history in this area that Vulcan will destroy. Both Grandparents
Great Grandparents Settleded this community. The Wiemers Osk out of New Fountain

is family owned land. My great grandparents ave buried on Road #365 My grandmothexr
was born in the Offinger Home on $365. My gramdfather started the New Fountain

Methodist Church.
Thank you for letting us volce our views at the STB Meeting in Hondo. Maybe you
relised that we have feelings about how how you spend our tax money. We do not

Llike you favoring companies for profit of stock holders. How about favoring
families with feelings about history.

Vulcan has talked to me only to say "We are coming thru.* Not "We care, we will
do all we can to make you happy"! Instead of giving us problems for the last S
years.

We all have lives otherg than dealing with Vulcan and their troubles. We don't
want them}

Please keep Vulcan off our roads. Make then build their own roads and keep them

off our flood plane and out of our dringkwater in our Aquifer with it's great
tasting water. The DELs did not cover tiis.



Page 2 Attn: Rini Gosh - STB Docket No. 34284
8. Vulcan should be fined or made to scarifice if they damage anything in Medina

County. Like donating gravel to Medina County. The DEis does not punish them

if they do wrong. The rest of us get fined or sent to prison 1f we do wrong.
9. Vulcan has damaged San Antonio. Take a picture of North San Antonio by alr

and see how they have destroyed our beautifut hill country. It is ap embaxrresment
for the citizens of Bexar County.

10. Send Vulcan back to Alabama!

11. Civil Liberties are being trampled natural rescoutes are being plundered and
people are dying opn a fools exrand., "Smithsonan 05

12. New Report - Another train accident Kixrby - Bast of San antonio 3 rail cars off

the tracks. Gravel — Sand truck ariving too fast pushed cars off track. In 03

282 people injured in train wrecks 36 people killed. It seems evexy week. 1-10-05
another train wreck in Bexar County.Maybe it's time to slow the trains down.
Grantville N. C. another wreck - Clorine gas. More killed. 1-6-05

13, Trains are disturbing our sleep. our drive to woxk, Our meals at Bill & Rosa's
cafe in D'Hanis is disturbed by a train, Tonight Ronnie Mason sopgs were distuubed
by the train. Our trip to the Hondo National Bank was disturbed by the train.

And when we move to Hondo in 05 we will be disturbed by trains again,Andthen
you want g destca}i the quite of oux ranch by sanding a txain there too.

Rusty and Verlyn Mangold
807 - 33rd Street
Hondo, Texas 78861

WEMAN RANCH
Quihi, Texas
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We wish to express our feelings and opinions about4He
proposed Rail spur connecting the Vulcan quarry to an
existing line several miles to the south near Dunlay, Texas.
This spur cannot be separated from the quarry since this is
a rural residential area which has no other businesses other
than the proposed quarry. This spur simply would serve no
other use other than transporting gravel.
The proposed site is about six miles below the Medina lake
dam which is 99 years old. Damage to this dam causing
failure would simply be catastrophic to hundreds, perhaps
thousands of residences located down stream. In addition,
most of the homes in this area are served by privately
owned water wells. Our well produced water at 240 feet.
Many of our neighbors have even more shallow wells .
Vulcan states that they plan to dig and quarry to a depth of
200 feet We are very fearful that the blasting would damage
many wells in the area. The Edwards aquifer is the source
of water for the entire city of San Antonio and many
surrounding areas. The quarry site is to be located over the
recharge zone for this aquifer. How can anyone be willing to
approve blasting within forty feet-of this aquifer 7. We feel
very strongly that this is a genuine danger to the health of
people who rely on this sole water source for survival.
A.ddl.tionally, the quarry site as well as the proposed rail
line is in a flood plain. How will excavation effect the water
flow in this entire area ? The cuts and fills over these
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several miles will have an enormous impact on where all the

ground water goes. If the Medina dam fails the entire area
would be destroyed.

There is a strong feeling among many residents that Vulcan
is such a huge company that some studies have been
accepted upon information given by Vulcan rather than
properly performed by the appropriate agencies.

No one at Vulcan is concerned with protecting this
historical area or it's citizens.. Making money may be the
"American Way", however, it should not be made at the
expense of hundreds of Americans who love their homes asi
well as their community.

It is our sincere hope that no action will be taken in favor of
this rail spur.

Thank You,

Leslie and Elaine Semmelmann

4125 County Road 251

Hondo, Texas 78861

S



ET- 1230
Janvary 10, 2005
Ms. Victoria Rutson, Chief
SEA Section
Surface Transportation Board
1925 K Street S W .
Washington, D.C. 20423

Re: FD 34284
Vulcan Materials/SGR project
Medina County, TX

Dear Ms Rutson:

Enclosed is a map that Ms, Rini Ghosh asked for at the December 2, public meeting.

It is a map of the covenant that covers over 9500 acres of land. Approximately 60 pa{cels of land
are in this covenant, which places a deed restriction on the land prohibiting any rail line of any
description, or conveyor helt system, from being placed on the property.

Vulcan has stated that they have all the land that they need for the rail, except for 0.5 of a mile,.
This is not true, as you can see from the map. Even some of the areas not shaded in (net part qi
the covenant) are not available to them. The owners have expressed to us that, while not desiring

10 be in the covenant, they do not want a rail on their land, and are not willing to sell.

Approximately 2.3 miles of the proposed route is in this covenant, and not available to vallcan,
They will only get it through condemnation.

This is an extreme abuse of the eminent domain laws, and Vulean should not be able to condemn
land for their own profit.

We are asking our U, S. Congressman, Henry Bonilla, to submit this to you for us.
Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Alyne Fitzgerald

Encl:

Map
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‘ RESTRICTIONS

In no case shall the Restricted Properties, or any part
or portions thereof, ever be used for, nor shall there
ever be placed thereon, that type of structure or
improvement commonly known as a “railroad”, “rail
line”, “spur” or “siding”, or “railroad tracks” or
“rails” “rail or railroad trestle” or “conveyor belt
system” of any kind or nature whatsoever or any type
of structure or transport action system which
resembles, even remotely, that type of structure or
improvement commonly known as a “railroad”, “rail
line”, “railroad tracks” or “rails”, “rail or railroad
trestle” or “conveyor belt system” of any kind or
nature whatsoever.

ATTN: Rini Gosh

Fax: 202-565-9000

Dear Rini,

My name is Richard Fournier. 1 live in Quihi, Texas approx. 2 mies from the proposed

Quarry site. ) am writing to you today to ask you, no...to beg to you to please reconsider
plans for this quarry.

If you would please take just a few minutes, | would like to share with you my reasons for
not wanting my horne surrounded by this quarry.

{n 1858 my Parents brought my two brothers and one sister to Quihi because San
Antonio was not the environment they wanted us to be raised in. They felt that a country
upbringing was better. | feel they were corrsct in this decision,

In Quihi, my entire family grew up in an 800 square foot home (still standing on the
property) built in 1880, This home has been remodeled several times along the
way...but the core and sentimental value of this home cannot be found anywhers else
on earth for me. 1 have iived in this home since | was 1 year old, The walls, the floars,
the ceilings have watched and listened to my entire family grow up. This home has
heard the joys as well as the sorrows of my family for almost 50 years.

The memories of my childhood are preserved in this home. | remember my Mother (in
her bathrobe) on Easter Sunday, before Church, singing as she made breakfast for my
brothers, my sister and my Dad. | remember my Dad sitting in his recliner after a hard
days work watching a black and white television
| remember how my two brothers would scramble for the back daor as my Dad would
come in the house... knowing that they should be outside on a tractor or repairing fence,
And my sister always cleaning or washing somathing to help with the endless list of
chores.
| remember standing by the chicken houss as my Mother came out of the house...and
screamed to my Dad that President Kennedy had been shot and how she cried that
entire day. My Dad would not leave her for one minute and he hugged her most of the
day frying to console her,
| remember my brother Frank...showing me how to drive tractors and trucks when | was

only 7 years old {(and | remember this often as | have never had a wreck that has been
my fault in my life)

| remember my brother Ben ...how we used to go back into the pasture to hunt, Many of
my hunting skifls are still alive today because of him.

And there ...always close to me Is my sister....and | will naver forget how she taught ma
to swim in the cattle troughs.

You see Rini...this is not just my home. .. this is a part of me. | have just returned from
Northern Colorado from a 7 year employment with Hewlett Packard. Not even a year
ago...1 purchased most of my Parent's property, not as an investment but for the
happiness and memories that it brings me. It's the quiet, the deer that come up to the
earth tank in the back, One day many years from now...| dream of walking down the
driveway, barefooled, just as | did when | was 5 years old. Also, you can see that my
Parent's were right...a country upbringing was the correct choice, 1 have come from

Duge s
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working with cattle, horses and tractors to the high tech industry as an Enterprise
Syorage Engineer. My work now is moving Terabytes of data from hundreds of Server
Silos to Storage Arrays that are smaller than a phane bocth. One day...J would like to
come back to the cattle, horses and tractors

Rini, please just for a moment... put yoursalf in my shoes Maybe you did walk a similar
path.... where every waking moment of your childhood was sheer happiness because of
the family that you grew up in??

What if God biessed you with “that home ... that place" that you shared some of the
happiest times in your life?

Would you do it 7

What kind of decision would you make?

Would you just shrug it off as a possible bad investment .._or would you attempt it?
Wotild you purchase this property that evarytima you set foot on it. you would be
instantly catapulted back into those times and to those people that you hold so deep
and dear in your heart...and then you find it impossible to hold back the smiles, the
laughter, the tears...

1 can honestly say that I don't know how your childhood was....but | can tell you that
mine was nothing short of divinely inspired by God. Grandparents, Parents, brothers
and sisters that all loved you.  These memories...these times...these familles are what
we’all Iy Quihi are trying to preserve.. please help us.

; ) —~——

Rich Foumier w

390 CR 353 Hondo Texas 78861 -
HP Certified Enterprise Storage Engineer

HP Channel Partner Manager

phone: 512.263.6840

cell: §12 6634503

fax: 512,283.7018

email: richf@pmount.com

I Texas Department of Transportation
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Ms. Rini Ghosh

Surface Transportation Board o
Case Contro] Unit ‘J‘f‘ﬂ 1272005
STB Docket No. FD 34284 as ™

/i

‘Washington, DC 20423

Re:  Draft Environmental Impact Statement
Finance Docket No. 34284
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company
Construction and Operation Exemption
Medina County, Texas

Dear Ms. Ghosh:
The Environmental Affairs Division and the San Antonio District of the Texas Department of

Transportation (TxDOT) have completed their review of the Draft Envirc 1 Impact S
received by this agency on November 22, 2004

TxDOT has no comments o the proposed project at this time; however, for any portion of the project
that crosses TxDOT right-of-way, Southwest Gulf Railroad Company would be responsible for
compliance with all applicable local, state, and federal regulations and for performing any
environmental analysis and mitigation. If Southwest Gulf Railroad Company does plan to cross
TxDOT right-of-way, please contact the San Antonio District Maintenance office at 210.615.5856 for
any coordination and permitting that may be required,

Thank you for affording TxDOT the opportunity to comment on this proposed project. If you have
any questions or require further assistance, please contact Barrlynn West in the TxDOT-San Antonio

District at 210.615.5840 or Vicki Crnich in the Environmental Affairs Division at 512.416.3029.

Sincerely,

i, it
Chuck R. McLendon, P.E.
Project Management Section Director

Environmental Affairs Division
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01/10/2005 11:48 PM

To
<web.site. feedback@sth.dot.gov>
e
"Alyne Fitzgerald" <amfitz@earthlink.net>
Subject
Quihi Project

Dear Sir,

| am strongly opposed to the proposed project you have planned for the Quihi, Texas area. | live near the
area where the trains would run, and | am not convinced of the safety that such an iIncrease would
threaten. | have watched the history of rail accidents in the San Antonio area and other areas of the
country of late and | am uncomfortable about the increase in traffic that such a plan would cause.

tive in the Creekwood Subdivision. This is a strong residential area with many young families and retired
older couples. The proposed expansion would harm the rural atmosphere of the area. Further, | am
convinced that insufficient effort has been made to Insure that the increase in rait traffic with the added
noise and air pollution would undermine the property values for our homes. Even now, often the railroad
traffic goes through here at such a rate that the vibrations cause my floors to vibrate and the windows to
rattle. | have cracked plaster in every room in my home, and see no benefit in repairing it, yet again, as it
will just crack again as soon as it is repaired.

The tax structure of the community here is not sufficient to support the education of the number of
students that would be coming into the area if the proposal is a approved. | work in Northside
independent School District in San Antonio and see daily, firsthand, the danger of uncontrolied and
indeterminate growth. Until there is a plan for funding the education of the children of the workers and
giving them a quality education while continuing the caliber of aducation that is currently in place in the
area, no such appraval should be given, in my opinion. The children of the area are the future and when
we cannot prepare them educationaily then we have desperate problems.

Sandra L. Young

1024 CR 4511
Hondo, Texas 78861
830-425-8885
210-885-8842
Finance Docket No. 34284
January 10, 2005 Terry & Sylvia Greer
496 CR 253
Mico, TX 78056

Surface Transportation Board
Case Controt Unit

1925 K Street, NW EI-1325 9\ \

Washington, D.C. 20423-0001

Attention: Rini Ghosh
Fax No, (202) 565-9000

Re: STB Docket No, 34284
Dear Ms. Ghosh:

My wife and | have been residents of the Medina Oaks subdivision since April of
2000. Our residence is located about ¥z mile north of the proposed quarry site
and have several concerns about the proposed rail line and quarry.

Thank you for sending a copy of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement
(DEIS). In reviewing the DEIS we feel there are several issues that effect the
proposed SGR railway to the Vulcan Quarry Site. | am submitting the foliowing
comments regarding the DEIS and the Vuican Quarry.

Water Quality: | am concerned about the effects the quarry will have on water
wells.  Our weil head is located about 100 feet above the proposed quarry
elevation. The static water level of our well is 290 feet and is our only source of
water. We understand that the quarry is located over the Edwards recharge
zone. ltis also our understanding that Vulcan plans to locate diesel storage
tanks above the recharge zone, Is this prohibited? We also understand that
dynamiting releases nitrates into the soil which eventually seeps into the water
supply. We have additional concerns that quarrying to a depth of 200-250 feet
will not leave enough substrate above the Edwards Aquifer to filter out the
nitrates and diesel. If our water supply becomes contaminated or if wells run dry
after the quarry process begins, who will be liable for damages? Will water
quality monitoring stations be installed to monitoring the proposed railway and
quarry to assure compliance with water quality standards?

Air Quality: t am concerned about the effects the railway and quarry will have
on the air quality. | am an Asthmatic and have concerns about the increase of
dust particulate that will be generated by the blasting, crushing and transporting
of limestone. With a south prevailing wind the dust will travel north toward our
residence. Vuican Materials should be required to provide dust abatement
equipment at each dust emitting location. Will air monitoring stations be installed
to insure that Vuican and SGR compiles with the air quality standards? Test
raports shouid be made available to tocal residents and property owners.
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Noise Levels: We are concerned about the increased noise levels around the
quarry and the rail fines. We can hear the passing Union Pacific trains 10 miles
away. We are concerned about the increased noise level of proposed raiircad
and quarry 3 miles away. We feel noise level monitoring stations shouid be
installed around the proposed quarry and rail line. Test reports should be made
available to local residents and property owners.

Environmental Impact: My wife and | choose Medina Oaks as tranquil natural
habitat in the hill country to build our home. Much of the value of our homestead
is attributed to the tranquility and beautify of the natural habitat that surrounds
our property. Why should SGR and Vulcan be permitted to profit by the
destruction of this beautiful habitat.

Major Transportation Concerns: We are concerned that a grade level railway
will increase local travel delays, traffic hazards, flooding and road maintenance
We feel the DEIS did not sufficiently address the impact the effects the SGR
railway will have on the local area. Below are the concerns we feel were
insufficiently addressed:

1. Grade separation at FM 2676 to prevent traffic delays and
accidents .

2. Flooding due o railroad berms, tresles and culverts,

3 Train wrecks and derailments,

4. Increased noise levels caused by train engines and blowing of
horns at the & to 9 railroad crossings 24 hours per day.

5 Diesel fuel spillage.

6. Increased dust from transporting material in uncovered railcars.

7. Damage to FM 2676 not designed for transporting 78,000 Ib. gravel
trucks and the traffic delays due to road maintenance.

8. The additional cost to maintain FM 2676 at the expense of local tax
payer.
g Having our land condemned by a private railroad company.

10, Damage to nearby historic structures due to flooding, vibration, dust
and diesel fumes.

We feel the DEIS did not include a complete study on the times and duration of
rail traffic across any and all roads without grade separation, the effect of the
delays, derailment, frequency, probability of accidents, stopping distances, noise
levels and vibration, spills of chemicals and dieset fuels, or other hazardous
materials being transported.
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ROBIN PORTENIER
331 COUNTY RD 252
HONDO, TX 78861
830 426 4901

February 24, 2004

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit

1925 K Street, NW
Washington, DC. 20423-0001

Attention: Rini Ghosh \rf‘)

o
Re: Finance Docket No. 34284 pl \\0‘0
AN

ET - 12330

Dear Rini Ghash,

We are the Portenier family and reside approximately 100 yards from the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's
(SGR) loading asea. We are wholly against SGR’ attempt to construct 2 eail line hetween the propased quarry
and Union Pacific.

It is imperative that your agency the real cffects of this railioad and does not enable SGR 1o
destroy citizen'’s land and watex supply to name a few of the many harmful effects that will occur.

SGR is owned by Vulean Materials. The ONLY reason Vulcan created SGR and 1s requesting a common
carricr status is o obtain a license to condema citizen's property. Please understand this is the ONLY reason.
This railroad does not fall within the same guidelines of past railroads where the railroad condemned property
for the good of all. This T-mile railroad Vulcan would like to build is solely for the good of Vulcan Materials.
At first Vulean attempted o buy land from the individual owners. When the owners did not wish to selt their
iand, Vulean went after common carrier status to condema the property they needed against the landowners’
will. Vulean masked their seifish deeds by saying,  the economy will boom and businesses will develop along
the rail line.” If this were true, businesses would have already built up around the existing Union Pacific line
that transports to o moxe reuching areas than Vuleans 7-mile teack berween their quarry and Union Pacific.
Should your agency turn 4 blind eye to these schemes, rest assured you will be held accountable 1o a highee
agency.

"The Draft EIS is severely lacking in credible information and the mitigations that were listed are b

The Final IS nieed include # mare detailed and thorcugh investigation on the following issues:

1. The Quarty = the sole season for the Railroad is to transpost material from the Quarry. ‘They are
connected! Without the quarry, there would be no rilroad. The full effects of the quarry should be
included in the Iinal BIS. The SEA stated that they are authorized to study the environmental
impacts of the railroad goly. Then why did the SEA study the effects of trucking the limestone?
Vulcan stated early on that they did not want to transport via truck for economic reasons. Tt appears
to the public that that the SEA is working for Vulcan (SGR)  The quarcy and the Railroad are
absolutely connected and therefore should be a part of this study.

©

Vibration — The study poorly cominents on the effects of vibration to water wells and other sensitive
steuciures. We need more conchusive information with more data. Also, the mitigation listed is a
joke. Asking a company like Vulcan with a history of not following regulations to “monitor pile
driving activities and make modifications” is not sufficient for the citizens whose sensitive structures
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The DEIS did not include a full flood analysis of the proposed and alternative
routes of the railroad, and the quarry site as well, including avoidance of debris
clogging the trestles during flooding.

The DEIS did not include a study of the effects of the truck traffic on FM2678and
the unimproved county roads, and the increase in maintenance, the dangers to
other vehicles, etc., the roads periodically closed for repair, for all routes,
proposed and alternatives.

The DEIS did not include a study on the cumulative effects that new industries
brought in by the rail and quarry will have on the Quihi area, with a full
cost/benefit study.

As a tax paying property owner we would appreciate your attention to the above
issues.

Sincerely,

Terry Greer

cel U.S. Congressman Henry Bonilla
U.S. Senator John Cornyn
Texas Senator Frank Madla
Texas Representative Timoteo Garza
Medina County Judge Jim Barden
Medina County Commissioner Chris Mitchell
Railroad Commissioner Victor G. Cartilio

2 Jamary 10, 2005

will be affected,

3. Land Use ~ Should the SEA allow SGR to build this railroad, you will enable a company to steal
citizen’s property. For this reason alone, Vulcan should not be allowed to build its railroad. v is
appalling to imagine that 2 government agency would even consider thist OQne senior land owner
would lose a majority of his income from the loss of hunters being able 1o Jease his tand. The Dreaft
EIS barely covers the effects and brushes over the mitigation by stating the land owner would be
“ensured of access to their land severed by the railroad.”

In closing, we are asking you to carefully consider the impoctance of this study. Take info full account
the effects of the Railroad and quarry.

Respectfully Submitted,

o ke

Robin Portenier

US Congressman | lenry Donifla
Senator Joha Con
Tex ator B
‘Texas Representatve Timoteo Garza

Medina County Jod Barden

Medina County Commissioner Royce Hactman




6522 Thunderbird
San Antonio, Texas 78240
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Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit

1925 K Street, N.W.
‘Washington, D.C., 20423-0001

Attn: Rini Ghosh ¢
Re: Finance Docket #32484 Y \ IS \" ?
1

Dear Ms. Ghosh:

As property owners in north central Medina County, just west of the proposed Vulcan
Materials Quarry site and the proposed SGR railroad, we wish to make known a few

of our many concerns. Our concerns deal with several issues, the primary one being air
quality.

In our area of north central Medina County, we do not have paved county roads. Inall
cases, the roads are constructed from a crushed limestone placed over a caliche base.
When we experience a period of time in which there is little or no rain, the dust from
increasing vehicle traffic is almost unbearable. We can go for months without any
rainfall in this area. 1 guess that the citizens living in this area failed to realize that the
dust conditions could and would get much worse. The additional dust that will be
generated from uncovered railcars will make it unbearable. This is not taking into
account the dust that will be generated from the proposed 1700 acre rock quarry that the
rail line will serve. Naturally, this concern of our family and all other families who
happen to live or own property in this area, falls right behind Vulcan Material’s concern
to make a huge profit at our sacrifice and expense. Who would want to farm, ranch and
live where you are chocked with dust. Even plant life would find it hard to exist under
these conditions.

Another concern of our family, is for our good neighbors who would be forced to
relinquish land to allow a railroad through, should SGR be granted to operate with
common carrier status. The right of eminent domain would be misused, in this case, to
allow Vulean Materials to obtain land for rail right of way. It would be strictly for their
commercial use only. There is no other, and probably will never be, proposed industry or
customer needing to use rail transportation along any of the proposed rail routes. How
eminent domain can be justified, in this case is beyond all common sense and it seems to
be a violation of a citizen’s constitutional property rights. This is WRONG, WRONG,
WRONG! At this point, our family almost feels lucky that we do not have land that
would be coveted by SGR.

780 CR 354
Hondo, Texas 78861
January 9, 2005

Surface Transportation Board

Case Contro} Unit

1925 K Street, N.W.,

Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 s
Attn: Rini Ghosh o o5
Re: Finance Docket #32484 ‘\}p\t\ ol

Dear Ms. Ghosh:

This is our second letter to you concerning the proposed limestone quarry and Southwest
Gulf Railroad by Vulcan Materials.

The very first point we would like to bring to your attention is the proposed 1700 acre
Quarry is directly over the Edwards Underground Water Recharge Zone, where at this
area the water table comes up to 200 feet from the surface. A quarry over this area
should not be allowed! Edwards Aquifer serves a very large area. Many people, towns
and industries would be affected.

Secondly, if the railroad is permitted, some of the land will have to be condemned. The
railroad would have to be granted common carrier status; we know this is not feasible.

1f the quarry and railroad are permitted many lives in this area will be seriously affected.
The proposed railroad route will go through the flood plain, causing much more flooding,
which we already have after heavy rains,

Along with the rail line there will be many trucks on our roads which will be a huge
problem for this rural community. Farmers and ranchers use these same roads for
hauling livestock and moving their farm machinery. E.M.S. and fire protection is another
concern as they will have to cross the railroad to have access to many of us.

We are very concerned as to the effect the blasting the quarry will have on our water
wells. Our wells are our only source of water for many of us.

There are fault lines going through the quarry site direcﬂy to the Medina Lake Dam, We
feel the blasting will surely follow these fault lines and pose a dangerous risk to Medina
Lake Dam.
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Another concern is the safety of our only source of water which happened to be the
Edwards Underground Aquifer. The proposed quarry and a portion of the SGR are .
directly over the recharge zone of this aquifer. The water level at the quarry’s material
and rail loading site is extremely shallow---at times less than 200 feet from the ground
surface. This is a karst type reservoir and any fuel or chemical spill will i diately be
introduced into the aguifer. At this time we will not cover our concems about what we
definitely believe to be a connected action quarry and what it will do to all the water
wells on adjacent property to this project with blasting.

Safety at all the effected rail and road crossing sites is a big concern. Our vehicular
traffic is increasing everyday and grade level crossings are extremely dangergus. SGR
has planned for all crossings to be grade level. Thisisn’t safe and definitely is not the
right thing to do.

If this project is approved and Vulcan Materials proceeds with the operation of the rail
road and quarry-—orie cannot be profitable or necessary with the other---our property
values will surely decline. The simple fact is that it will be very hard to find anyone who
would want to own property anywhere in this area should we decide to get away from the
proximity of this project and place our property up for sale. Is this just a sacrifice all
effected little citizens must make so that a giant corporation and a few families can make
a tremendous profit? If so, it isn’t right.

Thank you for allowing us to voice some of our concerns and opinions and we await your
reply.

Sincerely,

Conrendl
i ¢ ) O rgsnd

Seott fid Jacdte Conrad

cc: Henry Bonilla, U. S. Representative
John Cornyn, Senator
Kay Bailey Hutchison, Senator
Frank Madla. Texas Senator

In closing, we feel your studies did not adequately cover many of our concerns. We
sincerely hope the STB will call for a more extensive study on all of these issues. We
would appreciate an answer from you regarding our concerns.

Sincerely,

ot Baorm
ﬁ:‘JVn[u):'-/f",u .
Joe and Erna Balzen

ce: Henry Bonilla, U. S. Representative
John Cornyn, Senator
Kay Bailey Hutchison, Senator
Frank Madla, Texas Senator
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contamination from the rail cars is much too close to the Aquifer. There are
caves, sink holes, fault line veins, etc., which can carry this contamination right
into our water source.

1 speak of my own farm where land use is concerned. We have a small farm.
QOur son, wife, and new baby, soon to be two, live on the farm in the
approximately 70 year old home (I feel this is one of the two homes they
mentioned being in path area of their proposed rail). We have tried to set up
somewhat of a grass and grazing pattem, and, even installed a pipeline for better
distribution of grazing, as an attempt to prevent soil erosion and provide cleaner
air. Our farm is very near the proposed quarry site (on CR 353, south and west of
the intersection of CR 353 and 354) and the beginning of the proposed rail which
will cut right through the best part of the farm and within a few hundred feet of the
house, water well (our only source of water), and pipeline. Cutting the farm as it
does will mean starting over with our erosion control practices and this is far too
expensive. Our son, James and his wife Donna have also purchased the
adjoining (on west side) 50 acres. A few hundred feet on the other side of the
house is County Road 353, a gravel road which wili carry the traffic, including,
possibly over a hundred trucks a day to and from the proposed quarry loading
area, headquarters, and designated delivery points. This will create a dangerous
air pollution situation and also a dangerous entrance situation, not to mention the
children’s play area will be diminished to nothing. The same will be the case
wherever this proposed railroad goes,

There is mass travel on the two larger roadways to be crossed by the proposed
surface rail {State Highway 2676 and County Road 4516). This proposed raif will
detain all concerned-—fire trucks, ambulances, emergency law officers, school
buses, and many, many people going to work to and from San Antonio and other
area points. Contrary to what news people have reported (taken from people who
do not live here), there is a tremendous amount of traffic on these roads. We
must be assured that we will have above grade crossings so our emergency and
bus travel will not be interrupted. Again, how can someone just take our land
and not even assure our safety because it costs too much? Is Vulcan saying our
lives are not worth their dollars?

Flooding is a huge concern since my husband and | live in Quihi where two of the
larger creeks meet. If the rail, which runs almost entirely through the flood plain,
is not constructed correctly, or the quarry is not designed correctly, we, about 35
historical sites and homes, church, cemeteries—all will be severely damaged by
flood waters. We do not feel this is a chance that shouid be taken, In recent
years we have been trapped in our home by floodwater-the first time in the 40
years we live here. You can see what would happen if water was diverted from
the quarry or blocked by the rail.
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3980 FM 2676
Hondo, Texas 78861

Surface Transportation Board

Case Control Unit

1925 K Street, NW

Washington, DC 20423-0001 %

s

/I\)/\\\\

Attention: Rini Ghosh
Re: Finance Docket No. 34284

Dear Ms. Ghosh:

! befieve Vuican’s proposed quarry and the proposed SGR rail fine, regardless of
where the railroad is constructed, are connected actions, and should be studied
in the same Environmental impact Statement. The rail study has already been
completed but the earlier quarry study was so incomplete it seemed no one even
put foot on the ground. There must be a broader study of the quarry area to
learn of the true environmental impacts the quarry will have,

I, Judy Dittmar, as a corcerned landowner along with my husband and son, and
a Director of Medina County Environmental Action Association, would like to
voice my fears of the Vulcan Materials proposed quarry and rail construction.

We would fike to say first that it is beyond us how someone, for their own
personal gain-no one else’s, has planned to break up one or possibly both our
plots of land without so much as speaking to us. We have never, at any time,
been spoken to by a Vulcan representative regarding their plan to create such
destruction to our property and it's use.

This proposed quarry and rail aims to destroy our peaceful community, as it is
now, through air and water poliution and creating a deadly traffic situation. Many
generations have been enjoying a peaceful rural lifé; and, new people have come
here to escape just such environmental issues as we are now facing.

Our major concem is the possible contamination of the Edwards Aquifer. This is
everyone's source of water including one of the largest cities in Texas, San
Antonio. The proposed quarry sight is on the Aquifer and the possible

ildli is i for living in a rural area,
Idlife must be protected. This is one of the reasons f
\;\1{:5 hunting haspa‘so become, in many cases, a necessary form of income. We
havé the farm on CR353 and use of hunting property on FM2676.

is i pany’ ress, Tousitis
Who am | to stop progress? This is one company’s progr
disaster-a danger threat to the whole area. Why puta ra:lroac} thrqugh ctreekvse
and through the flood zone and historical a(ea? If the quarry is built, just mo
the railroad so as to not threaten so many lives, homes, and history.

ow the need for a broader study of the quarry

| do hope that our concerns will sh v and physically

as a connected action to the rail and resuit in an environmentall
safe area for us to live.

Melvin and Judy Dittmar, Landowners
Judy Dittmar, Director, MCEAA
James and Donna Dittmar, Landowners

cc: U.S. Congressman Henry Bonilla
U.S. Senator John Comyn
Texas Senator Frank Madla
Medina County Judge Jim Barden
Senatoc Koy Eﬂ//fy Aatohsrsen
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Surface Transportation Board . 7}

Case control Unit

Washington, D.C. 20432 r\)ﬂ)ﬂ \0/7
— Mo

Attention: Rini Ghosh \

STB Docket No. FD 34284

Dear Ms. Ghosh:

We are writing this letter through our Congressman, Henry Bonilla. The
community of Quihi is in his jurisdiction and we believe he needs to be informed on all
aspects of this major project in Medina County.

The quarry and railroad must be studied as a connected action. There will be no
railroad without this quarry. They both affect the same geographical area; they both
impact the floooding and contribute to the possible groundwater contamination and or
loss of our precious water supply.

Medina County water allocations to its’ communities are already stressed and
Vulcan's projected heavy use of our Edwards Aquifer water will create a larger
problem for future growth.

These are connected actions and the quarry and railroad must be studied as one.
To do otherwise would be a tremendous injustice to Medina County. If this railroad is
approved, we must feel that our federal authorities have carefully considered all
environmental impacts this project is creating.

Vulcan keeps stating that they are talking with the people about this project in
Quihi. Just who are they talking to? The people of Quihi that will be most affected
have never been contacted by Vulcan, The owners’ of the properties that will be taken
by eminent domain are still waiting for Vulcan to talk to them. Is this how big business
works? Is this how STB gives powers of eminent domain to a paper railroad?
Studying the issues involved should take both sides into account.

Page B-39
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We all know that the Medina Valley Times came out just before the December
STB meeting in Hondo, saying that the railroad had been approved. Only Vulcan
could have released this news. That meeting and this opportunity to write a final
response is all a governmental farce unless some of the problems are answered before
railroad authorization is given instead of mitigation afterwards.

Let’s see Vulcan give real answers to the flooding and traffic safety and our
inadequate county roads and just how much this will cost Medina County as they
destroy this area.

‘We are particularly concerned about the flooding issues since we live on Elm
Creek and have been through several floods since 1995 when we purchased this
property. We want clarification about the letter in volume 11, C-39 of the draft EIS.
This URS inter office memo regarding the Medina County flood plain standards, states
that Pat Brawner, the Medina County FEMA Coordinator, confirmed that Medina
County has development standards demonstrating that the proposed construction does
not cause more than a 12 inch rise in the 100 year flood plain .

The memos” last sentence is, and I quote “This atlows for the study to be
preformed in the future, and a finding of “no significant impact™ based on SGR’s
necessary compliance with Medina County code is appropriate.”

The finding of “no significant impact” in the DEIS is a slap in the face to all the
residents in Quihi who’s live's are affected during the floods. Many residents are
home bound because of the flooded roads and numerous overflowing creeks in the
area.

This area has already had a 500 year flood, according to Mr. Brawner, in 1997.
Imagine the flooding issues if a rail line changes the flow of water in the area during
another excessive rainfail.

Before any railroad permit is issued, the residents in Quihi need to know how
the 12 inch rise would change our flood plain and what structures could be affected .
Any flooding caused by the quarry and railroad cannot be mitigated away.

The final route approved by the STB board must be the best route for this area,
not just the preferred route that Vulcan wants. More serious consideration needs to be
given to the old Medina Dam railroad route as this will take the rail line out of the
Quihi flood plain.
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We are asking that before the STB Board makes their final decision to give SGR
the right of eminent domain by granting this railroad, that the transcript of the public
hearing held at Medina County fairgrounds on December 2, 2004 is read by the
decision making Board and they can confidently say that our questions have been
addressed and the approval of the railroad does not do an. injustice to the citizens of
Quihi.

Respectfully yours% . M
4 WH/» 2 Waff"{t‘

Thomas W, Walpole
Mary F. Walpole
5201 FM 2676
Hondo, TX. 78861

ce: US Congressman Henry Bonilla
ce: US Senator John Cornyn

cc: US Senator Kay Hutchison

o: Texas State Senator Frank Madla

<}

flooding. Is the water going to be diverted and cause more problems that we have had in
the recent past? How fast will the roads deteriorate after the gravel trucks-are run on
them?

The Draft Environmental Impact Study quoted Vulcan many times as “ using normal
management practices” to solve any problems. That does not satisfy any rational
concemn.  What are the resources they will apply 1o these problems, both monetary and
manpower? What will they do to alleviate flooding?  What will they do if the Medina
Dam starts cracking?  They have to outline these possible problems and not just gloss
over them.

Thank you for the chance to respond to the draft EIS. T trust the STB will give this
situation a great deal of thought and stop this project before it is too late

Sincerely,

Morris Baxter

Cc: Sen. Kay Bailey Hutchison
Sen. John Cornyn
Rep. Henry Bonilla
State Sen. Frank Madla
State Rep. Tracy King
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222 County Road 363
Hondo, Texas 78861

Tanuary 8, 2005 ET-B

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, DC 20423

\
Attention: Rini Ghosh \\\
STB Docket No. FD 34284

Dear Ms. Ghosh:

My view of the proposed railroad and quarry is one interconnected action. If there is no
quarry, then there is no need for a railroad. If there is no railroad, then possibly there is
no need for a quarry.

My concern is mainly with safety. The first concern involves the Medina Lake Dam, It
is over ninety years old and many have questioned its continued safety. During the flood
of 2002 the Bexar County Judge caused a near panic for residents living downstream
from the dam in the Castroville and LaCoste areas as he was afraid the dam would not
hold the overflow of water. Since there many faults radiating in a northeast direction
from the quarry toward Medina Lake, no one knows for sure what effects blasting will
have on the dam. It is too large a problem to ignore. If that dam were to give way, it
would cause hundreds of deaths and untold property damage. Vulcan and its insurance
carriers would not be able to pay the damages that could be caused. (Note: geologic
reference for the faults is found in Edwards Aquifier Qutcrops, Medina County, Ted A.
Small and Allan K. Clark, Water Resources Investigative Report 00-4195, 2000).

The second safety concern is the construction of the proposed raitroad. During this
construction utilities could be cut off such as electricity, water, and telephone, traffic
will be interrupted for commuters and emergency vehicles such as fire trucks,
ambulances, and sheriff"s deputies. School buses will be impacted and delayed.

Also, grade-separated crossings must be constructed especially on FM2676 and CR4516.

The third concern is traffic after the proposed railroad is constructed.  There will be
four trains per day, numerous gravel trucks at about 78,000 pounds each, workers
commuting to and from the quarry. All of this extra traffic will create havoc for the
commuter, and especially school buses. When trains are crossing FM2676 and the
various county roads, there will be the delays for commuters, school buses, and
emergency vehicles.

Additional safety concerns are: What will the blasting will do to shallow and Edwards
wells?  What will the resultant dust from blasting and the raifroad cars do to the tungs of
local residents? We already have a seasonal respiratory problem with mountain
cedar(juniper). Also. what are the railroad berms and trestles going to do when we have

222 County Road 363
Hondo, Texas 78861
January 8, 2005

Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, D.C. 20423

Attention: Rini Ghosh N \\\
STB Docket No. FD 34284 LN

Dear Ms. Ghosh:

As a homeowner and landowner in the Quihi area, I have many serious concerns about
the proposed Vulcan quarry in our area and the proposed railroad to the quarry.

The Draft Environmental Impact Study report contained a number of statements that were
not true --- and also downplayed every potential problem in Vulcan’s favor. There were
a number of conflicting statements. While the DEIS reported that a quarry and railroad
would pose little or no impact to our area, those of us who live here know differently.

First of all, I question how land can be condemned by a private company for their own
use. Some of the land the proposed railroad would cross is Heritage 1.and -— land that
has belonged to a family for 100 years or more. Many of the landowners in the Quihi
area have signed legal covenants stating that their land is not to be used for a railroad.
Will these legal covenants be ignored if Vulcan condemns land for their own use?

Second, if a railroad is built, the number of gravel trucks on our farm-to-market road will
increase tremendously. Many gravel trucks already travel FM 2676, Because of their
weight and speed they are a danger to others. Four of our close neighbors -- a family -
father, mother, and two children-— were killed just a few years ago on FM 2676 by a
gravel truck. The potential for more tragic accidents increases greatly with more truck
traffic on country roads.

If a railroad is built without grade separation crossings, emergency vehicles will be
delayed. Ambulances, law enforcement officers, and firefighters will be stopped if trains
cross at grade level. Out here in a rural area alternative routes are simply not possible.
Four or five minute delays can mean lives and/or homes lost

During times of prolonged heavy rainfall, flooding becomes a serious problem in our
area. Many homes are isolated by flooding. The proposed railroad crosses the floodplain
in many places. If a railroad is built the topography of the land will be altered. More
serious Hooding is a definite concern.



Damage to water wells at homes in our area is atother concern. Quarry blasting could
damage our wells. Also, a quarry would use huge amounts of Edwards Aquifer water.
Homeowners may be forced to deepen wells if Vulcan uses massive amounts of water.
The Edwards water is already needed by our town and irrigated farms. We cannot
understand using it for the profit of an Alabama corporation (Vulcan).

Finally, the quarry and the railroad are connected actions. A broader study than the DEIS
is needed. A study that is more accurate in every detail ---a study that is not obviously
slanted in favor of Vulcan ---a study that seriously and fairly addresses the concerns of
residents of the Quihi area.

Katheriice Baviiv
Katherine Baxter

222 County Road 363
Hondo, Texas 78861

cc: Sen. Kay Bailey Hutchison
Sen. John Cornyn
Rep. Henry Bonilla
State Sen. Frank Madla

January 8, 2005

Swrface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit

Washingon, D.C. 20423 ET -3¢l )

Attention: Rini Ghosh 5
STB Docket No.FD34284 \\\\ N
\

Dear Ms Ghosh;

Tam concerned about the proposed Vulcan quarry and raitroad project and I feel that both are
connected and deserve further study.

The Quihi area of Medina County is a beautiful farming and ranch community. The residents
arc kind and fiiendly. My husband and I moved here 3 years ago because we wanted to be a part
of this special area. We brought our business with us. Our jobs don't offend the people, take their

land, endanger water sources or create flooding issues. We want to contribute by being a good
neighbor.

Also, our land is in a flood plain that was created by the railroad berm at the Highway 90
railroad. 3 creeks come together just before the railroad fracks, In the last big flood in our area
the water backed up to with in a foot of the house until the berm gave way, and the water
immediately left. Any new railroad berms in this arca will create more of the same problems.

Finally, I feel that it is wrong for a private business to take casements through Heritage farms
and divide ranch land for its own benefit. Please do not let an industrial business take over and
ruin this great place.

Sincerely,

_ativrat £ bl

Aural E. Allen
141 CR 454, Hondo, TX 78861

cc: Congressman Henry Bonilla

ce: US Senator John Comyn

cc: US C Kay Bailey Hutchi
cc: Texas Senator Frank Madla

| L o e

i %ﬂ%mu bowd , |
&/M ' ‘ il B

W W 6 2o ET-12¢1

Wa; Jirt ol 4
| s7B Teiled™ pe /-’pz%g% vy

;.
i O’J
,N”\\\\\

 Tawe Wi, Visibiers
o o @ Gindtncy (wie i By 758 Atrr i

@W)W/y s MW e et B

#/@mmﬂ/ /JWW pre.
7 MM,@ ;
Lomdbtll, M vt /W% //zz; it it A, Lo,
JMZi B b Jpartdidl fove Vst i 578 fre W%M%
itf, ” %/WZ ol Wionr Hrce %WW%

WWM Co wm o, T AL Ll
. STB ) s Lo bz i

| %/7 w% MM - %%% . LLARK Zf%f/

SO L2 st
% % e ﬂ%/%

W‘/;%/




;97%; FE10

e mrere TA. 7535%

EL- 1348
/-8 o5
%/oq/a/v// C%JWM@N&M
&/Mq'/iénf/ A C FodA3F 7

/ﬁmydm/
b pern) fanct) Landd odect ()J/ Ve
Pt SV LD LAeo, /E20 aeve
Lhtoentsr iy 7=
A e ii Lo gpenre) T Come Zdey
eeilll wds Zhe JFES doree pad seceiden
Py ' PHBLL . T as Lt ABLE Spiin) P
Fewnrcte Kectotze) and cocet e S
an) (Il et axil @il P79 M%&/Mv’éj
d{w ZZ,W A«’W 2B M
LZZ?/» Leae,
& welel Tafe ofccw g
A"M%ﬂ & 27
4%%,W%@_af/ Ciniirrinay,,
7./44/ p/um,ém sealer, FXew e S0
aw/@ L %Z(&&A/M/ @fa«z‘%
Z sres f%e: R A et
wéﬁ/ 7%&4 cuilth  Cprrriga) AL e
M&Lc&/ %%W Wi lerd e %W%W/f V]
ﬁ’é%%Maézj%aA

e Zup

BA g

4(1/;

Gl

cvwelle) 2eil8 Hpwe oy wiiloe 4% Lo
0 Lege,
4 Gt bl colidl 20 o0
. M/{, 6(4/54 JZ/IM ,&(L/z/fg ,24/(4 1@
| /MW L pacit) 4/70/5/4/%2¢ 7z
L? _Pude 7 et gty nga%w% i
ety e pZree.
leans) Congiteoe pal ,/1‘4'/«;;
A fradiiad Lhse Fio Ctec). B iAate
cetdene Doy o khdlearea spesed fKiriod,

CDZW %za/oﬁ
7{% oo alZ5

Page B-42

T véf4w,/7é’w ksl A ssm Fien

i ET-124q
,/WU:\\‘\“‘} 7

P N

%2/@(4/(

C’me/éﬁ—%
éﬁ%za/wyé«/ /(f//?d 4-,?!5 w23

s s A%

< a wteding

PHoi ArF e o }1

Aot 130 Hregpeing wect) HedTi g,

mwgawzzmhgwﬁuéﬁjz¢/éfz@/

%(.ZW JZZL /Z//lzf SO fglaty) Ao 4:/(

W e %/@g/ GhEL gl eensd E/M/e/ /27 Zed

ALl Bl Sowd cwudreiz?id 457 L e

dlla T Pie Aol
C>fié/f Mafaﬁg cleeesl Lo g3 Fecete)

L/@MMW PV OB #T/R awdl QRTELT Fdeg

Fvewr Aeesd cogpiny tialiss gg/gy Ay

Hed. éW[) Avrena FHes Zpear, -3

st e L tn Honeridaz) JT A7 00

Gl L fhiprtecd Fllnmirar: L7 <5 fe
Aerneg it 1%£jmﬁagamé Bate) Ganasl

/ét'/,.

oea»é/ Cliceer > /Mz/ ”
(?/:”w ALLDHE, oA
gt LeQad. ke gl ipe < BAeidpe

Z&f

Surface Transportation Board January, 09, 2005
Case Control Unit
Washington, D.C. 20423 ) Jf)

ET-135
Re. FD # 3927¢
W}o

Attn: Rini Ghosh, \ ‘\(

heN

My husband and 1 were at the STB meeting on Dec. 2nd. and I spoke out on
a couple of my

concerns with my allowed 3 min. There wasn' time enough to address all
of them.

My husband wasn't able to talk due to a chronic cough and raspy voice

Somehow, the study DEIS has neglected or did not receive very important
information

Many things have either been deliberatly ignored or casually discounted.
These items are

critical and significant to the people that live in line of the proposed

rail line and the Quihi

community at large

Please consider these problem areas. Our Edwards Aquifer recharge ,
very fragile,

{we've been told for years} will be right under the area designated for
storage of materials

needed to operate the quarry. Any spill, flood, {by the rains and
flashfloods that occur with

regularity } accumulated dust from blasting/blasting powder, diesel
fuel, will directly recharge

nght into our ONLY SOURCE of water,

We have lived in this area for 76 years and beleive me, it does flood
Any berms or filling along

railroad beds will create major problems for the residents both below
and above the rail lines.

This is a very old historical community and a railroad right through
the center of it will ruin fragile

old buildings as well as destroy artifacts. There are many famllles
here because we love the

peace and quiet tranquility of this old settiement. The spokesman for
Vulean spoke of the financial

benefits of having a quarry here and it was proven that the county
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really wouldn't benefit at all from it.
{I think he was thinking of Vulcan and their financial benefits.}

Lets look at this, HMMMMMM, threaten our only source of water,...
create more flooding problems

for humans and livestock than already exists,...
{by imminent domain} from

families that have lived there for generations,. ..
adding many trucks on a FM road

that was not designed for them {even with a RRlin
evironmentally sensitive wetlands, ...

destroy Indian artifacts,. . to create a rail line that serves only to
enrich a fortune 500 company with a

commodity that is easily obtained west of here

T hope you will respect the community of Quihi and study the truth of
the situation. We are a

community being sacrificed for profit and need your help

take private property
create a hazard by

. endanger

Sincerely,

{e?gard G and Marian Wernette
1090 County Rd. 445

Page 2
STB Docket No. FD 34284
January 7, 2005

with the railroad and not with the County or State. That understanding should be the beginning
point for any joint development of any such plan.

On the subject of creek and other water flow crossings, it has been emphasized on prior
occasions that the area to be traversed by the proposed railroad is subject to flash- or sudden
flooding. Any impediment to the natural flow of such heavy run off is of great concern. SEA’s
Recommended Mitigation No. 30 (p. 5-7 of the report) calls for Engineering “across creek
channel” to minimize impacts to wetlands and aquatic resources. I urge the Board to go a step or
two further and include “and other water flow or flood prone areas” in addition to creek
channels, Also the design should minimize impacts not only to “wetlands and aquatic resources”
but also to “homes, buildings and agricultural resources” (e.g, crops, orchards, etc).

Finally, a word about the impact on the historical preservation issue. The County is
concemed with preserving of its heritage. To that end it appoints members of the Medina
County historical Commission which is charged with helping to preserve what is important to
our citizens now and to future generations. With the possible exception of a reference to
“Cultural Resources” (p. 5-9), the Recommended Mitigations do not appear to address this
significant area of concern. I urge the Board to require, as a minimum that the proposed railroad
consult with our Historical Commission in order to avoid adverse impacts on structures and areas
of significant historical value.

Your consideration of the above concerns and suggestions is appreciated. As stated the
outset, it 1s important that we address and button down as much as possible at these early stages
because experience has shown us that once railroads are sanctioned to operate there is no
leverage on the part of local government to correct problems or adjust concerns that may arise
from its operation. This last point is prompted by the possibility suggested in footnote 4 of the
Executive Summary that “an existing carrier, such as (Union Pacific)” may be operating the
proposed line.

Sincerely,

/

JEB/jaa
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Medina County Judge
James E. Barden

1100 16% Street

Room 101
Hondo, Texas 78861

(830) 741-6021  Fax (830) 741-6025

ET-1350

January 7, 2005 \
Surface Transportation Board J”} '
Case Control Unit N é’?
Washington, DC 20423

Attn:  Rini Ghosh

Re:  STB Docket No, FD34284

Since the beginning of this proceeding, Medina County has expressed two prmcxpal
congcerns.

e Safety of road crossings by the railroad
¢ Protection of water flow in a flood-prone area

To an extent, the Section on Environmental Analysis (SEA) report addresses these concerns.
The primary purpose of these comments is to ask that the recommendations, if adopted, be
strengthened to allow local government some leverage as we seek to negotiate agreements with
the railroad. It has been my unfortunate experience while Mayor to seek some safety agreements
from the railroad, which passed through our town and be told that the railroad didn’t have to deal
with local government because it was answerable only at the federal level. Even our much larger
neighbor (San Antonio) is finding out how little local government can do to protect citizens from
an existing railroad. Thus, I’d like to see some help up front from the federal regulators

In the area of safe crossings of existing public roads (see SEA’s Recommended
Mitigation, p. 5.3) the recommendation #3 under Transportation and Traffic Safegy calls for the
railroad to consult with the State of Texas (TXDOT) “prior to beginni; ion” r
the crossmg of FM 2676 and “shall adhere” to reasonable recommendations of TXDOT. No
similar | appears r ing any of the of County Roads. T urge that similar
language as used for the state road crossings also be used for the crossing of county roads.
Medina County is included in the recommended mitigation for warning devices at crossings but
there is nothing that mentions the crossing itself.

Closely related to the above comments is the No. 8 Recommended Mitigation of SEA,
which calls for developing a plan to address post construction maintenance and repair of grade
crossing warning devices and crossings themselves. I urge that it be made expressly clear that
the primary responsibility for any such maintenance and repair of crossings of existing roads lies

202 CR 450, HONDO, TX 78861 Phone 830 741 5040
wwwy dontmesswithquihi.com Fax 8304262060

January 9, 2005

Ms. Victoria Rutson,

Chief, SEA Section

Surface Transporiation Board .

1925 K Street NW NS \@S

Washington, 13.C. 20423-0001 \\\\
EI-135>

Re: Subject Finance Docket 324 84 Southwest Gulf Railroad
Dear Ms Rutson:

Twas very disappointed in the quality and accuracy of this DEIS. In alimost every instance, SEA conclides
that there is little or no impact, when we who live here and are familiar with the terrain can see thal there
would be a tremendous impact from the various issues surrounding this project. [ conld go on and on
about the error in this DEIS that are obvious even to a lay person like myself. Virtually every finding is in
favor of VMC/SGR, and minimizes the real impacts to the area. When the DELS does acknowledge a
problem, it leaves the solution up 1o SGR to handle during construction or operation of the project. This is
unacceptable. I became very angry as I read through this DEIS. There were many things that 1 saw wrong
every time [ turned another page that 1 just could not Hist them all here,

Some of the most flagrant and noticeable errors and omissions arc.

¢ The effect on the human environment has not been given adequate study.

*  The socioeconomic factor of changing the land use of the area from historic/agricultural/residential to
commercial/industrial as Vulcan proposes to do did not get ANY consideration.

v The financial effect of Toss of huming in the arca did not get any consideration.

* The cost of lost opportunities from the economy due to being replaced by the VMC/SGR project did
not get any consideration.

* The eftect of this project on the flooding situation in the Quibi floodplain did not get covered.

+ Vol Ipage 4-100, 4.17 Cumulative impacts . The actions that will be taken are definitely not
“individually mnor” in our estimation. Please list in the EIS these actions that you are referting (o as
“individually minor”

* Vol Ipage 4-102, SGR says that “the entire quarry site has been used primarily for cattle grazing with
small areas used for hay and other crop production™. SGR omitted the fact that this area, like the
surrounding arca, has been and is being used for hunting, which is a major economic activity in this
area, Many tandowners and ranchers depend on the income from hunting leases.

*  Please inform vs what Vulcan’s 400 foot butfer zone will protect us from (page 4-102). This seems
like an awfully small buffer zone compared (o the size of the quarry.

*  page 4-105, Transportation to Local Markets: SEA states that SGR informed them that there would
be 24 round trips per day by trucks for local markets in addition to the rail transport of product. That
is not troe. Vulean said that there would be 830 (rucks per day if there were no rail. Vulean told us
many times that there wonld be 10 1o 20 percent of product sold to tocal markets and not transported
by rail. That would be 85 to 170 trucks per day, not 24. Now, what is the truth? Thus the figures SEA
used for their comparison chart of accidents, injuries, and fatatities in Table 4.17.2 are all wrong.
Moreover, Vulcan said there would be 123 to 130 employees when they told us how good it would be



fo have all those jobs in Medina County, Yet, when it comes 1o figuring the impact on traffic they say
there will be 100 employees. Now, which s it ~ 100, or 125 to 1507 And what about the 24 railrcad
employees? What about supervisory and contract personnel? What about the increase in population
from the new and planned subdivisions? Also, you are using year 2000 figures, which are out-dated
and based on all highways in Texas { and presumably includes highways where tittle risk is
encountered). It appears 1o me that SEA’s computations are drastically wrong about the raffic
impacts, Using the correct figurcs will show that there will be many more accidents injuries, and
deaths. SGR is trying to get out of building overpasses over the affected roads. By the way, where is
CR 3647

+ Vol I, page 4-107, 108 Water “SEA preliminarily ¢

water resources, including surface water and dwater, would not be " App )

SEA is not aware of the fact, even though many people have told them repeatedly in their letters, that

Tandowners in the quarry area and surrounding ares have very shallow Edwards Aguifer water wells,

These wells are their only source of water. There is no public water supply system in this arca. To

place and maintain a public water supply in those rugged hills would be very difficult. Somme of these

wells are within 1/4 mile or less from Vulcan's first quarrving areal These wells range from
approximately 180 to 350 feet deep, with water levels as high as 140 feet from the surface of the land.

Vulcan plans to mine approximately 250 feet. And yet SEA concludes that impacts “would not be

significant”?!

Regarding TCEQ's regulations that are supposed to protect the aquifer, there really aren’t any, Fines

do not unde the pollution damage to the aquifer,

+  Voll, page 4-42, 4.6.1 Methodology. SEA used aerial photography maps that were nine years old to
evaluate the vegetative cover of the proposed and allernate routes. The vegetative cover has changed
in the past nine years.

* Vol pictures. Captions are incorrect and do not go with the pictures. For example, Creekwood, a
subdivision of 123 pius homes, is shown as a water tank with brash around it. Is this an attempt to
minimize the effect on Creekwood? My home is shown as “Lakefront Property”. Is this someone’s
sick idea of a joke?

¢ Vol l, page 4-99, 4.16 Socioeconomic Impacts. How nice to be able to treat this most important issue
in one and one-half pages. (This study should have covered the effects on the HUMAN environment,
but instead only mentioned that in passing, somewhere in the beginning of this DEIS. In this section,
SEA offhandedly concludes that there would be no significant socioeconomic impacts as a result of
the proposed action.

*  Regarding property values, SEA avoids addressing the issue by declaring that “the impacts to
property values cannot be predicted accurately at this time”. How about predicting them anyway. We
already know what will happen 1o property values. They will fall

s that the ci

impacts 10

The issue of Valcan, a private company, taking our land for their ownt use by condemnation was not
covered. As | mentioned in the beginning, | am not satisfied with this DEIS, and I could write much more.
1 thank you very much for allowing us to submit our comments on this proposed project,

Sincerely

Alyne Fitzgerald

Ghe Medina County Environmental Action Association, Fnc.
202 CR 450, HONDO, TX 7886 1 Phare 3307 4 1-5040
www_dontmesswithquihi.com Gz B30-426-2080

January 10, 2005

Ms. Victoria Rutson, Chief . \
Section of Environmental Analysis » h
Surface Transportation Board \\3‘ \"

1925 K Street N W
Washington, . C. 20423-0601

NN

Re:  STB Finance Docket 34284
Vulcan Materials/Southwest Gulf Railroad
Medina County, Texas

Dear Ms. Rutson:

The accompanying map shows the location of homes in area of the proposed

Vulcan/SGR quarry railroad project.

The area is not sparsely populaled as Vulcan has stated.

The only road out of the area is FM 2676. All other roads feed into FM 2676.

Any disruption of traffic is very dangerous. Detours through narrow, unpaved and

periodically flooded roads are not feasible.

The area is growing, as evidenced by the subdivisions which are developing and
planned in the area,

The concentration of the most historic features is noted with the district outlined.
There are alse three heritage farms noted. Applications for more are in the process

e et 7.yt
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January 7, 2005 J
) ; b
Vietoria Ruston, Chief SEA Section SN
Surface Transportation Board \\j \§
1925 K Street NW

Washington, D.C. 20423-001

Re:  Finance Document 34284
Vulcan Materials/Southwest Gulf Railroad
Medina County, Texas

Dear Ms. Ruston:

Ms. Ruston, I have been requested by the Medina County Environmental Action
Committee to voice my concerns about the proposed routes being studied for the SGR
rail lines. As the Medina County Floodplain Administrator, I am especially concerned
about any development within the flood plain. However this is not my only concern,
Even areas outside the mapped Floodplain can cause adverse effects if not developed
with the overall drainage picture in mind.

Most of the County residents are very aware of flooding problems along the Chexry,
Quihi, and Elm Creeks. We have had and will continue to have periods of high rainfall
which will inundate areas along and adjacent to these creeks. We must not allow any
development within these areas that would increase flooding. This is of up-most
importance.

With this in mind I would ask that all information provided by both sides of the issue be
diligently studied and used in the fina] determination of the route to be used by the SGR.
‘While I have not physically traveled each of the routes I am familiar with approximate
locations where the routes cross County and State roads and have a general idea of the
routes. I have been given information by the MCEAC in the form of an USGS TOPO
'map and elevations which would indicate that another route used to build the Medina.
Lake Dam might be a better alternative than those submitted by SGR. I would ask that ali
information be given diligent consideration.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Pat E. Brawner
Medina County Floodplain Administrator CFM 0545-03

CC: The Honorable James E. Barden, Medina County Judge

PROPOSED VULCAN MATERIALS QUARRY AND SOUTHWEST GULF RAILROAD RAIL LINE PROJECT

at Quihi, Medina County, Texas
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Surface Transportation Board
Case Control Unit
Washington, DC 20423

Attn: Rini Ghosh

STB Docket No. FD 34284

LI-13s6

I'was able to ammd the pubhc hearing held on December 2, 2004 at the Medina County Fair Hall in Hondo,
Texas the draft Tmpact and offer my written comments.

{am a 5* generation descendant of Texas German irmmigrants, and was born in the Texas Hill Country. 1
have a full appreciation of its natural beauty, and therefore have a strong inclination to support preservation of
rural Texas in its pristine condition whenever practical.

Tam also a strong supporter of the American free-enterprise system, and believe that the most citizens are best
served by allowing our businesses to flonrish. I believe we must not hamstring our country with unnecessary
and expensive stumbling blocks for our people and our businesses.

T'am a civil engineer with fifty years in general ion, both as an empl and owner. We
completed many Corp of Engineer projects, schools, historical restorations, and even some railroad work. The
many advantages to all our citizens of a free, business envi is deeply and
appreciated by me.

Heinrich and Jobanna Schweers are my great great grandparents. They were married in 1858, and had the
“Henry Schweers House™ shown on your maps constructed (hat same year. My grandfather, Henry Schweers,
‘was born and reared in this home along with bis thirteen (13) siblings.

Some of my 1* consins and I first Icarned of the existence of these historic homes after a family reunion on
June 4, 1995.., We decided that we should attempt to acquire and restore the Henry Schweers Home then
owned by William Schweers. He died unexpectedly in 1998. Shortly afierward, Vulcan Material Company

the propexty, which included the Henry Schweers and the William Schweers Historic Homes, for a
proposcd railroad right-of-way 1o a proposed rock quarry.

In early 2001, we met with representatives of Vulcan Material Company about the possibility of purchasing
the Henry Schweers home. To our delight, they were very supportive of our interest. Subsequendy, they have
helped us create our non-profit Schweers Historical Foundation, Inc., and are donating both the Henry and the
‘William Schweers homes, including some acreage, They did all this and more, yet not knowing that the
railroad track would be approved for construction. Obviously, we hold this fine company in highest esteem,
They are a strong community-oriented firm, and would prove fo be an important asset to Medina County.

1 provide the above information so yoo can better know my background, and the opinions I express herein,
Hopefully they are constructive and unbiascd.

After perusal of your supporting documents, I have the following comments regarding the routes:

1. Alternative 1 skirts afong the Quihi Creek quite a distance, which is not good for wildlife habitat. It
then crosses the creek near large ponds and marshes teeming with wildlife, and then passes within
125 feet of the historic William Schweers Home and between the historic Heyo Schweers Home
{(noted as rains). It is also two (2) miles longer than the Proposed Route. This is not a good route!

2. Alternate 2 likewise cross the Quihi Creck at the small, spring-fod ponds and marshes, then passes
between the Schweers family cemetery, and the Henry Schweers Home (within 250 feet). It also
crosses an area near the Saathoff Historic Home and their family cemetery located south of the Quihi

and tracks and the trains as they pass any given point in five minutes at 20 mph, This is in a remote
area on country roads with light traffic!

6. Vibration: With reference to the letter dated October 23, 2003, a copy of a study by SEA was
enclosed regarding potential vibration impacts to caltural resources in the area of the proposed
project. This was prawdcd 10 assist in review of the rcport requested in the October 10, 2003 letter
which included the Preli y Cultural Report for the proposed rail and
construction operation. Para. l 2.1.1 Construction: The last sentence concludes, “Based on the
distance from the source of the proposed construction to known cultural resources, there would be no
significant impact to known cultural sesources as a result of ground-bome vibration. Para, 1.2.1.2

jon: The last sentence concludes, “The closest historic structure to the proposed route would
be at least 250 feet from the tracks, No cultural resource would be located within the 45-foot impact
distance {rom the tracts. Thus, there would be no ground-borne vibration impacts w kn(mn Lullural
resources as aresalt of proposed railroad This stody
from construction and operations of the trains, etc. clearly show that vibrations will not adversely
affect the various structures along the Proposed Route.

7. Dust: It is my judgment that four train trips per day with railroad cars rotling on steel rails
transporting recently washed limestone aggregate creates a lot less dust than 1800 truck trips per day
driving down the highways and county roads. Vulcan has the option to use trucks if they cannot ship
by rail. Shipping by rail is the superior means of shipping their limestone products.

8. Cultural Resources. On paragraph 3.1, page 28 is stated, “SEA’s cultural resources assessment
preliminarily conchudes that the proposed construction and operation of SGR’s rail line would not
directly impact or affect any know significant cultural resources.

g

Cumulative Impacts: The positive impacts will be the new jobs, added tax moncy for the schools,
roads, etc, and the support of a strong community-eriented company in the area (why do you think
San Antonio was so pleased to have Toyota build their new plant in the area?). These are important
benefits for the young folks, the working people, and the tax paying public! Only the rich that have
the “I’ve got mine, you get yours” mentality would not appreciate these beneficial facts! Al of the
reasonable objections can be mitigated, and Valcan appears willing to resolve legitimate issues.
There will be negligible negative impact for traffic, safety, water resources, vibration, cuttural
resources, land use; and guarry noise. For very few people, train noise initially might be a problem,
but in time they will become accustored, and give it little notice. I think the positives outweigh the
negatives. Quihi and Medina County will experience considerable growth soon, and that is good as
long as they plan for it to happen in the right way.

This my written iate the time and approach the STB, the SEA, the
RS Corporation of Austin and the Vu]can Material Company and the SGR have taken to protect the interests
of the Quihi community, the preservation of our history, efc., and at the same time make some progress in
providing important materials for our industries.

Thank youl

Soeaid S . Sebeed

Donald S. Schoch

Page B-45

Creek on the Pichot property. This area has lots of historic and archacological locations. 1 consider
this not a good Alternate route. This route is noted as 1000 feet longer than the Proposed Route.

3. Alternate 3 passes within 250 feet of the Ocffinger Cottage, and between the two (2) Saathoff
Cottages, and the Cottage Ruins noted. Jt is 2500 lineal feet longer than the Proposed Route. This isa
better route than Alternates 1 and 2 in my opinion, but not the preferred.

4. The No-Build Alternative would be a horrible selection from the viewpoint of public safety, truck
road traffic, noise, pubfic nuisance, wnsightliness, dust, eavironment, and econonty.

5. 'The Proposed Route is by far the superior, in my opinion. ¥t crosses the Quihi Creek at a location
that often is dry, and bas no marches, or significant ponds. It appears to take advantage of the existing
pipe line right-of-way. H is 250 lineal feet from the Henry Schweers Historic Home, but otherwise
avaids close proximity of other historic structures and envirommentally sensitive arcas. I also think it
will prove to be the most economically feasible point to cross the Quihi Creek, and will have minimal
effect on wildlife. It will be screened somewhat by existing trees.

Regarding Environmental Impact issucs, I offer the following:

1. Transportation and Traffic Safety: Vulcan Material Company anticipates two loaded 100-car trains
and two empty 100-car trains to and from the quanry in a 24 hour period. Each rail car is equivalent to
about five (5) truck loads. Thus it would require approximately 2000 truck trips per day (loaded and
empty). This many trucks would create huge traffic and safety problems on the roads and highways,
0ot o mention high road wear & tear, and heavy dust creation. Shipping by rail is the logical,
pragmatic and best means of shipping their products,

2. Water Resources: Valcan will be using state-of-the-art plant equipment which recycles their water.
Hence, they will not be using large amounts of water. Limestone is an essential commodity
Wmmmnmmmmmmmumadmmsm@mw

laws. All our and farms & ranches peed and
eonsnmcwamr'l‘h:slswrmal,anda(peaedl

3. Noise: lhvemhschmennfdsTwmswlndlhastwomhmihadssmﬂscvﬂalmd&mmmes

«quarries one time! I lived within several blocks from a raibroad track crossing the Guadatupe River. 1
seldom was awarc of a train passing through town. However now I live high on a hill about four
miles from the tracks, and I can now hear the trains tooting their whisties in 2 distance, but it is not
objectionable and they do not wake me up at nights. I live about % miles from IH 35, and 1 can
always hear the noise of the tracks and cars) Trees and hills baffle noise, and you can get so
amnmadmuwymmnmevcnawamoflhcnmsc Noise from the trains and quarties in New
Braunfels is not an issae, and we are a very minded town. Noise is a part of progress, and
Quihi and Medina County will be progressing more and more as time goes by. They will get used to

it, and it will become & non-issoe!
4. mu:-mmm:wmmmwlmmumofmmmm 1
think it is likely that land vatues will increase as the area grows and demand for by rail

value initially, but then stabilize after people realize their life hasn’t changed because of the tracks
and trains.
5. Aesthetics: Idompamﬂyﬁndshzmwwkmgnswaymﬂumﬁryndeapdﬂm
This is

regarding aesthetics. T fact, 1 think they are rather i ing every day across the
qugwmuﬂmnysdemAmm,mdalhwsustodevdoppowa economtic strength, and

m People
nﬂltybemuseltssumhngnew Once the novelty wears off, they will bardly notice the bridge

~January. 5, 2005

Surface Transportation Board

Case Control Unit P
Washington D.C. 20423 ET-1357
Attn: Rini Ghosh

STB Docket No. FD 34284

1 am Archie Gerdes. My land is being divided in two by the rail
line between Dunlay and the quarry site. This land has been in
my family since 1891.

Will I be compensated for the loss of deer, hog and other game
hunting? This is a big economic factor: for Medina County and
myself. All my improvements are on the West side of the ranch.
Will Vulcan pay for a water well, pens, barn and utilities?
Will Vulcan keep up easement fence and keep noxious weeds out?

Will Vulcan be responsible for clean-up of de-railment and/or
chemical spill? Also, will I be compensated for devaluation of
my property also flood damage due to tresle or Bridges over
Blm and Quihi creeks; who will pay for this?’

Who will pay me for forced sale of livestock?

The four mile water hole is the only source of water I have in
this one pasture. It is spring fed and has never gone dry.
Indian Scouts watered their horses there in the early days.

If it goes dry will Vulcan drill me a well?

Archie Gerdes

450 CR 351
Hondp, TX 78861

P.S. Although Vulcan has not notified me as to what route

they will take, MCEAA, Inc. has shown me a pap with their top
choices. FEither one will be devastating to my hunting, ranching
and farming operation. I hear now they want a 2,000 feet easement
so they can build a road and houses for their employees along

the tracks. What a mess that would be.

Attn. S.A. Express article - Lucrative Game, 11-23-04
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fifth-generation

Bandera  County

rancher, Paul Gar-

rison HI had little

trouble moving out

of the cattle business in the

early '90s to join the growing

wave of landowners who lease

their acresge to trophy-hun

gry hunters.

_“The land is better suited

for deer production,” Garrison

said of a 7.200-acre spread that

features rugged hillsides but

little lush bottomland, “Tt be-

came obvious over time that's
what eeded o be done.

‘It was a business deci-

have decided that beef produc-
tion is not their best ar most
dependable source of income.

Having rented land to hun-
ters since 1857, the Garrison
family saw its lease income

early 1980s. The ranch moved
completely to selling. hunting
rights for deer and exotic ani-
mals In the early '90s and
through strict management
practices has developed what
Garrison acknowledged is a
lucrative operation.

He makes abo;:t three times
more today on hunting rights
than he did before g:ga cattle
rancher, he said.

Garrison  estimates  that [z
about 90 percent of the
ranches in the region have
made the same move to hunt-
ing leases. Most are in their
busiest time of year now, with
whitetail deer season lasting
into January and into Febru-

Hunters and guides load up deer after a hunt at the Garrison Ranch west of Medina on Sunday.

Lucrative

OTOS BY JERRY LARAISTAEE

] ABOVE: Hunting

has rented fand
to hunters since

1957 and has

seen its lease in-

come grow

through the years.
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| Cattle rancher,é are making some bucks on deer

! Kinsel -estimates- that- 35 per-
l
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A barasingha buck looks on at the Garrison Ranch west of Medit
on*Sunday, Paul Garrison i estimates that about 90 parcent of t
jegbn's cattie ranches are in the hunting leasing bushess.

s
subject to more cycles
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TO: Members of the Surface Transportation Board
of the U. S. Department of Transportation

Section of Environmental Analysis %

Finance Docket No. 34284
Southwest Gulf Railrcad Company
Construction and Operation Exemption
Medina County, Texas

Public Meetings E1-1358
December 2, 2004

We have followed with great interest the efforts made by Vulcan
Construction Materials to develop an aggregate quarry in northeast Medina
County, Texas. To transport the crushed fimestone from the quarry site,
Southwest Gulf Railroad (SGR) has proposed building a seven-mile rail line
to connect with a major rail line for further distribution of the product.
We want your board to know that we favor this project and support the
construction of this railroad which is to operate with a minimum impact
on the enviornment and population within this area.

On December 2, 2004, we attended two public meetings in Hondo, Texas, .
which were to address the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for
the SGR.

We heard the presentations of your staff and the comments of interested
parties who wished to speak. Staff members reviewed the duties of the
Surface Transportation Board (STB), They commented on major issues of
the Draft EIS to assure us that all environmental effects of the proposed
railroad were being addressed by this report. We commend them for the
thorough evaluation of all environmental impacts which may result. Most
speakers from the audience presented negative input regarding the
railroad and the quarry with many comments based on speculation rather
than sta s and facts.

Following are our comments we wish you to consider in your further
assessment of this project: v

Transportation / Traffic Safety - As owners of rural land in
northeast Medina County, we travel extensively on roads to be crossed by
the proposed rail line and observe a minimal amount of traffic, We trust
the SGR can be required to install appropriate warnings and the Texas

4 2.
Department of Transportation (TexDOT) to be experts in planning for
complete safety for all persons who travel these routes. Citizens of
Medina County and surrounding areas have become accustomed to waring
signals at railroad tracks since 1861 and are capable of observing warning
devices which precede railrcad crossings. Medina County residents
continue to travel in cities where railroad tracks must be crossed to
attend church services, conduct business, visit family and friends, receive
medical services, attend school functions, etc. The crossings of SGR
shouldn’t cause any greater problems than others throughout the United
States. To move the expected amount of material by truck would create
tremendous adverse impacts on traffic safety.

Water Resources - We believe the rail line offers a better alternative
than trucking to protect the groundwater and aquifer. Experienced SGR
personnel will comply with all federal and local requirements during
construction, operation, and maintenance to prevent significant impact on
water resources. U. S. Army Corps of Engineers will address any issues of
flooding and erosion during approved construction policies. Lands located
in the local flood plain will flood again after significant rainfall whether
there is a rail line or not.

Biological Resources - Any effects of the railroad can be remedied
with additional plantings and reseeding of native vegetation.

Air_Quality - We feel the rail line must comply with Clean Air Act
requirements and produce fewer adverse effects on air quality than the
option of truck transportation.

Land Use - Enforcement of conditions imposed by the Board can ensure
landowners access and the continued appearance of the natural
surroundings.

Noise - Since 1861 railroads have operated in Medina County. Throughout
the years homes, businesses, schools, etc. continue to locate guite close
to railroads here and across America without negative noise impact on the
citizenry. Train horns are heard as many as 20 - 24 times a day in Hondo,
the county seat. However, people within one block from the tracks or at
the city limits continue to relax or carry on business during the day and
rest well at night. Very few persons avoid Hondo because they object to
the train whistles.

Page B-46
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Vibration - There are many historical buildings over a hundred years old
and early wells in our county. They have existed within close range of
busy railroads with no significant damages due to vibration. One
neighborhood home used an old well 2 blocks from a major rail route for
garden irrigation until the 1950’s.  Monitoring rail design and
construction could eliminate vibration impact.

Cultural Resources - Several old homes set in the area of the proposed
railroad; two of them stand near the proposed rail route and are in poor
condition. However, historical architects are presently assisting with
plans to restore them with little concern that passing trains will damage
or destroy them. If early artifacts had been sought on all surrounding
lands in the Quihi area, fittle or no construction or improvements would
have been allowed to the persons who wish to prevent the rail line.

Cumulative Impacts - We agree that no significant cumulative impacts
would result from a seven-mile rail line operating from a quarry to the UP
rail line in eastern Medina County.

To question or provoke further insight into matters of concern stated by
some of those with negative comments during the hearing, please consider
the following:

(All comments using quotation marks were taken from the December 9,

1. “...s0 the quarry would also require an environmental study.” Didn’t the
quarry project already undergo an additional three-year environmental
study?

2. Did the Draft EIS actually “fail(ed) to take into consideration
submission of impacts from the community and MCEAA™? It doesn’t seem
that SGR would have received the number of mitigations listed in the
Draft EIS if they only considered information submitted by Vulcan

3. Is the “rail totally dependent on the quarry”? If the next fifty years
brings progress equal to the past fifty years, we might speculate that this
will not be true in 2055,

S.

campuses of O’Connor High School and Clark High Schoot in the NISD nor
the northwest (S.A.) baseball park which contains multiple diamonds for
all ages. Vulcan is their next-door neighbor, was there first, and provided
high fences to secure the areas.

13. Those who spoke about devaluation of their fand need to see another
realtor. Across our fence is a new development; the prospective
landowner was told he would see a quarry if he built on the high point of
his acreage. He felt it wouldn’t bother him at all, bought the land, and is
clearing the hill for his home. Acreage on FM 2676 east of Quihi was
recently sold for a nice profit to a family for their homesite.

14. “... was concerned about an emergency occurring on the other side of
the railroad tracks,” is not an uncommon feeling. It is addressed and fived
with by many thousands of people all over the world.

15. Why did no one ask for archeological experts in Native or non-Native
American groups to come into the Quihi area when one resident used
excavation and earth-moving equipment to redesign the terrain of his
property? This work produced a series of ponds which capture water
normally flowing into the Quihi Creek during rainfall.

We appreciate your dedication and efforts during your months of assessing
the environmental impact of the proposed SGR rail line. Your Draft
Environmental Impact Statement is evidence that you were extremely
thorough in addressing any and all concerns of the community involved.
Your explanations of the purposes and duties of the STB and the SEA were
very helpful also.

Ms. Zyman-Ponebshek and Ms. Rutson were correct when they stated they
did not hear anything new in the meetings of December 2. We regret that
many speakers consistently chose to unite the Vulcan proposed quarry
with the SGR project when they had been asked to address only items
found in the Draft EIS. Thank you again for giving us the opportunity to

hear the manyspoints of view during the public meeting.
FROM; _M. %mﬁ_‘
ary J

Glenp R. Schweers, Sr. o Schweers
' 2602 Avenue K
Hondo, Texas 78881

4.
4. Was a proper flood study done by the speaker who said, “The area is
already a flood hazard and the rail fine will only increase that”?

5. If Congress created the STB and charged it with economic regulation of
freight railroads construction, mergers, and abandonments while
complying with the National Environmental Protection Act, or NEPA, why
should they also be cafled on now “to consider the environmental impacts
of the quarry before approving the railroad”?

6. Is it true that “the best defense is a good offense”? Too many speakers
chose to offend the Draft FIS staffers and denounce the revealed
information which the speakers opposed. Some psychologists teach that
persons with poor self image belittle others to make themselves appear
greater.

7. Was there ever any proof cited to verify that Vulcan Construction
Material’s submissions of environmental impacts were the sole source of
results for the Draft EiS?

8. “You can turn this all around if you can represent the public good and
not Vulcan.” How many of “the public good” prefer to drive on two-lane
asphalt roads with a weak road base?

9. “...he is to he commended for recommending Vulcan build none of the
proposed rail routes and that the Dunlay to Medina Lake route be
reexamined.” Has Vulcan now discovered a high-quality limestone site at
Medina Lake and wishes to have SGR reclaim an old 1912 route to build
even more miles of railroad track in other persons’ backyards?

10. The “significant difference between quarries and railroads in San
Antonio and the quarry and railroad proposed in Quihi,” is the people chose
to live near the quarries after they were built in San Antonio and were
able to function, progress, contribute and produce in spite of them.

11. Someone who “lives less than one hundred feet away from the
proposed site for the rock crusher,” must have been misquoted or
misinformed. Any such residence would be inside the fenceline of
someone who favors the project.

12, “If you are going to alfow Vulcan to ruin this community, like they
have San Antonio and Helotes,” indicates the speaker has not visited the
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The Mediar gowz@/
202 CRAB0, HONDO, TX 78881
www.dontmesswithquihi.com

Snwironmmental Actiorn Association; Fne.
Phone 830 74 1 5040
Fax 830-426:2080

January 9, 2005

Ly

.

Ms. Victoria Rutson,
Chief, SEA Section N
Surface Transportation Board

1925 K Street NW

Washington, D.C. 20423-0001

Re: Subject Finance Docket 324 84 Southwest Gulf Railroad
Dear Ms. Rutson

After reviewing the three volume DEIS and attending the public meeting held in Hondo,
TX. on December 2, 2004, | am convinced the people in Medina County have not
communicated with the STB. After submitting scoping comments, some of which the
STB described as valid environmental concerns, we expected to have definitive answers
to these comments and questions, What we obtained was disappointment and
frustration. We hope the final EIS will be amended and address our concerns more
definitively.

Our biggest disappointment concerns the STB’s decision to not consider the quarry and
railroad as connected action, STB need only ask Vulcan if the railroad would exist
without the quarry. Vulcan knows, as does its board of directors and stockholders,
Vulean would not develop a quarry and haul aggregate ten miles to Union Pacific
Railroad if it meant operating at a loss, Tt appears STB supports Vulcan’s preposterous
claim that it could operate an all-truck facility, which would take 90% of its output to a
distant railroad. 1t does this without any supporting data or proof. No cost figures for the
special loading and unloading facilities, special trucks required, no cost for fuel,
insurance, driver’s wages or road construction are given even though MCEAA has
requested them. Yet, cost estimates are given for the railroad. Is this being fair?

STB must see that the all-truck route is a ruse. SBC must consider our request to make
the railroad and quarry connected actions.

On specific issues many of our questions are unanswered. Environmental issues
concerning surface water and traffic issues as well as air pollution are unanswered and
are dealt with phrases such as “will be managed by best management practices” or



“environmental impact is not significant.” Worse yet, STB appears to let Vulean decide
how these environmental impacts will be managed. We have received no data

concerning such important issues such as bridge designs, berm and culvert dimensions
other than to say it would be adequate. We deserve and expect unbiased answers based
on data that can be verified, not undocumented statements by SGR.

We have noted that Vulcan has voluntarily only submitted five paltry voluntary
mitigation’s. While STB e submitted forty-seven valid mitigation proposals, there is no
assurance Vulean will accept these proposals. Worse yet, STB has qualified many of its’
mitigation statements with terms such as “reasonable” and “minimal”. We would like to
note that STB has made a glaring omission . There is not one word in either of these
sections concerning mitigation for the so-called no-build or all-truck route. Could the
reason for this be that both STB and Vulcan know that this option is an absurd ruse? We
have learned through bitter experience that Vulcan’s word cannot be trusted. Itis a
devious and powerful company that must be required to abide by a written agreement
before a permit is given. If not required to do so, they will do anything possible to
circumvent what is required all for the sake of gaining a larger profit. If STB doubts this,
please review the previously submitted correspondence between TxDOT, Medina County
Commisioners Court and SGR regarding grade separations over FM 2676 and CR 4516.
STB must state firm mitigation requirements. MCEAA insists that STB require grade
separation crossings for the above roads.

MCEAA requests further consideration is given to the alternate route of a variation to
Medina Lake. We believe the Galveston-Houston-San Antonio route has not received
proper consideration, SGR has done its best, for whatever reasons, to make this route
appear unacceptable, thus misleading the STB. We would like to set the record straight.
We believe the SGR statements concerning the cuts and fills required for this railroad are
incorrect. We will submit data to support this argument. We also wish to point out that
SGR has failed to provide data requested by the URS Corporation in regard to the cut and
fills on this proposed or any alternative routes and the no build alternative. {See
memorandum dated February 12, 2003—page G10, Vol 3 from the URS Corporation)
Our accompanying maps and graphs show that this route would bypass the Cherry Creek
and most of the Quihi Creek flood plains, which have to be traversed by the proposed and
alternate #3. As previously noted, the G-H-SA route would have many advantages,
which will be subsequently enumerated. These are as follows:

#1. Removes flooding dangers in the Quihi and Cherry Creek Flood Plains,

#2. Crosses fewer county roads—four instead of five to seven-

#3  Crosses all roads at safer locations.

#4. There would be less construction costs for bridges, culverts and berms

#5. This alternative would bypass and thus sparing historic and archeclogical areas,.

#6. It traverses property of five landowners known to favor the quarry.

#7. Contrary to SGR’s claim, there would be less disruption of environmental features
such as flood plains, wetlands and hydraulic features.

#8. The upkeep costs, therefore, would be less on level plateau-type terrain than a
railroad traversing flood plains.

#1. Transportation and Safety Section A, page ES10 (Section 1, Vol. 1) STB, without
justification, comment, or consideration of all of the previously submitted testimony and
reasons why grade separations are needed on county and state roads states that at grade
road crossings for its” preferred and three alternate routes with their appropriate warning
devices which gives the impression that this type of crossing is appropriate. What does it
take to make the STB understand that county and state government officials want the
safest road-railroad crossings? This means grade separations. Vulcan has agreed to
install these crossings when told to do so. There must be a requirement in the mitigation
section for grade separation crossings. If not done initially, it will not be accomplished
and lives will be lost because of STB's failure to protect the human environment as has
been repeatedly requested by the public and local government ofticials.

#2. Section P-Socio-Economics ES-17. We ask the STB, what is their basis for
concluding that there would be no significant socioeconomic impacts as a result of the
proposed action or no-action alternative? Doesn’t STB realize that these actions will
potentially change Medina County from an agricultural-residential to a commercial-
industrial economy, with total disruption of people’s property, vocation and livelihood?
How will people accommodate this? What are the impacts? No answers have been
provided.

#3. Section Q, Page ES 17-—Cumulative Impacts, STB has gone to great lengths to
deny the quarry as a connected action to the railroad designating it as a cumulative
impact to the raifroad, yet this section ignores the quarry all together. STB should either
acknowledge the quarry s a connected action or else fully define the environmental
impacts of this cumulative effect. STB has allowed SGR to hold itself out as a common
carrier, while af the same time it allows SGR to say it is unlikely to have any other
enterprises ship goods on thig line. SGR has a duty and responsibility to either define the
environmental impact or other businesses or else deny common carrier status to SGR.
Which will they choose?

#4 Section A, Page ES11-—Traffic Safety. In regards to local traffic impact, the two
major arteries that would be crossed by a proposed railroad FM 2576 and CR 4516
General Woll’s Road-~the statement is made that proposed construction would take
twelve months, but the traffic impact would not be significant, however, no alternative
routes through these areas exist and none has been designated. How will traffic continue
to flow during any construction period? No coordination with local officials has been
done which is also a stated requirement. STB has already been advised that at grade
crossings at these locations are unsafe even with warning devises, because of the type of
traffic which include heavy gravel trucks, farm machinery, fertilizer and diesel trucks.
The safest type of crossing, i.e. grade separation, should be required by STB in the
mitigation section. Page 4-108 the southern half of the rail loop within the quarry exists
in the flood plains of the Pole Cat and Elm Creeks with an elevation difference of thirty
feet below the northern loop. The statement is made that there are potentially no
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The added length (estimated 2 2 miles) of such an alternative should not disqualify it
particufarly if it’s advantages out weight the other routes. Likewise, this route should not
be disqualified because of any agreements between quarry owners, their heirs or
employees’ and Vulcan providing that their land should not be traversed by a railroad.
And owners of the quarry site should not be permitted to make an agreement with
Vulcan prohibiting a railroad being placed on their property, thus requiring Vulcan to
route the railroad on other peoples land who do not want such a nuisance. We believe it
is STB’s duty to ascertain if such an agreement exists and consider it before making a
final decision to disqualify the variation of the G-H-SA railroad. MCEAA requests
careful review of the maps, graphs and data of this alternative and compare them to the
proposed and all alternate routes. We believe the advantages of this route will be
recognized and will cause less adverse environmental impacts than the SGR routes

Before concluding, there are other matters we wish to bring to STB’s attention, which
have only recently transpired. These include:

#1. SGR’s statements concerning the management of its’ proposed rail line by the
Union Pacific and

#2. The impact of an additional 1000 railroad cars a week traversing San Antonio’s
congested rail traffic in route to Houston's congested rail traffic
Both of these issues need careful consideration and evalnation by STB and bring up
many additional questions. MCEAA believes that further explanation and information
concerning SGR’s decision should be made available to the public. Is SGR incapable of
managing the railroad? Is it able o get personnel to manage the railroad? Why does it
wish 10 turn it over to a railroad that is already admittedly understaffed, over-burdened
and years behind in getting necessary construction of new track and up-grading of current
lines? Ts this what STB condones? Why would a newly created railroad which presents
itself as a common carrier with eminent domain power 10 condemn land and thus build a
railroad, then seek to have another railroad company, which had previously been
unwilling to build the railroad, assume management of this railroad? The answer to
MCEAA is obvious. This is the only way this railroad can be built. MCEAA repeats its
belief thar a private company should not be allowed to masquerade as a common carrier
railroad, and be allowed to condemn property to build a railroad if it only transports its
only product.

As STB should be aware rail traffic in the San Antonio area has been the site of six train
accidents in the last half of 2004, with five deaths and untold property damage. Vulcan’s
desire to send an additional five million tons of aggregate per year through the San
Antonio area will further tax this already over-burdened Union Pacific system. The
details of this additional railroad traffic will be given separate discussion. 1 mention it
here only to emphasize our concern about the environmental impact this project will
have.

Simple questions on environmental impact:

significant adverse cumulative effects to the surface water in this region caused by the
southern rail loop. We believe this statement is untrue Other questions and comments
concerning raffroad location, construction and operation follow. On page 2-6, vol 1 SGR
anticipates entering into an agreement with the Union Pacific regarding the connection
with the UP line, the details would be determined at a later date. This statement needs
thorough investigation by STB. It opens the door 10 numerous questions, particularly in
light of Union Pacific’s present operating difficulties. Questions follow:

1. What is the current and future availability of shipping of Vulcan’s products ?

2. How long will the loaded rail cars stand idle?

3. How many cars will accumulate before shipment? Maximum number?

4, Where will these unattended, loaded cars be parked?

5. How will air pollution from dust be controlled in this area?

These questions and their environmental impacts must be answered in the final EIS. To
MCEAA’s observation the absence of these questions and answers from the DEIS show
Vulcan’s lack of preparation.

SGR states its’ trains would have the capacity of traveling 40 MPH presumably while
unloaded) but will operate at 12 to 25 MPH for the foreseeable future. These statements
raise the following questions:

Barring a runaway accident, why does SGR make statements that track design (curves)
must be for speeds of 40 MPH? Is it so that it can use this argument to try and mislead
STB concerning the design of the variation of the G-H-SA route? If the SGR can use
speeds of 12 MPH going up one-degree grades shouldn’t this same speed be used around
curves? Please answer these questions in the final EIS.

On page 2-10, Vol 1, SGR attempts to mislead the STB by stating that the G-H-SA line is
several miles east of the quarty site. However, a variation of the G-H-SA route could be
designed so that it would only be 2.2 miles after crossing FM 2676 in a north-south
orientation. SGR continues to attempt to mislead STB by stating that there is a steep fall
at the northern end of the G-H-SA route which is true according to their designs,
however, a variation of the G-H-SA route could be designed so that a steep decline would
not be necessary

SGR continues its tirade with weak suppositions and statements that it appears the
Medina Dam route was intended to haul lighter trains and to be used for only a short
time. These are easily chall d. One needs only to look at the massive
loads of heavy construction material hauled over the upper two -thirds of this line, up
much steeper grades with much less powerful steam engines as compared with the
powerful diesel engines of today. Pictorial proof of this is available in a book entitled
“Ripples from Medina Lake” written by Rev. Cyril Matthew Kuehne, S M. Additionally,
how does SGR know how long the SGR would have lasted? It can only guess. STB
must not base its decisions on SGR’s guesswork, SGR s left with one last point, a
variation of the G-H.SA railroad would be longer., why will SGR not realize it is also




better and more environmentally sound? We have previously stated the reasons and hope
to have dispelled and unproven SGR’s untrue statements. Now STB must decide
MCEAA again urges the STB to make an on-sight evaluation of this alfernative and
compare it with all SGR’s suggested routes. In this way, STB can see for them

which is best. We are assured that SGR does not want this, but we believe one look is
worth ten thousand words.

In conclusion, the STB has been given ample comments and information to correct errors
and omission appearing in the Draft EIS, We hope that the information supplied will
help 1o set the record straight. 8TB should not need to be reminded of its’ responsibility
to protect all phases of the environment which includes the people effected by the SGR.
MCEAA and Medina County await your decision. Thank you for vour time

Sincerely,

Dr. Bob Fitzgerald, President

CC:  U.S. Congressman Henry Bonilla
Senator John Cornyn
Senator Kay Bailey Hutchinson
Texas Senator Frank Madla
Texas Representative Tracy King

Mé’M G, f()/: your Fiome, Health;, and. %ﬂagz&

Fhe Medina County Environmental Actiore Association, Inc.
202 CR 450, HONDO, TX 78861 FhoneBIO-741-B040
www.dontmesswithquihi.com Faw 830-426-2060

January 10, 2005

ET- 122 3

Ms. Victoria Rutson, Chief R

Section of Environmental Analysis f L.\
Surface Transportation Board Yy \:,
1925 K Street N'W Y\j R
Washington, D. C. 20423-6001 \\

Re:  STB Finance Docket 34284
Vulcan Materials/Southwest Gulf Railroad
Medina County, Texas

Dear Ms. Rutson:

The accompanying map shows the location of homes in area of the proposed
Vulcan/SGR quarry railroad project.

The area is not sparsely populated as Vulean has stated,

The only road out of the area is FM 2676, All other roads feed into FM 2676,

Any disruption of traffic is very dangerous. Detours through narrow, unpaved and

periodically flooded roads are not feasible.

The area is growing, as evidenced by the subdivisions which are developing and
planned in the area.

The concentration of the most historic features is noted with the district outlined.
There are also three heritage farms noted. Applications for more are in the process
of being submitted.

G et 7 g

MEEAA, Tne., ﬂrj(}w Tlome, Health; and %‘M@&
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Oversized map too large to scan.
Please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis to view a copy.

Qversized map too large to scan.
Please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis to view a copy.



The Medina Gounty Erotrenmental Actior Association, Ine.
202 CR 450, HONDO, TX 7886 1 LhoneBB0741-5040
www.dontmesswithquihi.com Fax: BBO-426- 2060

January 19, 2005

Victoria Rutson

Chief, SEA

Surface Fransportation Board
1925 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 26423-0001

Re: Finance Dockel 34284

Proposed Vulcan Materials/Southwest Guif Railroad Rail Line

Medina County Texas
Dear Ms. Rutson
We are requesting that the STB require a Supplemental DELS and Public Mecting on D #34284.
After considering the comments on the DEYS made at the December 2. 2004, meeting and the
subsequent comments submitted to your agency before the January 10, 2005 deadline, this request
is justified
This request is justified due to the following deficiencies in the DETS

1, The DFIS lacked adequate and credible data on many environmental issues.

2. Because of erroneous and insufficiently detailed data, commentors were not able to make
meaningful comments to the STB.

3. Many issues were not addressed at all, as noted in previous correspondence dated December
8, 2004

4, Failure to fairly compare all of the alternatives including the variation of the old GH&SA
route.

5. Not all of the pertinent data posscssed by the STB was made avaifable in the DEIS for
public review.

el-1367
RY

January 6, 2005

Elizabeth Wood
671 County Road 252
Hondo, Texas 78861

Surface Transportation Board
Case Contro] Unit
Washington, D.C. 20423
Attn: Rini Ghosh

STB Docket No. FD 34284

Dear Sirs:

This Jetter is to comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Study (DEIS) concerning
the proposed Southwest Gulf Railroad line from Vulcan’s proposed limestone quarry
north of Quihi, Texas to Dunlay, Texas. The information in the DELS was insufficient for
determining the impact of the rail line on the area. The proposed railway will have great
and long-lasting impact on my family, our neighbors, our community, and our local
environment. Of most concem is increased flooding, traffic, noise, dust, and vibration.

All of the proposed rail line routes cross several creeks and floodplains. After only a few
days’ worth of rain, current flooding to these areas already interrupt travel to and from
employment for myself, my husband and most other residents in Quibi, To me
personally, this means reduced income for my family because when I don’t work, I don’t
get paid. Any increase in flooding, as a railroad is certain to cause, wiil compound this
problem and threaten our livelihood.

Another major issue is the obstruction of county and farm roads during train function and
malfunction. In more urban areas, where alternate roads are avaitable, a railroad would
still be a loud, unpleasant eyesore. But, the traffic issue would probably be less
disruptive than it will be to our community. In our beautiful rural area, the many current
residents (and any future residents of subdivisions under development) rely on their one
county toad to access Farm Road 2676. And this farm road is the only exit for nearly
everyone in the Quihi area. Normal train function will result in daily delays and risk of
collisions as high-speed commuting vehicles approach passing trains, not to mention the
potential for prolonged interruption with train malfunction. An even more damaging
consequence will be in the event of a passing train delaying needed emergency vehicles,
i.e. EMS or fire depariment. Within the last year, my own family experienced an out-of-
control brush fire. 1f the volunteer fire personnel had been hindered, tragedy could have
occurred.

The creation of noise, dust and vibration will threaten our multiple Jocal historic sites and
will destroy the peacefu} environment for our families and wildlife. My husband and I
chose to purchase land and build a home in this most serene and remote area for precisely
the reason of raising our two preschool children where the only sounds are birds singing
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6. STB, despite information and yuestions submitted during the scoping period. failed to
respond 1o these remarks, This gives the kmpression STB is prejudiced in favor of SGR
This prejudice must not occur. STB can erase this impression by providing a Supplemental
DETS that is thorough, factual, includes all the data. and one that covers all of the
environmental impacts the previous DEIS omitted.

tn reality, the public has not been granted a DETS. We have not been given what the law provides,
The DEIS phase of the process was. in eflect, a farce used 10 Vulean/SGR's advantage.

Your prompt response to this request is apprectated

Sincerely, 7
0, Roted 7 7 Ageretd

Dr. Robest T. Fitzgerald, President
MCHEAA, Inc.

ce

Mr. Roger Nober, Chairman, Surface Transportation Board
U .§.Representative Henry Bonilla

1.8 Senator John Cornyn

V.8 Senator Kay Bailey Hutchison

Texas Scnator Frank Madla

Texas Representative Tracy King

Mr. Larry Oaks, Texas Historical Commission

Ms. Hope Andrade, Texas Departimento of Transportation
Dawn Whitehead, 1. . Fish and Wildlife Service

David Barton, The Gardner Law Firm

Dr. Lyon Kitchen, Adams Fnvironmental, Inc,

MEENSA, T, foryour Tome, Tealth, and Tinitigge

and the wind blowing through the cedars. We value our sectusion and greatly resent
being deprived of this most precious asset.

As troubling as 1 am sure you find these consequences to be, they are mere
inconveniences compared to the one most severe issue at stake. Namely, this will be the
appalling violation of so many American citizens’ property rights if Vulcan and SGR use
the excuse of “eminent domain” to seize and condemn land and homes. The only reason
for the railroad to exist is the proposed quarty. And as only the few people who are *
contributing to the actual quarry site stand to benefit from this project, it seems evident
that the welfare of the majority—who don't want a railroad on their land--is in danger of’
being trampled for the sake of the few who will receive a large financial boost from this
project.

Being federal employees, the commissioners of the Surface Transportation Board are
employees of the United States taxpayers and are responsible to protect the rights of
United States citizens, including property rights. As a citizen and taxpayer, 1 call upon
you to do the right thing and submit to the will of the people of Quihi and not to the will
of those who wish to trade their neighbors’ rights to fatten their own bank accounts.
Protect our community and our environment from the threat of this looming and lasting
scar that will severely alter our present tranquility and will devastate our piece of
Americana.

Very sincerely yours,
el Py

Elizabeth Wood

Landowner and Quihi resident
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
SECTION OF ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS
SOUTHWEST GULF RAILROAD COMPANY
CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION EXEMPTION

Medina County, Texas
Public Meeting I

2 December 2004

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
(830) 981-5545

Analysis. Next to her 1is Rini Ghosh. Some of you

may already have met or spoken with her. She's
Attorney Advisor for this project from the Surface
Transportation Board. At the end is Jaya
Zyman-Ponebshek. Jaya is the Technical Manager for
development of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. She works for URS Corporation, which is
under the direction control and supervision of the
Surface Transportation Board in preparing this EIS.
And we also have Phil Ponehshek right here who is a
Technical Advisor who works for URS who's a technical
advisor in development of the EIS. And I am Nancy
Gates alsc with the URS, and I'm going to be your
moderator today.

So let's get started. Victoria.
MS. RUTSON: Thank you, Nancy. Can
every one hear me? Please raise your hand if you

can't. I know it's a bit dark right now. We will be
turning the lights back on so you'll be able to see
us. We're not hiding-here in the dark. We just want
to make sure you can see the slides

So welcome to the public meeting. We're
pleased that there's such a strong showing, although
we're not surprised., We understand that there is a

lot of feeling and commitment to voice concerns, so
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MS. GATES: A1l right. We're going to

get started. 8o thanks very much for taking your
seats.

Hello. On behalf of the Surface
Transportation Board Section of Environmental
Analysis I'd like to welcome you to today's public
meeting. We're here today to hear your comments on
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for
Southwest Gulf Railroad's proposed rail line here in

Medina County. The goal of our meeting today is to
provide a safe and open environment so that all of
you can give -- can give us your comments as you
would like to do.

Let me tell you a little bit about

today's agenda, It's very simple. You've already

come and signed in. We're going to have a brief
presentation from the Surface Transportation Board on
the process that was used to develop the
environmental document, and then also we're going to
hear a 1ittle bit about some of the highlights of the
document fitself.
First, I would like though to do some
brief introductions. I would like to introduce
Victoria Rutson who is Chief of the Surface

Transportation Board Section of Environmental

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
(330} 981-5545

we're very happy to be here to listen to you today.
Before we turn the microphones over to you, I'd Jike
to spend a few minutes telling you what the Surface
Transportation Board is.

The Surface Transportation Board is a
small agency of 140 people located in Washington,
D.C. The Board itself will be the decision maker on
Southwest Gulf's proposal. Southwest Gulif will be
referred to also as SGR in our presentation. The
Board consists of three members. It's a bipartisan
board. Which means we have a Republican Chairman, a
Democratic Vice Chairman and a Republican Board
Member. Those three board members will be deciding
whether to approve SGR's proposal, whether to deny
SGR's proposal, or whether to approve the proposal
but only with certaﬁn‘m1t1gat1ng conditions.

Congress created the Surface
Transportation Board in 1996. And the function that
Congress has charged the Board with is economic
regulation of freight railroads.

Now, that doesn't mean a lot to most
people in our everyday lives. But railroads when
they choose to build a new rail line, when they want
to merge with other railroads or when they want to

abandon a stretch of line, in each of those

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
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circumstances the railroad must get a permit from the
Surface Transportation Board. The Board is
organizationally housed as part of the Department of
Transportation but decisionally independent. Which
is a lot of gobbledygook that means the three members
of the board are the decision makers on rail
constructions, rail mergers and rail abandonment
cases. Now, not only does the Board need to look at
rail proposals on a merits stand point under Board's
governing statute, which is the Interstate Commerce
Act. Any time a railroad seeks to build a new line
or abandon an old line or merge with another carrier,
the board must also comply with another statute. And
that's the National Environmental Policy Act or NEPA.
And that's what my section is responsible for doing;
making sure that the Board understands completely the
environmental implications of a proposal before
issuing a final decision.

The Section of Environmental Analysis,
which is what I'm the Chief of is also known as
S.E.A. or SEA. So if you hear SEA or S.E.A. referred
to during our presentation, we're talking about the
Section of Environmental Analysis. We do the NEPA

analysis, National Environmental Policy Act and also

insure that the Board complies with the number of
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Sth, 2004.

We're in the public comment period.
This is our opportunity to listen to what you all
think of our draft EIS and the SGR's proposal. So
we're very anxious to -- to listen to you. And I
will quickly sum up.

What are the next steps in the proposal?
Well, we've done the Draft EIS. Now we need to get
your comments. A1l comments will be treated with
equal care and consideration, whether they be your
oral comments here today, written comments that you
may submit later by the January 10th deadline or
written comments that you drop off with us today, as
well as the transcripts. We do have a court reporter
here with us today carefully recording everything
that is said. So we'll go back to Washington,
carefully consider everything that you have said or
written to us and we'll prepare a final Environmental
Impact Statement. Then that document will contain
our final recommendations to those three decision
makers that I talked about earTier, the Board before
making any fina) decision on this proposal will look
at the Draft EIS, all the written and oral comments
received and the final EIS.

Only then will the Board

issue a final decision after having taken a hard look
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other environmental statutes. And that includes the
National Historic Preservation Act, which we all
understand is a big concern in this case, also the
Clean Air Act, the Clean Water Act, the Endangered
Species Act and a number of other environmental
statutes and permits.,

Our environmental rules for those of you
who are interested in doing legal research are in the
Code of Federal Regulations at 110549 CFR 1105. We
also have to comply with President's Council on
Environmental Quality Regulations. And those are
very important too. They dictate how to do an
Environmental Impact Statement.

What have we done so far to insure
National Environmental Policy Act compliance for this
process, the Southwest Gulf or SGR's proposal to
build the rail 1ine? -‘Well, back in June of 2003 we
had an open house meeting in which a number of you
might have met Rini and Nancy and Jaya. In that
meeting we heard comments about what the scope of the
environment analysis should be. Since then, we’'ve
also talked to a number of federal, state and local
agencies and received a number of comments from the
public. We have now drafted an Environmental Impact

Statement or Draft EIS which we issued on November
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at the environmental implications of this proposa?l.
And the board will make one of three decisions: To
approve, to deny, or to approve but only with
conditions.

So with that, I'm going to turn the
microphone over to Rini Ghosh who will talk in more
detail about the environmental review for this
particular proceeding.

MS. GHOSH: Thank you, Vickie. Hi,
everyone. My name is Rini Ghosh and I'm Attorney
Advisor in the Section of Environmental Analysis at
the Surface Transportation Board.

I think I might have met some of you at
the open house last year that we had in Hondo. I'm
really glad to have the opportunity to be back here
again today. As Vickie said, we're here today to
listen to you. So, I don't want to take up too much
of your time but I do want to tell you a little bit
about our draft Environmental Impact Statement and
our study of cultural resources.

As most or all of you may Know,
Southwest Gulf Railroad Company has proposed to
construct an approximately seven-mile rail line that

would connect Vulcan Construction Materials new

limestone quarry to the Union Pacific Company rail
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Tine near Dunlay, Texas. They propose to move four
trains per day over this new rail 1ine; two empty
trains going up to the proposed new quarry and two
Toaded trains coming back down to the UP rail line.
They would also construct a loading track on the
quarry property that would connect to the new rai)
Tine.

Based on all of the comments that you've
submitted to us we realize that this proposal is
highly controversial, which is why we decided to
prepare an Environmental Impact Statement type of
document to make sure that we were taking a really
hard look at all the environmental consequences to
give information to the Surface Transportation Board
before it makes its decision. We also wanted to give
you as much opportunity as we could to participate in
the environmental review process. Our draft
Environmental Impact Statement identifies and
evaluates potential environmental consequences from
the rail line construction proposal and sets forth
our preliminary analysis and our preliminary
conclusions as well as our preliminary
recommendations for mitigation. We also compare four

different potential rail alignments in this document

We request your comments on every single aspect of
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historic landscape because the land use has remained
unchanged for a great number of years. This means
that the Quihi, Texas area is potentially eligible
for the National Register of Historic Places as a
historic district. Based on our research and the
recommendations of the Texas Historical Commission in
consultation with the Texas Historical Commission we
developed a document called a programmatic agreement
which sets forth the remaining steps for completion
of this Section 106 process. Our cultural resource
studies as well as a draft version of the
programmatic agreement are included in Appendix I of
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for your
review and comment.

Now I'm going to give the microphone to
Jaya Zyman-Ponebshek, our Technical Project Manager
to talk to you a 1ittle bit about some of the other
resource areas that we studied.

MS. ZYMAN-PONEBSHEK: Thank you very
much, Rini. For change of scenery I'm going to move
on this side.

Good afternoon everyone. My name is
Jaya Zyman-Ponebshek with URS Corporation. I've been
given the technical aspects of the Draft

Environmental Impact Statement. I'm here today to
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this document. While preparing the draft
Environmental Impact Statement we received many
comments regarding cultural resources in the area.
Qur study of cultural resources sources is governed
by what is known as the Section 106 process of the
National Historic Preservation Act. This Section 106
process sets forth certain steps that Federal
agencies must take to examine impacts on culttural
resources before making a decision. These steps
include identifying appropriate consulting parties,
identifying cultural resources in the project area,
assessing impacts on cultural resources, and
developing appropriate mitigation measures. We began
the Section 106 process by consulting with the Texas
Historical Commission and identifying other
appropriate consulting parties. We then prepared a
preliminary cultural resources assessment report
which we submitted to the Texas Historical Commission
and other consulting parties for review and comment,
Based on all the comments we received we conducted
additional studies and research. And to date we have
identified thirty above-ground resources that could
potentially be affected by the proposed project as

well as one potential historic district. The entire

Quihi, Texas area is within a potential rural
-
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summarize our study -- the results of our study and

primarily to seek comments on our results and our
conclusions because everything is preliminary at this
point. The study covers several resource areas as
listed in this screen. And I'11 just give you a few
seconds to read it. As far as cultural resources
Rini already gave you an overview. So I'm going to
now concentrate on the other resource areas.

In general what we identified as far as
impacts is the following. Basically the impacts can
be boiled down to the following impacts: Traffic
delays at grade crossings, safety concerns, noise and
vibration, air and water contaminants, land use
changes, including clearing, fil1l placed in flood
plains or wetlands. And in the interest of time
rather than going through every single resource area
and taking all your comment period out of -- away
from you I'm just going to concentrate on those areas
where we have found impacts. Transportation and
traffic safety - the rail line could cause impacts to
local transportation and traffic safety when the rail
Tine crosses area roadways using at-grade crossings.
At this point, traffic delays and car-train accidents
have the potential to occur. Delays could result

from three reasons basically: While the crossings

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
(830) 981-5545




21
22
23
24
25

20
21
22
23
24
25

are temporarily blocked during train -- during rail
construction. During normal operations when at-grade
crossings is closed for trains to pass, including the
time approaching the intersection and the time that
the train needs to clear the intersection. And then
thirdly, during track repair of if a train
malfunctions at that specific grade crossing.

In the draft EIS we have provided
preliminary recommended mitigations. And we welcome
your comments on both, the impacts and the
mitigations,

As far as water resources we analyze
impacts on surface water, ground water and wetlands.
Impacts to surface waters may result from
construction and operation. Basically either from
flood plains and stream stability or contamination.
As far as flood plains and stream stability SEA
consulted with the Army Corps of Engineers, the

Federal Emergency Management Agency and the Medina

‘County Floodplain Administrator regarding potential

impacts to flood plains and streams caused by the
proposed rail line. This impacts depending on final
crossing design may include localized increases to
the width of the flood plains and changes to stream

hydraulics. Cut and fill operations at stream
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noted construction and operation could potentially
result in runoff of contaminants.

Local streams provide recharge for the
Leona Gravel Aquifer and the northern most one-half
mile of the proposed rail Tine crosses streams in the
recharge zone of the Edwards Aquifer as you all know.

The contaminants of concern would be
similar to those for surface water, including silt
and debris from construction or line repair and
locomotive fuels. Contamination of the rail line
could end up in the water which recharges this
aquifers.

And once again we welcome your comments
on both the mitigation and the results of this study
presented in the draft EIS.

Now as far as wetlands. There is Tittle
natural opportunity for significant wetland resources
to form in Medina County. According to the National
Wetland Inventory Elm Creek and portions of Cherry
Creek and Quihi Creek form Riparian Wetlands. And
all of the local creeks have small pools classified
as Palustrine Wetlands. These classifications only
deal with the type of vegetation supported by the
feature. And I'm not going to get into the details

on that right now. There is a potential for
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crossings could have impacts -- adverse impacts to
bank stability as well.

Once again we have provided
recommendation and mitigation for this resource area
and we welcome your comments. Now as far as ground
water the primary concern to ground water resources
is the possibility of contamination.

Oh, I'm sorry. Can you go back to
surface water I forgot to tell you about
contamination. Now contaminants could be released
during construction and operation and could adversely
impact surface water quality. SEA or S.E.A.
assessed the potential for impacts for range of
contaminants all the way from silt and debris to fuel
spills.

During construction of the rail line and
during future repair activities ground clearing and
heavy equipment would cause a potential for silt and
debris runoff to enter surface waters during a major
rainfall event. The release of petroleum products
from construction eguipment or Jocomotive fuel spills
could also impact water quality.

Now, I'm ready to go back to ground
water. The primary concern to ground water resources

is the possibility of contamination. And as I just
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‘permanent loss of wetland functions where the rail

Tine crosses these creeks and places fill or
structures within the creeks. When such placement is
necessary authorization from the U.S, Corps of
Engineers would be required under Section 404 of the
Clean Water Act. Corps authorization is also needed
where there would be temporary impacts to streams
from access roads needed to transport the equipment
and personnel during construction., During rail
operations wetland resources could also be affected
due to contaminated runoff following an incident that
results in a diesel fuel spill. And again, we
welcome your comments.

Biological resources - The railroad
would require a construction right-of-way where all
vegetation would be temporarily cleared and then a
narrower strip where vegetation would be permanently
cleared where the rail bed would be. Since this
vegetation represents wildlife habitat any clearing
of these vegetation represents loss of this habitat
and impacts to biological resources, whether it's
temporary or permanent.

Construction, maintenance and operation
of the rail line could pose a more direct risk to

biological resources as there is a potential for
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collisions between the train and wildlife. And also
mechanical mowing and shredding along the
right-of-way could harm smaller animals.

And then once again, we welcome your
comments. I'm not going to say that anymore.
Okay. Land use - As every one here

knows the permanent rail line right-of-way will
require acquisition of land for the construction and
permanent right-of-way and would have impacts to
property adjacent to the right-of-way. Most of the
right-of-way for the proposed route would be located
along or near fence lines. However, some properties
would be severed.

Given current Jand use SEA preliminarily
concludes -- again S.E.A. preliminarily concludes
that the proposed alignment would cause a reduction
in the amount of Tand including prime farmland
available for agricultural. Adverse impacts on land
use could not be fully mitigated.

Noise - The proposed action resulting
both construction and operation related noise
impacts. Construction of the rail line would proceed
at about 140 to 150 feet per day aleng the corridor

creating a temporary noise impact to nearby

residences.

GADDIS COURT REPORTING

driving adverse vibration impacts could occur to
extremely fragile historic structures up to 200 feet
away. S.E.A.'s preliminarily -- preliminary studies
indicate that vibration impacts from operation of the
rail line would not impact sensitive structures more
than 45 feet from the tracks.

And again, these numbers are
conservative numbers. To get a more detailed number
that would be probably less conservative of the real
you would need to do an actual vibration by vibration
study accounting for the soil conditions between the
source and the receptor.

And then now I'11 turn this over back to
Nancy so we can begin the comment session.

MS. GATES: Now, we're ready to begin
the most important part of the meeting which is the
comment period. And to insure that we have and we
maintain a safe and comfortable environment in which
everybody gets a fair chance to submit and give their
comments we have established a few ground rules. If
you picked up the fact sheet when you came in you
probably saw those ground rules. But I wanted to
briefly go over them. First of all, you received --
When you signed up tc speak you -- we had you sign in

on numbered cards. And we will call your name in the
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During operation noise would result from
the operation of the train on the line as well as
from the sounding of horns prior to entering any
upgrade crossing. S.E.A. performed an analysis on
operation on noise caused by engine noise and the
wheel/rail interaction and determined that operations
over Alternative 1 would result in greater noise
impact than any of the other alternatives.

As far as horn noise the maximum sound
level from the horn would have an adverse effect on
residences closest to the grade crossings

And then finally I'11 discuss the
vibration impacts. Vibration impacts result both
during construction and operation of the rail Tine.
Because of the nature of activities, different
activities would cause vibrational impacts at
different distances from the rail line. Of primary
concern are vibrational impacts to sensitive
structures such as historic structures and welis or
any other fragile structure. For example, most
construction activities would create a vibration
impact to structures within 256 feet of the activity.
Structures that are further than that probably

wouldn't be affected at all. But for pile driving

adverse vibration activities -- I'm sorry. For pile
GADDIS COURT REPORTING
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order in which you signed in. When you hear your
name called, you should approach one of the two aisle
microphones on either side. And if you are unable to
go to the microphone, that's okay. We will bring a
microphone to your seat. Just raise your hand when
we call your name. If there are any Spanish speakers
in the audience who would tike to help with
translation, Jaya is bilingual in Spanish and English
and she's available to help you if you need that
assistance. You each have three minutes to speak.
And the reason for this is because we want to give as
many people an opportunity to speak as we possibly
can. To help you figure out where you are in your
three minutes, our timer will hold this up when you
have 30 seconds left so that you know it's time to
start wrapping up. And then when your time is up,
you'll see this. This is just to give you some
assistance so you don't have to be looking at your
watch. If you wish to make a comment but you do not
want to speak yourself you may fill out a comment
That's

card and we will read the comment for you

not a problem. Or you may submit a written comment.
We want to have a chance for all speakers who've
signed up to speak one time. And then i we go

through the whole sequence and you would like to
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speak again, you may speak again., But we want to
give everybody a chance to speak at least once before
we take people for the second time.

And finally we are recording this
meeting. We have a court reporter and we are also
audio taping it. And so we ask your courtesy when
other people are speaking to try not to talk, and
that way we can record the most accurate words
possibie and make sure we get into our record.

And finally, I overlooked introducing s
somebody at the beginning of the meeting., Gabriel
Lozano from Congressman Henry Bonilla's office is
with us today. And we say welcome to you, Gabriel.

So let's go ahead and get started. Any

‘questions?

(No questions).
Okay. I'm going to turn of my -- Okay.
Thank you for your patience.

First of al) our first speaker is David
Barton.

MR. BARTON: I'm David Barton. I'm an
attorney representing the Medina County Envircnmental
Action Association. My interest is that after you
Tisten to the comments today you will see the

necessity to do the right thing. Is it worth to do
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from this charade. But it has not at this stage.

The DEIS fails in not addressing important water shed
issues but chooses to evaluate trucking issues for a
non-existent quarry while not addressing the direct
impact of businesses building along the rail route.
That is not the right thing. The rail is totally
interdependent with the quarry with no separate
utility. It should be classified as a connected
action within that meaning of the need for the CEQ
regs and case president. The area where the rail
will traverse is already a flood hazard. The rail
will increase that hazard. The D -- DEIS does not
even address the impact OF the diversion of two water
sheds which run into the quarry will have on the
flooding problems created by the rail. That is not
the right thing. 1Is it worth it to ignore these
issues. Who will enforce the mitigation factors

mentioned in the DEIS? Not the STB. No, it will be
the people in the community who will have to come
forward to go to court to address the issues the STB
would not take care of before it issued a permit or
just bend over and take it. That is not the right

thing. If the rail is designed to be a common
carrier to encourage growth then there is no doubt

the quarry is part of that growth corridor and nust

GADDIS COURT REPORTING

|
“Page B-57

16

21
22
23
24
25

19
20
21
22
23
24
25

22

otherwise. The right thing is significantly
different than what is presented in the DEIS which
seems to ignore the most obvicus fact that but for
the quarry the rail would not exist. The lack of
depth of the DEIS is both appaliling and
disappointing. It merely reflects Vulcan Materials
submissions. And that is just the beginning of the
road. Vulcan Materials 1is the driving force behind
the activity that brings us here today. A private
company with apparent plans to operate a rock quarry
and create a private rail company which would not
exist without the quarry and which has no purpose but
to support the guarry. Yet the small private
railroad which is so interdependent on the quarry
with no reasonably foreseeable purpose to serve
anyone else attempts to be anointed as a sovereign
with the ability to condemn and confiscate property
for its private purposes under the guise of a common
carrier. A common carrier for what? Nothing but a
privately held rock quarry. It is clear this is
marched by Vulcan to get common carrier status. It's
being done purely to thwart the will of the majority
of the local community. It didn't start this process
until it became c¢lear it would unable to purchase or

lease the land it needed. STB should separate itself
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be stayed. Area growth is not addressed. Failure to
do so makes STB's decision arbitrary and capricious.
Did you forget that -- Is it worth it to take a
chance on the consegquences of your actions? Do the
right thing Vulcan has dug its hole before it has
dug its quarry and it is response -- it is the
responsibility of the STB to fill the hole rather
than facilitate its existence. It is most compelling
that the DEIS ignores the obvious fact that there
would be no rail if there was no quarry. And that
makes the quarry and the rail connected actions
Please review the briefings I have submitted
previously and will present with -- in the future and
do the right thing. Finally, remember is it worth it
to ignore the conclusions I reached in the
submissions I've made? Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you, Mr. Barton,
Dr. Bob Fitzgerald.

MR. FITZGERALD: I want to thank the
MCAA before I begin for this opportunity to express
the opinions and impressions that we have by the DIS.
"We" being Medina County Environmental action
association. That is a grass roots organization that
most of you know composes of about 150 families and

350 some odd members. So thank you for this
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opportunity.

I would 1ike to address the connected
action issue. It seems that STB's primary reason
not recognizing the quarry as a connected action is
based on the supreme court's decision and the public
we believe the STB has not

citizen's case. First,

carefully considered the detailed information
submitted concerning significant environmental

impacts. Second, we see little or no evidence in the

DEIS that the STB has made available relevant
infoermation to the larger audience. And I presume
that means to other agencies involved in the
permitting process where they have to issue permits.
No -- no evidence in the DEIS of that. But yet these
are the two points that you have based the decision
not to recognize the quarry as a connected action.
Conversely STB has relied only on information given
by Vulcan and has not carefully considered data
submitted to it during the scoping comments and other
pertinent correspondence. In judging the quarry and
the railroad are not connection actions STB has
failed to look closely at the history of both the
quarry and the railroad. From the very beginning,
Vulcan planned the quarry and the railroad together,

researched both at the same time, informed the public
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MS. GATES: Thank you, Dr. Fitzgerald.
Lynn Kitchen.
MR. KITCHEN:

Thank you. As you may

know, I serve as the technical advisor for MCEAA.
And it's been an honor and privilege to work with
this group. It‘'s a group of real

folks, farmers,

ranchers, businessman, wives, children. They're all

concerned about this project's impact on their
property rights, environment and the health and
welfare of the community. These folks are good folks
with real concerns about this project.

I'm here today to talk to you about the
philosophy benhind NEPA and not really the technical
issues. I'11 be addressing those in a nice long
document for y'all tlater that will be in written
format.

First, I want you to know that I've been
involved in various NEPA related projects from
permits to EI -- EA's to EIS's for over 14 years,
taught courses on NEPA at UTSA. One of the most
important aspects of NEPA that I've always emphasized
to my students in my courses was public involvement.
I'm a staunch supporter of the scoping process and
involving the public in this process putting the
And

opposition on the team that develops, designs.
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about both projects at the same time and even told
the public "if we don't get the railroad, we won't

open the quarry." If this were not true, why

wouldn't Vulcan obtain appropriate permits, open a
quarry, operate it with trucks in a local area just

as it has done in many other of its quarried, if not

all. Then it could use justification of the demand
in Houston and the Southeast Gulf Coast is

justification to seek a permit. We all know Vulcan
has not done this. Vulcan gamblied that there would

be no opposition to its connected projects. That no

one would object. Vulcan has lost. Vulcan has put

the STB in an awkward position. STB is left with the

task to justify Vulcan's bad decision. STB is trying
to save Vulcan by allowing Vulcan to evade doing what
is required by law by stating the quarry is a
cumulative effect and not a connected one. STB makes
a poor excuse that other agencies have the
responsibility to evaluate the environmental impact
of the quarry. STB has no jurisdiction over this

quarry or its environmental impacts. MCAA, Inc.

relies -- replies that Vulcan is failing to do its
job. It should know better.
I will continue this at the end of the

other discussions Thank you.
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the DEIS is very important and allows you to develop
a plan that works. You need to show the public the
respect they deserve. I'm telling you this to ask
you for your consideration for the people here.
Treat the public with respect you treat Vulcan.
That's all I ask.

With all due respect you have not
started out well. You blatantly ignore and disregard
comments and concerns expressed during scoping. We
-« I would beg to differ that you didn't listen to
those comments. You only had them written to you.
You did not allow public meetings or workshops during
which

the time of scoping, is a common thing used in

most of the scoping processes. You allowed comments
but basically gave them 1ip service with standard

replies and impersonal letters. Most of the comments
were addressed poorly in the Draft EIS as if to state
not

that the public’'s opinion will impact this

decision. NEPA was based on disclosure of public
information to the public and yet you have not been
helpful in providing information to these citizens.
You hide behind the bureaucracy of the Freedom of
Information Act to prevent these citizens from
information in a timely manner.

obtaining I'm asking

you to listen to the comments today and carefully
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.were conducted and

read the written comments. These are from concerned

citizens who have properties and families at stake.

Please take them serious. Write individual personal

letters back to the commenters showing them respect.
The EIS has many flaws and has shown a blatant

disregard for the public. Overall the EIS is based

only on general information on the project area

although it alludes to field studies no actual data

is furnished. It is only summarized as field studies

indicate that. The lack of detail

and analysis is obvious and demonstrates SEA and

SCG's, whatever, lack of respect for the community

Right now you can turn this all around. You can

represent the public good and not Vulcan. It's time

to step up to the table and act the part. Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you, Mr. Kitchen.

Necey Schulte.
MS. SCHULTE: 1I'm Necey Schulte
president of the Quihi, New Fountain Historical

Society. I'm the fourth generation of Quihi land

owners. I was born and raised in Quihi and have
property there.

I'm directing my comments and guestions
to you through my Congressman Henry Bonilla. And I

request that you please respond to my comments and
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the final EIS.

In my Tetter to you dated November 1st,
2004 I pointed out that having all of Vulcan's rail
activity the rail activity of other industries they
will ruin the historical

hope to bring into Quihi

appearance and culture landscape of Quihi. The
visual impact of those hundreds of uncovered ganola
-- ganolo (sic) train cars every day of dusty crushed
Timestone crossing through the heart of this historic
district for fifty years will certainly destroys --
destroy the historic nature of this area.

You mention that Vulcan's railroad will
plant grass along the side of the rails so the rail
would not be visible. . But how are you going to
disguise the view of 400 train cars crossing through
the area many times during the day, plus all the
trains from other businesses.

Also you have not done a good study on

the dust, noise and vibration impacts. It is the
good study -- If a good study were done, it would
clear that these problems are unsolvable. The only

solution is to find a . route -- to find a route out of
the floodpiain and out of the district. We
understand that Vulcan has given the Willie Schweers

historic home on County Road 365 to the Schweers
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questions back through him.

The Quihi area is an irrigated -- excuse

me an important part of the history, the earlier

settlers of Texas and much it in tact -- still in

tact. We have identified over 65 important sites and
have submitted that in the data to Texas Historical
Commission. We are in the process of attending state
and Federal designation for the Quihi area as an

official historical district, The proposed and
alternative railroad line routes submitted by Vulcan,
Southwest Gulf Railroad all across through the heart
of the historical district and divides the district.
Atso flooding is a severe problem of all
the submitted crossings at the intersection of County
Road 365 and County Road 4512 at the old Henry
house .

Schweers' This is at the lowest part of the

route. It is under water every time we get a few
inches of rain. Cars can't go through there., We
have already had six inches of rain this year. The
last two being November 17th and November 22nd, I
believe there are pictures in the next room of the
flooding at this area -~ at this location. The
railroad crossing at this point at County Road 365
The draft EIS

will certainly worsen the situation.

does not study this. You must study this fully in
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Foundation. Why has Vulcan not given the adjacent --

adjacent Henry Schweers' home to them? It is the

original home of this family and is even older. It

is very near the proposed route. Does Vulcan intend

to sacrifice this structure?

As an added note, the proposed quarry is

very much a connected part of this project. The

railroad would not even be built if there was not to

be a quarry. The impacts of both the railroad and

quarry should be studied fully as a connected area.
I wanted to comment also on the pictures

of the area on Appendix "A" of Volume II. Much of

them are captioned with the incorrect location. This

is a very interest -- very misleading.

MS. GATES: Thank you. Your three

minutes are up. Can you -- You can speak again

later. Okay?

MS. SCHULTE: Thank you.

MS. GATES: Okay. Thank you so much.

Mr. Morris Baxter.
MR. BAXTER:

Good afternoon. My wife

and I have several concerns about this project, but

since we only have three minutes I'11 just have to
address a few.

We live three miles from the proposed
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quarry and a half -- one and a half miles from the
nearest proposed rail i1ine. We're greatly concerned
about traffic safety. Vulcan has stated they will
employ about 125 people and 100 vehicles a day will
commute to work -- to and from work. That's based on
the STB summary. We've got increased traffic already
out here. And another 100 vehicles a day I'm
concerned about the school bus runs. There's at
Teast Hondo bus runs on 2676 and one from Medina
Valley on 2676, plus several Medina Valley runs on FM
471. And the railroad of course is another problem
if that crosses several of those runs.

A few years ago our closest neighbor a
family of four was wiped out by a gravel truck on
2676 a half mile from their home. And I'm really
concerned about this kind of safety. As I understand
it, I don't know about Vulcan's own drivers, but
contracted drivers they usually get paid by the load
or the mile and not by the hour. And that's a --
that's bad safety practice,

Mayor Hancock from Castroville has come
out in favor of the quarry and the rail line. A
Tittle over 100 years ago the City of Castroville

didn't want any part of the Southern Pacific

Railroad. That's why it goes around to the south
GADDIS COURT REPORTING
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is given back to us more than we've -- we've put back
into the area.

A1l Vulcan will do is give us a big
eyesore, degrade our standard of living, put us at
risk for all kinds of health and traffic hazards and
destroy our way of 1ife.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you Mr. Baxter.

Robert Dyle.

MR, DYLE: I don't live anywhere over
‘near Quihi, but I do have an interest in it. I'm a
native American. And when I came -- when I -- my
people came over here we didn't have all this
destruction, contamination or anything else. Now why

in the heck can't you people learn how to tive with
nature and get your -- and let the politicians up in
Washington get their hands out of the pockets of the
big pe -- the big industrial’'s people? Now once you
get that done, then maybe we can get along with
everything. But as far as I'm concerned, this nation
is going to hell in a hand basket. Pardon my French.
But that's just exactly the way I feel.

Thank you.

MS. GATES:

Thank yaou, Mr. Dyle.

Steve Lapp.
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today. And I would imagine if this rail line --

proposed rail line was proposed through Castrovilie
they would be fighting it. I really don't know why
they're approving this project. Do they think it's
going to be an economic boom to the -- this area, to

the cities? The only people that I see it's going to

be an economic boom or -- is Vulcan and a few land
owners. And based on the -- the local prison’s
workforce as far as what -- where their people live

about half of them live in Medina County and half
out. And they're -- half of the Medina -- half of
the Vulcan employees are not going to pay a lot of
taxes. Neither is Vulcan based on what their FM 1283
operation paid in 2002. They paid $§1557 in county
and 3792 in Medina Valley ISD taxes based on a
valuation of 244,000. They say their taxes are going
to be 600,000 in their proposed operation. That
would equate to $28,000,000 in taxable value at least
in 2003. And it takes $6700 a year to educate a
child at Hondo and Medina Valley. So their taxes are
not going to pay for their education and service such
as police, fire, EMS protection, and pay for the road
upkeep after the trucks destroy the roads. We've
1ived here 18 years and we have great neighbors

quiet 1iving, beautiful surroundings. And this ares
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MR. LAPP: My name is Steve Lapp. I

Tive on 106 acres in Quihi. The southern boundary is
the Quihi Creek. I read all three bound volumes of
the EIS and I also was appalled at the guality of the
report. One main objection is that throughout the
report you have compared the environmental impact
that the rajlroad would have compared to some
possible future situation where there was massive
trucking. That trucking does not exist today. And
it seems -- I've never heard of an impact report that
voices what might happen in the future. I think that
the impact report needs to be revised at the least to
determine the impact on the status quo, not on some
future condition that might exist.

And as far as mitigating circumstances
their -- Vulcan has a national reputation of not
keeping its promises, not keeping its mitigation
agreements. You certainly need to consider that if
you're going to include mitigation as part of your
process of granting the raiiway. They will get away

with everything they can. This is a fight on a

national level of the people in communities all over
America versus this corporation which does not meet
its community responsibilities.

Just yesterday the Daily Times of
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{RA0Y OR1.RK4H



23
24
25

20
21

22
23
24
25

Maribel, Tennessee printed an article December 1st,
2004 “Residence voice opposition to Vulcan. Cracked
windows, heavy trucking, cracked foundations such
were the grievances aired against Vulcan Tuesday at a
community meeting called by three city neighborhood
associations in the vicinity of the Duncan Road
Quarry. The Mayor --" guote -- "No single operation
inside this city of Maribel creates the problems and
complaints that the quarry does. The city has taken
steps to control dust and noise generated by quarry
traffic but is largely ham strung in its regulatory
approach by state laws Swann said. And now it faces
a Jawsuit filed by Vulcan recently moved to Federal
court that would essentially allow Vulcan to expand
its operations in coming years." And quote the mayor
again: "We are aggressive -- aggressively defending
this lawsuit. The suit alleges violations of the

14th and 15th Amendments and seeks to overturn the

current zoning of the property and alleges that [
Vulcan is entitled to a quarry of the entire property
it originally leased in 19587." Basically anything
that happens now will affect the future of this
community for hundreds of years into the future.

This was from a lease back in 1957, and Vulcan unlike

the rest of us will not ever die. They will probably
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in the middle of a rainstorm Dr. Cassidy URS who has
the courtesy to call me and other people that know
something about the archeology and the history. His
report is much better. It has some technical errors
that I will correct. And he is to be commended for
recommending that Vulcan build none of the proposed
rail routes and that they re-examine the old
Dunlay/Medina Lake route.

It's a -- It seems to be implied in the
draft EIS, as vague as these sections are, that there
are very few archeological and historic sites other
than those that have been photographed and mislabeled
in the draft EIS and so forth. But from doing very
Timited work in the area this past summer on a
private research project of my own and with the
people working with me just within a couple of days
and no funding they recorded ten archeological sites
along Elm Creek and other areas. Some of these
within -- And that's just going to these sites
because the landowner told them the sites were there.
URS didn't even ask landowners, except Dr. Cassidy
did, if there were sites around. And there's a

massive stone wall reported by Dr. Cassidy that's

being mapped on the Lindsey property and which will

be included in the MNational Register of Historic

o I
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last for a long time past the lifetimes of everyone
here. So it will be our grandchildren, our great
grandchildren that'1l still be suffering from Vulcan.

MS. GATES: Thank you, Mr. Lapp.

Thomas Hester.

MR. HESTER: Yes, my name is Tom Hester.
I'm a professional archeologist and I -- my comments
are much more extensive than three minutes. And I'11
submit those in writing.

1 find a lot of problems in the draft
EIS involving statements made about cultural
resources and statements made about what will be done
to examine these. As I understand it from the slides
and handouts in the draft EIS the URS Corporation
which has a contractual agreement with STB claims to
have completed impact studies on historic sites
within the rail corridors. I can't see how this
could be true. Their preliminary cultural resources
report was a joke. They either wasted the money or
they didn't get enough money from the STB to do a
decent level. I mean it's called reconnaissance.
I've been doing archeology for 40 years. ['ve never
seen anybody claim to have done reconnaissance and
come up with such a mess.

They recently sat for two or three days
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Places designation for the Schuele/Saathoff houses
and their property,

In the towns along Highway 90 the towns
grew up with the railroad in the 19th century except
Castroville which got them to go in through southern
Bexar County. However a 21st century limestone
hauling railroad to be put through the middle of this
major historical site further contributes to the
destruction of the Texas historic Tandscape. While
Union Pacific trains continue to derail in Bexar
County, you don't see the rail lines running through
the historic districts of San Antonio or Castroville.
The --

Also I'11 have a number of comments on
the draft programmatic agreement. This looks Tike an
after-the-permit exercise that leaves out many
critical aspects of cultural resource studies. And I
can't believe that my colleagues at the Texas
Historical Commission actually entered into this
program -- programmatic agreement in good faith.
Their deputy director will be here tonight. Maybe
somebody can ask him what they think they're doing.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

Tom Walpole.

MR. WALPOLE: My name is Tom Walpole. I
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tive in Quihi on 2676 at Elm Creek. This locates me
2.5 miles south of the quarry and approximately 1,000
feet west of the SGR rail line.

The railroad and quarry must be studied
as a connected action. Without the quarry the
railroad serves no purpose. When are the
environmental impacts of the quarry going to be
studied? The draft EIS has provided no details that
suggest the actions are not connected. A majority of
the EIS is spent on remarks of how trucking aggregate
would be more of an impact than transporting it by
rail. This is more a Vulcan sword rattling, a series
threat to Medina County considering the conditions of
our.roads. No mention of the improvements required
to accommodate 1700 truck trips have been made.
Aggregate will still be hauled locally. Even with a
rail line, there will still be approximately 125
trucks per day on our roads. If trucking was a
viable option, Vulcan would be trucking gravel now.

In Hondo the newspaper -- In the Hondo
newspaper on 19 February 2004 Tom Ramsdale was quoted
as saying, "I should also state this project does not
yet have the approval of Vulcan's Board of
Directors.” This reinforces my belief that Vulcan's

position is no railroad, no quarry.
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MS. GATES: Thank you.

Archie Gerds.

MR. GERDS: I am Archie Gerds. My land

is being divided into by the rail line being Dunlay
and the quarry site. This Tand has been in my family
since 1891. Will [ be compensated for the loss of
deer, hog and other game hunting? This is a big
economic factor for Medina and -- County and myself.
A1l my improvements are on the west side of the
range. Will Vulcan pay for the water well, pens,
barns and utilities? Will Vulcan keep up easements,
fences, and keep noxious weeds out? Will Vulcan be
responsible for the cleanup of derailments and/or
chemical spilis? Also, will I be compensated for the
devaluation of my property and when flood -- due to
-- when flood damages due to trestles or bridges near
-- over Quihi and Eim Creek? Who will pay for this?
Who will pay for the wrecker -- for the fore sale of
Tivestock? Before -- My water hole is the only
source of water I have in this one pasture. It is
spring fed and has never gone dry. Indian scouts
watered their horses here in the early days. If it
goes dry will Vuican build me a new well?

MS. GATES: Thank you.

Carl Kelley.

e
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In the earlier stages of Vulcan's
railroad planning it appeared that they did not
realize they were planning a railroad through a
floodplain. If the railroad is built to provide
their proposed one percent maximum grade incline the
Tine will turn out to be made of almost continuous
berms and trestles. Approved agencies should make
more realistic studies before awarding approval of
the railroad construction.

I have several structures on my
property. There location has been dictated by past
fluids, flood history and neighbors input on how high
the water has been in their lifetime and of their a
ancestor's lifetime. None of these buildings were
flooded in the 500 year flood of 1997. If the
floodplain Elm Creek changes due to quarry and
rail-line activities it will be disastrous for all of
Quihi. So far no real flood studies have been
completed for the EIS, only remarks like “"best
engineering prac -- practices in the design of stream
crossings will be made to avoid increasing floodpTain
width." The flooding on Elm Creek has been so
frequent in past few years that TxDOT has not
bothered to remove the flood barriers from both sides

of 2676 bridge crossing. Medina County is worth 1t?
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MR. KELLEY: My name is Carl Kelley. I
Tive about one mile west of downtown Quihi

I'd 1ike to address just a couple of
factors, noise and safety and water.

First of all, I'd like to comment that
you folks as you well know have an awesome
responsibility because you're going -- if you approve
this, you're going to approve the ability for these
people to exercise eminent domain over priv --
private property. I hope you're taking that as
seriously as we are.

Noise - Where I Tive the noise from the
horns on UP now really -- in the right kind of
weather, and it happens fairly often, it's almost
Tike those guys are in your bedroom. And as I
counted this up here the proposed route I would hear
horns about 28 times a day. The others go from 32 to
20 to 24 times a day assuming that they have to hit
the horn every time they cross a crossing. And
that's based on the crossings that you've given
That's really going to be a noisy problem even down
where I live. The other thing about noise is -- I
didn't see anything and maybe there's something
there, about the side track marshalling area

whichever route you take down by UP. I think
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especially an alternating one and two that the noise
back this way is -- is really going to verbate (sic)
reverberate in the -- in the area down there. I wish
that you would do some sampling or some modeling or
something. You need to really look at that.

With regard to safety, it's already been
mentioned and it should be mentioned over and over
again. The railroad crossings are always a risk.

You know that. And I believe that the statistics
quoted in the study kind of compared national
statistics to what's going on here. I think you'll
find that Texas statistics are a whole lot worse as
far as railroad accidents at crossings. You need to
look at that. We've had -- Thank God not too many
lately. But in the past we've had some bad ones.

Water and flood control - As a guy who
as gone through a flood and had his house washed out,
not here but in another area, any time that I see
something about flood and water my -- my antenna go
up. And the STR commits to mitigation prior to
construction with regard to how -- how things would
be constructed to try to control the flood control
business. But I think -- I can't emphasize enough
not before construction do you need to get the -- the

factors on this straight, but before approval you
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January the 10th, in general we concur with SEA's
assessment of the impacts of the proposed rail line.
The Draft Environmental Impact Statement finds that
with the proposed mitigations the line could be built
along the preferred route or two other alternative
routes. Southwest Gulf Railroad will of course await
the outcome of the environmental review and the
entire STB process. Assuming there is no change in
this result, Southwest Gulf Railroad continues to
believe that its preferred route is the best
alternative, In addition to SEA's generally positive
conclusions about the preferred route, it is also the
shortest route and impacts the fewest landowners.
Southwest Gulf Railroad believes that the mitigation
proposed by the SEA is generally acceptable.

Although it will offer some comments on certain
mitigations measures.

The SEA has done a good thorough job in
taking into account the views of the people and
groups in the area of the proposed line. Southwest
Gulf Railroad believes that the proposed mitigation
measures should address the cause of those concerns.

As directed by the proposed mitigation measures

Southwest Gulf Railroad intends to work with the (

appropriate local, state and federal agencies to
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need to do that before the STB approves this thing.
Let us see what's going to happen before you -- it's
approved. If it -- if it goes against what we would
Tike, you know at least we will have had that.

And finally, I have to say that this
railroad's commitment to hold itself out as a common
carrier really is curious to me. I can't imagine
even in fifty years how -- what would come about to
cause them to be needed as a common carrier in that
area.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you, Mr. Kelley.

Darrell Brownlow,

MR. BROWNLOW: My name is Darrell
Brownlow. I'm a technical advisor for Vulcan
Materials Company and Southwest Gulf Railroad.

Vulcan Materials Company and Southwest
Gulf Railroad thanks the SEA for it's hard work in
preparing a very comprehensive and objective Draft
Environmental Impact Statement that addresses each of
the matters relevant to the environmental review of
the proposed project.

While Southwest Gulf Railroad is likely
to offer the SEA some more detailed comments in

writing on the proposed mitigation measures before
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insure that the public interest is protected on
matters such as flooding concerns, traffic safety and
cultural resources among other issues identified in
the Draft Environmental Impact Statement. Southwest
Gulf Railroad and Vulcan continue to stand ready to
consult with persons or groups interested in
constructive dialogue on the rail line as the process
moves forward.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you, Mr. Brownlow.
Scott Conrad.

MR. CONRAD: 1I'm Scott Conrad. And my
wife and I have property probably less than a mile
west of the proposed quarry site. And I just want to
go on the record as being totally opposed to Vulcan
Materials proposed quarry and raiiroad. I want
everybody to know that in my mind not to consider the
quarry and the railroad a connected action just
absolute nonsense.

I have many concerns. But my main
concerns have to do with air quality and water
problems that could arise from this operation.

On the air problems - Due to all the
unpaved roads in this part of Medina County we have

just about all the dust we can tolerate. In this

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
(B30) QR1-5545




10

12
13

14

22
23
24

25

20
21
22
23
24
25

49

normally starts about two or three days after any
rain we happen to receive stops.

My property being located about
three-quarters of a mile to the west and slightly
north of the quarry and rail site the prevailing
southeast breezes should supply me with more dust
than we should have to Tive with. My long horn
cattle and the rest of God's creatures that live in
this area shouldn't need any calcium supplements.
Perhaps we should consider this to be an economic
plus.

The second, on the water problems: To
the small livestock operation, which is what I have,
along with the most of my neighbors, water is our
prime concern. We are totally dependent on the water
we can pump from our wells. In our area of Medina
County there's no rural water system. We are located
on the Edwards Aquifer recharge zone. It is almost
impossible to contain water in anything other than a
sealed vessel. If our wells are damaged by continual
blasting or our water polluted by chemicals or fuels
we're out of business. We got to have water and it's
got to be pure.

Some of my neighbors located south of

the gquarry would even have more problems to consider
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community. He has served on many boards throughout
his years, boards that include preserving historical
structures in the community. He served as a
volunteer firefighter. He has served on committees
that have helped rebuild flooded areas. He has even
just last weekend cooked turkey dinner for families
that were in need. His -- his sincerity -- his
commitment to the community is sincere.

When Vulcan initially contacted my
parents about mining rock on their ranch, they didn't
just say yes. Instead they asked a lot of questions.
They wanted to know about the company. They wanted
to know about what this kind of project could do for
this community. And let me tell you what they have
Tearned. They were very impressed to hear everywhere
Vulcan resides the company and their employees are
engaged in those communities supporting local
projects and initiatives. Even though the quarry is
not yet in operation Medina County has already
benefitted from their civic mindedness and
generosity. In addition they have supported doing
the necessary environmental study -- studies because
they care about preserving the nature of the history
and quality of 1ife here, He still lives here.

Unfortunately my mother recently passed away.
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as there is a good chance that their property could
be divided by a rail line. And they've got no easy
task of moving Tivestock and water in them in a
divided pasture.

Seems that the only folks without these
problems or concern are those that are connected with
Vulcan. It seems to me that as good industrial
neighbor Vulcan should agree to do a professional
environmental impact study at the quarry site. Right
now Vulcan's good neighbor policy has struck out in
this area. I have a feeling that Vulcan is going to
get away by screwing up an environmentally sensitive
area beyond repair without this study.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you, Mr. Conrad.
Dianne Pipes.
MS. PIPES: Hi. I'm Dianne. 1I'm here
to -- on behalf of my father Clovis Boehm and myself.
My father who is one of the landowners is also a
Tife-time resident of the area. Let me reassure you
that his -- that the well being of this community is
a very important matter for him and for our family.

To demonstrate his sincerity for the
community let me jusi tell you a 1ittle bit about --

a 1ittle bit about him and what he's done for the
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Understanding that the quarry is not a popular
project among a few, the benefits will -- really will
nelp many. Vulcan will bring new jobs to the county
and much needed revenue as well as improve roads and
increased land values.

Coexisting with the railroad I know is a
concern. I live -- For the past 186 years I live in
San Antonio. And I live near the Vulcan quarry on
Huebner Road. I have lived near that quarry for a
Tong time. The quarry borders the high school in
which my oldest son attended. My grand -- His
grandfather sat with him one day and said: “What are
the affects of the quarry?" And my son had no idea
there was a quarry next door. The -- the raiiroad
runs along some very expensive homes in that area. I
have many friends who live in those homes. They have
never complained about the things you're talking
There are no train

about here. There's no flooding.

delays, no noise. They've never brought those things
up.

Truly know that the project will help
revitalize and bring greater prosperity to the county
while not jeopardizing the quality of 1ife or the
cultural resources.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
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Joe Balzen.

MR. BALZEN: I'm Joe Balzen. I live on
the property that has been in my family since 18861
and is registered with the Texas Land Heritage
Program. My home was built in 1911 by my grandfather
and is located three-quarters of a mile from the
proposed quarry site and railroad. The rail line
will go across State Road 2676 and the County Road
353 which I have to travel to have access to my home.
If fire protection or EMS is needed, this could be a
serious problem. We are told there will be two
trains pulling a hundred cars a day going and
returning. And how do we know 1in the future there
will not be more trains each day?

Another big concern is my water well
which is 350 feet into the Edwards Aquifer. It is my
only source of water for my home and my livestock.
Yancey water supply doesn't reach that area. So this
is not an option. Is blasting at the quarry going to
damage my well? Where and how deep is Vulcan going
to drill their well? What will they -- What will
this do to the water table. In dry years this has
already been a problem. In the 50's our well had to
be drilled deeper. With the -- with the water Vulcan

will use this will be a serious prebiem
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quarry and the rail line. This is simply not true.
With regards to noise the study does not even mention
the impacts of the quarry. Needless to say, having a
rock crusher 100 yards from your front door will have
a major noise impact. Also the study states the
railroad would not trigger thresholds for analysis.
This must be reinvestigated. Today we hear and feel
the Union Pacific Railroad going around Duntay hill
approximately seven miles away. That being the case,
this railroad will have a significant noise impact.

The second issue I'}1 address is
vibration. SEA states the railroad would not cause
significant impacts to sensitive structures. You are
telling us that the blasting, rock crushing and rail
traffic will not cause significant damage to our
sensitive structures, homes and private wells? It is
unacceptable for STB to leave this out of the study.

The next issue is water resources. The
study stdtes the railroad would have 1ittle or no
impact to the aquifer. Once again, there is no
mention of the impacts from the quarry on the
aquifer. The impacts from the quarry need be
included in the final environmental impact study. It
is imperative that we know what affects the quarry

will have on our private wells, especially being that
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Flooding is another big issue. With
heavy rains we are water bound by the Quihi and Elm
Creek. With construction of the railroad tresties
and berms this is going to cause a much larger
probiem.

The railroad and the qguarry must be a
connected action. With the quarry there would be no
need for a railroad. There must be a complete
environmental study done on the 1700 acre quarry site
and the railroad right-of-way. And this has not been
done.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you, Mr. Balzen.
Robin Portenier.
MS. PORTENIER: I am Robin Portenier and
I live with my husband and nine month daughter less
than 100 yards from the proposed quarry and according
to the detail on the map the rock crusher.

I have a few comments regarding the
draft EIS, but first let's call it what it is. This
agency is enabling a private company to destroy
people's property, destroy people's quality of life
and turning a blind eye to the schemes of Vulcan
Materials. The draft EIS states it contains an

appropriate analysis of the combined affects of the
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our well is our sole source of water. And to say the
quarry will have 1ittle or no impact is Tudicrous.

The 1ast issue named in the study that
needs to be addressed is land use, which is just a
pretty word synonymous for condemning and stealing
people's private property. The SEA's only recourse
for a private company sending a railroad down the
middle of 100 year old historical farm is to put up
native grass and shrubs and insure the land owner has
access to their separate property. How dare you.
I'm appalled and I'm outraged that this is even a
consideration. If Vulcan has to condemn and steal
citizen's private farmland against their will to make
a way for their own personal gain, then this project
should be stopped. The reality of Vulcan holding
themselves out as a common carrier is both a farce
and an insult te our intelligence. Who else in this
area is going to use a seven-mile track of railroad?
Nobody. This issue cannot be mitigated nor
corrected. I cannot help but wonder whose pockets
are being Tined to do Vulcan's dirty work of
condemnation and right of easement.

In closing there is no question that if

this railroad and quarry come to pass there will be a

detrimental impact on the citizens, their children
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and grandchildren of this quiet country community.
At that time who will be held accountable?

MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Joyce Landrum.
MS. LANDRUM: My name is Joyce Landrum.
I live on County Road 354 less than a mile from the
railroad that will serve Vulcan's quarry idea. I
belong to MCEAA.

And it appears the data we

submitted was not considered. We're being told in
the environmental study that our well and water
issues are not significant and the dust, dirt and
noise would be minimal. The aquifer recharge zone is
directly in the path of Vulcan's operation. When we
expressed concerns we were told that this would be

taken care of after the permit is approved. This
will never happen as evidenced by other railroad
sites owned by Vulcan. We have copies of newspaper
clippings to show this in the back room. We do not
want well waters polluted. We do not want the air we
breath filled with dust. We do not want the quality

of life in Quihi lessened. It appears that Vulcan is
able to put together their own study of these
concerns that we have and show it to the section on

environmental analysis and have it presented as true,
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Russell Mangold. My wife, Verlin Weimers Mangold.

We are owners and stewards of the Wiemer Ranch that's
located on CR 455 -- 4512. This ranch will be

directly affected by the proposed route and also
alternate 1I1 of the STR railroad. You have forced

this community to pick this -- their poison. If you

are going to allow Vulcan to ruin this community like

they have San Antonio,

route. We probably all

Helotes then go the truck

agree that nobody wants 1700

trucks on any of our roads.

But why have you so

quickly dismissed this possibility? According to a

tetter from David H. Coalburn attorney for Southwest
Gulf Railroad Company to the Surface Transportation
Board dated May 4th, 2004 he stated and I quote,

"Vulcan has generally negotiated agreements with

local county governments to upgrade and to
participate in maintenance these county roads." If
Vulcan agrees to widen, pave, install traffic control
devices and continual maintenance of the roads, isn’'t
this better -- a better choice? At least the
families, communities and culture of Quihi are not

permanently scarred by a railroad and are left in
tact.
Under the trucking option in your

comparison of fact table 2.6-1 you mention in
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This materials industry wants a quarry in Quihi and

needs a railroad. So they use words like “"minimum”

to serve this purpose. Their are farms and ranches

in the seven-mile area that this industry would

‘condemn by eminent domain. Many are listed in the

Texas Department of Agriculture Family Land Heritage

Program as being in continuous agricultural

operations by the same family for 100 years or more.

Also there are some homes in the same site area that

are listed with the state historical commission. We

don't accept words like "minimal” and
“insignificant.” We're talking about things as basic
as clean water and air.

1 would ask Mrs. Rutson or Mrs. Ghosh or
anyone from the Surface Transportation Board if they
were offered a glass of cloudy tap water while in
Quihi would they be able to drink it. Thank you

MS. GATES: Thank you, Ms. Landrum.

{Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Elizabeth Wood.

UNKNOWN PERSON: She will just write the

comments.

MS. GATES: Okay. Thank you.

Rusty Mangold.

MR. MANGOLD: Thank you. My name is

-
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worker's health and safety section that "peak

workforce would be larger." A large workforce usually

means more jobs. Is that such a bad thing? I do not
want the quarry. I do not want the railroad. And I
do not want 1700 trucks on the Quihi roads. But if
I'm forced to choose, I choose the trucks. This

would also eliminate Vulcan's use and abuse of an

antiquated law of eminent domain for their personal

gain. And I thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
Mary Walpole.
MS. WALPOLE: I am Mary Walpole. My
husband and I live on FM 2676 at Elm Creek. We will
be very affected by rail road routes Alternate I, II
and III.

The issue that I wish to focus on and

have answered in the final EIS is the grade crossing

separation needed on FM 2676. I have here in my

hands Jetters that you included in the EIS regarding

this subject. I will only read a sentence or two

from each letter.

Number one, Carl Friezenhahn TxDOT

February 10th, 2000. Tommy Ramsdale President of

Vutcan Materials was there. "They agreed that a

grade separation needs to be constructed where the
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spur crosses 2676 and they understand that the costs
would be theirs.”

Two, James Barton, Medina County Judge
April 24th., 2003. "Several years ago when this
project was first announced the proposed quarry
owners represented to precinct commissioner that
there would be elevated road or railroad crossings on
FM 2676 and CR 4516. I urge courteous, serious
consideration of having elevated road crossings at
these two major arteries in Medina County."

Three, James Randall, TxDOT Aprilt 30,
2003. “We are requesting that STB require SGR to
construct a grade separation at FM 27 -- 2676 to
eliminate all highway rail grade crossing conflicts.

Four, James Hardin, Medina County Judge
December 17, 2003. "The owners of the proposed
railroad acknowledge the need for a grade separation
crossing at this location in early discussions with a
local TxDOT engineer and some community leaders and
elected officials. If they are now proposing
otherwise, it is essential to understand what has
changed. I believe that a grade separation crossing
at this location is a must for the best interest of

the citizens of Medina County and the traveling

pubiic.”
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Indians have occupied this Tand for over 15,000
years. My brother-in-law found proof of this on our
ranch. Dr. Tom Hester and his anthropologist
verified that this year. We know Indians have been
in the Quihi area a long time. You want to run a
noisy train over the land Indians have lived and
played on?

We are selling our San Antonio home of
25 years. Train noises, dog noises, traffic noises
are all chasing us to Hondo and Colorado. We would
like to build on the ranch on a high hill, but you
will run a train to disturb us. Again, do you think
it's right for a private company to take our land for
profit for stockholders. They already destroyed our
hill country in San Antonio, the Medina Lake area,
New Braunfels, now Knippa and Quihi. Isn't this
being mean to our beautiful area.

MS. GATES: Thank you
Ray Schoch.
MR. SCHOCH: 1I'm Ray Schoch. I'm fourth
generation direct descendant of Schweer and Deda
Balzen who came over in the 1850's. And the three
boys got their land grants along north side of Quihi
Creek. And the daughter married the Saathoffs on the

south side. A1l of those lots are connected. And I
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These letters clearly state that Vulcan
plan to put in a grade separation crossing and our
county officials want it for the safety the
community. Then things changed and we heard that
Vulcan on December 18, 2003 wanted to have TxDOT
authorize at grade level crossings.

In February 19, 2004 Hondo Anvil. “"Tom
Ramsdale replied that Carl Friezenhahn was mistaken
and so was Commissioner Hartman. Apparently Judge
Barden's two letters of are no consequence, Did
Vulcan come to the Medina County in 2000 planning to
do the right thing for the community and now has
started to cut corners? How many other shortcuts are
they planning to take to get this project going?

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
Cricket Mangold.
MS. MANGOLD: Hi. My name Verlin
Weimers Mangold. My land is on the path of the
railroad. The graves on 4512 are my relatives, the
Schweers, Schuele are my history. My family saved
and scraped by to purchase the land near the quarry.
My grandmother and great aunt were born in the
Edson/Offinger house. The great aunt told me of

Indians stil1l in the area when they were young The
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was born in the area also so I don't consider myself
an Oshlander. I'm kin to probably those four
families. They had forty-eight grown children.
Through intermarriage I guess I'm kin to almost
everybody in this room. We don't all see eye to eye.
A few years ago we decided to look at our great,
great grandfather's home he built in which my
grandfather was born. And it is the Henry Schweers’
home. The picture was on the screen a while ago. By
the time we got around to trying to acquire that
Vulcan had purchased the two lots that William and
Henry had owned and the two houses. We made
arrangements to talk with Vulcan and offered to buy
that property with the out buildings and the home,
the two story. To our surprise, Vulcan said if we
would file a 501C3 organization and promised them to
make it a public available project that they would
donate it to us. both those homes, the Williams and
the Henry after the rail situation is settled. They
have already given us the William home because it has
no bearing on what they plan to do. They will do the
other regardiess of outcome; give us the Henry home.
I have spent along -- the last ten days studying the
three volumes, 1100 pages of documents. And I think

y'all out to be commended for the tremendous amount
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of work that you put into it and the recommendation

that you made. It looks to me like you did a good

job of it. Vulcan has been very generous to us.

They not only gave us the one house and the 2.7 acres

considering -- containing the out buildings therein

but also helped us form out 501C3 organization. They

cleared brush. They provided funds for our fencing.

And they even said they will give us a $5,000

matching grant to help renovate whenever we raise our

$5,000. Which I think is very commendable. When you

start studying the background of Vulcan, you find out

that fortunate has listed them as number nine in

social responsibility. And you don't get to do that

by being the type of horns and tail that you heard

from this other group. That compared with UPS,

Alcoa, McDonald's. They also rank number five in

financial strength. So §if they decide to help you,

they have the strength to do that. They operate
almost 200 quarries throughout the United States.
And if you inquire with those communities they all
commend them for the types of projects that they
support in the area.

I will continue later. Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

Ken Persyn.
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to testify that land along -- adjacent to the

railroad and are within close proximity to the

railroad is worth a whole heck of a lot less dollars

than land that is now under real strong demand,

especially in this immediate area. I have a 1ist of

hundreds of people commuters from San Antonio ready,

willing and to buy and invest in property in this

Quihi from Highway 80 north to -- all the way to

Medina Lake area. They can't find that property.

These people that we've heard from have had in their

families for years. When it does come available, it

is sold and split up within a matter of days. It's a

highly sought, highly valuable commodity. The rail

Tine coming through this property is going to be

detrimental to the land values and the future land

value for their families, my children my

grandchildren, as well as theirs,

I think some strong consideration has to

be given to this, And I think in the State of Texas

you remove and take values and reduce quality of

Tife, which this will do, somecone is liable. Someone

needs to pay. And I -- I would anticipate that when
this takes place if it's not going to be prevented
there's going to be large amounts of damages in

regards to the value of this property. Thank you

!l
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MR. PERSYN: My name is Ken Persyn. I'm

a 35 year resident of the Quihi Road area. 1

currently live at -- one mile north of Dunlay on

4643. In regards -- I'm -- And by education I'm an

animal science -- animal scientist.

In reviewing the report I'd 1ike to --
basic --

to say that I think it's vague, incomplete,

and a basic rehash of proba -- probably other
documents that you had that you've used current --
previously in other -- other situations similar to
this.

I'd 1Tike to know how much ground work,
actual on the ground work has been done by biologists
on the ground in this particular area. Seems like --
Property rights - As a landowner not
I'd

immediately adjacent to the rail but within a --

say less than half a mile area being one mile north

of Dunlay I have a little experience with noise,

vibration of the existing rails that come through

that -- come through that particular area. These

proposed lines would be less than a half a mile from

my current residence and my property. I currently

are (sic) involved in the real estate business and

have been for about four years here in Medina County.

And I can testify and we can get many other experts
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MS. GATES: Thank you.

Erna Balzen. Not here. Oh,

MS. Balzen: I am -- I am Erna Balzen.

And I was born and raised in Quihi. I live about

three-fourths of a mile from the proposed quarry and
the railroad. I am very disturbed about what is
happening to Quihi. I am concerned about the
flooding caused by the railroad going across the
roads and the creeks damning up the flood water.
These flood waters carry with them all the dead
trees, limbs and brush from the pastures up the

river. There would -- This would catch and hang up

on the culverts, trestles and bridges and raised rail

-- rail beds and damn up the water and flood the
people above this point. Then when the cloth (sic)
brakes through and all the debris and the wall of
water will rush down the river and flood these
people. This is exactly what happened in 1987 on the
trestle bridge in the Union Pacific Line on the Hondo
Creek; brush and debris caught on the trestle --
trestle bridge and dammed up the water and people's
homes in Quihi flooded that had never flooded before.
Then the dammed up water broke Toose and rushed down
Culverts,

stream and flooded people there. tresties,

bridges and raised rail -- rail beds will cause
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flooding. Your draft study did not do near enough

study on the flocoding problem. And you didn't
research this very well. Also you need to study the
quarry and the -- The quarry is a connected action
with the railroad.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
James Barden.
MR. BARDEN: Thank you. I'm Jim Barden.
And Mary Walpole introduced me as Medina County Judge
already. For those of you on the panel who are not
familiar with Texas local government there are some
judicial duties, but most of my duties have to do
with administrative and executive duties on behalf of
the county. And that is the capacity in which I'm
appearing today.

First of all, thank you for the hearing
and for the work that you're undertaking in this
difficult area.

We have two principle concerns that 1
want to express and that the county is consistently
expressed throughout. First one having to do with
safety of the crossings and the desire to have the
safest possible crossings and -- and warning systems

that we can get.

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
(830) 981-5545

71

And finally, a major concern was raised
as a result of footnote four in the executive summary
of the report about the possibility of Union Pacific

operating the railroad. Having experienced -- I had
some experience in dealing with Union Pacific as a

Mayor of the City .of Hondo and been subject to some
I think it's

of its corporate arrogance, incumbent

that all these concerns be nailed down and resolved

before Union Pacific gets into the picture.

Thank you very much for your time.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

Nora Winkler. Nora Winkler.

MS. WINKLER: Sooouk, sooouk. That's

one of the sounds I learned to imitate after I
Tearned to speak. I'm a landowner along Elm Creek.
It's been in my family for four generations. It

borders Archie Gerdez's property. And you heard him

say that it had been in his family since 1891,

Sometimes I call and my cattle hear me and they

answer and come running. Sometimes the wind is the i

wrong direction and I call a l1ittle louder and they
come running. And some of my neighbors know that one

doesn't come running. That place -- I've lived many |

places. I've spent a lot of time in my pickup truck

commuting since I was six. I've lived a lot of
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The second has to do with the floodplain

issues and specifically the crossing of the rail line

across the low areas and creeks in the -- in the

area. The concerns in the report on the safety

issues -- And I do intend, by the way, to submit

written comments in more detail. The concerns in the

report on the safety crossings, when you talk about
the crossing of the state road, Farm-to-Market 2676
there is language 1in there that says "that railroad
will adhere to this reasonable state requirements,”

but when it comes to talking about it crossing the

county roads the wording says that you will consult
and come up with agreements on who will maintain --
who will build the crossings that maintain them along
I'm not sure the reasons

with the warning systems.

for the double standard there, but I will comment

more specific later on.

On the floodplain issue, I -- I don't

believe that the report has fully comprehended the
flood and the flash flood issues in the area. There
needs to be some way tu keep any creek or flood area
as open as possible with any crossing. And we can

not allow an embankment or damn supporting a raiiroad
across these areas because of the -- because of the

flooding -- flooding issues.
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places, but that's home. Quihi is home. It's in my

heart. And I think those of you who have heard most

of these people who have been third and fourth
generation citizens are the people who have come to

appreciate the quiet. Quihi means a lot. And I hope

you're listening to the views, all of them. Those

who have come running because it's in their heart.
And I believe there are a couple that are l1ike my

bull BC who doesn't always hear me,

You heard concerns about flooding. And

I was at that home place in which the Elm Creek come

down one year. Four feet of water and then spreading

to where Archie sometimes drives through and

surrounding his house. Sometimes Archie's cattle

answer my call because he learned his call from his

mother as I learned that call from my mother. And

our mothers learned it from their fathers. And those

fathers learned it from one of those immigrants who

came in the 1850°'s. Quihi is in our heart. Okay.

I commuted for three decades along a
road where I knew it to slow down because deer
A decade

crossed. later I was slowing down because !

wanted to watch the corn grow. And a decade later I
was slowing down because I had to watch for the

golfers going to a golf course.
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We don't know what will come. There

will be changes. There are changes now. But the
impact of the railrocad going to a quarry, an
unsightly quarry --

In 1970 when I moved there briefly one
of my mother's brothers came and he came -- drove up
through the dry creek bed of the Elm Creek and he --
he came with a grubbing hoe and a pair of gloves and
he said "you can't be serious." And I watched Archie
with a grubbing hoe. And I've used a grubbing hoe.
And I carry with me brush clippers., Yes, we're
serious. It's home.

MS. GATES: Thank you very much.
(Clapping.)
Carole Romano.
MS. ROMANO:

Good afternoon. And thank

you for coming. I'm Carole Romano, President of the
Castroville Conservation Society. I've listened to
the comments on both sides. And we understand
precisely that the owners have every right to sell
their property. It is hoped that those who buy that
property will take into consideration the incredible
rich history of Medina County and the irreplaceabie
Quihi and all the other wonderful historic homes. My

hushband and I are out -- outsiders. We came here in
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Well, I'm a real estate broker. I'm
also the Mico fire chief. I got 100 square miles
I've worked for nothing. This is my 12th year., They

just done it for two more years. That's one of my
main concerns here because I don’'t see anybody else,
Taw enforcement, EMS, I don't see anybody speaking
out, I'm concerned about something happening on the
other side and we need to get together with the two

Swedish words "mutu le" and we can't do it. I want
fire protection addressed. Is it being addressed? I
think if I put everything in a question I think it's
1ike court that's -- that's the way we got it tricked
Also -- Let's see.

up here. GOkay?

Medina Lake damn. Okay. It's being

studied. TCEQ's got it all under study. And is
there a conflict of interest here with URS, world
renowned URS studying three ways of fixing Medina
take damn one going from one million to eight million
if they put concrete in front of it or drilling down
and putting cables so Medina Lake Damn doesn't turn
over.

And as real estate broker I can tell you
-- And I was the first one and the only one that
spoke at the Quihi Gun Club.

Everybody else was

busy. Okay. And I said what I tnought it would do
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1990. We restored a home that had been forgotten.
And it was a beautiful piece of property in

Castroville. And fortunately neighbors welcomed us.
We've made our home there. We've been very happy.
And 1 had hoped in my lifetime as old as I am that
Medina County wouldn't change too much. And that was

too much to hope for. Perhaps it will change. If it

does, please listen to these people. And please
let's hope that Vulcan if the proposed quarry comes
in with the rail or truck lines it will greatly
change and impact Medina County's way of life,
changes forever, the landscape, the air quality and
the endanger -- endangers the irreplaceable Quihi
architecture, archeological and wildlife areas.
Again, please Tisten to the people.
Thank you.
MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
Jack Love.
Jack Love.

MS. GATES:

MR, LOVE: I'm Jack Love. I live at

Medina Lake. I don't really know what I'm going to
say, but something will come out here. The cattle
tady is right. There's -- there's nothing like going

out there and --
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to land values. But they were out there buying the

right-of-ways for Vulcan. And will Vulcan contact me
up there in 1283 where your pit is and give me some
access to water? There's a guestion. I need some
water up there.

I don't want something to happen to
Medina take Damn because it's being studied like
that. It's got a fault under it. Mr. Rice -- I wish
George Rice would get up because he well knows it may
be four miles away from this flows -- this quarry but
it can affect it.

Where my cows are on 471 down there near
Kenneth Haby and the other side Mabel Haby sold her
Kenneth Haby's

place. It now replaces a dirt pit.

dry well dried up. Okay? And it ain’'t pretty. And
I -
And if the gravel trucks are a better

alternative huh-uh. I see it all the time, including

Monday, gravel truck versus SUV. State Highway 211
in front of Jerry Nichols' house. And when it was
over and I'm gone -- I heard them re-paging EMS
because that gravel truck driver was so traumatized
sitting in that DPS car with what happened that he
broke down and -- But I'm alsc saying that URS is

studying three things at once, This presentation --
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Okay. 1 see you coming -- this presentation, the
Medina Lake damn stability, okay. and also the
septics up at Medina Lake polluting Medina Lake damn.
But ti11 you throw that red thing at me gravel trucks
aren't good. You come out there at 4:30 and see what
starts happening at 1283 and 471. And I got pictures

of them. They just turn over. They do this. They

do that. And the worst thing any of us people we
don't want to go up there to a school bus that's been
hit by a damn train. Your heart will beet faster
when there's a school bus involved in something.
Thank you.
MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS., GATES: Lester Landrum.

MR. LANDRUM: Thank you. My name 1is

Lester Landrum. My wife and I have been Quihi
residents for the past 14 years and live in the home
we built at 776 County Road 354. It includes one
Edwards well. Our home is about six-tenths mile east
of the proposed rail and about 1.1 mile from the
proposed quarry. Our home is a registered heritage
Tand It's been in the family for 124 years.
First, I'd like to ask for a 60 day

extension to the comment period. The three volumes
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the study to also include the action an reaction with
the Union Pacific Rail to include safety, traffic and
the envireonment for our neighbors to the east.

Important questions: If other STR rail
customers are speculative, should Vulcan be a common
carrier? If other STR speculative, will they be
included in this study?

Floods has caused a greater loss of life
and property and have devastated more communities in
the United States than any other natural hazard. The
national weather bureau compiles information on the
most significant weather events of 1800 for our area.
Flash flooding is common in this area -- common in
this area with Texas -- and in Texas with rainfalls
from 15 to 30 inches in 2 to 24 hours and yet the
draft seems to postpone the real evaluation of this
area. Vulcan plans to the STB offers 1ittle planning
or protection to prevent more exposure to flooding in
our area. Vulcan operations just east and west of us
show the lack of flood concerns. Ridges, berms
piles of rubble and evacuations do alter flood waters
and cause intense -- can intensify flooding. Our
concern is not a delay game but an ardent effort to

take the environment and our rights.

Thank you.
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are long and hard to read, eligible on many pages and
the number of drafts distributed are not adequate. I
hope STB goal is to encourage public understanding
and participation.

The draft is riddied with data that is
not controlling to the problems and comments that
gloss over or ignore problems completely while other
minor comments repeated many times.

As you know November the 12th through
January 10th includes three holidays which causes
1oss of comment time. To study and make rationale
comments will take added time. Surely 60 days is a
short time as compared to the decades of 1ife by the
proposed railroad and quarry and the permanent
changes to Quihi.

As I Jook around the audience today I
see few if any that belief the planned quarry and
railroad are not connected with common action and
reaction. The quarry and railroad are connected by
our environment with sun, air, water and time. The
quarry and railroad will be connected with ownership,

product, money. management, profit and equipment.

The common carrier status with eminent domain seal

the connection with the rail and quarry The whole
and complete project should be studied as one. I see
GADDIS COURT REPORTING
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MS. GATES: Thank you.

Cynthia Lindsey.

MS. LINDSEY: Good afternoon. My name

is Cynthia Lindsey, and I live on County Road 4512.
The proposed route of Vulcan's railroad would divide
my property in half. I'm also the Treasurer of the
Quihi and New Fountain Historical Society and my -- I
and my family own land and live in Quihi.

My first comment is that it is terrible
that anyone has allowed Vulcan to call themselves a
public railroad or common carrier. On the first page
of your Draft Environmental Impact Statement even you
know that Vulcan Materials and Southwest Gulf
Railroad are the same entity. But my calling them a
railroad, a public utility this allows Vulcan the
right to condemn property for the public good., I
know and the people gathered here today know and I
believe you know that this railroad is not a public
utility or common carrier and there is no public
good, just the profits of Vulcan materials. By
allowing them the right to condemn property just to
make money for Vulcan and their shareholders is or
should be illegal.

My second comment is the mitigation

proposed for the cultural resources and the draft
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EIS, which is not sufficient. You state that the
Programmatic Agreement will mitigate the potential
impacts. This Programmatic Agreement does nothing to
stop the railroad going through Quihi. A1l it does
is require Vulcan to document any historical,
cultural or archeclogical sites before they move or
destroy them. And finally just the thought of
allowing a railroad to run through Quihi and all it
stands for should be unthinkable. If you approve any
of these proposed railroad routes you will be
approving the destruction of not only the many
documented cultural and archeological sites in this
unique area, you will be approving the destruction of
this community, its history and the property and
families and lives of everyone who lives in Quihi
Tell me, just how much profit does Vulcan have to
make to make it worth destroying our community and
the families that live here? What are all these

people worth to you?

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Thank you.
Max Walden.
MR. WALDEN: What I would like to do I

would like to show you where I live. By design I got

a number way down the road. Everybody has done just
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be prohibitive for years. That's all I've got to

say.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Ctapping.)

George Rice you've indicated that you
want me to read your comments or -- Okay.

MR. RICE: No. I made a mistake.

MS. GATES: Okay. That's fine.

MR. RICE: Yes, I would like to thank
you for the opportunity to speak to you this
afternoon. I'm a ground water hydrologist and I'm a
member of the board of the Edwards Aquifer Authority.
Although I'm speaking only for myself.

Very briefly, this rail line will result
in the development of a quarry over the most
sensitive portion of the Edwards Aquifer, the
recharge zone. Therefore, I do not believe that this
EIS should be conside}ed to be complete until it
contains a thorough evaluation of the affects of this
quarry on the Edwards Aquifer

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Raymond Hernandez.

MR. HERNANDEZ: Before I start my
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a really good job of everything that I wanted to say.
I might add to the eminent domain situation and the
common carrier. There's about fifty miles of
railroad track between D'Hanis and San Antonio. How
many -~ how many new plants have been put in there in
the last 100 years? Not many.

So if there was demand for railroad --
for plants and so forth why wouldn't they place their
plants out on Highway 90 where they would also have
good highway traffic? So, that's all I['m going to
say on there. But what I -- I think that would be
good to do in the future is to have something on the
board and you could show where people live.

Now you see where all these come to
right here, I live right there. (Indicating)
Everyone of these proposed routes goes within 300
yards of my property at a minimum. And you wonder
why I might be against it.

And the only aspect of this that I can
relate to the study or the report is the
socioeconomic impact.

None. 1I'11 be 70 years old in February.
A1l of my assets are tied up in into my property. If
the railroad goes through, my assets will be cut in
half.

Probably more. An sale of the property will
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comments I would like .to know if the Comanche Nation
is present, the Catto Nation.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: Right here. Blood
brothers.

MR. HERNANDEZ: No, but I mean I'm
talking about the Indian Nation that represents the
government .

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: You will not find any,
brother.

MR. HERNANDEZ: There's no Indian
Nations here.

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: Cherokee.

MR. HERNANDEZ: No, I'm talking about
tribal governments, Is a representative of
Councilman Bonilla here or Senator Bonilla? I want
you to take note that they're in vibration of the
Cultural Preservation Act of 1966.

In February I sent a letter to the STB
saying why were we not be being notified as Indian
Nations for consultation. When you start talking
about our Indian burial grounds I'm eighth generation

Texas Indian Cowipeko (sic) from the Missions of San

Antonio, descendants from the first people, Now I
stand here and I admit that I have many mixed blood

from the Mission Indians. I'm a descendant of
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Concepcion Antonio Perez who was the adopted Comanche
child from Ignacio Perez the last Governor of Texas.
These are very serious things when you
come into a community and you basically destroy a
culture, not only an Indian culture but an old
culture -- a Texas culture. Our families intermixed
with a Tot of these families to build the community
of which Texas has come about. I see that y'all have
notified a 1ot of Indian Nations for the record for a
consultation, tribes from Florida, Muskogee,
Oklahoma, but I don't see us Texas Indians here.
Now, we don't -- We're not wards of the Federal
Government, the Coweteka (sic) Taplan Nation but we
are recognized and have certain standings with the
Federal Government and are acknowledged as an Indian
tribe and have special privileges that inherent
rights as an Indian people. I don't see people from

the Catto Nation. That's Abarishanal (sic) Texas

Indians. They have very much rights to be out here
because these mounds might be their relatives. Now
this is Cowetekos (sic). We should be in
consuttation because those Indian mounds I can assure
you that I'm almost 90 percent sure without even
going there that those Indian mounds go back 10,000,

6,000 5,000 yesrs. We're the descendants by blood
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policeman is when I saw certain individuals when they
-- men are crying. That probable clause was
established after the fact. Huh. After the fact of
the crime in order to justify -- to justify what they
had done. This is what this is a justification after
the fact.

MS. GATES: Thank you very much.

(Clapping.)

MR. HERNANDEZ: Hank you.
MS. GATES: Jack DeVault.
MR. DEVAULT: I came here today not

intending to speak, but I've been aroused. You
introduced yourselves nicely and we appreciate your
coming here even though it was at our expense, your
salaries and transportation and per diem is being
paid by us, the tax payers. Those people in
Washington who are going to make an unconstitutional
decision are paid by us and also probably supported

by bankers and stockholders in Boston, New York,

Atlanta. We are the peasantry and we're speaking.
I'm -- I'ma retired Air Force officer. I've only
lived in Medina County for four years. I Tove the

place. I'm in the vicinity of the proposed quarry.
It's not to the environment -- Although
I have many environmental cobjectives -- objections to
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That seed that comes from them is in our bodies
regardless of the add mixture of our bloods. That
seed was planted long ago.

I want to say something to the community
and you're not

here. This thing is going to happen,

stopping it. I've been in consultation since 1890.
It's just a procedure. They send low Tevel
employees, the government to put these things
together. But you know who really reads them. It's
going to happen. There's too much money involved.
It's going to destroy your way of life. It's going
to destroy your communities. And all you can hope
for is to hold people accountable. Hold them
accountable for the destruction of your water. Hold
them accountable for the destruction of your way of
1ife. Make them pay. It costs to do business

We as tax payers should not be held
responsible for supporting a public corporation with
our tax dollars and having a Federal agency of which
they're public servants, they're civil servants.
Those agencies are supposed to be representing the
people of the United States, the people of Texas.
It's not happening.

I'm a retired San Antonio police

|
|
| officer. One of the things that broke my heart as a
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(¥the quarry. It's not that to which I wish to address

my remarks because it's -- it's unbelievable that you
are here doing this and we are here doing this.
Because our constitution, which I've studied fairly
carefully, has a provision for the promotion of the
general wel -- welfare and it provides for an
executive legislative and a judicial branch of the
government .

The Surface Transportation Board is
position.

placing themselves in a judicial Upon your

recommendation, they will make a decision which

affects local people here. That ain't the way the

constitution was designed to operate. The sovereign
people are supposed to be in charge of their areas.
And it was designed to keep control at the lccal
area. We just don't want to have our environment
sacrificed for the benefit of the officers of Vulcan
and the stockholders and the bankers in Boston, New
York and Atlanta.

(Ctapping.)

MS. GATES: Thank you.

Okay. We've gone through our initial
7ist of people who signed up to speak. So if you
have already spoken -- Is there anybody else who

would like to speak who did not sign up? Okay.
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Would you just approach the microphone and give us
your name and -- And if you don't mind if you would
spell your last name for the court reporter.

MS. MCKAY:

Sure. My name is Joyce

McKay, M-C-K-A-Y. I live on County Road 454 which is
in the Alternate Route Number I. The route if it was
chosen would go right through my property probably

just a few feet from my front door. And I just have
a comment to one of the other comments that was made
by Mrs., Pipe, wherever she is. She chose to live by
that quarry in San Antonio. We're not choosing that.
If I knew there was going to be a quarry out here, we
would have never bought our property. We would have
moved somewhere else. So I would hope you would take

that into consideration. Those people that live in

that area -- That quarry has been there for a long
time. They chose to live there. It's not what we
want. Please give our thoughts some consideration
too.

Thank you.

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Thank you very much.

Would you tike to speak.
MS. ABBOTT: My name is Mary Ann

Laughlin-Abbott. I have nothing prepared.
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County, Texas with blasting and so on. Everybody who

has a well anywhere near this area is going to be

affected. Is Vulcan and any of the other
organizations are they going to build -- dig us new
wells? Are they going to repair our wells? Are they

going to pay our doctor's bills when we have to go to
doctors with health problems? Are they going to pay
for the people who are killed on the roads by these
drivers who cannot or do not seem to care where they
are going? Again, our major concern is the water.
I'm sorry to have rambled, but I did want to get up
here and say something that hopefully will bring a
few other thoughts to mind.

Thank you very much.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: 1Is there anyone else who has

not spoken yet who would Tike to speak? Okay. Are
there people who have already spoken who would like
to speak again? Okay. ODr. Fitzgerald. And we'll go
by the same three 1imit -- three-minute Timit again.

DR. FITZGERALD: Thank you. I beljeve I
was about at this point in my written comments here.
If I repeat myself, I'm sorry.

1 believe I said STB makes 2 poonr excuse

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
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MS. GATES: Can you spell your last name

for us, please?

MS. ABBOTT: A-B-B-0-T-T.

MS. GATES: Okay. Thank you.

MS. ABBOTT: I have nothing prepared.
MS. GATES: That's okay.

MS. ABBOTT: But I wanted to speak if

anybody would listen. I'm a very proud descendant of
the Brooks and the Nye families who were prominent
here in -- in the Quihi area in the 1840's and since.
I was born in San Antonio, but I got back to Medina
County to home as soon as I could. We live about six

miles west of Quihi. Okay. You're thinking well gee

that's a long way to be from this site. But the
pollution in the air and one --

Another thing that bothers us of course
is our water. A few years ago I went into my
bathroom and there was my water in the lavatory and
the commode were red, And I thought my God something
has happened to our well. Of course my husband
wasn't home at the time. When he got home I hated to
bet he one to tell him that we had a problem with our
well, our only means of water. Wel)l, he taughed. He
said that there had been a small earthguake in the

center of Mexico that affected our well in Medina
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that other agencies have the responsibility to
evaluate the environmental impact of the quarry.

That the STB has no jurisdiction over the
environmental impact of the quarry. MCAA, Inc.
replies that STB is failing to do its job. It should

know better. STB is the lead agency and the buck

should stop here, Not with the TCEQ. Not with the

Fish and Wildlife Service. Not with the Corps of

Engineers. Not with FEMA. And not with the Texas

Historical Commission. Although all these agencies
are definitely involved in this. We realize the STB
wants to keep its -- wants to issue a permit to
Vulcan. It wants to keep its perfect record of never
having denied a permit in tact. But STB can’'t do
this without shirking its responsibility. TIts weak
excuse that we determine that the quarry is a
cumulative effect -- it's a funny word for a quarry
to me "cumulative effect.” And therefore we can let
Vulcan get by without doing an environmental impact
study is dead wrong, dead wrong. STB should realize
that it's treading on thin ice here. It's setting a
precedent that will have to be defended and it's
going to have to live with in the future. The SEA
Section is responsible for determining the impacts on

the environment. One must not forget that this
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includes the people of Quihi who will be most closely
affected by this. People's Tives as well as their
property, their heritage, the air they breathe, the
water they drink are but a few factors that are going
to be profoundly affected by this cumulative-effect
quarry. Which I think is a connected action to the
railroad. The people of Quihi and Medina County know
this. Our local, state and Federal officials know
this. And lastly, Tom, Vulcan knows this. We ask
STB to reconsider all of the facts, recognize the
quarry as a connected action so that a proper

environmental study could be done.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: 1Is there anyone else who

wishes to speak again?

MR. LOVE: I'l1 just take a few minutes.
Jack Love, Mico, Texas.

Down there on 1283 and 471 about three
years ago now Vulcan waters where they enter the
highway. Two Sundays in a row they had like a vacuum
truck and they had it reversed and they were just
blowing dust till people were telling me there was a

fire. I got all the boat traffic and everything
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35 miles from Knippa. If the weather is right it
shakes the windows in my house when they dynamite.
Now, what good -- What kind of environment is that, I

ask you? The railroad is four miles away from me.
Every time a train goes through, it shakes the dishes
out of the cupboards. Now, what kind of impact is
that going to make on the rest of these people that
Tive up there right next to it? I hate to say it.
But y'all better get you heads out of the sand and do
something about it or otherwise this old country is
going to hell in a hand basket.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you very much.

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Anyone else wishing to speak
again that has spoken once? Okay. Oh.

MR. SCHOCH: My name is Don Schoch. I
would Tike to point out the fact that this is the
mightiest country in the whole worid. And we didn't
get there by throwing stumbling blocks in the way of
our free private enterprise. We got there by
allowing roads to be built, b}idges to be built,
railroads to be built, canals to be built and so on
and so on.

I think y'all have done a great job of
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going through there. So I stopped and I talked to
the guy. The next Sunday he did the same thing. You
know it supposed to be sucking but it was just
blowing. Somebody had -- You know you couldn't see
it. And sure this was just a worker or whatever but
if somebody died out there in the dust. You couldn't
drive through it. Okay? So, you know, mistakes are
made and stuff does happen. And I'm just after the
safety again. Because if we can't get -- You know
Hondo has got to come from me, to there, and we got
to go vice versa. And [ just see Tife and dead
people all the time. Airlife's over me like most
buzzards. And this public safety thing and the
access I'm emphasizing it one more time. I want it
addressed. An is it being addressed. There's the
question.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you very much.

Yes, sir. Oh, and can you give your
name again, please.

MR. DIA: I'm Bob Dia. I'm a Native
American just like the one in the other room. And
Tike I said a while ago, everybody is trying to get
to everybody. And I know Vulcan is trying to make --

have all these workers and everything else. I live

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
(630) 981-3545

analyzing this situation. And you -- you've got the
experience of years and years behind you. I think
you did a good job. You can carry these things to
the point that we can handicap America. And I don't
1ike that,

People talked about not having other
people moving in, other businesses and so on. Well,
Indians can't -- I don't imagine they appreciated the
fact that the Mexicans came in here. And I don't
imagine the Mexicans Tiked the fact that the white
people came in here. And I don't imagine that people
here -- I would imagine that people here that don't
want other people coming in and improving and
building this community. I don't think that they're
looking at that the right way.

Vulcan Material is very good company and
they produce a very critical commodity, limestone
It's needed throughout Texas. This quarry has
Yimestone that is high quality., Otherwise, they
could get it at other places. So when you find a
high quality materiaW: you need to take advantage of
it. And that’'s what they're doing. That's all
they're doing is trying to take advantage of the fact
that there's a high quality limestone in that

particular place
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I don't think that the environmental --
You talk about the environment. We’'ve covered about
ten different agencies that have studied this problem
from "A" to "Z". And the real problem here is that a
few people want to impede progress. And I think
that's -- to me that's the biggest problem that we're
facing. I live in New Braunfels. I live on the
river about two blocks from the railroad tracks and
I've never heard the train go by. I'm sure it did.

I wasn't aware of it.
' (Laughing).

UNKNOWN PERSON: You need a hearing aid.

MR. SCHOCH: I 1live about -- I now live
about four miles from the railroad track and I can
hear the train. It depends on where you live just
how much noise you're going to get. But it's not all
that bad. We have a quarry that's about four miles
right across the valiey from where I Tive and they
dynamite all the time. And I never hear it -- And I
never hear any vibration from it.

So I think this -~ this quarry is in a
very remote area, more remote than you normally can
find., And I think that we're really making big
issues out of -- out of this. I think we only look

at the communizy. You should look at the fTact that
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what I just come back from Medina Lake today, and the
dust that they would create coming out of that quarry
they have up there by the lake is something else.

And if you want a filthy territory you get that
railroad through here and those gravel trucks.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

UNKNOWN PERSON: May I say something?

MS. GATES: Yes. Yes.

UNKNOWN PERSON: 1 just wanted to
comment also on the pictures of the area in Appendix
of "A" of -- Appendix "A" of Volume II. Most of them
are captured with an incorrect location. This is
very misleading. If this an example of the precision
with which you have done this study, you have failed
miserably. It is clear that Vulcan has no idea of
the history of this area, of its floodplain when they
started planning this project in 1999, The people of
Quihi and all who appreciate history should not have
to pay the price of Vulcan's lack of proper decision
making and wanting to have a quarry and railroad
here. Thank you for your time. Mrs., Schulte.

MS. GATES: Thank you. Okay. Has
everybody -- Oh, yes. Go ahead.

MS. LAUGHLIN: Thanks for hearing my
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the taxes that will be brought into this county is
very significant. People that have a lot of money
and they're situated very well, yeah they don't want
progress and they don't want businesses coming in.
But what about the young folks that need a job? They
would like to have it probably.

So I think that we're barking up the
wrong tree. The Indians would probably, like I said,
not have wanted all of us here. But we're here. And
the ones that are here want to take advantage and not
Tet any other people come in the area.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

Oh, sir. If you would state your name
please.

MR. CUMBERLAND: My name is Hal
Cumberland. And I'm not from this area. But I live
in San Antonio. And I live about three good big
blocks away from the railroad tracks. And every
morning they're hauling coal out to the places where
they makeup our electricity, the power plants and
they blow the damn whistle at every corner. They
have to getting through San Antonio. But they're
usually dragging about 100 cars. And as far as these

big trucks on the road when I travel, I'11 tell you
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voice one more time. Mary Ann Laughlin Abbott. One
of the things that I forgot to mention earlier is
when we start hearing about the problems with Vulcan
trying to -- to move into the area my husband who is
very precise, immediately went to the internet,
printed out a volume of paperwork on Texas laws
Federal laws pertaining to lTandownership, management,
who can take over and who cannot take over property.
He downloaded I guess it was about two inches worth
of material and left it at the Hondo Anvil Herald
office for an individual to pick up, someone who was
working with this group Unfortunately I don't
remember their name now. But he did all the work.

If the people who picked that package up had a read
it -- had read it and gone through it, highlighted
what was needed, we wouldn't be having all of this
right now.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Okay. Okay. That concludes
our meeting. Thank you so much for coming and -- and
giving us your comments. If you have additional
written comments that you would like to drop off,

please do so.
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And our next public meeting will begin

Thank you.

(Public meeting concluded.)
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MS. GATES: Good evening. On behalf of
the Surface Transportation Board Section of
Environmental Analysis I'd like to welcome you to
tonight's public meeting.

We're here tonight to hear your comments
on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement that has
been prepared for Southwest Gulf Ratlroad's proposed
rail line here in Medina County, Texas.

The goal of our meeting tonight is to

provide a safe an open environment in which you can

‘express your ideas and comments to us because we're

very eager to hear them.

And I'd Tike to just briefly tell you
what our agenda is tonight. We're going to hear a
short presentation in which you'll find out a little
bit more about the environmental review process that
the Surface Transportation Board has used on this
project as well as some of the preliminary
conclusions in the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement.

And I'd also 1ike to then to do a few
introductions. First of all, we have Victoria Rutson
who's the Chief of the Section of Environmental
Analysis with the Surface Transportation Board. Next

to her is Rini Ghosh, the attorney advisor for this
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Cauley with the Texas Historical Commission.

project. And she's also with the Section of

Environmental Analysis. And then we have Jaya
Zyman-Ponebshek who is with URS Corporation, the
company that's working under the direction, control
and supervision of the Surface Transportation Board
in preparing the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement. And she's with URS Corporation. And we
also have Phil Ponebshek who has served as a
technical adviser Draft EIS. He's also with URS,
And I'm Nancy Gates also with URS. And I'11 be your
moderator tonight.

I'd 1ike to acknowledge a few people
that we have in our audience. We have Will Carter
with the BMA Water District. And we also have Terry
And we
say welcome to all of you,

So let's go ahead and get started.
Vicky.

MS. Rutson: Thank you, Nancy.
Welcome everyone. We're happy to be
here with you and we're looking very forward to
hearing your comments tonight.

I'd first Tike to tell you a 1little bit
about the Surface Transportation Board. The Surface

Transportation Board is a small zgency lozated in
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‘of Environmental Analysis or SEA or S-E-A.

Board also permits rail line consolidations and

mergers and rail line abandonments. Now the Board is
neither a proponent nor an opponent of individual
proposals. Rather the board looks at the proposal
brought before it and then makes one of three
decisions: It may decide to approve a rail line
project, to deny a rail line project, or to approve a
rail line project but only with certain mitigating
conditions,

Now when these railroad applications are
brought before the Board not only must the board use
its governing statute, which is the Interstate
Commerce Act, the board must also comply with the
National Environmental Policy Act or NEPA. NEPA
compliances the job of me and my section, the Section
We use
all three terms interchangeably. My section is
respoqsibie for making sure that the Board complies
with NEPA, the National Environmental Policy Act as
well as other environmental laws and statutes. And
these include the National Historic Preservation Act,
the Endangered Species Act, the Clean Air Act, the
Clean Water Act and a number of other Federal

environmental statutes.

The Board's environmental rules are in

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
(RANY QR1-RRAR

age B-78

23
24
25

Washington, D.C. There are about 140 employees.
Congress created the Surface Transportation Board in
1996 for the reason that Congress wanted an agency to
conduct economic regulation of freight railroads.
The board itself is a bipartisan three member board.
It consists of three gentleman, a Republican
chairman, a democratic vice chairman and a Repubiican
member. Those three board members of the Surface
Transportation Board are the decision makers for this
project and for all rail line projects that are
brought before the board. The board itself doesn't
propose rail line projects. It doesn’'t engineer or
conceive of rail projects. Rather because it
conducts economic regulation of freight railroads it
looks at projects brought to it by railroad
corporations, The Surface Transportation Board is
part of the Department of Transportation. We're
administratively housed there. Which doesn’t mean a
lot. We have separate offices and separate decision
making authority. Which means that the three board
members are the decision makers.

Now what kind of decisions does the
Surface Transportation Board make? The Board has
jurisdiction over new rail line constructions like

the one proposed by Southwest Gul® or SGR here. The
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the Code of Federal Regulation. And for those of you

who are interested they're at 49CFR1105. Now we also
must comply with the president’s council on
environmental quality regulations. And those are at
40CFR1500.

Now what type of environmental review
have we done so far in the Southwest Gulf or SGR rail
line construction proposal? Back in June of 2003 my
staff, Rini Ghosh as well as Jaya and Nancy were here
to hold scoping meetings. She -- They met a number
of you at that time and listened to your comments on
what the scope of the environmental analysis should
be. We also consulted with a number of federal,
state and local agencies and also heard further
comments from the public. We put all this
information as well as other individual -- other
information we independently gathered into the Draft
Environmental Impact Statement. That's the document
that we issued on November 5th for your public review
and comment. Comments are due January 10th. We'l)
be collecting all your oral comments and all your
written comments as well as reviewing the transcript
that our court reporter prepared this afternoon and
review all of those

will be preparing tonight. We'1ll

comments and respond to them in a final environmental
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impact statement.

Now, what's the purpose of doing a draft
EIS, collecting comments and then doing a final EIS?
It's to inform the three decision makers on the
environmental implication of Southwest Gulf's
proposal.

It's only after the three decision
makers have reviewed the full environmental record
and taken a hard look at the environmental
consequences that they can make a truly informed
decision. So that's what our job is, to make sure
that we're communicating successfully with the three
decision makers so that they understand the concerns
and comments and our analysis before making a final
decision.

So with that, I'11 be passing the
microphone to Rini Ghosh of my staff who'll be
talking about the specific analysis that we've
conducted to date for Southwest Gulf -- Southwest
Gulf's proposal.

MS. GHOSH: Thank you, Vicky.
Hi, everyone, My name is Rini Ghosh,
and I'm attorney advisor in the Section of the
Environment Analysis at the Surface Transportation

Board. I think I might have met some of you at the
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we set forth our preliminary conclusions regarding
our preliminary studies. We looked at four potential
rail alignments and compared these alternatives.
Every single thing in this document is set forth for
your review and comment. And we welcome your
comments on every aspect of the Draft Environmental
Impact Statements.

One of the main areas that you raised in
your comments to us was concerns regarding cultural
resources. Our review of cultural resources fis
governed by what is known as a Section 106 process of
the National

Historic Preservation Act. This is the

process by which Federal agencies must take certain
steps in completing their evaluation of cultural
resources before they make a decision on a proposal
such as Southwest Gulf Company's new rail line
construction. These steps include identifying
appropriate consulting parties, identifying cultural
resources in the project area, assessing impacts on
cultural resources and devising mitigation measures
to reduce or mitigate impacts to cultural resources.
We began the section 106 process by

consulting with the Texas Historical Commission and
identifying other appropriate consulting parties. We

then prepared a preliminary cultural resources

1
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.property that would connect to the new rail

open house that we had here last June. And I'm
really glad to have the opportunity to be back here
again today.

As most or all of you know Southwest
Gulf Railroad Company has proposed to build an
approximately seven-mile rail line that would connect
Vulcan Construction Materials new limestone quarry
with the Union Pacific Company rail line near Dunlay,
Texas. They propose to move four trains per day over

this new rail line, two empty trains up to the quarry

and two loaded trains back down to the UP rail line.
They would also build a loading track on the quarry
line.
Based on all of your comments, we

realize that this proposal was highly controversial,
which is why decided to prepare an environmental
impact statement type of document. We decided to
prepare this type of document to make sure that we
could look at the environmental consequences really
hard to make sure that we were giving the Surface
Transportation Board sufficient information before
they made their decision. We also wanted to make
sure that we could give you as much opportunity as
review

possible to participate in the environmental

process. In our Draft Environmental Impact Stazement
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assessment report which we submitted to the Texas
Historical Commission and other consulting parties
for review and comment. Based on the comments we
received, we conducted additional research and
studies. And we so far have identified approximately
30 above-ground resources in the project area that
could be affected by one or more of the potential
rail alignments as well as one potential histeric
district. The entire Quihi, Texas area is within a
rural historic landscape because the land has
remained unchanged for a great number of years. This
means that the entire Quihi, Texas area is
potentially eligible for the National Register of
Historic Places as a historic district. Based on our
studies and in consultation and based on the
recommendations of the Texas Historical Commission we
developed a document known as a Programmatic
Agreement. This Programmatic Agreement sets forth
the steps that would be taken to complete the section
106 process. Our cultural resources studies as well
as a draft version the Programmatic Agreement are
included in Appendix I of the draft environmental
impact statement for your review and comment.

Now I'm going to turn the microphone

over to Jaya Zyman-Ponebshek our technical project
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manager to talk to you a little bit about the other
.resource areas we studied.

MS. ZYWMAN-PONEBSHEK: Thank you very
much, Rini.

Good evening everyone. My name is Jaya
Zyman-Ponebshek. I'm with URS Corporation. I'm
going to try to speak a little slower tonight.

I am going to summarize for you some of
the results that we got from our preliminary impact
studies. We studied several resource areas,
including those on the screen. I can read them for
you or I can just give you a few seconds for you to
read them.

Basically what kind of impacts: The
analysis found that the majority of impacts will be
due to traffic delays at grade crossings and anything
resulting from that. Safety concerns pretty much in
general. Noise and vibration. Air and water
contaminants. Land use changes, including clearing.
Fi11 placed in flood plains or wetlands. In the
interest of time and to allow you, the public, to
supply us with comments, because that's why we're
here today, I am going to briefly focus on the areas
where we have identified impacts and then the rest of

the areas you can refer back to the draft EIS.
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construction and operation or both., First, flood
plains and stream stability impacts. S .E.A.
consulted with the Army Corps of Engineers of the
Federal Emergency Management Agency and the Medina
County Floodplain Administrator regarding potential
impacts to flood plains and streams crossed by the
proposed rail line. These impacts depending on final
crossing design may include localized increases to
the width of flood plains and changes to stream
hydraulics as some of you are very aware, Cut and
fi11 operations at stream crossings could have
adverse impacts to bank stability as well.

In addition, contamination.
Contaminants could be .released during construction
and operations that could be adversely -- that could
adversely impact surface water. And S.E.A. says a
wide range of contaminants, anywhere from silt and
debris to fuel spills or diesel fuel or other kinds
of fuels. During construction of the rail line and
during future repair activities ground clearing and
heavy equipment would cause the potential for silt
and debris runoff to enter surface waters during a
major rainfall event. The release of petroleum
products from construction equipment or locomotive

fuel spills could also impact water quality.
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Again, I will reiterate that SEA or S-E-A welcomes
your comments on every aspect of the Draft EIS and in
all the mitigation measures recommended on a
preliminary basis on each resource area

As far as transportation and traffic
safety the railing could cause impacts to local
transportation and traffic safety when the rail line
crosses area roadways using at grade crossings. At
these points traffic delays and car train accidents
have the potential to occur. For the most part
delays could result from three reasons: One, while
the crossings are temporarily blocked during
construction activities. Two, during normal
operation when at-grade crossings are closed for
trains to pass, including the time that it takes for
the train to pass and to approach and to leave the
intersection. And then during the track repair
activities. If a -- or if a train malfunctions at a
specific at-grade crossing.

And again, we welcome your comments on
every aspect of this resource area in the Draft EIS.

Water resources. As far as water
resources we analyze impacts on surface water, ground
water and wetlands. Surface water. Impacts to

surface water may result basically from rail
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Ground water. The primary concern to
the ground water is the possibility of contamination
of the aquifers. Many of you have wells so I know
that this is a main concern for you. As I just
noted, construction and operation could potentially
result in runoff of contaminants.

Local streams provide recharge for the
Leon Gravel -- Gravel Aquifer. And then also the
northernmost one-half mile of the proposed rail line
here crosses the recharge zone of the Edwards
Balcones Fault Zone Aquifer.

The contaminants of concern would be
very similar to those just described for surface
water, including silt and debris from construction or
land repair and locomotive fuels. Contaminants from
the rail line could end up in the water which
recharges the aquifers and therefore resulting in
aquifer contamination.

And once again, SEA recommended some
preliminary mitigation conditions that we would very
much welcome your comments on as well as on the
actual analysis,

Wetlands. There is little potential or
natural opportunity for significant wetland resources

to form in Medina County. According to the national
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wetland inventory Elm Creek and portions of Cherry
Creek and Quihi Creek form riparian wetiands. And
all of the local creeks have small pools classified
as Palustrine wetlands. I hope I pronounced that
right. These classifications deal with the types of
vegetation that these wetlands support. And I'm not
going to get into the details of that. But that's
pretty much the extent of wetlands in this area.

There is a potential for permanent loss
of wetland function where the rail line crosses these
creeks and places fill or structures within the
creek. Where such placement is necessary
authorization from the Corps of Engineers would be
required under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act.
Corps authorization is also needed when there will be
temporary impacts to streams from access roads needed
to transport the equipment and personnel during
construction near these creeks. During rail
operations wetland resources could also be affected
due to contaminated runoff following an accident that
results in a diesel fuel spill.

And again, we welcome your comments.

As far as biological resources, the rail

Tand will require a construction right-of-way where

all vegetation will be temporarily cleared. In
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Noise. The proposed action would result
in both construction and operation related noise
impacts. Construction of the rail line would proceed
at about 140 to 150 feet per day along the corridor
creating temporary noise impacts to nearby residences
as the construction moves along the right-of-way.
During the operation, noise would result from the
operation of the train on the l1ine as well as from
the sounding of the horns prior to entering any
at-grade crossing.

SEA performed an analysis on operational
noise caused by engine noise and wheel rail
interactions and determined that operations over
Alternative I would have greater adverse impacts than
any of the other alternatives as far as the number of
receptors.

As far as horn noise the maximum sound
level from the horn would have an adverse effect on
residences closest to the grade crossings.

Finally, I would like to summarize
vibration impacts. Vibration impacts could result
both during construction and operation of the rail
line as well. Because of the nature of activities
different activities would cause vibrational impacts

at different distances from the rail line. This is
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addition, 1t will require clearance of a permanent
area a narrower strip where the rail bed would be
located. Since this vegetation represents wide 1ife
habitat any loss of this habitat would be an impact
to biological resources. Now construction,
maintenance and operation of the rail line could pose
a more direct impact to biological resources as there
is a potential for collisions between the train and
wildlife. And mechanical mowing and shredding along
the right-of-way could potentially harm smaller
animals.

Land use. As everyone here Knows,
creation of the permanent rail line right-of-way
would require acquisition of land for both the
construction and for the permanent right-of-way for
the rail bed and it would have temporary -- and it
would have impacts to those properties adjacent to
the right-of-way or within the right-of-way. Most of
the right-of-way for the proposed route would be
located along or near fence lines. However, some
properties would be severed. Given current land use
SEA concluded that the proposed alignment would cause
a reduction in the amount of land including prime
farm -- farmland available for agriculture. Adverse

impacts on land use could not be fully mitigated
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very important. Depending on the source and the
activity the vibration impacts would be different.

Of primary concern are vibrational impacts to
sensitive structures such as historical structures or
wells or any other fragile structure. For example,
most construction related vibration impacts will be
Jimited to structures within 25 feet of the activity.
But for pile driving activities vibration impacts
could occur to extremely fragile historic structures
up to 200 feet away that's because pile driving has
much greater vibration -- is a much stronger
vibration source.

In addition SEA preliminarily -- SEA --
SEA'S preliminary studies indicate that vibration
impacts from the operation phase of the project or of
the rail line would not impact sensitive structures
more than 45 feet away. So it's 25 feet for
construction, 200 for pile driving, and 45 feet for
normal operation.

And with that, I conclude my summary of
the impacts and I turn this back over to Nancy so we
can begin the comment session.

MS. GATES: Now we're ready to begin the

most important part of this meeting which is the

comment period And in order to insure that we have
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a safe and comfortable environment in which everyone
can speak the way they want to, we've set up a few
ground rules. And they were listed in some of the --
the meeting fact sheet that you received when you

walked in today. But I want to just review them

briefly.

First of all, if you signed up to speak
you -- there was a number on your comment card. And
we will call you in the number -- according to the

order in which you signed up. We will call your

name. And then if you'll approach the nearest
microphone to speak, that -- that would be the
preferred procedure. If you're not able to speak for
any reason -- If you're not able to approach the
microphone for any reason, just raise your hand and
we'1l bring the microphone to you. If you're a
Spanish speaker and you need help with understanding
anything that's being said, please let us know also
because Jaya is bilingual in Spanish and English and
she can help you with that. Each speaker will have
three minutes in which to make your comments. And to
help you with your -- with the three-minute
guidelines we have this nifty aid here that we will
show you when you're got thirty seconds so it's time

to start wrapping up your comments. And then when
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you for allowing this‘opportun1ty.

My name is Timothy Hildebrand. I'm an
elected public official residing in Medina County,
Texas serving as director and vice president of the
east Medina County Special Utility District. The
East Medina County Special Utility District is a
water purveyor in the needed area of the proposed
railway. I have a Bachelor of Science Degree in
geological engineering and am a licensed professional
geoscientist in the State of Texas.

East Medina County Special Utility
District's plant number five lies approximately five
and a half miles south of the proposed Vulcan quarry.
The proposed rail lTine would be constructed to
service and facilitate the proposed quarry and would
run near our plant number five. East Medina's plant
number five consists of various elevated storage
facilities. But most importantly two minutes for
water wells drilled into the Edwards Aquifer. These
two wells and aquifer serve approximately 30 percent
of our nearly 2,400 local customers on a daily basis
and is the sole source of supply water for over 700
families. How can the Surface Transportation Board

rule on the proposed Southwest Gulf Railroad Company

issue without an exhaustive environmental fmpact
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your time is up, we'll -- we'll give you the times up

signal. And if you feel that you still have more
than you want to say you can wait and if -- if we
have a chance for everyone to make -- to speak who
wants to, then we'll start again with people who
would like to speak again. So if you feel like you
can't make it through your comments, don't worry;
there's a chance to -- to finish them later. As I
said, all speakers will speak once before we allow
people to speak twice.

And finally, we are recording this
meeting. We have a court reporter here and we're
audio taping it as well. And we're doing that
because we want to be sure and capture everything
that everyone says accurately. And for that reason
we ask that you not talk or make a lot of noise while
someone is speaking because that will hinder our
ability to record the comments.

So, let’s go ahead and get started. And
I'm just going to turn off my equipment here. Okay.
I1'17 call your name, and then if you would just
approach the closest microphone.

Timothy Hildebrand.

MR. HILDEBRAND: Good evening. I'm

going to read mine in the interest of time. Thank
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study on the affects of the proposed quarry sitting
on the Edward Aquifer Recharge Zone?

My itnitial research and study have led
me to conclude that the only 100 percent guarantee
that I can make to my constituency that the proposed
Vulcan quarry will not pollute the aquifer in the
vicinity of plant five is for it not to be
constructed, The affects of rain and point source
pollutants in the Edwards Aquifer are immediate and
dramatic. In the last week alone water inside
Natural Bridge Caverns located northeast and in the
aquifer rose over 70 feet concurrent with the recent
rains.

My point is that although it has good
filtering capacity the Edwards Aquifer has in fact
tremendous permeability allowing whatever occurs on
the surface of the recharge zone to rapidly find its
way into the aquifer. I emphasize this because in
the exact science of geology allows for different
interpretations. And we all know paid consultants,
of which I am not one, will skew the facts toward the
side of their client. The undeniable fact is that
the Edwards Aquifer transmits fluids and some
particulates with the amazing capacity. Why would a

governmental agency ever facilitate this type of
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activity over a recharge zone? Knowing the proximity
of this site to our water welis at plant number five
why should the only water supply for these 700

families be placed at risk? Paid consultants for

Vulcan, Southwest Gulf Railroad will argue that the

risk is negligible. Even if the risk were
negligible, why should these families in East Medina
County Special Utility District have to bear it?

I have worked in an extractive industry,
upstream oil and gas éxp1orat10n and production for
nearly 25 years. I would dearly Jove to have the
right of condemnation as a tool to help us make
is not how the American free

money. But that

enterprise system works. That is how totalitarian
governments work.

If you allow Vulcan under the guise of
Southwest Gulf Railroad to condemn these people's
land for the sole benefit of a private industry, I
fear not only for their water, I fear for their
freedom.

Thank you.

(Crapping.)

MS. GATES: Thank you.
Will Carter.

MR. CARTER: Thank you. I'm Will
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active fault. And I can promise you that fault
system is going to run right into the quarry.

And what I'm going to need to find out
is ~- We're having our next board meeting inquiry as
to the affect -- and the study that has been done,
y'all's study impacts just the railroad. The
It's what

railroad is not the problem. it services.

And what we'd also like if we could get from your
agency is an explanation in writing as to where the
public purpose is in servicing a private enterprise
You cannot --

that -- as -- strictly for profit.

This is a taking. And how it is a taking it's going
to potentially damage our reservoir of not only the
Edwards recharge but also our -- our -- the dam at

Medina Lake. Medina Lake's Dam has -- has relief

wells., If those wells which relieves the hojatatic

(sic) pressure in the case of flooding, if those
relief wells should get severed because of a movement
of a fault even by a fraction of an inch, that whole
structure is in jeopardy and thousands of flies (sic)
downstream are going to be jeopardized.

And so I'd very much appreciate if
someone with the agencies could get in touch with us
that --

and give us some comfort level where we can

answer to -- to our constituents as to the impact of
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‘my primary business is in 01l and gas.

Carter. I'm here representing the
Bexar/Medina/Atascosa Water Improvement District. We
are a political subdivision of the State of Texas.
We are the owners of the diversion of Medina dams and
also for Medina Lake.

One thing I'11 need to get qualified, I
guess, later from URS is that I never knew till
tonight that URS had a conflict; because URS does all

the engineering for BMA. And I inquired about a year
ago about the impact of the quarry and it's effect of
its blasting on the fault system that we are directly
on strike with at Medina Dam. And I should have been

told then that y'all had a conflict. And I -- If you
could relate to someone with URS they need to

contact our office tomorrow because we have a real
problem with this.

is not the railroad

But the real issue

for BMA. The issue is the quarry. And I also am --
And I have
seen the affect of blasting on seismic surveys where
I've had to go out and negotiate a settlement of
collapsed casing and wells up to two miles away.
Which is a fraction of the affect that the blasting
is going to have on the fault system that -- that
Diversion Damn sits on

Medina lLake is on. top of an
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-- of the quarry itself that this rail -- rail line

is -- is going to be servicing.

Thank you.

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Thank you.
Richard Fournier.
MR. FOURNIER: Hi. I would Tike to
thank everybody for being here tonight and listening
to us. I think Tim and the gentlieman from BMA thank
you very much.

In 1959 my parents moved my two brothers

and my sister from San Antonio to the country. Why?

Because it was country. It was quiet. There wasn't

anything out there. We reveled in the solitude. I
just came back from seven years in Colorado. 1

purchased some of the property that my parents had
only to find out that I'm going to have a railroad
run through it. This is going to be detrimental to
some of the things that I do cut there, such as the
hunting, the people that I lease some of the land out

to, and everything else. I mean what is going to be

my compensation for my downgrade? Tell me it doesn't

downgrade the price of land to have a railroad run
Tell

close by. me what my compensation is going to

be for having to put up with all these impacts or
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possible or potential impacts.
I have no other recourse. I need to go
against this railroad, the quarry also. We've got

quarries on 1283, 471, 1604. How many is enough?

This is an out of state company. A very wealthy

company. Checked out their web site. Some people
are squabbling over the scraps from their table.
It's thrown the community apart. I don’'t know what
else to do. I voiced my opinion.
Thank you very much.
MS. GATES: Thank you.
Tom Walpole.
MR. WALPOLE: My name is Tom Walpole. I
Tive in Quihi on FM 2676 at Elm Creek. The railroad
and quarry must be studied as a connected action.
Without the quarry the railroad serves no purpose.
The Draft EIS did not conduct any flood studies.
Only remarks like "best engineering practices in the
design of the strean grossings will be made to avoid
increasing floodplain width." Which can be anyone's
interpretation.

Oon January -~- 12 January of 2000 my wife
and I along with the Fitzgeralds met with Tom
Ramsdale, Darrell Brownlow and Vulcan's lawyer, Chris

Schuchart. This happened when we heard rumors about
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Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Thank you.
Joseph Salomon.

MR. SALOMON: Hello. My name is Joseph
Salomon, and I own property right by the proposed
quarry and raiiroad. I'm actually 4,000 feet from
where the quarry is going to be,

My main concern is that the quarry and
the rajlroad are not tied as one item. Like many of
the other people have stated, if the quarry weren't
going to be there, the railroad would never come. I
know that in some of these statements that people
have made they are saying that the quarry -- or the
railroad would be open for other businesses and stuff
like that. I don't know of any other business that's
going to come out there and build any kind of
construction or anything like that without the quarry
being there.

I'm really worried about the quarry and
the railroad in the sense that my water well is an
Edwards Aquifer well, and I'm only 4,000 feet from
that quarry. They say they'1l compensate you and all
that other stuff, but I don’'t want to have to be

bringing water in bottles or whatever it may be to be
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a rock quarry being planned near our homes. I told
them that I grew up in Birmingham, Alabama and that I
knew Vulcan very well. Mr. Ramsdale's very rapid
response was "oh, we don't cause all those pollution
problems 1ike that done in the past." Some of the
quarry problems have been lessened in the U.S.
because people like you in this audience have fought
for better environmental laws. It is common
knowledge that big business will try to get away with
all they can just to increase their profits. We need
to continue seeing that all unanswered questions
regarding this EIS are properly addressed before STB
gives the go ahead for the railroad to begin
construction.

My relatives in Birmingham are still
Tiving with the quarry. Quarry problems have
encouraged me to do all we can do to prevent the
quarry. If that fails, try to make the project
environmentally safe from the beginning. Once
they're here, your voice becomes very small.

Remember the only reason that Vulcan 1is
doing this Environmental Impact Study is because the
MCEAA has fought for Quihi‘'s right to live in a safe
and healthy environment. Medina County is it worth

it?
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able to drink water and protect my family and my
animals.

There's going to be a lot of situations
where we're all going to come up and have to be
mitigating with Vulcan. And there's no way that 1
could ever stand up to them and have the power or the
money or the lobbying efforts that they have to deal
with the organizations like yours and others.

I'm -- I'm a single awner -- landowner
that if my well is damaged, I'11 have to fight with
them. Well, the only resources that I have are the
resources that come out of my wallet that I have to
pay for my property and my family and everything else
Tike that. And there's no way I could ever fight
Vulcan and the railroad to be able to -- to get water
to be able to drink. So my only resource would be --
would be to -- to leave my property. And who is
going to want to come and buy my property that is
4,000 feet from a -- from a gquarry and a railroad
with the traffic that's going to go down 3837 I know
that they say, "Well, if you -- if you let us have
the railroad, we won't bring trucks through. We're
only going to bring 24 trucks."” Well, all you have
to do is go down 1283 1in front of Vulcan's entrance

there and see that -- I guarantee you there's more
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than 24 trucks that run out of that lot in an hour's
time, let alone a day. I mean there -- It might be
24 of their trucks, but what about all the other base
that they're going to sell to all these other, you
know, public places that are going to come and say
"Hey, I need, you know, 200 hundred yards" or I need
whatever it may be to service my road or my whatever
it may be, projects, construction and everything else
Tike that. I mean that traffic -- You know they'11l
say, "Well we’'l1l pave your road now. We'll pave 353
so that way it will be safer." No it will be so that
those trucks can go faster. And if anybody has ever
been down 353, that road is not very wide, especially
right there where the quarry is going to be at.

It's -- ft's -- If anything, it's 30 feet wide. I
mean I've been out there with my tractor and a darn
chisel and I have to stop when other trucks are
trying to go by.

So I just hope that you guys take that
into consideration when you're giving these people
their right to come and take our land and our
property.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)
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(sic) over the limestone shipments. It's true that
Timestone is not a hazardous cargo unless you're
crushed by a derailed freight car. Limestone takes
up space. There's no denying that. And it worsens
the congestion on the rail traffic. This rail
traffic has already reéached critical limits and past
them in some areas, in San Antonio. Why has S$TB
ignored MCAA's scoping comments, which have already
been submitted in this matter? I find no information
at all in the DEIS.

So we again ask that the impact of this
5,000,000 tons of limestone that's going to be
shipped through overburden system be evaluated for
its environmental impact.

Thank you very much.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Jacque Conrad.
MS. CONRAD: My name is Jacgue Conrad
We have spent the last 12 years preparing our
property which is three-quarters of a mile west of
the quarry and rail site to become our final dream
home. Today our property is a model of pristine
Texas as it was 150 years agoe, grass covered, dotted

with native trees. A little over five years ago we
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Dr. Bob Fitzgerald.
DR. FITZGERALD. Thank you.

I would Vike to bring up a question to
STB. STB has ignored MCAA and others concerning the
environmental impact of rail traffic caused by the
shipment of 5,000,000 tons of limestone a year from
the proposed quarry to the Houston and Gulf Coast
area. The question I would like to have answered is:
Does STB believe the statement made by Dr. -- by Mr
David Coburn who is STR's attorney that ST -- that
MCAA makes weird and unprecedented questions on this
issue? Well, it may seem weird and unprecedented to
Mr. Coburn, but six Union Pacific train wrecks in the
past six months are far too many. And now people in
San Antonio about a million strong are very concerned
and are asking their government: “"What can be done
about this?" Something needs to be done to prevent
it. Vulcan's solution to this problem is to add
additional traffic, one thousand cars a week will go
through the same tracks that have been the site of
these accidents that I -- derailments that I have
just mentioned. UP doesn't need this type of
increase when it is coupled with ever increasing rail

traffic from west coast, from Mexico and from the new

Toyota piant, which will certainiy have precedents
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spent several thousand dollars on house plans. Just
after they were complete, the announcement was made
about the proposed quarry project. Those house plans
are now rolled up and stored in the back of a closet.
We just do not care to live next to a noisy and
polluting quarry and railroad; which I definitely
feel is a connected action. One would not be
profitable without the other.

Also, we don't want to take the chance
of Tosing our water. None of us in this area have
access to the rural water system. We also fear water
pollution from chemicals, spilled fuels from the
quarry site. Should we decide to move out of this
beautiful southern escarpment of the Edwards Plateau.
I cannot imagine anyone wanting to buy our place.
Just ask the local realtors what kind of response
they get as soon as the potential buyers of our
property in our area find out that their would
possibly be a quarry and railircad located close to
them.

They buy elsewhere. What does this do to our

property values? Our good neighbor Vulcan could
care less. Vulcan wants us to make major sacrifices
so that they and their shareholders can make major
profits.

Thank you.
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MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Alyne Fitzgerald.
MS. FITZGERALD: Thank you for allowing
us to speak to you. Mine is rather long, so I
anticipate that I'11 have to divide it into two
parts. Many of us thought that this study was very
poorly done and very unprofessional. It left out
many important issues or trivialized them calling the
impacts "minimal, not significant or negligible." It
looked Tike Vulcan did the study themselves and
rushed it through. It left most of the problems up
to Vulcan to solve later at mitigation. Using such
terms as "use best management practices, develop a
contingency plan, take appropriate measures, comply
with reasonable requirements or minimize to the
extent practicable.” Well, we do not want Vulcan to
handle things in their own way later. Llet's look at
how they handled things in other parts of Texas and
the United States.

"New York, New York Harbor - The United
States sued Vulcan for discharging contaminants into
New York Harbor for several years.

Texas Burnett County - On Highway 281

north of San Antonio people are fed up with all the
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values; which for many represents their 1ife savings.
Their state senator said hundreds of people have
contacted him. Vulcan will leave us a hole to deal
with after they've left with the profits.

ITlinois western -- in the town of
Weston - Vulcan was fined $10,000 by the U.S.
Department of Labor because a man was killed by a
flying -- by flying rocks from a quarry blast while
he was mowing his lawn some 900 feet away.

I1linois - Department of Transportation
along with U.8. Congressman Lapinski, State
Representative Lyons and State Senator Racogno filed
a lawsuit against Vulcan for damages to a ma -- major
road."

I'11 conclude my remarks later.

MS. GATES:

Okay. Thank you.

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Mary Walipole.
MS. WALPOLE: I am Mary Walpole. My
husband and I 1ive at -- live on FM 2676 at Elm

Creek. We will be very affected by railroads one,

two and three. I am asking again before the final
EIS draft is completed to study the quarry and
railroad as a connected action. This nec -- This

information is necessary for a true and complete EIS.
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quarries. Senator Troy Frazier is concerned about

the affect of multiple quarries. One report noted
that Vulcan quarries in Texas have received seven
notices of violations from clear streams inspections.

North Carolina, Gilford County - Board
of Commissioners denied permits to Vulcan. Neighbors
of a quarry cited falling property values, broken
windows, cracked walls dried up wells, falling rocks.
The National Environmental Journal reported that
Vulcan is the seventh worst emitter of toxins in the
United States.

I1linois, Cook County - Vulcan Materials
fined and shut down in April 2003 for air poliution
violations starting in 2000. State Attorney Richard
Devine said it is victory for Cook County and the
environment, Attorney General Lisa Matigan said
families who happen to live near a business should
not be forced to smell or breath poliluted air.

Alabama, Marshall County - Strong
opposition to proposed Vulcan quarry. County
Commissioners concerned about cracking a damn two
miles away. Mayor of the town urged Alabama

Department of Environmental Management to deny the

permit, County tax assessor said the people would
take an 18 percent hit on their home -- their home
GADDIS COURT REPORTING
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The flooding in Quihi has not been
addressed., The problem of a railroad through the

floodplain cannot be mitigated away.

I take daily medication for vertigo, a
disorder of the inner ear that can cause severe
dizziness. I have suffered with this since a child
and my 1ife has centered around doing nothing that
could trigger an attack. Vibration is one of the
causes. Only someone who has attacks of vertigo can
understand the fear I felt when I heard about a
railroad coming near my home. Only rumors were
available. And I wanted to know how close to my home
the track would be.

My husband and I along with the
Fitzgeralds met with Tom Ramsdale, Darrell Brownlow
and Chris Schuchart on January 12th, 2000. They
declined to give me any information then. And now
almost five years later, I still don’'t know how close
to my mobile home the track will come. Even STB has
not been able to make .a decision and wishes our
comments.

Before the EIS I asked questions about
vibraticons. I do know which comment or questions our
mind, but I haven't found the answers in the Draft

EIS yet. I did find vibrations studies on the
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historical homes and that the impact of the track
would go out 1,000 feet on each side. I hope that my
vertigo understands that I am not in the impact zone
-- zone of the track.

At the end of the January 2000 meeting
with Vulcan, Darrell Brownlow told my husband and me
that I could sue them if I became i1i. So much for
Vulcan's concern for the health probiems that the

quarry and the railroad could cause the citizens of

Quihi.
Thank you.
MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Craig Heiligman.

MR. HEILIGMAN: My name is Craig

Heiligman. I'm the son-in-law to Clovis Boehme, one
of the landowners of the proposed quarry site. I was
born and raised here in Hondo, Texas. Graduated from
Hondo High School and now live in Castrovilie with my
family.

First of all, I wanted to thank the
Surface Transportation Board and it's Section of
Environmental Analysis for a very thorough and well
written Draft Environmental Impact Statement. The

man hours and investigation time must have been
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convinced these people to place restrictive covenants
on their land, barn and railways and then screen
property rights. However, when it comes to the
property rights of landowners like my father-in-law
where the quarry will be, they don't think they
should have any rights.

The opposition would rather see
subdivisions and trailer parks which are popping up
everywhere rather than a Fortune 500 company like
Vulcan who provide a boost to the economy rather than
a drain on the county's infrastructure.

As mentioned, I graduated from Hondo
High School. I can't believe that the school board
is not fighting tooth and nail for this project which
would bring in thousands of tax dollars, dollars
which can be used to pay teachers the kind of pay
they deserve, dollars which could be used to increase
and expand programs to better educate the students of
the school district.

There must be school board members who
have personal agendas rather than looking out for the
best interest of the school district.

I'm glad to hear that the Castroville
Chamber of Commerce and the Mayor of Castroville have

made positive comments in regards to this project.
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tremendous.

The opposition has made claims in Jocal
papers that Vulcan must have written the report. 1If
I spent all that time and effort on a report of this
magnitude, a comment like that would be very
upsetting. I feel the Draft EIS addressed all
concerns raised by the opposition and proper
mitigants were included for those concerns.

It is evident that the railway is the
best option to transport the aggregate from the site
to the connection point. I can't believe the
opposition would rather have trucks instead of the
railway.

This project would be a great economic
boost to Medina County and to the Hondo Independent
School District in the form of tax dollars, job and
increased revenues for small business who will
benefit from Vulcan's presence.

The opposition has used every scare
tactic imaginable plus tried in every way to delay
this project.

As a person who grew up in Medina
County, I am shocked that people I‘'ve known all my
1ife can be brainwashed by these scare tactics and
them.

allow outsiders who move here to control They
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It's time Hondo stepped up to the plate and backed
this project which would be a boost to the county's
economy .

Once again, I want to thank the Surface

Transportation Board and it's Section of

Environmental Analysis for -- for all their hard
work,

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Donald Schoch.
MR. SCHOCH: My name is Don Schoch. My
great, great grandfather landed in Quihi Creek area.
And my great grandfather built the home of Henry
Schweers there then in 1858. My grandfather was born
there. My father and mother reared a family there.
And my brother and sister were born in Quihi. Quihi
in about 1910 or something like that actually had a
raiiroad track that ran right smack through that
area. And I imagine that my great ancestors rejoiced
in the chance that they might have gotten some work
at Medina Lake and so on. And I don't think there
was any objection to a railroad track at that time
I want to commend the SBC and the CEA

and URS for the professional work that y'all have
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done and devised the way that you're going through it
and the thoroughness in which you're doing the study.
We've studied this thing from "A" to "2" with all --
all that we've studied and the environment --
environment and endangered species, the air and water
and streams and wetlands, the traffic and on and on
and on. This has been studied from "A" to "2". And
I'm sure that when you get back to Washington D.C.
and make your reports to the three deciders, they'1l1

make a very wise decision based on real facts from

‘people that know what they're talking about.

China is growing at a rate of 10 percent

per year with their gross national product. This

last year they used 50 -- they produced 50 percent of
the concrete in the world. They need high grade
Timestone to do that concrete work. And America
needs their sources of high grade limestone also. We
can throw stumbling blocks in the way of our free
private enterprise and our very good companies and
stifle America to where we can't compete in the
world's market.

Vulcan Material has -- can help the

economy in America, in Texas, in Medina County and in

Quihi. They can provide essential materials, jobs

and provide tax monies. And I know that they're a
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railroad according to the voluntary mitigation
measure -- measures BM 1 through BM 5 and SEA's
recommended mitigation with cooperation using
engineering and design methods with Vulcan Materials
and STR concerning transportation and traffic safety,
public health and safety,

worker health and safety,

ground water, surface water, wetlands, biological

resources, air quality, land use, noise, vibration,

recreational and visual resources, cultural resources
and last but not least the karst features.

It is my belief that SEA has worked long
and hard to address these concerns and will approve
building this railread according to the documentation
of facts found in this vag -- investigation as a
result of the scope and concerns from the first open
house meeting.

Quihi

area has changed. There are more

residences in Quihi today than there were in 1870,
Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Marian Wernette.

MS. WERNETTE: Good evening. I'm Marian

Wernette. And I thank you for allowing me to speak

at this meeting. My comments are about all the truck

v
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community oriented company.

I used to be a general contractor for
about 45 years. They say that back in those days you
could shake a hand and that that was as good as a
contract. Shaking a hand was just as good as a
contract when I -- when I did general contracting
work. Just over a phone people would commit to
hundreds of thousands of dollars just on my say so.
And that was because they were good companies. We're
talking about a very, very good high quality company,
the Vulcan Material Company. I know Tom Ramsdale
very well, and I know that a handshake from him would

be as good as a contract.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Wayne Balzen.

MR. BALZEN: First of all, I want
everyone here to think one item. If denijed -- this

issue denied tonight, trucking would be in order.

And if it becomes an order, you're looking at a truck
every 51 seconds 24 hours a day. That's something to

remember. So therefore, I ask the Surface
Transportation Board to adopt this Draft EIS for

Southwest Gulf Railroad and approve building of such
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alternative,

Vulcan is trying to make this all truck
proposition scund like it could really work. We who
1ive here know that 850 trucks every day could not
make that Toop from the quarry to the Union Pacific
connection on lots number 10, 11 and 12 of the Dunlay
Acre Subdivision. That truck loop would go through
14 miles of narrow gravel county roads, County Roads

353, 351, 365 and 451. Two cars have difficulty

passing along these roads. Every one of these roads
flood extensively when we have only just a few inches
of rain. We have had six floods already this year on
these roads. You have not studied the flooding well
at all in this Draft EIS.
Also, Farm-to-Market 2676 was not built
to handle these 80,000 pound trucks. Roads and parts
of the roads will be closed all the time for repairs.
Vulcan has told you that they have other quarries
serviced entirely by trucks. But the above
conditions I've just talked about do not exist at
these quarries; 14 miles of narrow unpaved roads,
flooding all the time, 850 trucks per day each day.
We know the reason Vulcan is telling us that their
all truck idea could work is so that people will say
That's better

"Oh, let's let them have the train.
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than all of those trucks. We don't want 850 trucks."
Well, the truth of the matter is there will be trucks
anyway, up to 250 trucks per day and the trains. We
resent the deceit you are using to get some people to
agree to the idea of trains. They are using this all
truck alternative as a club. You can't be serious
when you say that that would work.

I choose not to make comments on any of
the railroad routes that you've studied,

Quihi is where my husband and I chose to
1ive. And all the people here are our neighbors. I
have no right to say which property should be
condemned, taken by eminent domain or ruined by a
rajlroad running near their homes. How easy it's
been for people not living here to tell us that the
quarry and the railiroad are a wonderful asset to our
cammunity. I think it would be even better as that's
where they live.

The railroad and the quarry are
~dependent on each other and need to be studied as
connected actions.

bThank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Tom Ramsdale.
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speeds of 25 miles per hour or less. The volume of
rail traffic we are proposing from the quarry would
be Tight. Trains would pass through road crossings
in less than five minutes, not the long traffic
delays that some have predicted.

Finally, the railroad would operate with
the appropriate safety measures required by the Texas
Department of Transportation and the Federal Railroad
Administration. Many claims have been made about
water supplies in the area. The Draft EIS concluded
that with mitigation the rail line would not
significantly impact area water resources, including
aquifers or wetlands in the areas of streams and
creeks, nor would it result in flooding.

The fact, well engineered rail Tines
that follow the guidelines of Federal and local water
management agencies do not contribute to the flooding
concerns. Over the past several years we have
consulted with a number of water management agencies,
incltuding the Edwards Aquifer Authority to evaluate
any potential concerns. The fuel storage will be
Tocated off the recharge zone. Likewise the rail
route would be primarily south of the recharge zone.

Finally, I would Tike to say a word

about the quarry. I would 1ike to point out the very

-P
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MR. RAMSDALE: Good evening. I'm Tom
Ramsdale, Project Manager for Southwest Gulf Railroad
Project and also the proposed quarry that we've been
talking about tonight.

I'd 1ike to thank the members of the
Surface Transportation Board for their investment of
time and resources in this project and for the
thoroughness of the Draft Environmental Impact
Statement prepared by the agency Section of the
Environmental Analysis.

The Draft EIS identifies a total of 47
recommended mitigation measures, including many
measures which we had veluntarily incorporated into
our own planning for the project. We are encouraged
that the draft EIS concludes that the building of the
rail line would not result in significant adverse
environmental impacts provided that the specified
mitigation measures are implemented.

We understand that a significant --
excuse me -- significant new project like this raises
questions and concerns in a community. AJl those
concerns were addressed in the Draft EIS there are
several that I would like to address specifically.

Regarding traffic and safety in the area I would like

to point out that our trains will travel at low
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real benefits of the quarry to Medina County and to
Texas. The $30,000,000 that we would invest would
provide a significant economic boost to Medina
County. Once operating the quarry would be the
Targest private employer and the largest source of
tax revenue in the county generating an estimated
seven and a half million in annual, direct and
indirect economic benefits. Notably an estimated
$650,000 in annual county taxes will be paid by
Vulcan. Four thousand of w%ich will direct --
directly benefit local schools. For all these
reasons Vulcan Materials is committed to this
railroad project and is doing the right thing. I
would add that we are serious about our commitment to
being a good neighbor, and we take great care to work
closely with our neighbors in the communities where
we operate. We are convinced. And the results of
the Draft Environment Impact Statement support this:
That rail is the best option for serving our quarry.
And this a project that will work in Medina County.
Thank you.
MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Lester Landrum.

MR. LANDRUM: I just have a few comments
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that -- and not -- Try not to repeat too many others.

My name is Lester Landrum. And my wife
and I have been Quihi residents for 14 years and Tive
at the home we built at 776 County Road 354. It
includes one Edwards well. Our home is about
six-tenths mile east of the proposed railroad --
railroad and about 1.1 miles from the proposed
quarry. Our home is on registered heritage land.
It's been in the family for 124 years

I'd 1ike to comment one or two things,

and that's rail traffic. Mr. Ramsdale talked about

no -- it wouldn't be more than five minutes on any
place. I'11 tell you that coming out of our quarry
with a -- from a dead stop and a Toaded train will

take more than five minutes coming across County Road
353.

How does he talk to Union Pacific? 1Is a
train going to sit on the seven miltes waiting for the
Union Pacific people to come out? How many hours is
that train going to sit on the railroad and wait for

Union Pacific to come out? Will Union Pacific have a

window to get to -- onto the main T1ine? How long
will it take them to get the window on -- on the main
1ine? They know all those answers and questions, but

they've been very hesitant to give us any of those.
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that area all on contiguous land. It's on the corner
-- or close to 450 and 365.
By the time we found out who owned the

Tand Vulcan had just purchased it. We thought our
opportunity had gone away. We decided to ask Vulcan
if they would just sell us the home plus enough land
to include the out buildings. After meeting with
them, they said considering what we were trying to do
if we would form 501-C3 tax exempt corporation and
open it up to the public that they would donate that
home to us, plus the Henry -- the William home since
they owned both tracks -- or both homes. We were
amazed and we were delighted. Since then they've
been over just -- they have worked with us
tremendously in order to achieve our goal in trying
to restore these ancestral homes. They have provided
the expertise it took to organize a Texas nonprofit
corporation to get it tax exempt. They've donated
money to do the fencing, to put in a parking lot.
And they have agreed to match $5,000 for our
renovation, matching fund basis. And that still
stands. So they have worked very well with us.

We began to wonder about Vulcan having
never heard of them before. And if you Took on the

Fortune 500 you'11 find that they rank very high in

GADDIS COURT REPORTING
(830) 981-5545

Page B-90

21
22
23
24

25

20
21
22
23
24
25

52

Now then we've got to think about our neighbors in
San Antonio. What 1is the added traffic going to do

to San Antonio? Maybe nothing. But I believe it

will. And that that should be studied too. That is
part of Surface Transportation Board's job to take
care and look at the safety of them all, So I tell
everybody look at the time for crossing, look at the
safety. They talk about the cars but they have never
told you how they're going to do the railroad. Are
they going to martial cars? How many railroads are
going -- How many trains are going to be on the
rajilroad at one time? There's lots of unanswered

questions. They know all these answers. Why don't

they give them to us?

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
{Clapping.).

MS. GATES: Ray Schoch.

MR. SCHOCH: I'm Ray Schoch. I'm

president of the Schweers Historical Foundation. We
became interested 1in the Henry Schweers home several
years ago, and trying to find out where we could

acquire that to renovate it. Henry Schweers had two

brothers come over with him and a sister. And

between 1846 and 1873 all four had built homes in
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social responsibility and number nine in that
category which puts them in the same category as UPS,
and Alcoa and McDonald's. Those are very, very big
companies. They do very good things for the
communities that they live in. Not only do they
bring a lot of tax dollars but help their schools and
communities, but they also offer help in the projects
that the community is interested in such as museums,
Tibraries, et cetera. And their actions with us
prove that they will do the same thing here. Also
they have the strength -- financial strength.
They're rated number five again with UPS, Microsoft
and Exxon, big companies that have the where-with-all
to back up the promises they've made.

And they operate about 200 quarries in
most of them have

the nation. If you contact them,

good things to say. The communities would love to
have them. And most of the community if they had the
resources or the product they would fight to have
them come to their community and increase their tax
base and be a good community.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
{Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Marilyn Brown.
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MS. BROWN: First of all, I want to say

my name is Marilyn Brown. And I think it's great
with our soldiers being over in Iraq that we have the
freedoms that we have in America to speak on both

oppositional sides and voice our opinion for all our

-« all of our freedoms and our choices here in this
country. And thank you for allowing me to speak
tonight. I had preliminarily prepared a speech

because as an educator I talk in front of 140
students five days a week. And I thought the best
way to lay out the plan was to prepare and organize
just like I do my lessons a preparation for what I
wanted to say. But as I tossed and turned in the
last few days I realized that with so many different
issues at hand it was too difficult to cover
everything in three minutes. Therefore I want to
change my focus tonight on impromptu and say that I
speak from the heart.

From what I here tonight, so many of my

neighbors -- By the way, I reside in Quihi, which is

-- if you're not familiar with Quihi -~ I could

reside in Mico. Which if you're not familiar with

it, it butts up against Quihi. And when my husband
and elected to move into the area five years ago we

did it from the eighth largest city in the nation.
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over. And the quarry and the people -- Mr. Ramsdale,
I invite you to my home so that you can see that what
in will

you bring not only affect maybe one family,

two families. But it is our home. And I ask you to
please think about what we're doing here in a
beautiful community.

I also want to say that what the quarry
in the school

has done for school districts. Being

district 1 appltaud you. Forty thousand dollars is

admirable. However, let's not change the safety of
our children bringing in railroads and major trucks

into the area at the expense of our next generation.

Thank you,

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Thank you.

Joe McKay.

MR. MCKAY: Hello. I'm Joe McKay. I

want to thank you in advance I'm sure of the careful

consideration that you will give to this project. As
I've been hearing so much in the community I'm one of

those outsiders. About 10, 12 years ago I decided

that I would sink my entire investment in everything,
into land and property for my family to have a safe
place to live.

Knowing the area of Quihi having been

there as a child I knew the extreme pride people had
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And we did it primarily because of an issue of
safety. We owned a home on the north side of town.
But what we were seeing and what was happening was
not the place we wanted to raise our family in. We
have three children of which two are teenagers and
one soon to be a teenager. As we approach our
retirement years we took everything we had to put
into the home that we currently own. Although we
will pot directiy be I guess -- or the a railroad
won't run through our land however the quarry is
within 1800 feet of our property. Therefore, the

home that we moved from in San Antonio, Texas because

our kids could not play in a front yard because of

traffic control and the things that were going on are

now happening in our dream home. We are near

retirement age. As our children leave the house we

have no other resources. To sell our home, as people

have said here tonight, would be an unjust cause.

So I'm speaking from my heart. Whether
Quihi -- whether the quarry comes, I don't know. Who
can stop us -- who can stop them?

I'm just asking this board that when you
go to bed at night think about the families that you
400, 500.

are affecting. And maybe we're only a few,

I don't know the numbers but some of us can't start
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in their land, It had been passed down from
generations out there. I figured it was a pretty
safe place to be. Well, as an outsider I came in and

obviocusly did some things that they didn't like.
Built a nice house and cleaned up the property and
take care of it. Took great pride in it.

But this study that we've heard it

I question

claims to have a minimal impact on this.

the study in that one of the alternates goes through

my living room. And nobody has even asked me if this

would have an affect on my livelihood. Well, I think

it probably would. The -- You know you say that the
-- how do we know -- very minimal impact on the
property values and the safety issues. But had I

known ten years ago what I know now there's certainly
no way I would have

invested my -- in the place that

I'm at. So obviously it does have an impact.
The threats that we've had about this
truck traffic having grown up near a gravel quarry I
know exactly what will go on. And basically these
threats of running 24 hour trucks if this was a
viable option -- I understand Mr. Ramsdale he told us
at the very first meeting their interest in this was
moving a very high volume of rock by rail. And I

don't think they have very much interest in this
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project if it doesn't go through. So basically by
threatening us is -- is the issue involved to try to
get us to -- to jump on the band wagen that this
rails a good idea.

I was trained for several years in
response to HAZMAT emergencies, such as train
derailments. And I'm sure that y'all are well aware
of the devastation that's involved with rail
accidents. We've seen quite a bit of it lately.
We're putting a huge junction right in the middle of
a -- one of the more populated areas in Medina
County. And I think this would have devastating
effects if we roll a very large gravel train into
this item, an ammonia or chlorine tank car that would
be passing through there. It does pass through there
on a daily basis.

The -- and also to -- And part of that
is all -- everything I'm hearing here today, they
will take the best route or the best way or the best
alternative. And I just -- I just think that there's
some issues involved in that. I'm sure they've done
things to minimize their liability already. Which I
don't know anything that Vulcan could possibly own or
their assets that would be enough to reimburse

somebody for the loss of a 1ife, Joss of a family
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And the proposed route will be close to my home. I'm

not objecting to it. Progress happens. My daughter
and her husband and my three grandchildren live on
the same property that I've Tived on all my life.
Many of the people here that are opposing the quarry
are not landowners for the amount of years and have
the history that we have. I feel like we've had a
lot of history here.

Subdivisions are popping up all along
the roads., I'm not happy with it. But the farm and
ranch land hasn't been profitable for small farmers
and farm ranchers. My father was one. It isn't
profitable anymore. Therefore there's subdivisions
coming in. And there's different ways of making the

area more profitable. <Change is inevitable. We may

not Tike it, but it comes anyway. In fact you need
to see that it's done safely.

Therefore the rail line 1 believe would
be the best way to go. I believe the board has
addressed all the problems that -- They've really
done a good job. And Medina County needs the jobs.
And I think that we need this quarry and the
railroad.

Thank you.

(Clapping.)
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member or loss of one of my neighbors.
So I would hope that you'd take careful

consideration to the ones of us that had planned for

a much different 1ife style out here than having a

gravel pit and rail run by their -- their property.
Thank you.
MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Jean Marty.
MS. MARTY: My name is Jean Balzen

Marty. I am 60 years old. And I've lived on County

Road 354 most of my life.

I‘ve heard a lot of people talk tonight
that they've moved into the area. I just want you to
know that when I was growing up there was maybe five
cars that went by our house a day. And my mother

knew each one of them by the sound. She'd say., "Well

there comes Roy Daily. I hear him." Two or three

minutes later Roy Daily would drive by. So when you
talk about moving into our community we weren't real
happy to have all these people move into our

But this is progress.

community, People move.

Things happen. I'm a fourth generation Medina County

resident. I'm a pioneer family. I'm very proud of

that. I -- I live on County Road 354 close to 353,
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MS. GATES: Thank you.
Wayne Stansbury.
MR. STANSBURY:

Good evening. My name

is Wayne Stansbury. I'm a landowner close to where
the quarry and railroad is going to be. Also, I'm
project manager. And I guess as I was listening to
the presentation by the project manager here and also
their project manager over here, I guess frankly I
was real disappointed in the way that you did your
research. You made statements like "may have some,
may cause little or no impact potential or not

significant. 1 guess as a project manager I would
always l1ike to see some sort of guantitative methods
apptied. I know there is uncertainty in everything,
but you can at least quantify the uncertainty by
using appropriate assistal (sic) models, using
probability analysis, by using competent tables. For
example, "I'm 95 percent confident that this is going

to be an issue or it won't be an impact. The only
place where I really found that you did some
statistics or some analysis was in this 4.1.2 listing
of accidents. Again, we have here that the DOT --
DOT study showed that between 1991 and 1996 there was
a one in ninety-two chance of an accident/injury

occurring. Again, unfortunately as a project manager
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no assumptions were listed. No comparisons or no

references were made to any other industry,
I tried just for the day that I just had

here to put it to equal basis, to look at other with

other industries. So the way to do that

mathematically would be to look at it as parts per

million or how many million -- per million

opportunities you would have. 8o if you converted it

correctly, as I converted here, it was one in

ninety-two chance or for every miilion opportunities

there would be 10,870 accidents. If you compare that

with another industry, Tet's say the airline

industry, for every million opportunities or million

times they do the baggage claim -- they lose baggage

about 6,000 times for every million times they move

baggage. So in other words, according to your data

here there's a one and three-quarters greater chance

to having the -- having an injury than there is

having -- losing your baggage in the airline

industry. Which is kind of scarry,

So, I guess the point again I'm trying
to make here is that when you're going to do the
research, when you're going to do studies use
quantitative methods. Don’'t rely just on your

opinion "may cause, may give a problem."” But whether
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but I hope it has an impact. We're real people. And

I didn't -- I wasn't raised here. I -- ten years I

sweated blood to pay for the land that I now live on,
185 acres. And it wasn't easy. And I did this so we
could have a descent lifestyle the rest of our life,

my wife and I. We've been married 50 years tomorrow.

So I'm not -- I just want to say my bits. But I hope

it has some -- that you are real people and you'l}
think that we are real people here. The people

Tiving in town talk about this. And the people that
have no living circumstances in this community and
they're whatever -- The one lady that was here just
spoke she's been from here. But we're outsiders. We
came here and we chose to Tive here as our 1iving
place.

Please think about this when you make up
We're people here.

your mind. We do have hopefully

some say so in this great country of ours.

Thank you.

MS. GATES: Thank you,

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: 1Is there anybody here who

didn't sign in to speak but who has decided they
would 1ike to speak right now.

MS. ADAMS: I did sign but I signed in
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you're for or against the quarry or for against the
railroad, at least use the appropriate competent
intervals, appropriate statistics that can be used.
And I guess I'd like to say it's always
better to have the data than the opinions. And like

I'm fond of saying "in God we trust, all others bring

that data.

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Thank you.

Robert Reed.

MR. REED: My name is Robert Reed. I'm
a dentist. I'm retired from Castroville for 33
years. I -- We lived in Castroville for 15 years.

My brother wanted to go to Houston and live there.

And I said, °No, I want to go to a small town and

raise my family." So about 15 years of 1iving in

Castroville we decided to move to the country. So we

moved to Quihi in 1978. And we've been here ever

since. For 26 years. We came here so we could live

a nice quiet 1ife and enjoy our retirement and such.
With the quarry that will never happen and with a

railroad. We're about one mile from that quarry.

I'm against it. tLet's put it that way. I can't see

one thing that's good for it I know it's cut and

dry. What we say here wili probably mean nothing,
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the wrong place.
MS. GATES: Okay. If you would just
state your name and spell your Tast name. Thank you.

MS. ADAMS: My name is Charlotte Adams.

T don't think I have to spell it.

MS. GATES: You're right.

MS. ADAMS: I was one that come from San
Antonio to deer hunt out here, my husband and I. In
1972 we bought our land. 1In 1976 we built. My
husband is no longer 1iving. We've been -- I've been
in this house 29 years. I'm west of the Cherry Creek
on 4516 about a quarter of a mile from Quihi. And
I'm flooded in on both sides when it rains. And I
don't know how much more flooding it will be.

What I would like to see is a map
showing where our homes are because from the way it
Tooks Alternate II is either coming through my place
or right next to it. And is there going to be a

possibility of having something like that?

MS. Rutson: We will do our best.
MS. ADAMS: Okay. Thank you.
MS. GATES: Thank you.

Is there anybody -- anyone else who

would iike to --
MS. FUCHS:

Yes. My name is Sandra
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Fuchs, F-U-C-H-S. And I inherited my dad's place on

the old Kent Place on County Road 450. And I've
1ived with my dad and I've lived through floods. Of
course I wrote my notes, but I won't read them. And
I've lived through floods and where we are completely
flooded in. And my main concern of course the
pollution but also you cannot make me believe that
the railroad is not going to cause additional
flooding. What was it Tast week I just saw on the
television where a gentleman was concerned because

it had flooded

their only evacuation route -- because

they had shutdown the railroad. And their only
evacuation route was -- Of course the railroad had it

biocked, and they couldn't get out, and their --

their homes flooded. And I'm very concerned about
that as well.

And I'm not impressed at the thought of
trucks either. My mom owned and operated eight rigs.
And she expressed her concerns about the winding
roads we have out here. And it's very dangerous to
the truck drivers. But also we're going to be paying
for the roads if they put trucks out as well. And I
just don't want to see the quarry, railroad or the
trucks .

Thank you.
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entire hillside -- And there's some nice homes across
the road. It turns white. It looks like snow. My
wife has a friend who lives out there. Said,

"They're driving me crazy.” Right now we have
another subdivision behind us. And the trucks are
going through. And they're going through probably
about every 10 minutes. I can't imagine every -- 53
seconds if they want to do a truck route. It's good.
You need to look at the whole area all around, around

the lTake and sc forth.

Thank you,

MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: Anyone else?

MR. FITZGERALD: I want to speak again,

but --

MS. GATES: Okay. Well, I was going to
offer that next. Okay.

MR. FITZGERALD: I think she -- I'm
going to defer to my wife. Okay?

MS. GATES: Go right ahead.

MS. FITZGERALD: Well, I'11 continue my

remarks that I made earlier that concern the fact
that this DEIS left most of the problems up to Vulcan
to solve later as

mitigation. And they end this
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MS. GATES: Thank you.

{Clapping.)

MS. GATES: 1Is there anyone else who

would like to speak?

Yes, sir.

MR. WARDWELL: My name is Ray Wardwell,

W-A-R-D-W-E-L-L. This area is on a edge of a desert.

And when they say there's no dust, and we're going to

suppress the dust, and we're going to hold it back in

the trucks, you need to go investigate on 1283 and

471. And there -- there are several quarries. One

of them on 471 stays 1it up constantly running. When

you go to work, traffic -- or in that traffic and

that path you better be driving real serious because

they will flat run over you. We've got 100 year old

damn a little bit to the side. I'm going to listen

now to them grind rock. I'm going to listen and hope

that they're blasting doesn’'t screw up the aquifer

and do those kind of things. This -- this area is

not desolate. Somebody mentioned a map. The last

time y'all were here I said "Did you see the houses
No."

up around towards the ltake? There needs to be

a wider look at this. This is presented as a
desolate area. It's not. And it turns into a
desert. Across from Vulcan on 1283 when it's dry the
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mitigation, "they would use their best management

practices, develop a contingency plan, take

appropriate measures," you know the general run of

things. That's rather vague. Nothing concrete about

what to do. So I was pointing out some of the places
where these things were involved. And apparently the
plans weren't good enough because disasters happen.

I believe I was at the point of talking
the

about the State of Texas, Limestone County,

Tittle town Tawankina (sic). “Vulcan sued the town

Tawankina for not letting them blast in their city

Timits, Also as a -- a prior quarry there had

drained the city water supply and now they have to
purchase poor qguality of water and expensive water

from Mejia, which is ten miles away."”

"Tennessee, Jiles County - Plaintiffs

are suing Vulcan for construction of a rock quarry

siting loss of property values, loss of ground water.

loss of water for fire protection.”

"Washington, King County - Homeowners

have to hall water for their household use. They

blame a mining company for the draw down on their

water. And they're also holding the landowners who

tease the land to the mining company Libel. Internal

memos of county agencies indicate that the mining
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impacted their wells.”
"Wisconsin, Susiks County - Subdivision
residents say local guarries caused three or four
wells to go dry each year. In 1887 Vulcan's core --
core drilling project -- and this is in guotes -- hit
something and 41 wells went dry.

End quote. They

have to find water from another source. In Wisconsin
Vulcan was listed as having a high rate of release of
toxins., "

"Texas, Bexar County - The people of
Helotes sued Vulcan and the land owners of a
potential quarry site to stop the project.”

In another action Bexar County judge and
commissioners unanimously passed a resolution against
quarries.

So we don't want you to let Vulcan
Railroad do as they wish when problems arise. Vulcan
has failed to protect people and property in other
and atll

places, those were smaller projects.

Moreover, the quarry is a connected
action of the project and should be studied as such.

Thank you for letting me speak.

MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: 1Is there anyone else who has
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roads. It would cross roads, state and county, that

at -- at a safer place. And it would also totally
almost entirely save the historic and archeological
heritage that we have in the Quihi area. Because
this railroad route has already been Taid out if
there has been damage done to archeological or

historic things it's already occurred. It only made
sense to me. But I guess I just can't see their

Togic. They certainly don't see mine. Because if
they did, we wouldn't be having nearly as many things
to talk about in the way of destruction and damage,
particularly from the flooding aspect.
How much more time have I got? One

minute. Okay.

I'm going to go con to something else
Let's

that's going to blow your mind, Tom.

reconsider the all truck route. Why don't you buy
the land and have your own private road for all the
trucks, get them off of the county roads. And of
course you would want to put overpasses over 2676 and
485 and 16 because 850 trucks as you know -- well
know the highway department -- I'm talking to you as
well as --

MS. GATES:

Well, yeah.

TOM: Who 1is he talking to?
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already spoken once who would 1ike to speak again?
UNKNOWN SPEAKER: Hope y'all don't get

bored with all this, shall I say, solitary things.
But bear with me.

I'm fulfilling a promise that I had a
conversation with Rini Ghosh., When I read the Draft
EIS I was very disappointed that y'all had not
considered other alternative routes, I believe that
variations of other alternative routes could solve a
lot of problems. However, Vulcan doesn't want to
consider some of these things, I don't really know
the exact reason for it, but I believe probably
because quarry owners are involved -- would be
involved in the Tand that would be used for the
That's my opinion.

railroad. I can't verify it. I

can't get it out of my mind however, It would also
go through land that one of their attorneys has. It
would also go through Tand that they know are
sympathetic to their cause. And this is one reason I
have difficulty in understanding why they don't want
to do this.
But let me tell you: This alternative

route could be so designed as it would be much better
for Vulcan to run. It would be on level ground

essentially. It weould not cross as many county
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MS. GATES: Well, you're supposed to be
addressing --

UNKNOWN SPEAKER: I'm getting to him.
I'm sorry. I'11 talk to you.

If you did have your own private road,
just think you wouldn't be competing with our traffic
or would you be -- or school buses or anything.
Essentially you would have your own road. You would
upkeep it. You would not have any problems with
people being awakened at night with horn blowing,
with that type of thing. And I'm sure the all-truck
route as you have said in your -- as Vulcan has said
in its correspondence would be profitable. So I

think that ought to be considered at great length

when you do your final draft -- thank you -- or your
final EIS. Thank you.
MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Yes, sir.
MR. WALPOLE: My name is Tom Walpole

Will Carter earlier brought up a subject tonight that
sparked something in me, and I'm going to -- I would
like to reiterate and make sure that it gets some

attention in that I request that SEA do a full report

on the Medina Damn and its active fault before the
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final EIS. That's all.
MS. GATES: Thank you.
(Clapping.)
MS. GATES: Anyone else?
MR. SALOMON: Hello. My name is Joseph
Salomon. And I spoke earlier. I didn't get to talk

about a lot of things that I want to talk about as
far as this quarry and road are concerned. But I
want to say something that -- that sparked my memory
when one of my neighbors, the Marty's, were talking.
And I saw them and it kind of brought something to
mind on a conversation that we had at church. And
what it was was I know we're talking about the quarry
and the blasting and railiroad cars and all this other
stuff and how much noise that it's going to make or
Like I said,

not going to make. I'm 4,000 feet from

this quarry and the raiiroad. And I've got a lot of
rock ocut there just like everybody else does. We

know that we’'ve got a lot of rock out there. A Jot
of people probably think I'm crazy because I get on
my 4020 out there with chisel and I chisel that rock
trying to make some grass out of it. And I was at

church one day and the Martys asked me, said, "Hey., I

heard you on your tractor out there. What are you

trying to do up there on that hill?" And I thought,
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it. And you're weTcoﬁe to lTook at it.
Thank you.
MS. GATES: Thank you.
Is there anyone else who would like to
make another comment who has already spoken?
MS. FITZGERALD: 1I'm Alyne Fitzgerald.
This time I want to make a remark about the only --
the only argument put forth in favor of quarries, and
that is the two things, Tet's

jobs and taxes. First,

talk about jobs. Medina County does not have an

unemployment problem. If you will read your
newspapers carefully you will see that our
unemployment is just slightly over four percent.
Four percent is considered the normal, acceptable
unemployment range due to workers being between jobs
et cetera. You never have 100 percent full

employment. Therefore, if Vulcan were to come in and

employ 125 people, that means there would be new
people coming into the county that would take these
We were told

jobs. These are not high paying jobs.

by Mr. Ramsdale that they would --. that they would
average $25,000 each. Presumably workers coming in

to do this sort of work would be at an age where they
would have families. They would bring with them

children and spouses and their families., So that
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“Well, maybe they passed by and saw me chiseling that
rock because they're about maybe 1500, 2000 feet from

my place where I was at.” And they said, "No, we

heard you.” And I thought wow I didn't know that a
tractor with a chisel in the ground could be heard

that far. So just imagine what blasting and rail

cars will do for you when you're out there? And I
just wanted to bring that out because I didn't know
that people could hear you when you're on a tractor
from that far and all you're doing is chiseling the
ground. Just imagine when you're blasting it.
Thank you very much,
{Clapping.}
MS. GATES: Thank you.
Is there anyone else would like -- And
please state your name again when you come up.
MR. BALZEN:

I'm Joe Balzen. But I -- I

really don't have any comments, I just have a Jittle
information. The people at the earlier meeting and
also at this meeting we were talking -- And I believe
Ms. Adams was concerned about where she lived
according to ~-- in relation to the railroad and
quarry and so forth. I just wanted to let y'all
know, you people and everybody else we have a map

right back here with all the homes and everything on
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would mean more children to educate. What does it

cost to educate a child in this county? I don't

know, but it would range, I imagine, somewhere

between $5,000, 5500 to $7,000. Okay. If 125

workers brought in 100 children and it cost, say,
$5,000 to educate a child, there's $500,000 of extra
school tax money that's going to be needed. Vulcan
proposes to pay $450,000 max on their miliions of

dollars of investment to the school, to school taxes.

Well, that looks 1ike a loss to me.

I want to also talk about the purported
income, all this income that will be brought into the
county. Why do we not see the down side of that?

It's always presented as a win-win situation. Now,

you know you can't have it that way. You’'re going to
be giving up something when you bring in these
quarries. And you can readily see from the examples
in other places it will be a draw down on the
property values. That looks 1ike that's going to
offset some of this income that's purported to be
coming in.

We need a full

study, a full economic

study on what will be coming in and what we would be
Josing out on. That's the only true way to know

whether we would ever benefit from tax money coming
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lLet's see. Yeah it's true that -- that

Vulcan spends money in the community. They give some

money to -- and goods to area projects. And that's

very admirable. But remember every business does

that. And the bigger the business the more they

give. It's expected. It's advertising. And so we

-- we really appreciate Vulcan a Fortune 500 company

giving these things to the community. But as, again,
I said, it's advertising. We all do that. A1l of us
who are in business do that to some extent.

Also, we don't see any other counties

bragging about all this money they're taking in from

quarries. Have y'all ever seen anything in the

newspapers about that? I haven't. All I've seen is

other counties complaining about what a detriment
they are to their counties

And I guess that's it. Thank you,

MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)

MS. GATES: 1Is there anyone else who

would like to speak? We have two people. Okay.

MR. WALSH: My name is Jimmy Walsh from

Quihi, Texas. I was born and raised out there. I've

been there practically all my tife. And I have known
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already? What are we doing here today? Tom Ramsdale

is quoted in it. We are not.

MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)

Is there anybody else who would Tike to
make a comment?

UNKNOWN PERSON:

Ma'am, I apologize.

I'd 1like to comment again, but I'11 make it brief.

I have sat here really this whole time
thinking about URS. It was about a year ago this
time that I as a director of BMA contacted them. I
don't know if y'all realize the size of the reservoir

of Medina Lake, but it's 5,000 acre reservoir. And I
contacted URS and specifically expressed concerns
about the affect of the quarry. And I understand

with -- You cannot separate the two. And I was
immediately told the next day by URS that there was
-- that there was no problem about any research or
And I

question, and it raised a red flag to me,

realize that -- now that whenever you get 1in the way
of the all mighty dollar you -- you better look out
I -- I would question this entire
environmental impact study that's been done because I
questioned URS who I'm sure assisted in this study.

And if -- They have a conflict of interest because
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years.

these people all my life too. And we're all kind of

raised together. But this is my home. 1 inherited

an Alsatian home out there from my parents. And I

Tive in San Antonio, but I'm going to reside in Quihi

as soon as I can because I'm going to get out of the
big city and move to my home place out at Quihi where
I was born and raised.

And my main concern is the flood
situation. I've endured a number of floods over the
And I'm afraid this situation might escalate
to a worse situation than it is right now. But I
wonder if you had the assurances by Vulcan, you know,
they going to try to do -- work with the flood
situation and -- and -- the best they can with the
railroad. And personally I've got nothing against
the railroad, but I want first the satisfaction that
they're going to take care of the situation before it
gets out of hand.

And I appreciate your time. Thank you,
MS. GATES: Thank you.

(Clapping.)

MS. WALPOLE: I'm May Walpole. And I
just want to ask about this newspaper article
headlined in the Medina Valley Times. "Railroad

Quarry Gets Environmental Go Ahead." Did you give it

GADDIS COURT REPORTING

they told a public entity that they had no concerns

over the affect of -- of Vulcan. And to -- for a

study to say that the impact on a community is -- is

minimal raises red flags. Because I was involved in

helping a family that lands were taken for Falcon

Reservoir, and can -- can see as to what can happen

with the Federal Government when they want to see a

project get through when -- when things that had been

sealed that were released. When they had condemned,

they had guoted the area and South Texas as being

inhabited by -- by Mexicans; like that had any impact

on the value of the land other than to say there is

no impact. And at the same time they required jand

to be purchased to cause the potential of a -- of a

return of an osolot (sic). And this is more than

osolots (sic) being affected here. There's families.

And it's affected this region with Medina Lake. And

I think URS had a serious conflict of interest in any
work they did on this.

And 1'm going to be bringing to the
attention of the BMA to find out how we couple -- You
cannot have one without the other 1in -- 1in the quarry
with the railroad.

Thank you,

(Clapping.)
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MS. GATES: Thank you.

Does anyone else have a comment that
they would 1ike to make?

(No response.)

Okay. We thank you very much for coming
here tonight and sharing your comments with us. If
you would like to present us with a written comment
while you're here, please feel free to do so.
Otherwise, please submit one in writing. The

deadline is January 10th of 2005.

Thank you very much,

(Meeting concluded.)
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COUNTY OF MEDINA )
STATE OF TEXAS )

I, PATRICIA A. GADDIS, Certified
Shorthand Reporter, in and for the State of Texas, do
hereby certify that the foregoing pages represent a
true and correct transcription of the Surface
Transportation Board, Section of Environmental
Analysis, Southwest Gulf Railroad Company,
Construction and Operation Exemption, Public Meeting
held in Medina County, Hondo, Texas on December 2,
2004. Zo—ﬁﬂ&

WITNESS my hand on this the

day of December, 2004.
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)

PATRICIA A. GADDIS

8548 Northview Pass

Fair Oaks Ranch, Texas 78015-4922
Certificate No. 2393

Expires 12-31-05
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Actonyms

CEQ - Council on Environmental Quality
MCEAA - Medina County Environmental Action Association
NEPA - National Environmental Policy Act
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include in every recommendation or report on proposals for
legislation and other major Federal actions significantly
affecting the quality of the human environment, a detailed
statement by the responsible official on -

(i) the environmental impact of the proposed action,

(i1) any adverse environmental effects which cannot be avoided
should the proposal be implemented,

(iii) alternatives to the proposed action,

(iv) the relationship between local short-term uses of man's
environment and the maintenance and enhancement of long-
term productivity, and

(v) any irreversible and irretrievable commitments of resources
which would be involved in the proposed action should it be
implememed2

Anticipating that more detailed regulations governing the scope and
content of environmental impact statements would flow from this provision,
Congress established the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ),’ and
gave it the sole authority to interpret the statute,* CEQ’s regulations “are

entitled to substantial deference,” and “binding on all Federal agencies for

implementing the provisions of [NEPA].™®

The statute requires agencies to prepare a “detailed statement” (the

environmental impact statement) on “proposals for legislation and other

D42 U.8.C. § 4332(2)(C) (2000).

14208 342 (2000).

42 U.S8.C. § 4334(3) (2000). See also Andrus v. Sierra Club, 442 U.S. 347, 358 (1979)
(citing this provision for the proposition);

* Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 355 (1989); Marsh v.
Oregon Natural Resources Council, 490 U.S. 360, 372 (1989); Andrus v. Sierra Club,
442 11.5. 347, 358 (1979).

C40 CER. § 15003 (2004).
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1. THE RAIL LINE AND QUARRY ARE “CONNECTED ACTIONS™ L/NDER THE
CONTROLLING REGULATION FOR THE SCOPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
STATEMENTS

The primary action “not in accordance with law” in this proceeding has
been the agency’s unwillingness to treat Vulcan’s quarry as a “connected
action,” disclosing its direct and indirect, as well as cumulative effects, in
the environmental impact statement. MCEAA has refuted the applicant’s
arguments (and to the extent the agency has adopted them, the agency’s
arguments) three times, all prior to the release of the draft environmental
impact statement.'

The result is an environmental impact statement that does not adequately
consider the cumulative environmental impacts of the quarry and the rail
line, because the agency refuses to analyze the direct and indirect effects of

the quarry as inputs to a comprehensive analysis, particularly for flooding.

A. The Rail Line Lacks Independent Utility

The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) “directs that, to

the fullest extent possible . . . all agencies of the Federal government shall~

! See Letter, David F. Barton, The Gardner Law Firm, to Victoria J. Rutson, Scction of
Environmental Analysis (Feb. 19, 2004); Letter, David F. Barton, The Gardner Law
Firm, to Victoria J. Rutson, Section of Environmental Analysis (Apr. 19, 2004); MCEAA
Scoping Comments (Feb. 24, 2004). All three of the above submissions are hereby
incorporated by reference.
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major Federal actions.” The Supreme Court has construed the term
“proposals” to apply to both “legislation” and “other major Federal
actions.”’

The CEQ promulgated regulations in 1978.° These regulations detail
what actions are swept into the scope of the environmental impact statement
to avoid segmenting a proposal on jurisdictional grounds (“connected
actions”), and what actions it is unnecessary to prepare a comprehensive
environmental impact statement for because, taken collectively, a
comprehensive proposal is not yet ripe (“cumulative actions”).” The
regulations address and incorporate numerous pre-1978 case law holdings
bearing on when a “proposal” exists.'’

This case is about the first category (“connected actions”). The CEQ
regulations require agencies to consider “[cJonnected actions, which means

that they are closely related and therefore should be discussed in the same

" Kleppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390 (1976).

¥ 43 Fed. Reg. 55,992 (Nov. 29, 1978), codified ar 40 C.F.R. §§ 1500~1508 (2004).

? Compare 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1) (“connected actions”) with id. § 1508.25(a)(2)
(“cumulative actions™).

" 1n particular, the CEQ regulations specifically incorporate language in Kleppe v. Sierra
Club, 427 U.S. 390 (1976), a “cumulative action” case involving the timing of numerous
Federal oil and gas leases in the Northern Great Plans, that also devised an “independent
utility” test for actions generally. That test was incorporated into the CEQ regulations for
“connected actions” at 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1)(ili). See also Memorandum on “Kleppe
v. Sierra Club” and “Flint Ridge Development Co. v. Scenic Rivers Assn. of Oklahoma”,
43 Fed. Reg. 61,069-61,072 (Dec. 1, 1977).
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impact statement.”'! Actions are connected if they, among other tests, “[ajre
interdependent parts of a larger action and depend on the larger action for
their justification.”'?

Connected actions are defined in a manner consistent with the criteria
recognized in the independent-utility cases.”’ The Second Circuit has
affirmatively acknowledged that “[tthe proper test to determine relatedness
under 40 CFR § 1508.25(a)(1)(iii) is whether the project has independent
utility,”!*

The independent utility test requires that “[i}f proceeding with one
project will, because of functional or economic dependence, foreclose
options or irretrievably commit resources to future projects, the
environmental consequences of the projects should be evaluated together.”"*

On the facts in this case, the rail line does not possess any real
independent utility. The rail line applicant and the quarry operator are the
same entity. The applicant admits the physical and corporate governance

connection. The proposed rail line connects an existing rail line to land

140 CF.R. § 1508.25¢)(1) (2004).
12 14, § 1508.25(a)(1)(iii).

* Pritiofson v. Alexander, 772 F.2d 1225, 1242 (5th Cir. 1985); Piedmont Heights Civic
Club, Inc. v. Moreland, 637 F.2d 430, 439 (5th Cir.1981).

' Town of Huntington v. Marsh, 859 F.2d 1134, 114142 (2d Cir.1988); Hudson River
Sloop Clearwater v. Department of the Navy, 836 F.2d 760, 764 (2d Cir.1988).

"% Fritigfson, 772 at 1241 n. 10; Stewart v. Potts, 996 F. Supp. 668, 683 (S.D. Tex. 1998).
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regulation governing the scope of environmental impact statements does not
mean what it says and contro] this case.

The Supreme Court has correctly observed that “[t]he statute, however,
speaks solely in terms of proposed actions.”"” Consistent with this
statement, the connected action regulation sweeps in only those projects so
dependent on the proposed action that they are effectively proposed with jt

and effectively a part of the “larger action.”'®

" Kleppe v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390, 410 n.20 (1976).
'8 As Congress and the Supreme Court have recognized generally, the purpose of
an environmental impact staternient on the “action” is to

ensur{e] that the agency, in reaching its decision, will have available, and
will carefully consider, detailed information concerning significant
environmental impacts; it also guarantees that the relevant information
will be made available to the larger audience that may also play a role in
both the decisionmaking process and the implementation of that decision.
Simply by focusing the agency's aitention on the environmental
consequences of a proposed project, NEPA ensures that important effects
will not be overlooked or underestimated only to be discovered afer
resources have been committed or the die otherwise cast. Moreover, the
strong precatory language of § 101 of the Act and the requirement that
agencies prepare detailed inapact statements inevitably bring pressure to
bear on agencies to respond to the needs of environmental quality.
Publication of an EIS, both in draft and final form, also serves a larger
informational role. It gives the public the assurance that the agency has
indeed considered environmental concerns in its decisionmaking process,
and, perhaps more significantly, provides a springboard for public
comment.

Robertson v, Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 349 (1989).
Because Medina County is getting a quarry and a rail line from Vulcan, and not
just a rail line, it is not hard to understand why the statute protects the interest of
the County’s residents and landowners in having the agency analyze the quarry as
well. These citizens have a legitimate concern that, for instance, the design of the
rail line—its bridges, grading, and drainage features—must incorporate and
Finance Docket No., 34284
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leased for quarrying, and for no other purpose. The applicant admits that no
other shippers have located or expressed intent to locate along any of the
proposed alternatives. The applicant admits that its parent will fund the line,
and the quarry may depend on the rail line in order to function cost-
effectively once a certain level of production is reached.

1. The rail line and quarry are both part of the “major Federal action™
the “action” consists of the connected actions

Connected actions are therefore the “action” to be analyzed; each project
is now “part of the action,” that is, the “major federal action”; there is not a
proposed “action” and a separate “connected action.” The connected action
regulation sweeps in those projects that “depend” on the proposal, or, as
here, on which the proposal “depend|s]”, and recognizes that this
dependence makes them part of a larger “action,” the “proposed action.”

1t matters not that the agency has jurisdiction only to license the rail line,
and cannot disapprove the quarry. The agency’s jurisdiction is irrelevant to
the scope of the environmental impact statement as defined by the
regulation, because NEPA is a procedural, not a substantive statute.'® The
agency is free to license the rail line once it has fulfilled its NEPA

obligations. The agency cannot cite a single case holding that the 1978 CEQ

¥ See, e.g., Robertson v. Methow Valiley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 350 (1989).
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Once Vulcan’s quarry is constructed, every phase of it will be connected
to the proposed rail line, because none of the quarry phases have
independent utility with respect to one another. They will all rely on
common equipment, a shared crushing unit, and shared personnel and
resources. They cannot exist apart from one another or the rail line that will
transport at least some of their joint output,

2. The connected action regulation applies regardless of who proposed
the rail line

The connected action regulation applies regardless of whether Vulcan or
a major railroad proposes the rail line, since the line exists solely to serve the

quarry, and is thus interdependent on it.

disclose the impacts of the quarry on the area's hydrology and flooding in order
for the discussion of the rail line's impacts on hydrology and flooding to be
mgful. An envir al impact lacking this discussion, as this
draft does, “overlook[s)” flooding impacts from the quarry, denies “relevant
information” to the larger audience of county officials who will have to address
overlapping impacts from the quarry and rail line on roadways and floodplains,
and denies the public the opportunity to comment on a meaningful analysis.
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B. The Agency Has Adopred the Applicant’s Argument, Which Ignores the
Controlling Regulation, Invents Jurisdictional Barriers Not
Contemplated by the Statute or Regulations, and Badly Misrepresents
Existing Case Law

. The draft environmental impact statement largely adopts the erroneous
reasoning, if not the exact caselaw, of Vulcan’s position that its quarry is not
a connected action."

Before again refuting an argument that essentially represents the
culmination of thirty years of agency foot-dragging on NEPA-—-the final
showdown between federal agencies that wish to think (and argue) in
compartmentalized jurisdictional boxes and the statute and regulations that
bind them to the conrrary”*we think, after three refutations,”’ the message
is just not getting through, or, most likely, being deliberately ignored. We
think we should finally give the agency the only valid argument it can make.

In so doing, we demonstrate that the agency’s impermissible position in this

' Compare Draft Fnvironmental Impact Statement, at 1-10 to 1-16, with Letter, David
Coburn, Steptoe & Johnson, z0 Victoria J, Rutson, Section of Environmental Analysis
(Mar. 10, 2004).

% For over thirty years, the courts have made clear that NEPA's “detailed statement”
extends beyond an agency’s jurisdiction, encompassing more than just those parts of or
alternatives to the proposed action that the agency could adopt. See e.g., Natural
Resources Defense Council v. Morton, 458 F.2d 827, 834~835 (D.C. Cir. 1972);
Environmental Defense Fund, Inc. v. U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 492 F.2d 1123,
1135 (Sth Cir. 1974); City of Alexandria v. Slater, 198 F.3d 862, 868 (D.C. Cir. 1999).
M Letter, David F. Barton, The Gardner Law Firm, to Victoria J. Rutson, Section of
Environmental Analysis (Feb. 19, 2004); Letter, David F. Barton, The Gardner Law
Firm, to Victoria F. Rutson, Section of Environmental Analysis (Apr. 19, 2004); MCEAA
Scoping Comments (Feb. 24, 2004).
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interpretation would receive no deference.” Likewise, agencies receive no

deference at all when a regulation is clear,”” which, given the refatively
straightforward concept of independent utility, CEQ’s scope of
environmental impact statement regulation arguably is.

Nevertheless, the only term even conceivably subject to interpretation in
the regulation that applies to this case is “interdependent.” Such an
interpretation would have to hold that rail lines always, by their very nature,
have an independent utility that open-access facilitics, such as highway or
road segments to nowhere, lack.”® Such an interpretation would provide an
intermediate position between spur tracks, which do not require Surface

Transportation Board approval or environmental review to construct, but

2 Southern S,8, Co. v. NLRB, 316 U.S. 31, 46-47 (1942); Hoffman Plastic Compounds,
Inc. v. NLRB, 535 U.S. 137, 143-44 (2002) (no deference for agency accommodations of
statutes or policies beyond their area of expertise entrusted by Congress; inlerpretation
preciuded if in confliet).

*7 Christensen v. Harris County, 529 U.S. 576, 588 (2000); Bowles v. Seminole Rock &
Sand Co., 325 U.S. 410, 414 (1945) (agency’s interpretation must be given “controlling
weight unless it is plainly erroneous or inconsistent with the regulation.”) (emphasis
added).

% Roads have independent utility only if they have “logical termini.” Save Barton Creek
Ass'n v, Federal Highway Admin., 950 F.2d 1125, 1140 (5th Cir. 1992). Logical termini
include existing development and other roads.

Road construction projects may enable future development on surrounding lands, and
are used by and accessible to the public, and therefore may be said to have a general
public independent utility if they are not being built solely to access a piece of land that is
not a traffic generator. See Association Concerned About Tomerrow, Inc. v. Dole, 610 F.
Supp. 1101, 1108-09 (N.D. Tex. 1985). Unlike road projects, rail Hines are for private
use, and generally connect to private shippers on private land.
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proceeding masks its intent to bend NEPA to meet its fundamental policy
views on how rail lines should be constructed,

1. NEPA does not yield to the agency’s current fundamental policy

views

Congress gave the authority to interpret NEPA to the Councilon
Environmental Quality (CEQ), and courts must give its interpretations
“substantial deference” * Where CEQ has spoken by regulation, the other
federal agencies, including the Surface Transportation Board, must follow.”
The CEQ has made a regulation governing the scope of environmental
impact statements, and the types of actions those impact statements must
consider and analyze.™* Of these three principles, there can be no dispute.

Further, as discussed below, the agency has already determined that the
quarry and the rail line are “related” within the meaning of the applicable
regulation.”® Therefore, if the agency has the power to advance any position
at all, it is only through interpretation of some other part of the CEQ’s scope

of environmental impact statement regulation. Even so, such an

22 Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S. 332, 355 (1989), Marsh v.
Oregon Natural Resources Council, 490 U.S, 360,372 (1989); Andrus v. Sierra Club,
442 U.S. 347, 358 (1979).

240 C.FR. § 1500.3 (2004).

240 C.FR.§ 1508.25(a)(1) (2004).

28

* As discussed infra, the determination of relatedness is made at the environmental
assessment stage, before the decision 10 prepare a more detailed environmental impact
statement is made.
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which the Board maintains jurisdiction over,” and the requirements NEPA
currently imposes absent such an interpretation.

This is plainly what the agency wants to further its policy choice on how
new rail construction should occur. One of the most fundamental questions
for the uninitiated in this proceeding (and others like it) is: “Where’s the
railroad?” Where’s Union Pacific? The agency has made a policy decision
to allow private non-railroad shipping companies, such as Vulcan, to create
private paper railroads, and, once the agency grants a license to construct,
common carrier status (i.e. “public use™) and thus eminent domain power
through the states.

This policy choice forces the non-railroad shipping companies to front all
the costs of new construction, and takes the burden off the rail carriers.
‘When shippers want competitive service, or access to a main rail line, the
rail carriers tell the shippers: “If you build it, we will come,” and the agency
tacitly approves the policy consequences.

The agency’s policy choice also allows a private, non-rail corporation
that has never been delegated and would not otherwise receive “public use”
eminent domain power from the state legislature to take the land of private

citizens, This last consequence cannot be understated. It is by far the most

49 U.S.C. § 10501(b)(2) (2000).
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egregious and the most dangerous, and the most central to the success of the
agency’s policy choice. Lately it has become fashionable for the agency to
claim that a case from the District of South Dakota holds that states cannot
use their eminent domain statutes to block rail construction if a federal
license has been issued.” In a brief, the agency has stated, without apparent
shame or acknowledgement of its position in a government of limited power:
Accordingly, the county court's conclusion here that whether a
railroad “has the power to condemn in a certain instance . . . isa
question of state law that Congress . . . has left to the States to
decide” is clearly wrong. As the court made clear in [DM&E
Railroad v. South Dakota, 236 F. Supp. 2d 989 (D.S.D. 2002)]
state courts cannot interpret and apply condemnation law in a

way that “will wholly prevent” construction of a Board-
approved rail line.*!

We cannot recall the Congress ever passing a federal eminent domain
statute for licenses issued by the agency. Nor can we find any evidence that
Congress ever impliedly created (if it even could) such preemptive authority
in the agency’s statutory mandate. The agency itself holds that

condemnation “occurs in accordance with the state’s railroad condemnation

* Draft Environmental Impact Statement at 4-65.

3 Brief of the Surface Transportation Board as Amicus Curiae in Support of Appeliant
Burlington Northern-Santa Fe Railway, BNSF v. City of Houston, No. 14-03-01311-CV
(Tex. Ct. App., 14th Dist.) (2003), at *22-*23, available ar 2003 WL 23571201 (internal
citations omitted) (emphasis added).
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only if consistent with “public convenience and necessity™*; the assumption

of all permitting and construction costs by the private, non-rail corporation
(the shipper); and preemption of state eminent domain authority.

We reject the agency’s fundamental worldview and its policy choice as
inconsistent with the Constitutions of the United States and the state of
Texas, and as inconsistent with the requirements of NEPA. The ongoing
validity of the agency’s fundamental worldview, and the agency’s attempt to
make NEPA-—and ultimately private citizens in the path of non-rail
corporations and their paper railroads—ryield to that policy choice, is what
this case is all about.”®

[t is clear to see why the analysis of “nonjurisdictional” related proposals
(such as the quarry) would cause the agency’s policy choice to break down.
If a shipper knew that the agency had to disclose the environmental
consequences of the facility that the rail line would serve, it might make a
greater effort to locate along existing rail lines, rather than develop farther
away from rail lines and attempt to bear the cost of bringing the rail line to

itself.

*49U.5.C. § 10901 (2600).

% See also Surface Transportation Board News Release, Dec. 20, 2004, Statement of
Chairman Roger Nober (“Where shippers want rail competition, rail construction
proposals continue to provide the opportunity both to construct and to negotiate based on
the right 1o construct.”} (emphasis added).
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law."*? Indeed, the actual holding of the South Dakota federal district court
on the eminent domain issue in the case—whether South Dakota could
condition eminent domain on a finding of public use—shows how badly the

agency is overstating its authority in the above-cited brief:

[T]he question becomes whether Congress intended to preempt
a state’s right to condition an exercise of state eminent domain
power upon a finding by the state of public use and necessity.
The answer to that question is no.

... This Court will not lightly infer a Congressional intent to
preempt the ability of a state to condition the exercise of state
eminent domain power upon the black letter law requirement of
public use when Congress did not explicitly say so. If Congress
would have intended to supplant such a basic state power, it
could have delegated its own eminent domain power or made
the preemption of state eminent domain law express in nature.
Accordingly, it 1s the finding of this Court that only those
provisions of South Dakota law that are clearly regulatory in
nature, are preempted by federal law.”

The agency’s policy choice on new rail construction for build-outs and
access to competitive service is its fundamental worldview. It has four
necessary elements: No analysis of “nonjurisdictional” related proposals
(such as the quarry); approval of a paper railroad created by a private, non-

rail corporation to obtain a common carrier license that the statute grants

*2 Draft Environmental Impact Statement at 4-65.
* Dakota, Minn., & Eastern R.R. v, South Dakota, 236 F. Supp. 2d 989, 1012 (D.S.D.
2002), aff"d 362 F.3d 512 (8th Cir. 2004).
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There are other ways to build a railroad, and other policy choices the
agency could make. Congress has not specified the policy choices that the
agency now advances. The agency retains nearly unqualified latitude to
change its policy. But, opportunistically, it would rather change NEPA and
the CEQ regulations. This, it lacks the power to do.

Compelling arguments exist on both sides of the rail access issue and
how the nature of federal rail policy does or does not give rail lines an
inherent “independent utility.” But the agency has not yet had the courage
or the forthrightness to make those arguments. It has not yet interpreted the
term “interdependence” in a rulemaking. It has not asked the CEQ to make
an exception for new rail construction in its regulations, It has not
promulgated regulations of its own and made an argument that they are
consistent with the controlling CEQ regulation. Until it does so, the
agency’s arguments concerning the scope of the environmental impact
statement, as well as the applicant’s, are entitled to no respect from any
court; or, for that matter, any citizen of a constitutional republic with a

federal government of limited power.

2. The agency’s argument fails because it applies the independent utility
test to the quarry, but not to the rail line
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In this proceeding, the agency's and applicant’s positions™ are without
merit and reflect extreme disregard for the consensus policies underlying
agency analysis under the National Environmental Policy Act as well as its
existing regulations and case law. Nowhere do the agency or the applicant
advance an argument that the statutes and regulations are invalid or that the
case law requires reversal. Rather, their misuse and misclassification of
legal standards and case law fails to support their position.

a. The agency fails to apply the connected action regulation to the rail
line

The draft environmenial impact statement presumes that the quarty is a
non-federal action that will not, and cannot through some operation of law,
be included in the EIS. The applicant fails to test this assumption by
properly applying the relevant connected action regulation, 40 C.F.R. §
1508.25(a)(1)(iii) (defining scope for actions that lack independent utility as
those that “are interdependent parts of a larger action and depend on the
larger action for their justification”), anywhere.

Instead of applying 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1)(iii) to the quarry and the

rail line, the draft environmental impact statement applies it only to the

* Draft Environmental Impact Statement, at 1-10 to 1-16; Letter, David Coburn, Steptoe
& Johnson, to Victoria J. Rutson, Section of Environmental Analysis (Mar. 10, 2004).
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1. The controlling regulation, governing environmental impact
statements, makes case law based on environmental
assessments irrelevant

The agency relies heavily on environmental assessment cases to hide its
failure to apply the controlling regulation for the scope of environmental
impact statements,

Environmental assessments are summary analyses that an agency may
prepare in order to decide whether an environmental impact statement is
1'equh'ed.38 Following the preparation of an environmental assessment, an
agency will reach one of two possible outcomes.” If an agency finds a
significant impact, it must prepare an EIS. If it does not, and if the action
does not significantly affect the quality of the human environment
independently, the agency must prepare a Finding of No Significant Impact
and finalize the decision.

Neither NEPA nor the CEQ regulations speak to the scope of an
environmental assessment, A multi-factor test (the multifactor federalization
test for relatedness) has evolved to determine whether actions they must be
considered in a proposed federal action’s environmental assessment because
they are sufficiently “related”. These factors, which “federalize” otherwise
non-jurisdictional segrnents of a project at the environmental assessment
stage, include, but are not limited to:

(1) whether the regulated activity comprises "merely' a link" in
a corridor type project {e.g., a transportation or utility
transmission project);

(2) whether there are aspects of the nonjurisdictional activity in
the immediate vicinity of the regulated activity which
uniquely determine the location and configuration of the
regulated activity;

(3) the extent to which the entire project will be within the
agency’s jurisdiction; and

(4)the extent of cumulative federal control and responsibility.w

%40 C.F.R. § 1501 .4(b) (2004).

40 CER. § 1501 .4(c)e) (2004).

4 See Sylvester v. Army Corps of Engineers, 884 F.2d 394, 398-99 (9th Cir, 1989}
{quoting similar Corps of Engineers regulations at 33 C.F.R. Part 325 Appx. B, §7(b)(2)).
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quarry. Everything in the draft environmental impact statement discussion
centers on whether the unproposed action (the quarry) has independent
utility.  This ignores the fact that it is the rail line in this proceeding that
lacks independent utility when 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1)(iil} is applied, and
therefore draws the action it is interdependent with (the quarry) into the
scope of NEPA analysis. The agency never tests the assumption that the
federalized rail line action is independent of, and therefore not connected to
the “non-federal quarry,” and the remainder of the ipse dixit “analysis”
serves solely to obfuscate this deliberate omission.
b. Federalization of the quarry-—or the “non-Federal” project
generally—is not the issue

The issue in this case is whether either the rail line or the quarry lack

independent utility such that they are “interdependent parts of a larger action

"7 Here, the rail line is

and depend on the larger action for their justification.
a wholly-owned subsidiary of the quarry’s owner/operator that is “an
interdependent part” of the quarry, lacks any other potential customers, and

“depend[s] on” the quarry for its justification.

740 CFR. § 1508.25(a)(1)(i) (2004),
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The leading case on the multi-factor test, Sylvester v. U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers,* involved the alleged segmentation of a proposed golf course
from other portions of a proposed resort at Squaw Valley, California,
including a village and additional ski runs. The state completed an
environmental impact report on all segments of the proposal, pursuant to

“ The Corps of Engineers, however, issued a finding of no

state law.
significant impact for the federal wetland fill permit after completing an
environmental assessment describing only the golf course, which was the
only segment of the proposal that it had jurisdiction over. The Corps applied
the federalization test in its regulations, 33 C.F.R. Part 325 Appx. B,
§7(b)(2), and concluded that the other segments of the resort were not
related to the golf course for the purposes of NEPA. The court held that
NEPA was unclear as to the proper scope of analysis of NEPA review for

nonjurisdictional actions in an environmental assessment, and that the Corps'

interpretation was not an impermissible reading of the statute.” In the wake

1.

2 1d. at 396,

* Id. at 397,
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of Sylvester, numerous other federal agencies promuigated EIS-threshold
regulations similar to the Corps.*

Certainly one other permissible interpretation of the statute for the scope
of environmental assessments is to apply the controlling CEQ regulation for
the scope of environmental impact statements. Some courts have done
exactly that,**

No court, however, has ever held that any other test-—“but for”,
“proximate cauge”, or otherwise—-replaces the controlling CEQ regulation
for the scope of environmental impact statements.

The agency makes much of the Supreme Court’s recent decision in
Department of Transportation v. Public Citizen,* a case involving an
environmental assessment for proposed trucking safety regulations.
Congress had imposed a moratorium on Mexican motor carriers receiving
operating authority in the United States in 1982, and authorized the
President to ift it. The President had announced his intent to lift the
moratorium, subject to the issuance of safety regulations by a subagency of

the Department of Transportation. That subagency issued regulations, which

# See e.g., 23 CFR.§ 771.111(f) (2003) (Federal Highway Administration), 18 C.FR. §
380.12(c)(2)(ii) (2003) (Federal Energy Regulatory Commission).

* Thoras v. Peterson, 753 F.2d 754 (9th Cir. 1985).
9124 $.Ct. 2204 (2004).
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EIS cases ~ Applying connected action regulation or test

Piedmont Heighis Civic Club, Inc. v. Moreland

637 F.2d 430 (5th Cir.1981)

Sierra Club v. Sigler

695 F.2d 957 (5th Cir. 1983)

Chelsea Neighborhood 4ssociation v. U.S. Postal
Service

516 ¥.2d 378 (24 Cir.1975)

Town of Huntington v. Marsh

859 F.2d 1134 (2d Cir. 1988}

Hudson River Sloop Clearwater v. Department of
the Navy

836 F.2d 760 (2d Cir.1988)

Texas Committee on Natural Resources v, Van
Winkle

167 F. Supp. 2d 586 (N.D. Tex,
2002)

[ Welch v T1S. Air Force

249 F Supp. 2d 797, 820-25
(N.D. Tex, 2003)

Blue Ocean Preservation Society v. Watkins

754 F. Supp. 1450 (D. Haw,
1991)

City of Williams v. Dombeck

151 F, Supp. 2d 9 (D.D.C. 2001)

Sterra Club v. Dombeck

161 F. Supp. 2d 1052 (D. Anz.
2001)

Shoshone-Paiute Tribe v. U.S.

889 F. Supp. 1297 (D. Idaho
1994)

Citizens Committee to Save Our Canyons v. U.S.
Forest Service

297 F.3d 1012 (10th Cir. 2002)

Environmental Assessment cases — Applying relatedne:

test that is inapplicable here

Department of Transportation v. Public Citizen

124 §.C1. 2204 (2004)

Fritiofson v. Alexander

772 F.2d 1225 (5th Cir. 1985)

Stewart v. Potts

996 F. Supp. 668 (S.D. Tex.
1998)

Sylvester v. Army Corps of Engineers

884 F.2d 394 (9th Cir. 1989)

Thomuas v. Pererson

753 F.2d 754 (9th Cir. 1985)

Friends of the Earth v. Coleman

518 F.2d 323 (9th Cir.1975)

Winnebago Tribe of Nebraska v. Ray

621 F.2d 269 (8th Cir. 1980)

Save the Bay, Inc. v. U.S. Army Corps b/En ineers

610 F 2d 322 (5th Cir, 1980)

Friends of the Earth v. Hintz

800 F 2d §22 (Sth Cir. 1986)

Save the Yaak Committee v. Block

840 F.2d 714 (9th Cir. 1988)

California Trow v. Schaefer

58 F.3d 469, 472 (9th Cir. 1989)

Northwest Resource Information Center v. National
Marine Fisheries Service

56 F.3d 1060 (9th Cir. 1996)

Morongo Rand of Mission Indians v. Federal Aviation
Administration

161 F.3d 569 (9th Cir. 1998)

Werlands Action Nerwork v. U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers

222 F.3d 1105 (9th Cir. 2000)

Alrport Neighbors Alliance, Inc. v. United Siates

|96 F.3d 426 (10th Cir. 1995)
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were subject to NEPA, and produced an environmental assessment, the
content of which was the subject of the litigation.

Nowhere in Public Citizen does Justice Thomas, writing for a unanimous
Court, ever say that the CEQ regulation for the scope of an environmental
impact statement is invalid or superseded by a test of the Court’s creation.
The CEQ scope regulation for environmental impact statements is not even
cited in the case. The agency’s use of Public Citizen to support its position
in this draft environmental impact statement is beyond disingenuous.

Yet the applicant and agency would deny the effect of the CEQ
environmental impact statetnent connected action regulation by substituting
such an inapplicable relatedness analysis from the environmental assessment
cases, with their multiple potential factors, including independent utility.
This is why it is essential to classify and separate the case law on
environmental assessments and environmental impact staterments. The
applicant’s and agency’s use of environmental assessment cases applying the
relatedness test in various forms is disingenuous and disrespectful of clear

rules of law represented by the environmental impact statement connected

action regulation.

We have enclosed a classification of environmental impact statement and

environmental assessment cases dealing with “scope’ issues below:

Finance Docket No. 34284
MCEAA, Inc. Comments on the DEIS
Page 25 of 70

Utahns for Better Transportation v. U.S. Department
of Transportation

305 F.3d 1152 (10th Cir. 2002)

Vieux Carre Property Owners, Residents, and
Associutes, Inc. v. Pierce

719 F.2d 1272, 1278 (5th Cir.
1983)

Save Barton Creek Assn. v. FHWA

950 F.2d 1129 (5th Cir. 1992)

Citizen ddvocates for Responsible Expansion, Inc. v.
Dole

SB6 F. Supp, 1094 (N.D. Tex.
1984)

Association Concerned About Tomorrow, Inc. v. Dole

610F Supp. 1101 (N.D. Tex
1985)

Sierra Club v. U.S. Department of Energy

255 F. Supp. 2d 1117 (D. Colo.
2002)

Border Power Plant Working Group v. U.S.
Department of Energy

260°F. Supp. 2d 997 (S.D. Cal.
2003)

Hoosier Environmental Council, Inc. v. U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers

105 F. Supp. 2d 953 (SD. Ind.
2000)

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co.

95 FERC {61,169, 2001 WL
469985

Coalition for a Livable Westside v. HUD

1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 8860

2. Why the environmental assessment case law does not apply

a) Environmental assessment factors for relatedness do not
carry over to the environmental impact statement

A court does not have the power to create new NEPA doctrine on

connected actions for environmental impact statements, in the face of the

clear regulation. To do so would usurp an agency of the Executive Branch,

which made the regulation. A reviewing court may not impose its own

procedural requirements on an agency where a minimum standard exists.”’

By adopting the environmental assessment approach and establishing a

multifactor test for an environmental impact statement, and ignoring the test

“ Vermont Yankee Nuclear Power Corp. v. Natural Resources Defense Council, 435 U.S.

519 (1977).
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in the existing regulation (which is entitled to substantial deference), a court
would impermissibly make up new factors that could be applied later.

The agency cannot recast its multifactor jurisdictional argument 1o fit
within the “independent utility” part of the connected action test, because
“independent utility” and the broader question of whether an agency should
agsert jurisdiction over a project and federalize it in an environmental impact
statement, are two different things.

One is a functional analysis—Can x and y happen separately, or is
proposing x effectively proposing y due to a “but for” or “dependent”
relationship? Answer: Because Vulcan Materials Company is not in the
business of building rail lines that lack customers, proposal of the rail line
effectively depends on proposal of the quarry that it will solely serve.

The other, broader question is jurisdictional-—Is y related enough to x to
be part of the federal project?

The existing scope regulation at 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1)(iii) answers
the function question. The rail line lacks independent utility. No new test is
necessary, and in fact, the court is barred from creating its own test.

The broader jurisdictional question has already been answered in this
proceeding.
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further exercise of jurisdictional limits after that point may lead to an EIS
that is practically an environmental assessment.

More disturbing 1s the fact that both the applicant and the agency use
environmental assessment cases to stand for the categorical principle that
projects “not financed by federal funding” and not controlled by “federal
regulation,” or, “not [but-for] dependent on the federal action . . . and an
independent private project over which the [agency] has no jurisdiction,” id.,
or where “only one of them falls under agency jurisdiction,” cannot be
connected actions in an environmental impact statement. The environmental
assessment cases do not even stand for this principle in an environmental
assessment, much less in an environmental impact statement where they
carmot apply. The factors those cases list are just that—factors—meant to
be applied by agencies in environmental assessments on a case by case basis,
and not as categorical rules.

¢) To resurrect the federalization test from the environmental
assessment stage, the agency seeks to define “action” in the

CEQ regulations to mean only “federal action,” which it
clearly does not

Now that an EIS will be required, and the only test left to apply is the
connected action regulation, the applicant’s only argument is to replace the

explicit EIS regulation at 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1)(i11) (the independent
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b) The multifactor federalization test for relatedness has
already been applied, and the applicant has lost—the quarry
has been deemed related

1t is telling that the applicant is attempting to take a second bite at the
apple by applying the inapplicable case law-based multifactor relatedness
test for the scope of an environmental assessment in Heu of the clear
connected action regulation for the scope an EIS. For if simply federalizing
the non-federal project is the issue, rather than establishing the dependence
of the federal proposal on an additional project that must be considered part
of the “action” and directly analyzed in the EIS, the applicant has already
lost. It concedes that “the Board’s January 28 Draft Scoping Notice
specifically and correctly states that the quarry will be considered under the
cumulative impacts analysis of the EIS” and that “the rail line and quarry are
related to the extent that the rail line will serve the quan’yﬁ"sg The only test
left to apply is the connected action regulation for the scope an EIS.

The EIS connected action regulation properly excludes jurisdictional
concerns because the significance determination whether to prepare an EIS,

where jurisdictional concerns may play a role, has already been made. Any

8 1 etter, David Cobun, Steptoe & Johnson, 7o Victoria I, Rutson, Section of
Environmental Analysis (Mar. 10, 2004).
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utility test) with a multifactor, jurisdictional federalization test for
relatedness, Unfortunately for the agency and its restated federalization
tests, 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1) contains no requirement that the connected
action be subject to agency permitting or funding, be otherwise federal, or
even be proposed as opposed to planned.*

Assume for a moment that the agency’s implicit assertion—that “action”
as used in the Council on Environmental Quality regulations means only
federal actions——is even arguable:

Federalization of a project not otherwise subject to federal agency review
occurs during the environmental assessment stage, when an agency’s
decision to prepare an EIS turns on whether the action and any related
segment does so “signiticantly.”*® In that determination, significance may
arise directly from the proposed action, or cumulatively. If “the action is
related to other actions with individually insignificant but cumulatively
significant impacts . . . [then] {s}ignificance exists if it is reasonable to

anticipate a cumulatively significant iropact on the environment.”*' As

“proposals” that are cumulative actions) with id. § 1508.25(a)(1) (lacking that
requirement for connected actions).

040 C.F.R. § 1502.3 (2004).

SUrd. § 1508.27(b)(7) (2004,
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Fritiofson v. Alexander,”® and hundreds of environmental assessment cases
before and since have recognized, the “other actions” that may be considered
in the determination of cumulative significance may be non-federal. A
multifactor federalization test for relatedness, which includes independent
utility and other potential factors, governs whether these non-federal actions
are related enough to the proposed federal project to be included in that
significance determination.”

Then, when these other actions are considered in an EIS, if they are not
otherwise connected actions (§ 1508.25(a)(1)) or cumulative actions (§
1508.25(a)(2)), they are considered as merely cumulative impacts (§

1508.7). A “cumulative impact” is “the impact on the environment which
results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past,
present, and reasonably foresecable future actions regardless of what agency
(Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such other actions.”

Having established that even the most remote “actions” considered in an
EIS are both federal and non-federal, we turn to the applicant’s assertion that
those “actions” most directly tied to the federal action—indeed, connected to

it—need not be considered if they are non-federal. The result can be no

1972 F.2d 1225 (5th Cir. 1985).
P Sylvester v. Army Corps of Engineers, 884 F.2d 394, 398-99 (9th Cir. 1989).
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argument that two EISs are just as good as one, because the cumulative
impact section in the second one will account for the effects of the first
(probably after it is built). That ignores the basis for the connected action
regulation for EISs,™ and its three tests, in favor of treating all unproposed
actions as unconnected cumulative impacts. The purpose of 40 C.F.R.
§ 1508.25(a)(1) is precisely to require the direct effects analysis of both
projects at the same time, since without each other they would not both be
built. The connected action regulation applies regardless of whether the
quarry had obtained or would obtain non-federal permits

3. If the rail line has independent utility, then impacts from other

shippers are imminent and must be analyzed

A rail construction license issued by the Surface Transportation Board
confers common carrier status that permits (but does not guarantee the right
to) exercise eminent domain under Texas law, See 49 U.S.C. §§ 10102(5)
(defining rail carrier as common carrier); 10501(b) (exclusive jurisdiction of
STB); Tex. Const. Art. [ § 10 (authority of rail carriers to construct). Vulcan
alleges that various highly general characteristics of rural land near rail lines
support the rail line’s independent utility, in that these characteristics could

%40 C.FR. § 1508.25(a)(1) (requiring analysis in the “same EIS”) (emphasis added).
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different. The applicant’s only justification could be that muitiple
environmental documents are preferable to one, per the two hypotheticals
discussed above. If this were true, STB would consider the quarry solely as
a cumulative impact in the rail line EIS, as the applicant desperately wishes
at this late date. But it is not. The connected action regulation exists apart
from the cumulative impact regulation for a reason, and the applicant’s

argument must fail.

d) Consequences of the agency’s Position

The applicant’s flawed view of connected actions in an EIS under

NEPA can be distilled into two hypothetical principles:
First, if an applicant desires to construct what would otherwise
be a connected action under 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a)(1)(iii), such
as a quarry and a rail line, they can avoid analyzing them
together in an EIS by proposing the one that lacks independent
utility (the rail line) first.
Second, if an applicant desires to construct what would
otherwise be a connected action under 40 C.F.R.
§ 1508.25(a)(1)(iii), such as a quarry and a rail line, they can
also avoid analyzing them together in an EIS by proposing the
federal action (the rail line) first, and then waiting until after
that process to see if the nonfederal action requires an EIS,

Both of these hypotheticals are flatly inconsistent with NEPA and the

connected action regulation. Underlying this inconsistency is the theoretical
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someday attract a shipper that Vulcan’s Southwest Guif Railroad could serve
by virtue of its common carrier status.”®

Of course, if these “someday shippers” give the rail line its independent
utility, their impacts must be analyzed. To trumpet the benefits of activities
in the EIS as a selling point for the proposal renders a decision that these
activities are imminent. NEPA therefore requires full disclosure and
analysis of their costs.” The agency cannot tip the scales of an
environmental impact statement by promoting possible benefits while
ignoring their costs. Simple logic, fairness, and the premises of cost-benefit
analysis, let alone NEPA, demand that a cost-benefit analysis be carried out
objectively.” There can be no “hard look” at costs and benefits unless all
costs are disclosed.™®

If an agency were permitted to cite possible benefits in order to promote
a project, yet avoid citation of accompanying costs by hiding behind Kleppe
[v. Sierra Club, 427 U.S. 390, 410 n.20 (1976)], the cost-benefit analysis in

the EIS would be reduced to a sham: such a “cost-benefit analysis” would

*% See e.g., Finance Docket No. 34284, Southwest Gulf Railroad Company-—
Construction and Operation Exemption—Medina County, TX, at 1 (served May 9, 2003)
(Conditional Exemption).
8 Sierra Club v, Sigler, 695 F.2d 957, 978-79 (Sth Cir, 1983).
57
Id.
.
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always be tipped in favor of benefits.”® This is because “NEPA does not
require an agency to consider the possible environmental impacts of less
imminent actions when preparing the impact statement on proposed

actions.”®

4. However, the rail ling lacks independent utility, because location of
other shippers is not imminent, as the applicant concedes
By concocting its “someday shippers,” Vulcan wants to have it both
ways: for the agency to find the “someday shippers” imminent enough,
based on speculative relocation potential, to justify the independent utility of
the rail line, but too speculative to require cumulative impact analysis as
“other . . . reasonably foreseeable future actions.” Indeed, Vulcan’s counsel
brazenly admits as much:
Ms. [sic] Kitchen commented that construction of the line “will
cause a significant increase in commercial and industrial
development along the railroad.” SGR at this point is not aware
of any specific shippers that may locate on the line, other than
Vulcan, While the line will be operated as a common carrier
line and thus open to use by other shippers, SGR has no

information at this time about other shippers that may locate in
the area. Accordingly, any assessment of the level of

59

Id.
@ Vieux Carre Property Owners, Residents & Assoc., Inc. v. Pierce, 719 F.2d 1272, 1278
(5th Cir., 1983), quoting Kleppe, 427 U.S. at 410 n.20,
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highway. But here, we are considering a rail line that will only be built if
the quarry is.

The agency’s incorrect argument is predicated on a line of NEPA case
law that does not deal with connected actions. In every single case that
could justify the agency’s position, the either/or proposition to reasonably
define no action applics as follows:

either the action / or something that is not the action that would occur
anyhow.

No action is obviously the latter “or” result. These cases all proceed from
the assumption that no action can be defined “reasonably” as something that
is not the action that would occur regardiess of whether the action did. We
cannot disagree with that general principle. Here, however, the action is a
connected action with two constituent and interdependent parts. If actions
are so bound up and closely related that they cannot be separated, and
require side-by-side consideration in the same EIS, then they obviously
cannot be juxtaposed against one another in an either/or analysis. The

proper analysis to determine the no action alternative is:

either the connected action /
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commercial and industrial development that could develop
along the line is speculative.”

It would be irrational to assume that the rail line can proceed independently

on the basis of speculation.

If a bare assertion about “someday shippers™ can undercut the connected
action regulation, the regulation might as well not exist.

C. Because the Agency Has Not Analyzed the Rail Line and Quarry as
Connected Actions, It Has Misrepresented the No Action Alternative
The no action alternative to the connected action neither builds a rail line

nor butlds any quarry facilities. For a connected action, no action is

something that is not the connected action (i.e., something that has
independent utility apart from the connected action) that would occur
anyhow. ltis illogical to define no action as part of the action itself.

The agency’s position yields an EIS where the public and decision-
makers never see the impact of the quarry without thousands of trucks
lumped in with it, or the impact of doing nothing at all—a result that would
be perfectly fine if we were considering, say, an independent federal
interstate highway project that was going to be built through part of the
quarry site where the quarry was certain to be built with or without the

' Letter from David Coburn, Steptoe and Johnson, to Victoria Rutson, Section of
Environmental Analysis, at 3 (January 5, 2004) (emphasis added).
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or something that is not the connected action (i.e., something that has
independent utility apart from the connected action) that would occur
anyhow

not what the agency has done in the draft environmental impact statement,
which is:

either one part of the connected action /

or the other part of the connected action with a substitute for the first part
that would occur anyhow

As the definition of “scope” in the CEQ regulations states, scope consists
of the ranges of actions, alternatives, and impacts to be considered in an EIS.
Actions, alternatives, and impacts——each term is set out and defined
separately by the regulation; each term follows from the other. Defining
alternatives to an action, including the alternative of no action, necessarily
requires defining the action in a previous step of the scoping process. The
agency cannot “undefine” or “redefine” the scope of the action—be it
connected, cumulative, similar, or single and unconnected-—in a subsequent
step if these codified words, which are entitled to substantial deference,
mean anything at all.

The general principle that something that is not the action, but that
would occur regardless of whether the action did or did not, can reasonably
constitute a no action alternative differs by orders of magnitude from
redefining the scope of the action after it has already been defined. The de
Finance Docket No. 34284
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facto result of independent utility if the quarry is assumed as part of no
action is no illusion—it is the outright reversal of the connected action

determination made one step earlier.
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flood events.”® Just over a year and a half ago, rivers crested at record
levels in June of 2002 as accumulations totaled between 40 and 45 inches
during a week-long set of storms. The Medina Dam was almost overtopped
during this event. On August 1-2, 1998, during a 24-hour period, 32 inches
of rain were recorded at Medina, in nearby Bandera County. The U.S.
record for extreme point rainfall in a 72-hour period is held by Medina—48
inches during Tropical Storm Amelia in 1978.%° Accumulations of 6-9
inches in 6 hours or less leading to flash flood events oceur almost annually
and can be verified with rainfall data from the National Weather Service's
San Antonio office.

The proposed rail line will impact flooding and hydrology in at Jeast the
following ways: (1) by adding fill in and around stream crossings, widening
the floodplain upstream; (2) by using trestle (trellis) bridges, the piers of
which will have major hydraulic effects, as with any bridge pier, including
the 1ikely collection of debris; (3) the use of fill to elevate track away from
the stream crossings, altering surface runoff patterns and channeling flow

along the berms to the stream crossing.

% MCEAA has submitted voluminous documentary evidence of flooding in the project
area, Those letters are incorporated by reference into these comments.

 See U.S. Geological Survey Open File Report 03-193, “Major Catastrophic Storms and
Floods in Texas,” available at http://www.floodsafety com/USGSdemo/25ormore htm
(last visited Feb. 22, 2004).
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II. THE AGENCY HAS FAILED TO CONSIDER THE CUMULATIVE IMPACT OF THE
QUARRY AND THE RAIL LINE ON FLOODING AND HYDROLOGY

The agency has completely failed to analyze flooding and hydrologic
impacts for the rail line and the quarry.

The agency has not analyzed flooding and hydrologic impacts from the
quarry at all.

For the rail line, the agency has impermissibly delegated its
responsibilities to the applicant as a mitigation condition. It is well-settled
that the agency assumes responsibility for compliance with NEPA and may
not delegate this duty.

This is indeed curious (and unlawful), because the Supreme Court has
held that NEPA does not require adoption of a complete mitigation plan by
the applicant to mitigate environmental harm before an agency can act.” The
applicant’s voluntary promise to analyze the flood impacts of the rail line
lane is amorphous and ultimately self-defined.

Residents of the project area, including the County Judge® and County
Commissioners,* have been most concemed with flood impacts, and with

good reason. Flash flooding in Medina County is common, as are sustained

“? Robertson v. Methow Valley Citizens Council, 490 U.S, 332, 351-53 (1989)

® See Letters, County Judge Jim Barden, to Rini Ghosh, Section of Environmental
Analysis (requesting detailed flooding analysis).

& See Letters, County Commissioners Royce Hartmann and Chris Mitchell, to Rini
Ghosh, Section of Environmental Analysis (requesting detailed flooding analysis).
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The agency concedes that:
Construction of the proposed rail line (any route) could have an
adverse impact on floeding because it would require the
crossing of a number of intermittent streams and could involve
the use of fill (added material) at these stream crossings. . . The
added fill would increase the width of floodplains above stream
crossings because it would change the hydraulic conditions at
the cmssings.67

However, the agency does not inquire further in the draft environmental
impact statement. Rather, it relies on Vulcan’s mitigation promise to
analyze the impacts later. This in an impermissible delegation of agency
duty to the applicant and requires correction in a supplemental
environmental impact statement.

The proposed quarry will impact flooding and hydrology in at least the
following ways: (1) by removing all vegetation from significant portions of
the quarry site adjacent to and flowing into Polecat and Etm Creeks; (2) by
altering the hydrologic characteristics of the site by excavating, blasting into
ledges, and piling debris; (3) by paving or rendering impermeable large

portions of the site; and (4) by pumping significant amounts of groundwater

7 Draft Environmental Impact Statement at 4-34.
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for site use and dust control upgradient and then redepositing that water in a
concentrated fashion to the groundwater table downgradient.*®

The agency has analyzed the direct, indirect, and cumulative effects of
none of these impacts. It must do so in a supplemental environmental
impact statement.

As a practical matter, the analysis in the environmental impact statement,
whether agency calls it that or not, must satisfy the “hard Jook™ and
“sufficient detail” criteria of the Fifth Circuit’s “adequacy” testin
Mississippi River Basin Alliance v. Westphal,® by answering the following
three questions for both the quarry and the rail line, regardless of how the

connected action issue is decided:

e Can you tel] what the baseline is?

= (Can you tell what the impact contribution of each project in the connected action
is?

e Can you tell what the total impact is, when added to any other cumulative
impacts?

8 The base flow of the streams in the area is largely based on groundwater seepage when
flash floods are not occurring. There is a legitimate concern that groundwater pumping at
the quarry could permanently dry up these streams and any wells near the site. The link
between groundwater and surface water flows, during flooding or otherwise, has not been
analyzed by the agency.

%230 F.3d 170, 174 (5th Cir. 2000).

Finance Docket No, 34284
MCEAA, Inc. Comments on the DEIS
Page 44 of 70

NI THE AGENCY HAS FAILED TO CONSIDER THE PROPOSED RAIL LINE'S
CUMULATIVE IMPACT ON SAN ANTONIO RAILWAYS AND ROADWAYS

A. Agency Duties

“To determine the scope of environmental impact statements, agencies
shall consider 3 types of actions, 3 types of alternatives, and 3 types of
impacts.””' Of the latter, impacts may be direct, indirect, or cumulative.”

A cumulative impact is “the impact on the environment which results
from the incremental impact of the action when added to other past, present,
and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency (Federal

or non-Federal} or person undertakes such other actions.””

B. Specific Complaints
In the draft environmental impact statement, the agency failed to consider
the effect of Vulcan’s rail traffic on San Antonio’s railways and roadways.
Specifically, the agency did not inquire into whether future rail traffic from
Vulcan would exacerbate, cause, or contribute to at-grade crossing delays
exceeding federal delay criteria on major roadways.
C. Vulean's traffic will add to pre-existing grade crossing delay problems .
Jor at least three major at-grade railroad crossings in south San Antonio.

"M 40 CF.R. § 1508.25 (2004).
2 Id. at § 1508.25(c).
™40 CFR. § 1508.7 (2004).
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The existing draft environmental impact statement contains only qualitative,
conclusory statements that do not meet these requirements or those of

majority rule case law for cumulative impacts.”

" Kern v. Bureau of Land Management, 284 F.3d 1062 (9th Cir. 2002).
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1. There is only one route Vulcan’s eastbound traffic can physically follow

The San Antonio area is a hub of national and international rail traffic,
receiving trains from West Coast ports, the Gulf Coast, and up and down the
NAFTA corridor. Due to the stated routing of Vulcan’s rail traffic, a
cumulative impact on specific lines that make up this network is not
speculative, but certain.

[A Powerpoint slide presentation has been prepared and enclosed with
these comments to assist in visualizing the facts below]

From points west, rail traffic enters the city on what is known as the
Union Pacific Del Rio subdivision, paralleling U.S. highway 90. This rail
line is shown in red on Slide 1 in the presentation. Vulcan’s rail traffic, if
going east from its connection with the Union Pacific line, must follow this
route. There are no other rail intersections between the tie in and the city.

Coming into the city, this red line parallels a line from the southwest
shown in yellow, which carries traffic arriving from Laredo and Mexico.
East of the former Kelly Air Force Base, another spur line enters the Laredo
line from the south. This line will serve the Toyota assembly plant currently
under construction. Just west of downtown, the Del Rio line (red) and the
Laredo line (yellow) cross.
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But significantly, as Slides 2 and 4 illustrate, there is no connector in
either the northwest or northeast quadrant of this intersection between the
Del Rio Line and the Laredo line. Traffic wishing to turn north on these
lines must continue at least as far as the San Antonio river, where another
track enters from the northwest, and conduct a reverse movement there. In
any case, Vulean has indicated in its petitions, which the agency has adopted
in the draft environmental impact statement,™ that “the primary market for
that aggregate [produced at the proposed quarry] is in the eastern part of
Texas, including the Greater Houston area.”” Vulcan has further indicated
that its “connection with the Union Pacific main line “must be such that
loaded trains on the SGR [Vulcan] line enter the UP main line with the
eastbound orientation, since the vast majority of SGR rail shipments will be
going east, where it is expected that the primary markets for aggregate will
be located.”™ The lines taking off to the north, in contrast, split into one
short spur line that terminates not far past the northwest limits of San
Antonio, and another line that travels due north, along which Vulcan already

operates several quarries.

" Draft Environmental Impact Statement at 2-1 n.1.

¥ Southwest Gulf Raitway {Vulcan] Petition for Exemption at 2 (filed Feb. 27, 2003).
" Letter, David Coburn, Steptoe & Johnson, fo Victoria Rutson, Section of
Environmental Analysis, at 13 (May 4, 2004).
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of vehicle delay per day.” When this value—defined as the average delay
per vehicle times the average numbéer of vehicles per day-—exceeds 40
hours, the federal criteria indicate that a crossing should be grade separated.
The agency’s failure to disclose this information to the public violates its
duties to consider cumulative impacts in the environmental impact
statement.

Using the Surface Transportation Board’s own methodology, outlined
extensively in an environmental impact statement for another recent urban
rail construction project in Houston,”” MCEAA has determined the total
hours of vehicle delay for three major intersections in south San Antonio.
To do so, MCEAA has obtained the relevant average daily traffic data from
the City of San Antonio,”® and used the same average train length that the
agency used in its Houston analysis. MCEAA has followed the agency’s

methodology exactly as laid out in the Houston analysis.”

77 See Finance Docket No. 34079, Bayport Loop Build-Out, Draft Environmental Impact
Statement, Appendix F. This document is enclosed with these comments.

" MCEAA was not able to fully analyze one other grade crossing that may require
separation under federal criteria, on Probant near Lone Star, because current traffic
counts did not exist for those streets. It is the agency's burden to address this uncertainty.
™ The only change MCEAA has made was to correct a vehicle departure rate later found
10 be erroneous in the agency’s Houston analysis. In that analysis, the agency wanted to
choose a vehicle departure rate for arterial streets, but instead chose the vehicle departure
rate for arterial Aighways, such as the four-lane divided U.S. highway 67 in Louisiana.
MCEAA corrected for this by selecting the next lowest vehicle departure rate from the set
of corresponding rates and road categories that the agency presented in its Houston
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It is therefore extremely unlikely that any Vulcan traffic will tumn to
the north at the first major intersection in San Antonio. Rather, the traffic
must continue south of downtown, as shown in red on Slides | and 2, and
cross the San Antonio River. Therefore, Vulcan’s cumulative impact on
these portions of the San Antonio rail network is certain.

2. The consequences of the route Vulcan’s eastbound traffic must follow are
significant

The result is that Vulcan’s eastbound traffic will not have a chance to
turn onto other lines before it reaches the San Antonio River.

The consequences of this routing are real, severe, and additive to a
pre-existing problem that the agency has a duty to disclose in the
environmental impact statement. At least three major at-grade railroad
crossings currently experience vehicle delay in excess of federal delay
criteria,

Federal delay criteria for grade crossings is established by the
umbrella agency for the Surface Transportation Board, the U.S. Department
of Transportation (the Board itself is an independent agency). The criteria
establish various thresholds for when a railroad crossing should be grade
separated: some are based on train speed, some are based on road speed or
average daily traffic, but the key criteria for this analysis is the “total hours
Finance Docket No, 34284
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[The calculations in MCEAA's analysis—from which the use of the
agency’s methodology can be clearly verified—appear in an Excel
spreadsheet enclosed with these comments. The agency’s methodology
from the Houston analysis is also enclosed.]

MCEAA analyzed a range of existing train traffic levels, to determine
whether grade separation is presently required. When analyzing cumulative
impacts, the agency must consider “the incremental impact of the action
when added to other past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future
actions.”® MCEAA concludes that grade separation is certainly required for
one south San Antonio street, Zarzamora,® and may likely be required for

two others, Brazos®® and Flores,* based on current train traffic levels.

analysis, Given the urban nature and low speed limits on the south San Antonio streets,
this is a conservative assumption that may still overstate the vehicle departure rate, and
thus understate the total vehicle hours of vehicle delay per day.

8040 C.F.R. § 1508.7 (2004).

81 See Powerpaint presentation slides 4 and 8.

82 See Powerpoint presentation slides 4 and 9.

¥ See Powerpoint presentation slides 5 and 11,
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San Antonio Streets Currently Exceeding Federal Grade Separation Criteria

August 2004

N of Total Threshold

trains hrs (hrs) Over/Under (hrs)
Zarzamora at Merida 20 6575 40 2575
Brazos south of
Laredo 20 26.66 40 ~13.34
Flores at Lone Star 20 27.32 40 -12.68
Probant at Lone Star 20 N/A 40 N/A

N of Totat Threshold

trains hrs (hrs) Over/Under (hrs}
Zarzamora at Merida 18 42.08 40 2.08
Brazos south of
Laredo 18 17.06 40 -22.94
Flores at L.one Star 18 17.48 40 -22.52
Probant at Lone Star 16 N/A 40 N/A

N of Total Threshold

tfrains hrs (hrs}) Qver/Under (hrs)
Zarzamora at Merida 13 85.75 40 25.75
Brazos south of
Laredo 30 39.99 40 -0.01
Flores at Lone Star 30 40.98 40 088
Probant at Lone Star 77 N/A 40 NIA

The most recent published train movement data for one of the three
major railroads serving San Antonio, the Union Pacific, indicates 25 train
movements per day on the lines entering the city from the west.*
Additional reported data places the present total number of daily train
movements from all railroads passing through San Antonio between 40 and
45, Viewing Slide 2 in the Powerpoint presentation, it is clear that the vast

majority of these trains will have to cross the San Antonio River. MCEAA

5 TRAINS MAGAZINE, July 2004.
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IV. THE AGENCY HAS NOT COMPLIED WITH
THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT

A. Relevant duties of the agency

Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA) imposes on Federal
agencies the duty to “insure that actions authorized, funded, or carried out”
by them do not jeopardize the continued existence of any threatened or
endangered species or result in the destruction or modification of habitat of
such species which the Secretary of Interior determines to be critical ¥

An agency proposing to take an action must inquire of the U.S, Fish
and Wildlife Service, as the Secretary’s delegate, “whether any threatened or
endangered species may be present” in the area of the proposed action.*” If
the answer is affirmative, the proposing agency must prepare a “biological
assessment” to determine whether such species “is likely to be affected” by
the action.* An agency may fulfill the biological assessment requirement as

part of an environmental impact statement.”

:f 16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2) (2000).
"I,

816 U.8.C. § 1536(c)(1) (2000).

8 1d.; 50 C.F.R. 402.12(f) (2004}, Tf, after completing the biological assessment, the
agency determines that an action may “affect” proposed or listed threatened or
endangered species or their proposed or designated critical habitat, it must formally
consult with the U.S. Fish and Witdlife Service. 16 U.S.C. § 1536(b)(3)(A) (2000).
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made extremely conservative assumptions as to daily train traffic, and made
assumptions for train length identical to those used in the Houston analysis.
The agency has a duty to determine the actual level of train traffic
along Vulcan's route and determine the effect of Vulean’s contribution to it.
The agency should be able to easily obtain this information as it did in its
Houston analysis. If no further information is provided, the agency must use
the uncertainty regulation, 40 C.F.R. § 1502.22, and apply reasonable inputs
to the methodology it has suggested. The Surface Transportation Board
knows well that “when the nature of the effect is reasonably foreseeable but

its extent is not . . . the agency may not simply ignore the effect.™®

35 Mid States Coalition for Progress v. Surface Transportation Board, 345 F.3d 520, 550
(8th Cir. 2003).
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The ESA requires that Federal agencies “adequately consider” the
“total impact” of their actions on endangered and threatened species,
including “indirect effects.”® The federal agency involved “must take all
necessary action to insure that its actions will not jeopardize the continued
existence of an endangered species or destroy or modify habitat critical to
the existence of the species.”"

These duties apply independent of other procedural duties under the

National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) or other statutes.

B. Specific Complaints

Regardless of how the scope of the action is construed under NEPA,
the Surface Transportation Board has failed to “adequately consider” the
“total impact” of the action under the ESA.”

If the quarry and rail line are “connected actions” under NEPA’s
regulation governing the scope of environmental impact statements,” and

the quarry is thus part of the action, then there is no dispute that its effects

% National Wildlife Federation v. Coleman, 529 F.2d 359, 373 (5th Cir. 1976).

" Id. at 371 (emphasis added).

" MCEAA has raised these concerns previously, in the scoping phase of this proceeding.
See Letter, David Barton, The Gardner Law Firm, fo Victoria J. Rutson (Feb. 19, 2004)
(regarding analysis under the ESA). This leiter is incorporated by reference into these
comments.

40 CFR. §1508.25(a), (a)(1) (2004).
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must be considered in determining whether a species “is likely to be
affected” by the action.

Even If the quarry and rail line are not connected actions, however,
the agency still has a duty—as the Fifth Circuit amply stated nearly three
decades ago in National Wildlife Federation v. Coleman, the leading case on
agency responsibilities beyond the mere direct effects of a project on species
and their habitat-—to “adequately consider” the “total impact” of licensing
Vulcan’s rail line by considering “indirect effects.”” “The fact that . . .
private development . . . does not result from direct federal action does not
lessen the {agency’s] duty under § 7.7 ** In this proceeding, the Surface
Transportation Board failed to adequately consider indirect effects from the
quarry and future land development along the rail line. The effect of the
quarry was not adequately considered; the effect of future land development
along the rail line was not considered at all.

An agency’s failure to conduct an inquiry of the proper scope amounts
to a failure to consider relevant factors, reversible as arbitrary and capricious

under section 706(2)(A) of the Administrative Procedure Act.”

% National Wildlife Federation v. Coleman, 529 F.2d 359, 373 (5th Cir. 1976).
S 1d. at 374 (5th Cir. 1976).
% Citizens 10 Preserve Overton Park v. Volpe, 401 U.S. 402, 416 (1971).
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1t is well-settled that habitat destruction would likely “affect” both the
vireo and the warbier.” This would trigger a duty for the agency to consult
further to determine the extent of, and appropriate course of action based on,
those effects.'”

The issue in this proceeding is the agency’s failure to adequately
consider “indirect effects” of the quarry and future land development
adjacent to the rail line when determining if habitat destruction would occur.
The effect of the quarry was not adequately considered; the effect of future
land development along the rail line was not considered at all,

Determining if habitat destruction would occur, and thus whether the
birds would be affected, is not simply a paper exercise where the applicant
may make representations to the agency concerning the viability of the
project site as potential habitat based on the flora. Only if no potential

habitat exists does the inguiry terminate at that step. Where potential habitat

% The 1.8, Fish and Wildlife Service states that “Loss of habitat is the most important
threat to the existence of the golden-cheeked warbler. In particular, on-going and
imminent habital destruction was used to justify the emergency listing of the golden-
cheeked warbler in 1990.” U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Region 2, GOLDEN-
CHEEKED WARBLER RECOVERY PLAN (1992), at 21. This document is enclosed with
the comments for inclusion in the record. A similar finding has been made for the black-
capped vireo. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Region 2, BLACK-CAPPED VIREO
RECOVERY PLAN (1991), at 28. This document is enclosed with the comments for
inclusion in the record.

1% 16 U.8.C. § 1536(b)3)(A) (2000) and note 89, supra.
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C. Background and Summary of Process to Date
1. Species of concern

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service has identified species that “may be
present” in the area of the proposed action.”” Two listed endangered species
that occur both along the rail route and at the quarry site are songbirds: the
black-capped vireo (Vireo atricapillus) and the golden-cheeked warbler
(Dendroica chrysoparia).”®

The vireo nests in mainly Texas during April through July and
migrates to Mexico in the winter. To nest, it relies on low woody brush
typically cleared or overgrazed by deer and livestock. Vireos return year
after year to the same area, approximately 2 to 4 acres in size.

The warbler nests and raises its young in exclusively in the Edwards
Plateau region of Texas and migrates annually between there and Central
America. It comes to Texas in March and leaves in July. [t prefers mixed
Ashe juniper or oak woodland that is disappearing due to clearing for
development and grazing. Like the vireo, it is an exceptional songbird well

known to the landowners in Medina County.

2. Habitat destruction has not been adequately considered for the quarry

7 Draft Environmental Impact Statement, at 3-27 to 3-29.
% Draft Environmental Impact Statement, at 3-27 and 4-108.
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exists, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service requires presence and absence
surveys.'”!

Vulcan has contracted to conduct biological and threatened and
endangered species surveys for the quarry since April 1999, four years prior
to the commencement of any public process.'” Yet during the nearly six
years to date, Vulcan has never conducted the required focused counting
outlined by the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service presence and absence survey
protocol over the entire potential habitat on the 1700-acre quarry site.'

From the beginning, Vulcan has known that the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service requires three migration seasons of data (i.e., data collected
over three years) to establish presence or absence at a site as large as the

1700-acre quarry.'™ Yet Vulcan has carried out the survey protocol on only

191 9) 8. Fish and Wildlife Service, “Mininum Procedures for Determining the
Presence/ Absence of Golden-Cheeked Warblers and Black-Capped Vireos™ (Apr. 3,
2002), hereinafter Survey Protocol. This document is enclosed with the comments for
inclusion in the record

1922001 Biological Assessment, at 2.

1% Survey Protocol, supra note 101, at § 4-5.

104 goe Letter, David C. Frederick, Supervisor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Austin
Field Office, to Dr. William Rodgers, Vulcan consultant, at 2 (Mar. 20, 2002}
(“Normally, the Service requires a minimum of three years of Service-approved bird
surveys to determine the absence of golden-cheeked warblers and black-capped vireos
from potential habital areas before we will concur that a development project will not
adversely affect the species.”); 2003 Biological Assessment at 3.
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2 400-600 acre portion designated as “Phase 1” of the quarry, leaving the
other phases to an unspecified future date after Phase 1 operation begins.'®
This approach is arbitrary and capricious when unsurveyed potential

habitat exists on Phases 2-5 of the quarry site for the warbler, as Vulcan,'"

107

the Service,  and the Surface Transportation Board'® all admit.

The Federal agencies attempt to ignore the presence of potential
habitat in Phases 2~5 by deeming it “low quality” and “unsuitable”.'” This
amounts to criteria-free, amorphous, arbitrary line drawing that would only
trigger focused counting under the Service’s survey protocol whenever the
Federal agencies felt like it, rather than whenever potential habitat existed.
That is simply not within their discretion.

Even under the current survey protocols, an apparent lack of suitable
habitat is not a sufficient basis to rest a “not likely to affect” determination

on in a biological assessment:

1% 2003 Biological Assessment at 2-3. The Service has slickly termed this approach
“somewhat unconventional.”” Letter, David C. Frederick, Supervisor, U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service Austin Field Office, ro Dr. William Rodgers, Vulcan consultant, at 3
(Mar. 20, 2002).

%2003 Biological Assessment at 3, 6,13-17.

17 Letter, Robert T. Pine, Supervisor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Austin Field Office,
o Dr. William Rodgers, Vulcan consultant, at 2 (Oct. 17, 2003).

'8 Draft Environmental Impact Statement at 4-109.

1% Letter, Robert T. Pine, Supervisor, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Austin Field Office,
to Dr. William Rodgers, Vulcan consultant, at 2 (Oct. 17, 2003) (adopting private
consultant’s conclusion in 2003 Biological Assessment at 15}, Draft Environmental
Tmpact Statement at 4-109.
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National Wildlife Federation v. Coleman would hold that such
development along major channels of interstate commerce rises above “mere
speculation.”’'* Candidly, the important point here is congruence with the
scope of the NEPA analysis. If, for the purposes of NEPA, the agency relies
on the indirect effect of future rail-served development to claim that
Vulcan’s rail segment has independent utility, and is therefore not a
connected action with its quarry, then it must analyze the irmpact of such

development.'”

D. The ESA requires the agency to account for indirect effects from the
quarry.

Y2 National Wildlife Federation v. Coleman, 529 F.2d 359, 373 (5th Cir. 1976). MCEAA
notes that the Surface Transportation Board has not adopted this position. In the absence
of any proposed development along the line whatsoever, i.e., without Vulean's quarry or
any other shipper, the agency’s position must be different, and consistent with Coleman,
because the agency would “control this development to the extent that they contral the
placement” of the line. Jd. at 374, However, MCEAA continues to believe that the
agency can maintain its current position only so long as it does not adopt the opposite one
when determining scope of the environmental impact statement. In the latter context,
MCEAA has previously pointed out Vulcan's own statements that proposals for other
future development have not yet materialized and are speculative.

V13 See Sierra Club v. Sigler, 695 F.2d 957, 978-79 (5th Cir. 1983) (applying the same
principle in the NEPA context).
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One species, the Golden-cheeked Warbler, has recently been

found in a variety of habitats other than Ashe juniper hardwood,

so the [Service] does not currently allow the use of habitat

surveys to determine presence of the species in a proposed

disturbance area.'"’

This undercuts the Federal agencies’ conclusion: that even though
focused counting for the presence and absence of the warbler did not occur
on Phases 2-5, the totality of the circumstances (habitat quality, absence
during screening surveys, and Vulcan’s promise to keep potential habitat
areas as buffers) justifies a finding that the warbler is not likely to be
affected by the project. Rather, the quality of the habitat supports no
inference as to presence or absence. Therefore, additional criteria cannot be
used to “overcome” a determination that the agency failed to make.

3. Habitat destruction has not been considered for future land
development

Meanwhile, the Surface Transportation Board has limited its inquiry
into habitat destruction along the rail line to the width of the easement, a

distance of 80 feet.'"" This renders it impossible to evaluate the impact of

future rail-served development on the species.

192001 Biological Assessment at 20.
" Draft Environmental Impact Statement at 4-43.
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When determining whether a species “is likely to be affected” by the
action, an agency must “adequately consider” the “total impact” of its action
by considering “indirect effects.”"

The quarry, if not a direct effect or a baseline condition that must be
considered, is still an indirect effect within the meaning of Coleman.

1f the quarry and rail line are “connected actions” under NEPA’s
regulation goveming the scope of environmental impact statements,'® and
the quarry is thus part of the action, then there is no dispute that its effects
must be considered in determining whether a species “is likely to be
affected” by the action.

Even if the quarry and rail line are not connected actions, however,
the agency still has the same duty.

Vulean and the agency, however, want it both ways. As in the NEPA
context, they would create jurisdictional bars where none exist, and insist on
inapplicable but-for cause standards while ignoring the applicable law. The
result, both under NEPA and the ESA, is impermissible abdication of agency
authority and the failure to adequately consider the effects of related actions.

Underlying the abdication of authority is the baseless assumption that effects

34 National Wildlife Federation v. Coleman, 529 F.2d 359, 373 (3th Cir. 1976).
115 40 C.F.R. § 1508.25(a), (a)(1) (2004).
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on the birds will not occur during the successive phases of quarry
excavation, blasting, and operations, including the rail line. The
conclusions in the record on this issue consist of a bald assertion that
blasting will not affect flora or fauna.''®

First, Vulcan absurdly argues that the agency has no duty to consider the
quarry at all in its ESA analysis, citing a sole inapposite and misrepresented
case holding from the Western District of Kentucky in support of its
analysis."!” This is clearly erroneous given “The fact that . . . private
development . . . does not result from direct federal action does not lessen
the [agency’s] duty under § 7. "8 There simply is no jurisdictional bar to the
agency’s duty to consider the “total impact” of the action, including
“indirect effects,” regardless of their source.

Vulcan next insists that the duty to consider indirect effects in Coleman
applies only to those effects that result from sirict but for cause.””” This
proposition is also incorrect insofar as it would excuse an agency duty to
consider the quarry, and Vulcan clearly labors in its argument to ignore the

fact that (as it maintains) the quarry is certain to occur regardless of whether

142003 Biological Assessment, at 18.

M etter, David Coburn, Steptoe & Johnson, o Victoria J. Rutson, Section of
Environmental Analysis, at 9 (Mar. 10, 2004).

U8 Coleman, 529 F.2d at 374 (5th Cir. 1976).

Y9 1etter, David Coburn, Steptoe & Johnson, to Victoria J. Rutson, Section of
Environmental Analysis, at 10 (Mar. 10, 2004).
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“Similarly,” the court wrote, “the fact that timber management
practices have in the past destroyed habitat of the crane does not lessen the

duty of the [agency] to insure that the [project] and accompanying private

development do not jeopardize the existence of the crane . . . R

“Irrespective of the past actions of others,” the agencies “have a duty to

ensure that the highway and the development generated by it do not further

5
threaten the crane.”'?

Absent that analysis of past actions, i.e. baseline conditions, it would

be “questionable whether the crane could survive . . . the indirect effects of

the highway."’I26

Given the clear language of Coleman, does the agency really think
that it would be excused from considering the effect of past actions, such as

grazing and development, on the warbler and the vireo? No. The draft

127

environmental impact statement considers these factors.’”” There is no “but

for” limit on baseline conditions.
Having a clear duty to consider past and present non-Federal actions,

then, there is no doubt that the agency must also consider future non-

124 Id.

25,

"3 National Wildlife Federation v. Coleman, 529 F.2d 359, 373 (5th Cir. 1976).
27 Draft Environmental Impact Statement at 3-26.
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the rail line is built. Simply put, it is inexcusable, as well as arbitrary and
capricious, for the agency to ignore a known baseline condition when
determining the impact of its action on the warbler and the vireo.

As the Fifth Circuit stated in Coleman, the result compelled by the
ESA is for the agency “to insure that [the project] will not jeopardize the
[species] or modify its habitat,” with the bottom line being “whether the
[species] can survive the additional loss of habitat.”'*°

In Coleman, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service had found that a
segment of Interstate 10 in coastal Mississippi, proposed by the U.S.
Department of Transportation, would not “jeopardize the existence” of the

"M However, the agencies had neglected to

endangered sandhill crane.
consider the “residential and commercial development that [could] be
expected to result” adjacent to the highwayﬁ’m The court found that
regardless of the non-federal nature of the development, the Department of
Transportation still had a duty under § 7 and “control{led] the development .

. . to the extent that they control[led] the placemem."l:3

20 Narional Wildlife Federationv. Coleman, 529 F.2d 359, 373 (5th Cir. 1976).
121
923
g,
14 4t 374.
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speculative non-Federal actions that will affect whether the warbler and
vireo “could survive.” The quarry, certain to occur, is such an action.

By implicating “indirect effects,” the Fifth Circuit calls for the same
level of inquiry used for direct effects to apply to what may fairly be called
“cumulative effects” or “cumulative impacts” as the term is understood in
the CEQ regulations implementing NEPA.'%

Indeed to the extent that the agency relies on its NEPA analysis to
satisfy its ESA duties, it must consider such actions as the certain-to-occur
quarry, which the agency itself argues is a “cumulative impact” under
NEPA. The level, or depth, of inquiry must be the same in order to produce
the result compelled by the ESA. As applied in Coleman, that was “whether
the crane could survive.”'*

BEven if we accept Vulcan’s “but-for” test for the sake of argument,
Coleman’s rationale still requires the agency to consider the quarry. We
cannot ignore the fact that at the moment the rail Jine begins operation, it
will be 100% functionally interdependent on the output of the quarry. So

too with Interstate 10 and its interchanges in Coleman. The foreseeable

128 See 40 C.F.R. § 1508.7 (2004) (defining “cumulative impact” as “the impact on the
environment which results from the incremental impact of the action when added to other
past, present, and reasonably foreseeable future actions regardless of what agency
(Federal or non-Federal) or person undertakes such other actions.”).

W Coleman, 529 F.2d at 373.
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private developments would place their traffic on the highway the moment it
was built. Would it have mattered, in evaluating whether the crane could
survive the highway and its indirect effects, if the private developers had
started clearing their land and operating a few months before the highway
was finished? If they and their purchasers had accessed their properties up
until highway completion with mule teams, airboats, or pirogues (Cajun
dugout canoes)? Would the agency have been excused from considering
their foreseeable and certain-to-occur impacts, when determining if the crane
would survive the impact of the federal action? This is the poverty of
Vulcan's argument that because the quarry may be served by trucks, some
jurisdictional bar can be contrived to excuse the agency from its duties under
the ESA. The duties imposed on federal agencies by the ESA do not permit
decisionmaking or analysis in a vacuum. There is no basis for Vulcan’s
untenable distinctions, and the agency must reverse its position immediately.

Coleman holds without ambiguity that the agency must consider all
phases of the quarry and rail line. In addition, the agency must consider the
effects now, before operations begin that may adversely affect habitat on
portions of the quarry site that have not been surveyed pursuant to required
protocols. Coleman did not allow the U.S. Department of Transportation to
wait around and see what the effects of Interstate 10 and the foreseeable
Finance Docket No. 34284
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private development around it would have on the crane. In the same way,
STB and FWS cannot wait and see what indirect effects the certain-ro-occur
blasting and other quarry operations would have on the golden-cheeked
warbler or the black-capped vireo. Vulcan concedes that it will have to
monitor over the life of the project anyhow—but it is the agency's duty to
analyze today that has not been satisfied.

In closing, we repeat, as noted above, that under the current survey
protocols, an apparent lack of suitable habitat is not a sufficient basis for the
agency to rest a “not likely to affect” determination on. The U S. Fish and
Wildlife Service does not currently allow the use of habitat surveys to
determine presence of the species in a proposed disturbance area.'’
Therefore, the quality of the habitat supports no inference as to presence or
absence. In addition, the Surface Transportation Board has no expertise in
judging habitat quality."”' Its additional “totality of the circumstances”
factors, which lack a scientific basis supporting the validity of their inherent
tradeoffs, cannot be used to “overcome’™ a determination that the agency

failed to make.

192001 Biological Assessment at 20,
13! Federal and Federal-State Agencies With Jurisdiction By Law or Special Expertise on
Environmental Quality Lssues, 49 Fed, Reg. 49754-49778 (Dec. 21, 1984).
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APPENDIX F
GRADE CROSSING DELAY AND SAFETY

F.1  TRAFFIC DELAY METHODOLOGY

For each grade crossing analyzed, SEA calculated the time that a particular crossing would be
blocked for each train-crossing event and estimated the average delay per vehicle using that
crossing in a 24-hour period. SEA used the average delay per vehicle at grade crossings to
determine the LOS. The LOS is a letter grading system developed by the Transportation
Research Board to express the amount of raffic congestion at signalized intersections. LOS is
also used &s a gualitative measure of road operating conditions and comfort level of passengers.
L.OS ranges from A (best) to F (worst). SEA analyzed average traffic delay for all vehicles over
a 24-hour period and used the average delay per vehicle to determine LOS for each grade
crossing based on ratings described in Table F.1-1.

Table F.1-1
Grade Crossings Level of Service

Level of Service Average Total Delay

(1.OS) (seconds/vehicle)
A <=3
B >5 and <=10
C >10 and <=20
D >20 and <=30
E >30 and <=45
£ >45

SEA used the following calculations to determine traffic delay at grade crossings. The traffic
delay at a crossing includes the time for the train to pass, along with time for any warning device
to engage.

Blocked Crossing Time:

Dej= T o b0 mi
(C)‘A.VXXS»i minutes
L = Length of the train, in feet,

= Train speed in miles per hour.

88 = Conversion factor from miles per hour to feet per minute (1 mile per hour = 88 feet
per minute).
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exception of train count and ADT information. The train count information used in the analysis
is described in Appendix C. PCAPS requires that the user specify the number of day trains, the
number of night trains, and the number of switching trains. For this analysis, SEA assumed that
the trains are 50 percent night trains, 50 percent day trains, and 0 percent switching trains.” It is
SEA’s understanding that this is consistent with how the raifroads (that are the source of the wrain
count infosmation) normally report their information to the FRA, L.e., assume an equaj
distribution between day and night. The ADT information was provided by TxDOT and is based
on 2001 data, with the exception of three crossings that use 1996 or 1992 data because 2001 data
were not available.

The following tables show the results of the traffic safety an or the Proposed Action and
No-Build Aliernative. The results for the other Build Alternatives are the same as those for the
Proposed Action except that three fewer grade public crossings on the GH&H line would be
affected by Alternatives 2B and 2D. The resuits for the No-Action Alternative would be the
same for pre- and post-project conditions. Pre-project No-Action Alternative conditions can be
seen in Table F.2-2 for the Bayport Loop and Industrial Lead.

¥ Train counts entered into the PCAPS model must be integer values. For rail segments with an odd
number of trains, SEA assumcd for this analysis that there would be one more day train than night train.
For example, for a segment with 21 trains, SEA assumed 11 trains would be day trains and 10 trains
would be night trains. This is a conservative assumption in that it yields a higher predicted accident
frequency than would result from the opposite assumption. Further, SEA rounded non-integer train
traffic estimates upwards (e.g., 3.4 trains per day on the GH&H line was rounded to 4) for input into
PCAPS, which also results in conservative (higher) predicted accident frequencies.

Raypors Loop Build-Our F-8 Draft Environmenial Impact Statement
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F.2  TRAFFIC SAFETY METHODOLOGY

SEA analyzed the potential impacts of the Proposed Action and Alternatives on grade crossings
and considered whether the proposed rail construction and operation would significantly affect
traffic safety at grade crossings. To evaluate the potential need for grade separation at proposed
grade crossings, SEA analyzed the proposed grade crossings based on USDOT guidelines. These
guidelines suggest that grade crossings should be considered for grade separation or otherwise
eliminated across the raitroad right-of-way whenever one or more of the following conditions
exist;

«  The highway is a part of the designated Interstate Highway System.

»  The highway is otherwise designed to have full controlled access.

+  The posted highway speed equals or exceeds 70 mph.

» ADT exceeds 100,000 in urban areas or 50,000 in rural areas.

* Maximum authorized train speed exceeds 110 mph.

*  Anaverage of 150 or more trains per day or 300 million-gross-tons per year.

+  Anaverage of 75 or more passenger trains per day in urban areas or 30 or more passenger
trains per day in rural areas.

«  Crossing exposure {the product of the number of trains per day and ADT) exceeds 1,000,000
in urban areas or 250,000 in rural areas.

»  Passenger train crossing exposure (the product of the number of passenger trains per day and
ADT) exceeds 800,000 in urban areas or 200,000 in rural areas.

+  The expected accident frequency for active devices with gates, as calculated by USDOT:
Accident Prediction Formula, including S-year history, exceeds 0.5,

»  Vehicle delay excecds 40 vehicle hours per day

SEA evaluated the proposed grade crossings in relation to these USDOT criteria for requirement
of grade separation. SEA concluded that grade separation is not warranted for any of the
crossings associated with the Proposed Action and Altemnatives because the proposed location
and operational characteristics of the proposed new rail crossings would not meet any of the
USDOT criteria. Nevertheless, the Applicants have proposed to grade separate the crossings at
Red Biuff Road and Space Center Boulevard.

SEA quantitatively analyzed the traffic safety at existing grade crossings using the accident
history from the past five years and calculated the potential change in the number of years
between accidents due to the proposed railroad construction and operation. SEA did not
caleulate predicled accident frequencies for new grade crossings because they lack the necessary
data on accident history. SEA used FRA's PC Accident Prediction System (PCAPS) to calculate
baseline accident frequencies and accident frequencies that would resuit from an mcrease of an
average of two trains per day. In doing so. SEA used the information on public grade crossings
in the FRA database (available at hup://sefetvdata.(m dot.eov Oficeo{Salery’) with the

Baypart Loop Build-Out F.7 Draft Environmental Impact Swtement
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Table F.2-1
Proposed Action Traffic Safety Apalysis Results for Grade Crossings

Predicted
Annual
Seginents Crossing Street Accident
‘ Frequency
| i Pre_ Post_ Change
GH&H line | #s9598E  BRANTLEY $T Comz o oms 0002
(South of Tower 30) | 859597X | CHALLENGER 7 PKWY L0020 0024 0003
1BSOSYGR N GATE 0015 0.018 0 (K)3
: £59592N | GENOA RED BLUFF 0004 G005 G001
§ B595§9F TIKI LANE Goe 001 4.003
8595675 | SHAVER 6o 0018 Do
L855584W | CORONATION DRIVE 0024 0628 0.004
i 8595€3p | EDGEBROOK H009 0010 0002
A |NEVADA L0061 0068 0.0U6

i 859
8595787 | SPENCE
7L | PENNSYLVANIA

6021 0025 0003

159 6137 015t 0014
#59576E | VIRGINIA 8T 0.632 0005
B595TSX | KENTUCKY ST, a6 0013 0.002
B59574R. | S RICHEY ST, 0064 0070 0.006
859570N | HOWARD DRIVE 0023 0027 G604
8395691 | WYNE ST, 0024 002 G004
859567F | PARKVLACEBLVD, 2015 6018 0003
8595680 | PARK TERRACE 0022 01025 0.00%

859550C  : BROADWAY ST. D015 0018 0.603

8595491 JUNIUS 0.083 0090 6.007

856588 | BOWIE ST 0016 0018 DO03

8505470 | LAWNDALE 000 0.035 0005

£59546M | MANCHESTER ST. Q008 0010 0.002

Tower 30 to Tower 85 [ 859 8331 67TH ST, 0.009 0011 0,001
§59 530R | 66TH ST, 0nolg 0,021 0.003

35Y | HUGHES ST, 0.052 0057 0.005

Tower 85 to Tower 87, 288 0348 | HARRISBURG BLVD. 0.094  0.095 0.002

| 285 033K SHERMAN ST, . 0023 000t
268032D | BRADY ST, | 0047 0.001
1288024 | CANALST. ; 0023 0.001

afly 0011 0.000
002 0033 0.001

88 U091 OLD CLINTON RD.
§8010D | CLINTON DR,

87996C | MARKET 0.099 0101 0,002

1287 994N | LYONS AVE, 0075 0077 0.002

| 2879820 | WALLISVILL 0.064 0066 0.001

Tower 87 to Dayton 758293C 1 FIELDS 0.020  0.021 0.001
Junction 7450748 i OATES ROAD 0028 0029 0.00]

10021 0022 0.001
{0017 0018 0.601

17629078 RALSTON RD
62905D | HEATHER ROW RD

762004W | CE KING PKWY Toor 0628 0.000
17620018 | VAN HUT RD 1 op24 0025 0001
Bayport Loop Build-Out 9 Draft Environmental Impact Stasement
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Table F.2-1 (continued) Table F.2-2
Proposed Action Traffic Safety Analysis Results for Grade Crossings No-Build Alternative Traffic Safety Analysis Results for Grade Crossings
7 i Predicted
| i : Predicted _ A’\".“'““
| { Annual Segments Crassing Street Accident
i i Frequency
Segments | Crossing | Street Accident S s s —
| Frequency | Pre_Post Change
i [ Pre bost  Change Bayportloop - South of | 7556728 NHOUND FRONT.RD 0018 0019 0.001
[762497N | RESERVOIR RD G018 0018 0001 Bay drea Bovlevard/ 756824W PORT ROAD 002 00235 0.001
| 762898 | AQUEDLCT RD | 0003 0003 0000 .
562892 | SHELDON RD. 0023 0024 0.001 Bayporc Loop - North 7588350 BAY AREA BLVD 0074 0076 0063
7628727 | FIRST ST or MILLER WILSON RD fomz o2 o0 ;])g“g;::z Boulevard/ 758839L  BAY AREA BLVD {0019 0021 0001
| 762869K RAMSEY RD 0.017 G018 G001 i
762866P | BOHEMAN HALL RD or ADLONG JOHNSONRD | 0054 0056  0.002 Bayport Industrial Lead 758826K  FAIRMONT PKWY l 0072 0076 0.004
7028651 | CROSBY E GATE RD 3 0.M8 009 4.001 Strang Subdivision 758848K  NOUSTON RD Loom oois .00t
6286/F | LORD RD j 0042 0043 0001 (Strang Yard to 7548498 UNDERWOOD RD 1 0022 0024 0002
62859E | SHADY LANE 10008 0008 0.000 Pasadena Junction) |
| 7628565 | COUNTY RD 604 | 0042 0.04  0.001 TIEESAN IV ST 00170019 0dat
762885C | COUNTY RD 603 Loon oo 0000 758855V CENTER ST, 0070 0075 0.005
[ 762853N | WOLF ISLAND {0064 0065 0002 T58856C SHABBONA/RGBI ST, 0.024 0026 0.002
| 762852G | SW. DAYTON or STILSON RD | 0.008 o008 0000 755675M  SH 225 WBFRONTAGE 0019 0.020 0001
) {262 - ) R 755362X  TENNECO RD 0010 0010 00!
Baytown Subdivision | 762790L | US 90 | 0.131 C.134 0.603 1 §697S6E  SOUTH ST (ETHYL) ‘ G014 6015 .60
1869734R JEFFERSON ST, 10032 0082 £.002
15697531 DAVISON G004 0.004 0000
B6YTSIC  WITTER 0026 0.621 0.001
Strang Subdivision 8697238 N. RICHEY ST. 0.015 0015 0.001
(Pasadens Jn to Sinco Jn)
Strang Subdivision 255363 LIGHT CORD ‘ 0030 0031 0002
{Sinco Junction to Tower 30) | 7553641 DODGE | 0031 0033 0002
SHAW 10028 0030  0.002
LAWNDALE ST | 0,005 0108 0.003
ALLEN GENOA RD. 0020 0021 0.001
LAWNDALE 0022 0023 0061
CENTRAL ST 0020 0021 0.00)
UENTRAL ST, 0018 0019 0.001
755382} MANCHESTER ST 0058 0057 0002
869708P  FRIO ST 0012 001 0.002
859544 FENNELL 0028 0.029 0002
8505438 SAN ANTONIO ST, 0.01S 0016 0.001
Tower 30 to Tower 85 §59533L  67TH ST | coos 001 0001
859530 66T ST. [ 00iE 002 0003
288033Y  HUGHES ST | 0052 0057 0005
Tower 85 to Tower 87 2850345 HARRISBURG BLVD. [ 0osa o000 oom
033K SHERMAN ST, L0023 0023 0001
288632D  BRADY ST 0046 0047 0.00)
28%024L  CANAL ST, £ 0,023 0023 0.001
288509} OLD CLINTON RD. oot oon oo
2889100 CLINTON DR 10632 0093 0.008
287996C  MARKET L0099 0001 0002
Rayport Loop Build-Out Fl0 Draft Environmental Impact Statement Buypors Loop Build-Qut F-11 Draft Environmental Impact Statement
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Table F.2-2 (continued)
No-Build Alternative Traffic Safety Analysis Results for Grade Crossings
i H Predicted
i i Anpual
Segments | Crossing Street i Accident
; i Frequency
Pre_ Post  Change
287994N LYUNS AVE, 0.075 0077 0.002 3 @A
2K7982L WALLISVILLE RD. 0064 0066  0.001 & :
4 i
Tower §7 to Dayion Junction | 758293C  FIELDS 0010 0020 0.001 . H €
7450748 OATES ROAD {0026 0629 0.0 2 = &
7639075 RALSTONRD L00rt 0021 0.001 i H 5
7629050 HEATHER ROW RD 0017 QOIS 0.001 H EEEEE] 8
762904W  CE KING PKWY 04627 0028 0.001 § g &
7629018 VAN HUT RD 0.024 0028 0.001 Fy £ 2
RESERVOIR RD 0018 Q0IR  0.00! FEE T
2628954  AQUEDUCT RD 0003 0003 0.000 FE §E5E =
i 62892E  SHELDON RD. 0023 0.024 0.001 & :{' < 4
{761872T  FIRST ST or MILLER WILSONRD 0022 0023 000t S < srea
762869K  RAMSEY RD 0017 0018 0.001 " N = 5=
7628667  BOHEMAN HALL RD of ADLONG JOHNSONRD | 0.052 0056 0002 LR 5
762865H  CROSBY E GATE RD D008 0019 6.001 @ % #
T62561F  LORD RD | 0042 0.043 0.003 1;
{762459E  SHADY LANE 0.008 0,008 0.000 N g <
7628561 COUNTY RD 604 0042 0.044 0001 g % H
{762655C  COUNTY RD 603 0.0 0011 0.000 % 2 3 ki
762653N  WOLF ISLAND 0.064 0.065  0.002 BBEE 38 Bk %3
| 762652G SW. DAYTON or STILSON RD 0.008 0.008 0,000 ERS 2 $E8e”
Baytown Subdivision :762"90L Us s 3 G131 0134 £.003 ;: ,E’
P &
& &
i o
< secso ox ©
FEEE I 5 REEE i
H a . 3
B 4 g wog t
b i 8 8 : e H
i oo -
3 §o:
H 2y & 3
2 g g & S w BE £ E
5585%F s8g8F §8gk Eegk °% B gpgn ke Big
2 " Fagfe ggfs fufs RS 2y §r FHEH EE g 2
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Endangered and Threatened Species Recovery Program

3,500 acres containing golden-cheeked warbler habitat, offering safe haven for the bird on Federal
land. Formal section 7 consultations also have been completed for a variety of projects including: a
golf course and resort hotel, apartment and housing complex (Army Corps of Engineers); business
development (Environmental Protection Agency); radio tower (Federal Communications
Commission}, and various highway projects (Federal Highway Administration). Consultation
resulted in no-jeopardy biological opinions, and all reasonable and prudent measures were accepted.
Two other section 7 consultations are anticipated on military base operations (Department of
Defense) and technical assistance on brush clearing and conservation measures (Soil Conservation
Service). In addition, Travis County, the city of Austin, The Nature Conservancy, Texas Parks and
Wildhfe Department, National Audubon Society, Fish and Wildlife Service, and other groups
continue to cooperate on a comprehensive Habitat Conservation Plan for seven lisied species in the
Austin, Texas, area. Also, the Golden-cheeked Warbler Recovery Plan has been completed, and a
recovery team appointed. The Fish and Wildlife Service is working with the Texas Parks and
Wildlife Department, Soil Conservation Service, and other entities to formulate Golden-cheeked
Warbler Conservation Management Guidelines for private landowners.

Current Recovery Needs:
Needed recovery actions include increased landowner education and involvement, identification of
winter and migratory habitat, reduced nest parasitism from cowbirds, and protection of all habitat
types (e.g., nesting, wintering) required to recover this bird.
Section 6 Funding and Activities:
The Texas Parks and Wildlife Department received $20,500 in FY 1991 and $35,000 in FY 1992 for
a Geographical Information System (G1S) project to locate potential warbler habitat. A total of
$53,000 funded the GIS, with $2,500 set aside to conduct banding and a habitat study.
Partnerships
Department of Defense: Fort Hood Military Reservation and Camp Bullis are monitoring
goldencheeked warbler populations. Fort Hood also is conducting a banding project. Both studies are

in their second year.

Fexas Parks and Wildlife Department: Involvement in the Habitat Conservation Plan and the
Conservation Management Guidelines has helped to move species recovery activities forward.

The Nature Conservancy: The Hill Country Bioreserve, under development by this Fish and
Wildlife Service partner, includes a majority of the species' range

Recovery Plan Status:

Plan approved 9/30/92.

Northern Prairie Wildlife Research Center

Adlife
wildlife/r

http://www.npwre. usgs. dendchry. htm

P s
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ZUSGS

Northern Prairie Wildlifs Research Center

Status of Listed Species and Recovery Plan
Development

Golden-cheeked Warbler
Dendroica chrysoparia - Endangered

Texas

Pheso Don Blens |

Grolden cheehed W arbles

Current Status:

Threats include habitat loss due to urbanization and other land use practices, as well as nest
parasitism by the brown-headed cowbird.

Achievements:

Establishment of the Balcones Canyonlands National Wildlife Refuge has begun with the purchase of

hittp://www.npwrc. usgs. gov/resource/wildlife/recoprog/states/species/dendchry . htm 1/10/2005

Endangered and Threatened Species Recovery Program Page 1 of 2

#USGS

Northern Prairie Wildife Research Cerrter

Status of Listed Species and Recovery Plan
Development

Black-capped Vireo
Vireo atricapillus — Endangered

Texas

Bk capped Vneo 3

Current Status:

Loss of habitat to urbanization and other land uses, and nest parasitism by the brownheaded cowbird,
continue to pose threats to the blackcapped vireo in Texas.

Achievements:

Cowbird control scems responsible for increased vireo nesting success in two populations, one at Fort
Hood Military Reservation and one at Kerr Wildlife Management Area. Formal section 7
consultations have been completed for a variety of projects; all resulted in no-jeopardy biological
opinions and all reasonable and prudent measures recommended were accepted, The Black-capped
Vireo Recovery Plan also has been completed. As a result, the Fish and Wildlife Service is working
with the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, Soil Conservation Service, and others to formulate
conservation idel for private land. 5. In addition, Travis County, the city of
Austin, The Nature Conservancy, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, Audubon Society (Travis

http:/www.npwre.usgs, gov/resource/wildlife/recoprog/states/species/vireatrt. htm 1/10/2005



Endangered and Threatened Species Recovery Program
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County Chapter and the Regional Office in Austin), and others are cooperating with the Fish and
Wildlife Service on a Habitat Conservation Plan for the vireo and six other species in the Austin area.
A bond election approved $22 million for the purchase of Resolution Trust Corporation tands to
preserve habitat for these species. Also, the Fish and Wildlife Service is purchasing land for the
Balcones Canyonland National Wildlife Refuge, which will protect habitat for the vireo and other
rare species.

Current Recovery Needs:

Actions necessary to recover the species include cowbird control, continued monitoring of vireo
populations, and habitat restoration and management. Research needs include examining the
biology/ecology of vireos on their wintering grounds, determining the effects of nest predators on
reproductive success, and defining habitat requirements.

Section 6 Funding and Activities:

The Texas Parks and Wildlife Department received $30,000 in FY 1992 for vireo surveys and
management, including cowbird control, on State lands.

Partnerships

Department of Defense: For 6 years, the Department of Defense has been involved in black-capped
vireo activities. Fort Hood Military Reservation and Camp Bullis have been monitoring vireo
populations. Fort Hood also is conducting a banding project, controlling cowbirds, and experimenting
with cattle removal from selected areas to determine the impacts on nesting success.

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department: The Department is conducting vireo surveys and
management, including cowbird control, on State lands.

The Nature Conservaney: This organization is developing the Hill Country Bioreserve, which
includes part of the vireo's range.

Recovery Plan Status:

Plan approved 9/30/91.

Northern Prairie Wildiife Research Certer

1/10/2005

report the GPS unit model and its accuracy, and if any real time correction or post
processing was done.

The above methodology is limited to determining the presence/absence of golden-
cheeked warblers and black-capped vireos. It does not provide sufficient data to
determine bird densilies or tesritories. The results of surveys must be reported (as
described above) to the U.S. Department of Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service in the
annual permit report whether or not the survey detected any target species.

If bird densities or territorial mapping is needed then the methodology described by the
Committee (1970) should be followed. The following exceptions apply: (1) the entire
project area will be censussed, not 2 sample plot; (2) all detections on the edge of the
project area will be recorded even if more than half of the territory is off the project area;
(3) the survey scason is as described above; and (4) the time spent per visit and the
number of visits should be sufficient to document the densities of the target species and
suspected territories in the project area. Reports should include the information discussed
above (for presence/absence reports) as well as the focations of all bird detections (by sex
and age if identifiable), nests (if incidentally), contemporaneous detections, etc,
registered on 7.5 min quad maps (or larger scale) as established by the Committee.
Actual locations should be mapped rather than indicating territories or areas of use.
Suspected territories could be mapped in addition to actual locations. Descriptions of
habitats found on the site, whether or not birds were located in it, must also be included
in the report. 1 available, you may include this information in the same format described
in the first paragraph of this section,

10.  Exceptions to this methodology may be allowed only through coordination with and
approval of the Austin U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service Office.

Field Supervisor
.S, Fish and Wildlife Service
10711 Burnet Rd., Suite 200
Austin, Texas 78758
(512)490-0057/(512)490-0974 (FAX)

LITERATURE CITED
international Bird Census Committee. 1970, An International standard for a mapping method in
bird census work recommended by the Intemational Bird Census Committee. Audubon
Field Notes. 24(6): 722-726.
Robbins, C.8. 1981, Bird activity levels related to weather. Pp. 301-310. jn C.J. Ralph and J.M

Scott {eds.). Estimating numbers of terrestrial birds. Studies in Avian Biology No. 6.
Cooper QOmithological Society, Lawrence, Kansas.
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MINIMUM PROCEDURES FOR DETERMINING THE PRESENCE/ABSENCE OF
GOLDEN-CHEEKED WARBLERS AND BLACK-CAPPED VIREOS
Last updated 04/3/02

Endangered Species Permits must be obtained from FWS - Region 2 Office in
Albuquerque (Stephanie Weagley 505/248-6663 or email FW2_TE_Permits@fws.gov)
prior to work in occupied endangered species habitat. Texas Parks and Wildlife
Department also requires persons working on endangered species to obtain a permit
(512/389-4800). If there is a question about whether a permit is needed for conducting
work in endangered species habitat, please call the Austin U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Office at 512/490-0057.

The survey seasons are as follows:

Black-capped vireo - April 10 to July 1* and
Golden-cheeked warbler - March 15 to May 15.
* A minimum of 50% of the surveys for the BCV must be conducted between April 10 and May 31

We recommend survey times start 30 minutes before sunrise. All surveys must be
completed by one o’clock in the afternoon.

A minimum of five visits with no more than 1 visit within any 5-day period.

Total survey time should be a minimum of 4 hours per 100 acres of habitat per visit
(habitat is defined in the U S. Department of Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service's
“Guidance Concerning Review of Endangered Species Habitat”, Revised April 1994).

Surveys should be conducted on days when weather conditions are suitable for the
detection of bird singing, Robbins (1981) makes recommendations for acceptable limits
of weather conditions and optimal ditions for 1 ing i Robbins (1981)
recommends a wind speed of 12 mph as a generally acceptable maximum for satisfactory
count results.

A minimum of 1hour per visit is need regardless of the size of the site.

Taped or play back recordings of BCV or GCW or screech owl calls may be used only
after the above methodology (5 visits, 4 hours/visit) have been exhausted and no birds
have been located. Tapes must be used judiciously to avoid behavioral impacts. Tapes
must be used to verify negative results (absence of target birds).

Reports must include date and year, weather (e.g., wind speed, temperature,
precipitation), start and end time, number of birds heard or observed (to include absence
of birds from a site}, site name, whether tapes were used and observers’ name(s). Two
maps (7.5 min quad maps only) must be included in the report. One map of the site with
location of the project area and the survey routes and another map with the bird
detections as described by the International Bird Census Committee (Committee) (1970).
Descriptions of habitats found ou the site must also be included in the report. If
available, also include GPS location information. Data collected in lat long (decimal
degrees), NAD 83 is preferred. 1f collected in an altemate coordinate system, please
report the coordinate system and datum the information was collected in. Also, please
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ﬁﬂuﬁt of l\zpresmtatiheg SUBCOMMITTEE O FOREIEN OPERATIONS Janwary 10, 2005
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January 10, 2005

Ms. Victoria Rutson, Chief
SEA Section

Surtace Transportation Board
1925 K Street § W
Washington, D

‘The Honorable Vernon A. Williams

§8t;etﬁr¥ smeoortation Board . Re: FD) 34284
suriace L ransporta ton Boar Vulcan Materials/SGR project
1925 K Street NW S o

Medina County, TX

Washington, D.C. 20423

Case#: 2028573 Dear Ms Rutson;

Dear Secretary Williams: Enclosed are several items for submission for the EIS for the above referenced project.:
Please find enclosed correspondence form my constituent, Dr. Robert T. Fitzgerald, President of e . SR . " < Rini (3 , N N .
the Medina County Environmental Action Association (MCEAA). Dr. Fitzgerald on behalf of 2"‘1)1(1; includes the information requested by Ms. Rini Ghosh at the public meeting of December 2,

the MCEAA members has requested that | submit the following documentation to the Surface
Transportation Board for consideration of the proposed construction of the Vulcan Materials,

Southwest Gulf Railroad Company's rail line in Medina County. We are asking our U. 8, Congressman, Henry Bonilla, to submit this to you for us.

I thank you in advance for your consideration and cooperation through this process. Please Thank you for your consideration.

review this matter and respond to me at my San Antonio district office. My District Director,
Mr, Richard Martinez and Constituent Liaison, Gabriel Iozano, are working with me concerning

this matter; should you have any questions regarding the MCEAA's enclosed documentation
please feel free to contact my San Antounio office. W? ?2

Sincerely,

Robert T. Fitzgerald, President
Medina County Environmental Association, Inc.

Enci:

Informaiion on historical features, Quihi area - Blue Book
Map of population

File of letters from individuals

Flooding information and photos

HRB:gl
Enclosure
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QUIHI
A Compilation of the
Ouili is one of the four original tewns (all four were settied by the famaous Henet Casiro and his agents) H ] i
that was iy exisience i Meding Counny in the 1846°S, the era of European settlers coming 1o the new Hlstory and HleOf'lcaI Features
Republic of Texas . The other tirce tosns were D' Hamis. Castron ille, and Vandenbure. Vandenbure is no of Quihi, Medina County, Texas
lenger it existence. When there was ne longer warer for the seitlers there. they relocated 10 another area
south. New Fountain, In 1848, here were no other towns in Texas that were west of San Antonio except
these four towns, as per the 1848 [ De Cordova map of Texas. The historical impariance of Quibi cannot
be overemphasized
Quibi’s origins go back even further than the 18405, as i was named by the indians « ho inhabited and
visited the arca The nanie “Quily”™ (pronounced Kwee-hee) was a derivition of the indian word for the INDEX
Mexican eagle which profiferated jn the Quile area because of the abundance of game and water at Quili
e Even before the times of Castra’s Setders in 1844, Quibi was a known place an the route (General
Walls Roud. shown on J. DeCosdona Map} from Mexico 1o San Antonio traveled by Mexican soldiers and 1. Map of Medina County in 1848, from J. DeCordova map of Texas
others. Apparemiy, the only remaining portion of General Wolls Road is the part that goes through Quiki
Indeed, the Iocation of mavy of the country roads in the Quili and New Fountain area are unchanged 2. Map of Quihi in 1870, as surveyed by Charles DeMontel

since the tite of the early setilers. These s continne w0 be nnpaved because the frequent flooding of

the creeks in the area makes paving difficuli. if not inpossible. to keep. The eitizenry doesn’t nund too

much though. They just hunker down in their homes and wait for the flood waters on the roads 1o subside. 3. General Wolls Road

Many consider it a small price (o pay to live in a charming. listoric area They are used to the flooding

patterns and have buitt their homes accordmgly. just as the carly settlers did. Even a small change m the 4 “History of the Settlement of Quihi”, by Rudolph Schorobiny, 1879
flooding patterii would be disastrous 1o the present papulation, as wetl as the historic features of Quihi ) ! !

Almost all of the setilers homes, which ave limestone cottages built in the European Alsatian styvle, were

built very close to the creeks (i their floedplains) for mvailability of water. In the immediate Quihi area, 5. “Historical Map of the Quihi Area”, by Richard W. Batzen, 1970
the water wells are shallow and many were hand-dug by the sertlers, and some still in use today. The
creckbed is dotted with artesian springs. . B . . f

6. Survey of Quihi/New Fountain Historical Sites & Features, by the
OTHER MAPS Quihi/New Fountain Historical Society

The map of the origival townsite of Quihi is being further researched. Some descendents still own their
properties in the own. Also, we were very fortunate to be able 1o include the map of R W. Balzen. He
noted aver 200 sites of past and present features of the area.

DATA COMPILED BY THE QUIHT & NEW FOUNTAIN RISTORICAL SOCTETY

A special thanks goes to the Quiki and New Fountimn Historical Society for the material in Scction 6
The Quihi New Fountain Historical Societv (Q&NFHS). which was farmed 1o identifv, photograph, and
document the historical featres of the Quiki/New Foumain area. Fortunately, this area has many
descendants alive to relaie the stovies of their ancestors. Thus far, there are over 60 sites identified and
marked on the accompanying map. and s in essence raw data 10 be further described and otherwise
“fleshed out™” with the “Quihi Story™. This is an ongong process of talking to the remaining descendents

of the early settlers and compiling previoushy written data, letters, diaries, etc.. Several sites and locations prepared by A/yne Fftzgera/d for
have not yet been shown ou the list. notably locations of the hand-dug wells, General Wolls Road (CR The Medina County Environmental Action Association, inc
4516}, other early ronds. as well as other strwctures. The final work will encompass and illustrate the lives 1 ’8 05‘

and rimes of the Quihi/New Fountain Cormmumities, Work is undersvay to obtain official state and federal
designation as a historic district. This area nust be preserved as a community. for it is a prime example of
the carly Texas settiers fronticr culture
Suggested reading:
Alvne Fitzgerald 99 9
The Medina County Enviranmental Association. Inc. PR N ’
’ Quihi”, pages 132-137 of The History of Medina County,
by the Castro Colonies Heritage Association, Inc.
(third printing - 1994)
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QUIHI, TEXAS. Quihi is at the intersection of Farm Road 2676 and
BROWSEL Quihi Creek, nine miles northeast of Hondo in northeastern Medina
TRy County. [t was laid out on Quihi Lake in 1845 by Henri Castro® and
named for the white-necked Mexican eagle buzzard, the quichie or
FONTRIBUIT keechie. In March of 1846 1en families of Alsatian immigrants from
Bihs LRI Castro's colony® arrived at the site and erected shel ithin a week of
their arrival Indian raiders killed two of the familics, and the setilers /e Q‘;w,,
erected a brush fortification as a defense against further incursions. Indian
TEEDBACK raids continued to plague the settlement until the 1870s. Other emigrant e
settlers from Alsace and East Frisia settled in the community in the 1840s M@Mfm,
and 1850s. The Bethlehem Lutherag Church was organized in 1852, and a
Hrathon post office opened in Quibi in 18547 The first private school opened in the 7"’/:"{/' V(f?ﬁ;
NI community in 1856, Though the post office closed in 1872, the 7
commurity established the first public school in Medina County in 1874,
In keeping with their European heritage, Quihi residents formed the Quihi
Schuetzen Verein in 1890, In 1994 it was known as the Quihi Gun Club
and had 1,000 members drawn from all over Medina County. In 1907 a
new school building was erected two miles west of the community. When
Quihi school clused in the 1930s, the building was converted to a
community center for the town. In the 1940s Quibi had two businesses, a
church, and an estimated twenty inhabitants. By the 1960s the town's
population was estimated at 100, and in 1969 the community had a
church, a cemetery, and scattered dwellings. Quihi's population was still
estimated at 100 in 1990,
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WOLL ROAD-1842

Named for Mexican General Adrian Woll who used it 10 invade Texas in 1842

Probably was on old Spanish road once used 10 connect San Antonio with the Missions
located near Camp Wood.

Was later used as a smuggler’s road during the late Spanish-Mexican period,

Ran about two miles north of Castroville, crossing the Medina at what is now Flat rock
and running west towards Quihi Lake. Ran north of present day Hondo (crossing by L.L.
Whites property near YVandenburg). Turned south between Sabinal and Uvalde and
headed towards Presidio Rio Grande (between Eagie Pass and Del Rio).

Also known as the Canon Road.
Establishment of Castroville and Castro Colonies zllowed for a more direct road from

San Antonio which ran to the south of the Woll Road (basically following Highway 90).

WOOL ROAD-1846

Named for US Army General John Eilis Wool who used it to march from San Antonio o
the Rio Grande in 1846,

Followed what is now Highway 90 and crossed at Castrovilie Ford (located on grounds of
Landmark Inn), Then followed road to Quihi, Between Castroville and Quihi it
intersected the Woll Road and then continued on its route west to Vandenburg and points
west,

Later becarne the route known as the San Antonjo-El Paso Road. Road split just before
Uvalde (Fort Inge) to the south (Eagle Pass) and to the west (Fort Clark and El Paso).
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Source: Sketches-File 28 Bexar District, Casto’s Colony, Recd. September 1851, Medina County, File #2
General Land Office, Austin.

Note: Draftsman confused Woll with Wool.

Page B-129



Detail of General John E. Wool’s Route 10 the Rio Grande 1846.

HISTORY OF THE SETTLEMENT OF QUIHI
By Rudolph Schorobiny

Below we give a very interesting account of the early settlement of Quihi, situated
thirty-five miles west of San Antonio, written by Mr. Rudolph Schorobiny, one of its
best citizens, Mr. S. was the first farmer in that neighborhood to successfully grow a
crop of onions in that settlement, and is known for his intelligence and worth. We
commend this article to prospective colonists, who can thus learn of the trials of the
early settlers in western Texas, and the bright picture of prosperity this little colony
presents today

How different the experience of the immigrant today: he finds no Indians to molest
him, and the schoolhouse and church already built, and the path of the wilderness
blooming with civilization.

Quili, Medina Co., Texas,
Sept. 1, 1879

Lorenzo Castro, Esq.,

Dear Sir: T beg to acknowledge receipt of your favor of Aug. 15, as well as of the copies
of the Texas Sun you had the kindness to send me. In complying with the wish you
expressed that I should give you some information concerning the beginning of our
settlement at this place, I must rely upon your kind forbearance, as 1 have to write from
memory, not having made any written notes.

In the commencement of March, 1846, the first settlers, numbering about twenty-five
families, started for the new colony of Quihi, on the Quihi creek, ten miles west from
Castroville. It was a lovely landscape, encircled with mountain ridges of highly fertile
soil, with good water, and an abundance of building and fence material. To every family
a city lot of twenty acres was gratuitously given by the founder, Mr, H. Castro, apart from
the head right of 320 or 160 acres, Mr. Castro appointed two men, James Brown and
David Burnham, to provide the colonists with game, which abounded in the
neighborhood, and as they were experienced and practical men, t0 advise and superintend
the colonists. A Mexican by the name of Aug. Trevino proved himself very useful as
teamster and instructor in cattle raising, The agriculturists were furnished with corn meal
and bacon, together with some implements. Everything was progressing finely, and
everybody was busy to build houses and plant corn when a dreadful blow was dealt to our
Colony. The family of Brinkhoff consisting of five persons located in the so called lower
village, were murdered by Commanche Indians; which sad event caused a portion of the
colonists to leave the place, and move to San Antonio or other regions,

At this point you will pardon a slight digression from the subject proper, as I must briefly
dwell on an episode intimately connected with myself
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INTERSECTION OF
LLOWER QUIHI ROAD (CR 365)
AND GENERAL WALLS ROAD (CR 4516)

THE HISTORY OF THE SETTLEMENT OF QUIH!

In May, 1846, Dr. Acke, the brothers Homn, and myself, started from Houston to
Castroville, intending to join Castro’s colony; having settled at Quihi, we for a short time
tried farming; but none of us possessing either sufficient experience or means, this
agricultural society in consequence of trials, disappointments and sickness, quickly
dissolved, and we parted At this time, Augnst 1846, John Connor was forming a
company of rangers for the protection of the settlers against the redskins, which company
1joined at Castroville, the recruiting station.  Two months later we were enlisted in the
U. S. army for twelve months, and afier having done duty in western Texas and Mexico,
we were discharged at the end of one year. Having saved a few hundred dolars from my
pay, 1 settled on my head right in the colony of Quihi, where I married and again began to
farm, being, according to the notions of that time well provided with all the means of
living. Yet I had lived there hardly three months, when one day in February, 1848, a
troop of Lipans and Kickapoos entered our village in broad daylight, during my absence.
They murdered Bleasus Meyer, who was engaged in farm work, a few steps from my
place, and having robbed our house of everything, they forced my wife to ride away with
them. She however, had so much presence of mind, that after the distance of a half mile
she jumped from her horse and concealed herself in a neighboring thicket. The Indians
fearing pursuit, fired several arrows at her, one of which wounded her in the spine. Still
she was left so much strength, that she could reach the colony, where she found good
nursing at Mr. Baptiste Schmidt’s house, so that she recovered in a short time. Here I
consider it my duty to make mention of the kindness of Mr. Castro. From time to time he
visited our settlement, making inquiries about the condition of every settler, and trying to
alleviate their wants; hence, having become informed of my heavy loss, through the
Indians, he not only sympathized with me, but also presented me with a town lot of
considerable size in Quihi town, where we dwelt for six years till we removed again to
the place where the redskins had plundered us,

Pardon, dear sir, this deviation of mine, whereby I solely intend to do justice to Mr.
Castro’s often misjudged character, for through a friend of mine, Major Florian
Brauneck, who knew Mr, Castro intimately, 1 have become acquainted with the great
difficulties under which the founder of the colony labored; and 1 remember well that his
officers and agents many times failed to execute his generous aims in behalf of the
settlements, and frequently preferred their own individual aggrandizment to the
prosperity of the colony. Maj. F. Brauneck once expressed himself to me to that effect,
that Mr. Castro would never receive sufficient thanks or reparation for the great personal
sacrifices and considerable trouble which he incurred in founding his Texas colonies.

At first our colony made but little headway in agriculture, as the settlers lacked suitable
draught animals and necessary implements; moreover the continual danger of fear and
prevailing insecurity of life and property, caused by Indian raids, caused our settlers to be
despondent and apathetic, yet perseverance, as it will everywhere, carried us through our
troubles. The military road built from San Antonio to the Rio Grande, via Quihi, soon led



THE HISTORY OF THE SETTLEMENT OF QUIHI

to a marked improvement of our condition;, our productions found 2 good and ready
market at the forts which the U. S. Government erected along the Mexican boundary.
Our Quihi became a gathering place for the farmers of the neighborhood, and easily and
quickly acquired a stately church building, as well as a spacious school. The settlement
gradually began to expand; hundreds of acres were put under fence and plow; cattle
raising was a paying business, as the military posts required a large amount of beef every
year. Altogether, the period immediately preceding the rebellion was one of the highest
prosperity for our village and colony. Then came the civil war, and with it a period of
progression, as fields and habitations became desolated, and fell a prey to temporary
decay. Since then, however, our colony has quickly recovered from its deplorabie
effects, and has entered on a new era, of which we hope it will endure for many, many
years to come. Our village population is increasing steadily; our mode of agriculture is
being improved by the appliance of time-saving machines; cattle raising alone suffers
somewhat from losses through thieves and raiders. Everybody is busy now-—even those
who were lazy before, now vigorously take a part in the general activity of our
settlement. Thus we look forward to a happy future with hopefulness and cheerful hearts.
In conclusion, I may be permitted to state to you the present candition of our colony, as
far as regards its extent, its population, and its resources.

The lands which the founder of the colony ailotted to the several settlers lie from three to
four miles in every direction from the centre, represented by our village of Quihi,
altogether an area of more than 3000 acres is now in cultivation, of which two-thirds are
planted in corn, the rest in wheat, oats and other cereals and vegetables, and every year
additional acres of wild lands are again subjugated and reduced to cultivation. In
ordinary seasons the productiveness of our soil is such, that it will bring forth twenty-five
to forty bushels of com; ten to twenty bushels of wheat; fifty to seventy-five bushels of
oats, while under propitious weather these gains have often been exceeded. The
population may justly consider themselves the most prosperous and active in the whole
country. The colonists possess a considerable number of good agricultural machinery,
and broken draught animals. They always are in the enjoyment of perfect health, as the
climate is so very salubrious and mild, and they live in well-built and comfortable
dwellings. Schools and churches are numerous and liberally sustained, as they are justly
regarded the promoters of order and intelligence. The whole population of the colony,
amounting to about 600 heads is distributed as follows: Quihi 60 families; Soldiers’
Camp 20, New Fountain 15; M 's Settl or New Vandenberg 15; sum total 100
families. Finally I beg to subjoin the names of those persons who formed the first
beginning of the colony. Many of these have gone to their heavenly rest, among them not
a few who have met with an untimely end. Still, there are some yet living, who after hard
struggles and severe trials are now enjoying the fruits of their labors in peace and
contentment.

THE HISTORY OF THE SETTLEMENT OF QUIHI

In Nov, 1846 ten more families coming from East Frisia, joined the Quihi colony; but not
remembering the names of all, T herewith omit them from the names of the original
members. These were,~

BAPTISTE SCHMIDT JOHN RIEDEN
AM. REITZER JACOB RIFF

BL. MEYER V. BOHNEK AMP
H. GERDES H. WILPERS

H. GERSTING TAMES SIEVERS
B. BRUCKS FRITZ BAUER
BRINKHOFF WENING
BRICKMANN OPUS

DEUTERS JOHN TANCHER
H. SCHNEIDER RENSING
GASPER EISENHAUER
LOUIS KORN DR. ACKE

Yours respectfully,
RUDOLPH SHOROBINY

The Texas Sum, San Antonio, Texas, March, 1880.
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The QUIHI and NEW FOUNTAIN HISTORICAL SOCIETY
MISSION STATEMENT

The Quihi and New Fountain Historical Society has been formed
to help preserve the community’s character, individuality, and vitality
by recording the past and documenting the history
of

Quihi and New Fountain,
Medina County, Texas

There is no future without a past

Q & NFHS
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February 4, 2004
Preserving America's Heritage

Neecey Schulte

President

Quihi & New Fountain Historical Society

1901 22" 8t

Hondo, TX 78861

The QUIHI and NEW FOUNTAIN HISTORICAL SOCIETY Dear Ms. Schulte: *
On January 6, 2004, we received you letter regarding the proposed construction of a railroad
through the Quihi Creek Flood plain in Medina County, Texas, and its potential impact on

_ historic structures in the Quihi-New Fountain community. As we understand it, the proposed

= railroad is a 7 mile long rail line intended to serve an aggregate quarry that is et to be developed.

SHI'VEy Censtruction of the raiiroad will require approval of the Surface Transportation Board (STB), and
ihi ; : in Citn. is thus a federal undertaking requiring review under Section 106 of the Nationat Historic
Quihi and New Fountain Historic Sites Freservation Act (NHBA) (16 US.C. 4700

We have discussed the project with Rini Ghash of the Surface Transportation Board (STB) and
she informs us that the project proponent, the Southwest Gulf Railroad Company, is working with
the Texas Historical Commission to draft a Programmatic Agreement for this project, and that

. X . . ) representatives from the locat community have been invited to participate as consulting parties in

Cynthia Lindsey, Chronicler the develop of this d Pre ic Agreements may be developed for Federal

undertakings pursnant to the ACHP's regulations at 36 CFR 800.14(b), to tailor the Section 106
review process to the specifics of a large or complicated project. Because of the high level of
local interest and controversy concerning this project, the ACHP has informed STB that we will
participate in the consultation on this Programmatic Agreement. We have not yet received a copy
of the draft Programmatic Agreement or other information from the STB, but expect that it will
be provided soan

We very much appreciate your concern with the protection of historic values associated with the
historic communities of Quihi and New Fountain, and your offer to provide me with a guided tour
of the proposed project. Although our agency will at some point want to hear directly from your
organization and other local groups, a visit to the project site right now would be premature.
Since our responsibility in the Section 106 review process is to provide comments to the Federal
agency official (that is, $TB), we will need to coordinate any visit.to the project area or meeting
Q & NFHS with local organizations with the STB. Once we have had a chance to review a copy of the
proposed Programmatic Agreement and background documentation provided by STB, we will let
you know if a site visit is possible. Although we appreciate your offer to cover my travel
expenses, | am afraid that our ethics rules prohibit ACHP staff from accepting travel fuads fmm
consullmg pames other than Federal agencies an

There is no future without a past

3

ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC PRESERVATION

12136 West Bayaud Avenue, Suite 330 » Lakewood, Colorado 80228
Fhone: 303-969-8110 » Fax: 303-9¢

ir interest in this undenakmn and Your offer to prowdc us
quesucns cr wish to dlSLLSs things further, please fee! frec | (o

" Carel Legard
Program Analyst

Western Office of Federal Agency Programs
o\/evsxzco{ o oy

bistoric  sifes  of  Guih
aond N ewo FOM&&L«\ 4vo

lecae Yo <can. f{lease condact

e Se cAon oF Enwvi ronmo/\j,d

Anddy sis 4o view a Copy.

B

Page B-135



Quihi & New Fountain Historicai Sites  Page 1

# Description brate Compieted
i Bohien Place - originally an Eckhart place 9123103
2. Stormhill School 1/30104

-3, Andrew Oefinger — Old house-has a plaque
Christian Oefinger 1918
-4 Edson & Shirley Oefinger - Henry Schuehle place-
Built 1874 - sold to Rzee? Then to Andy Oefinger.
0ld Bader House-Paulus Oefinger lived there.
-5, Balzen and Schulte Place — owned by Eric Oefinger

- 6. Oscar Bader Place-built in 1860 by Andrew Oefinger
Current owner Furmann.

7. Old Willie Schweers Place 9/23/03
8. Schuehle/Saathoff Place-National Register of Historic Places 9/23/03
9. C.J. Pichot — Old Saathoff Place

10.  Willie Schweers family cemetery. 9/23/03
11.  Willie Schweers old family house. 9/23/03
12, George Heyen Place- Now owned by Ivy

13, Browning house — now owned by Hosley

14, Browning small house w/slits in windows-owned by
Hosley.

15, Stone house — caving in ~ was grocery store 9/23/03
16 Home on corner —next to #15 — Alfred Schulte

17. Old house ~ Used to be Post Office and Court House 9/23/03
Dog Trot House

2o

stigue house -- Amil Bochle lived there - Old Dairy

9123103

Quihi & New Fountain Historical Sites - Page 4

# Description Date Completed

60.  Gabehardt, Jim - Indian house

61, Four Mile Water Hole-Gerdes T4 Ranch 1/30/04
62.  William Dorman’s Garage

63.  William Dorman’s House

64, Quihi Lake

65. Sears Catalog Home —~ Max Walden

Quihi & New Fountain Historical Sites ~ Page 3

# Description Date Completed
39. Old Shirobiny Hill-house and Cemetery 10/10/03
40, Old George Wiemer Place-Shirobiny survey 9/23/03
41, Alfred Saathoff Place-Grossenbachers-Smokehouse 1/30/04

Was indian fort-see bullet holes and slit windows
42, House next to 41 .- was Jimmy Gray

43, Guinther’s Place-rock house falling down

44, 0Old Metzger Place - Stage Coach Stop 1/30/04
44A.  Old Metzer Place — Flour Mill 1/30/04
45. Joe Balzen Farm 1/30/04
46.  New Fountain Church 9/23/03
47, Frank Fournieer Jr, 9/23/03
48, Gerdes T4 Ranch 9/23/03
49.  Willie Tampke 10/23/03
50. Leslie & Charlitte Crow ~ Wiemiers Place 9/23/03
51.  August Brucks Place - Currently Culpeppers 9/23/03
52.

53. Christian Fous house 10/10/03

54.  Amy Saathoff’

55.  Louis Gerdes 10/23/03
56.  Henry Liessberg ? ' 10723/03
57. Heyo Schweers — current owner Max Walden 10/23/03
58. Old Muennik Gin 1/30/04

59. Grave site - Outside Church yard

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

county_Aedia e cy_ (5 by Ownership: O Publc #Fvate
property Name Alice 4 é/fnn Bohlen vsoicrame _Fekbart Plac e

Address Lo RO FIN 26 Flr Zipcose 788 /.

Mistorical designations (if any): O National Register (Individuatly) () Nalional Register District. name . _

[} Recorded Texas Historic Landmark O State Archeologicat Landmark 0 Locat designation

For archeological sites, enter site name/number for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.” |

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

e |
Estimated date of ! ion [850) sascnnecypuier tinomy__E ¢ k_ha e T |

Why is Whis property important to your community? OT 1'5,7 Lad ( settiee

in whai aspeci{s) of Texas history has this property piayed a role? (check all that apply)

0 Agriculture f!(rohi\ecxum 0 Archeology O At Q Commerce T C icati G Community planning and

# Consarvation @ Economics O Educaon O Engineering 01 Enterainmentirecreation GrEihnic heritage
@rExplorationisettiament Tl Healtvmeicine O industry O Invenlion 0 Landstape architecture C Law (1 Literature
1 Maritime history O Military 0 Performing arts Q Philosophy O Palilicsigovernment 0 Religion  Q Science

@Socil history T Transportation  ©) Other, specity

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threst: © Neglect méveiapmen! E’{amage {Le. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) 0 Major afteration 0 Retocalion

s the property currantly vacant? __AJD i yes, how long? !
Brielly describe the pature and immediacy of the thieat _J/ur /eezeq Ll H A P4 ;
putzred Frailioo d iibich 77, Z blher Epesion 7, »’jﬂ/a

hat do you Whink would help atieviale the threat? Deny pepmil g2

i
i
|
l

4, CONTACT INFORMATION {(for person completing form}
A

Name f 2y ng Z. o

ndaress R0 O Y5 L

2% om0z Fax

7 / !
hat MMM_MMLM/
a thoads 7X PELC L I
emat Meve Lo e & fune. owen

i
i

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Page B-1 36 Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Atn: HELP, P.O, Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@the. swte.x.us :

Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at 51274635853 ar history@he state.tx.us




BOHLEN Hause - 6220 FM 2676

7 2~
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM
1. IDENTIFICATION

’

County _ JeDs st oy _ Moame TEX
Property Mame Q/&Pé/c’i (Qw 11 6. Apw L visone name
noess M, Al 7l Vi 20 #/0) O?W Zip code E&#_h_

Historical designatians (if any). (I National Register (Individually) (2 National Register District, nasme

TEIEy  ownership £ Public 0 Private

O Recorded Texas Historic Landmark (3 State Archeological Landmark O Local dasignation

For ical sites, enter site foc “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate focation for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Ocy

Esiinaled date of i 7-5/ il i {il knowm}
Why is this property important to your community? @J&MMQM/«/ [ 2%
G Chiid candl S Hoaa CnTy af palrrgvidal, oL s
Lepae ol ) ot golg o Siny Eict i g il

\}ééﬂ/ At ” 4

in"what aspect(s) of Texas history has this property played a role? (check all that apply)

|
1

Q Agriculture € Aschitecture O Archeology © A 0 Commerce T C O Community planning and

@ Conservation () Economics X Education G Engineering 0 Entertainmentirecreation ) Ethnic heritage
Q Exploraton/setiement O Healtimedicing O Industry Q2 lnvention O Landscape architecture O Law © Literalure
O Maritime history & Mititary O Pertorming arts £ Philosophy O Politics/govermment 0 Religion T3 Sclence J

@ Social hislory ) Taansportation O Other, specily

3 ENDANGERMENT

Threat; [ Neglect O Development O Damage (i.e. naturat disaster, vandalism, arson) O Major alteration 0 Relocahon
W yes, howlong? ¢ T ¢

Briefly descrie the nature and immediacy of the threat

(s the progerty currently vacant?

Whal do you think would help alleviate (he threat?

4 CONTACT INFGRMATION (for person completing form)
Dy P lilll o
- Py
nddress o /- /47,7‘\"7~’ i
z >
prons 2C- Y2 0-3 T3S Email

o540, < g 78 3L T

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O, Box 12276, Austin, TX 7871 1-2276 or help@the.state.ix.us
Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at $12/463-5853 or history@the.state.lx.us
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION
_ANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

/R city D, TExA6 78 XEs  ownershi £Pubic O Brivate
= [Qw 1551 S5 rbow L vistric name
Tl fewon sl toose ZESL,

Q National Register (\ndividually) Q Nalional Reglster District, name

) Recorded Texas Historic Landmark (I State Archeological Landmark L) Local designation

= ite name/numbar for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address "

. cupau’on/_g l.f i iider (if known),
U COMMUNItY? 22 g e el
— e J 3 % -

Z ”zﬁ///w o ing) &Mttt @B i o ) oy g2l

= has this property played a foie? {check all that #pply)

Archaviogy O At (3 Commerce 0 C weat ge] planning and

#X Education O Engineering 1) Entenainmentrecreation O Ethnic heritage
ftvmedicine (3 Industry Q) Invention ([ Landscape architeclure O Law [ Literalure

o jng arts © Philosophy O

U Religion 0 Science

zon © Other, specity

—menl 0 Damage {i.e. natural disaster, vandaism, arson) O Major altesation O Relocatian
gl
TLh iy, nowlong? __/ Fe

warnediacy of the threat:

wiate the threal?

(for person completing form)
S el o
2N o
'

- Emait

= NCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

ssiorical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or heip@the.state.tus
== History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at §12/463-385) or history@ihe statex us

April 1983

UFPER QUIHI SCHOOL

The Upper Quihi School was established in Quihil in 187%, where it
remalned t11l 1910 when it was moved to/the present place, It is a
two~room building conforming to state plans,

For a number of years the school functioned as a rural high school
doing nine grades of work, but then due to scarcity of scholastics the
school employed but one teacher and was classified by the County Board
as an intermedlate school doing seven grades of work,

’ Special attention was given to health, agriculture, and vemmanshivp,
though the other branches, such ag arlthmetle, reading, srvellling,
history, geography were by no means neglected,

The school entered in County Meets, winning the entire meet one year,
Over four hundred students or scholastics attended this school. Thirty
teachers taught in the school throughout the years.

The school closed August 30, 195k when the Upper Quihi School, then
in District ¥0. 5, consolidated with the Hondo and Castroville School
Distriet,

Ihe building still remains and is used for community soclals and

meetings.
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April 1983
UPPER QUIHI SCHOOL

Upper Quihi School was & two room bullding with & hall-way in the
center used as a librery and a stage for programs,

There was & stable near by as the students ceme in buggles, glgs,
horssback or on donkeys, A few of them walked to school,

The water for the school came from a well about one hundred yards
across the road, Students were asked to get the drinking water in
buckets and place them on the front porch where the cups were dipped
into the buckets, Never had more than four tin cups. Everyone shared
the cups and lucklily nobody got sick from dipping into the bueket and
drinking out of the same cup., At a later date the water was piped from
the well to the corner of the school house and a fountain installed.

The rest rooms were in the ocutdoors.

The school house was hested with & Wood heater, The wood pile was
across the road, The students were asked to get the wooed and keep a
supply in the room,

The cleaning of the school was also lef't up to the students, They
were asked to do the sweeping, dusting aend cleaning of the blackboards.

The County Superintendent would come %o visit the school on occaslons,
This weg & time when all the students were on their best behavior, as
most of them were afraid of the superintendent.

The teachers stayed in neighbors homes.

The students had time for play during the morning and afternoon
recess and during the lunch hour, Some of the games played were: Hide
and Seek, Basebsll, Volley Bell, Basketball, Handy Over, Stealing Base,
Marblesg, Seesaws, Swings, Chin-Bar and Round, Round Take Your Hole,

For fund ralsing projects they had plays, box suppers, btamale suppers

and auctions,

I I I R I AT I I T
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PRO

o

ting e g —
PERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

represent unique examples of architecture of frontier life Collectively these hmes
should be preserved before they are razed. ey

in

wnai aspectls) of Texas nistory has tis propery played 8 role? (check al thal apply)

County Medina Ciy __Quihi Ownership: Q Pudlic 3 Private {
Property Name _HENTY Schweers/Joanna Muennink
Address County Road 365 (no #) Hondo ,  TX 2ip code 78861
Histarical desigriations (if any): Q) National Register (individually) Q Nallonal Register District, name .
Q Recorded Texas Hislodc Landmark O Slale Archeploglcal Lanamerk & Local gesignation
For ar sites, enter site ber for “Praperty Name™ and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”
2. PROPERTY HISTORY
1858-59 o]
Esiimaled date of Aeehil (rkoowmy___Ca8tCN Meyer
by J3 this property smportant 1o your comme~ivy _This Property, along with many other homes in_th
m&. area, wasbuﬁ.tby German grants sponsored by Henry Castro in 1840-1850. They
i

O Agriculture R Architecture 0 Acchealogy [ A1 O Commerce O Communications £ Community pianning and develapment

QC a Q Education O [} &f Ethnic heritage

| Q T ine O Industry O invention () Lendscape architecture O Law QO Literature

Q Manime history 0 Military O Performing arts O Philosophy O Polltca/govemment 0 Relfigion O Sclence i
O Social hislory 0 Tronsportalion Q) Olher, spacify }
3. ENDANGERMENT %

Threa: D Neglect U Development D Damage (Le. nalura Gisaster, vandallsm, arsen)  §g Majer alieraton O Reiocation

is

ager“éa&“ibemwmammwxyﬁmum"“ Valcan Materials & its subsidiary SWw Gulf RR
D

the propenty currendy vacant? __ Y €S If yes, nowiong? _Since about 1926

anning to construct a rail line near this & neighboring Alsatian

homes & make them vulnerable to flooding & destruction by wibration,

What dc you think would help alieviats the threat?

The solution is to¢ not build the rail line or move its locari

4.

mame DT . Robert Fitzgerald

Adaress 202 County Road 450 City/Stata/Zlp

Phone

|
!

CONTACT INFORMATION (for person cornpleting form)

Medina County Znvironmental
Action Associabion, Inc.

BI0-741-50404, $30-426-2060 amfity
Fax Emalt

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROFERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Aun: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 of help@the state tx.us

i b b ' Ssehie x U
Questions? Contacs the History Programs Division, Texss Historicel Commission o £12/463-5853 or history@ine sebiex us

TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSIO
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

couy Llechine oy (Geaihi Ownership: © Puslic & Private
propertyName L 1ndscy Farms wistorcname Uz hue ke~ Saath eeg Hou
pasvess 190 CR 4513, Hondn, Tx zipeode 7884 /

b TX-B3 0003 ¥
Historical designations (il any). KNational Register (individually) G Nalional Register District, name

= 00¥ Pl K Recorded Texas Historic Landmark £ State Archeologlcal Landmark 8 Lacal designation

For archealogical sites, enter site name/number for "Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Esiimated date of ion 1§50 {it knewn) Q bhuele gl ly
Why is this property impartant {0 your wr Az Fone sliuctiore associated withthe FiuaT
19% Ceatury Qermgn s lllcn so Thia area. The b s G cxe g te. OL

The Grebrleclucal and Ealtwral. LTea.dilisn Phe £ rie oo sailh 2

op S0 lh e sl TExGs

Jn what aspect(s) of Texas history has this property played a role? (chack all that apply)
#pgricuture (X Avchiteciure O Archeclogy G Art O Commerce O Communications O Communlty planning and development
O Conservation (1 Economics 1 Education (1 Engineering (2 Entertainmentiracieation 3 Ethnic heritage

™ i a O industry 03 invention ) Landscape architeciure (O Law O Literalure

Q Maritims history 0 Military O ing arts phy O QO Religion O Science

PSocial history  Q Transportation  Q Diher, specily

3. ENDANGERMENT

Trreat: X{Neglect X Development ) Damage (L. natural disaster, vandalism, arson)  © Major alteration (1 Retocation

is the propesty currently vacant? ¥ yes, howlong?___ T Y18,

Briely descrbe the nature and immadiacy of the threat: 7 ¢ 1 Gl Failovad bae gropessd. fo_taa
Trains & shoct distunc son iy Hoas, LN Canse 5t L rinergp it ditrage.
What da you think would help alleviate the teeat? Ke et rail lise 2o aree which do et b

S190/8icz. arictucad and caltacal \fac L

4, CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

Name &,{/}‘ﬂh/& Lindsec owaer o

Baibid by fougtain Wstorica! Soeicr

adaress PO Box 43 City L Honde, Tx 2880/
g0 Ry -sows e __at Ja emal__ QL lalbhi Qoo lcoem

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 787112276 or help@thc.state.x.us

Questians? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Comrnission at $12/463-5853 or history@the.state.ix.us Pa
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION
Counly lecte rn City MC//‘?/ Ownership: T Public 0 Private
Property Name _ Historic name

wisess CAE M2 Wc&) (K eitwad  mewn__PEEg

Historicai designations (il any}: () National Register (Individually) Q Natione! Register District, name .

0 Recorded Texas Historic Landmark O Siate Ascheological Langrmark 0 Local designation

Far sites, enter site ber for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimaled date of jon/ 552~ é2  known) Ll pmpanid [ [/ﬂJéMJ¢ st
this property important 16 your communily? e de Lee. 24/ &2, /F FP lk E 2L

% P Nernd b Mg LK TFp JfenTag
Bofn ppalisgels 7?

in what aspect(s) of Texas history has this property played a role? (cheek all that apply}

@ Ryicuture Drichitecture O Archeciogy [l Att O Commerce £ Commusnications © Commrily planning and development
g a jcs 0 Education 0 ing G i T Ethnic herttage
a " o fcine O industry 00 Invention [h-indscape architecture O Law O Literature

0 Maritime history O Miliary () Performing aris O Philosophy & Paiities/govemment O Refigion 0 Science
;»s{;ax history  © Transportation  © Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Negled [ Development [ Damage (i.e. naturai disaster, vandalism, arson) O Major alleration () Relocation

s the property currently vacant? ityes, i how long?

Brieby describe the natute and immediacy of the threat:

Whal 20 you ink would halp alieviate the threat?

4 CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

| nome 74{:{/, ’ P4 o ] .
i address 9?@ - Qﬂmj %_/ - B i
[ wonF B0 o P BRZS -

|
!
}
|

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY i

Subnit to; Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@the state.ix.us ;

Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Cammission a 512/463+5853 ar history@the state.ix.us [

vellg Uk
the W.E., part of the L. Huth, Survey No. Yen (10}, Abstract No. 468, makirng 1n all 74} acres,
more or less, being deseribed by metes and boums, as follows: Beginning at e stake and fence
coruer oa bhe South bank, of the Quihi Creek, the N.E, corner of seid Survey No. 7, A. Bartz; |
Thance South with the Kast boundery lines of gald Surveys No, ? and 10, 10M0.1 veres to a stake
1and fence corner; Therce West 6.8 varss to & stake, The nce South 126 varas to a stake far $,.E.
corner; Thence S, 37 degrees 40' W. 108 varss tc a stake 34 feet North of the McQuatter's field;
Thence West 29 varas to a stake; Thence North 47 varas to e stake; Thence Yast £27.7 veres to &
steke; Thence North D22 varas to 8 nr,ake, Thence West 243.8 veras to a stake wxier fence in

Eest llne of the Ernmest Niebenhoufsr fleld far upper 3.W. corner; Thente North 866.5 varas to

8 stake for N.W. corner; Thence Hast 450 varas to the place of begianing. Also, if the road e

ilong North line is sbandoned, then these lamis ere tG extend into the center of fuihi Creek.
To have and to hold the above described land and premises, together with all snd singular T';he
rights and eppurtenances therets in maywise belonging unto the sald ‘Alice Plebot, her hbelrs a:é

egsigns, forever, And I do hereby bind myself, my neir., executors and administratars to warrant
and forever defend, all aod singular the seid premises \HHCD the seld Alice Pichot, her heirs E

snd assigns, egainst every person whomsocever lswfully cleiming or to cleim the ssme or any par%%
thereof .,

However, this deed is made upon the cond_tion that the seld grantee, Alice Pichot, her heln

or assigns, shall pay to me sn annuel sum of Eighty ($80.00) Dollars during the balance of mf
Life, the £irst of such snnusl fnstalimemts to be due and payeble on or before the lst day of ‘

Jenuary 1947, end one of such inctellments shall be due and payable op or before the lst day of

Jenuary of each yeer thersafter until my deeth, If end when grambee, ber heirs or sssigns, shell

teil to pay eny of seid ennual instal

ments when dus, this deed, ab py option, shall immediately
termimte am be of o further force and effect, and the land, premlises and immrovements cwex{qd
by and included in this deed, shell automatically revert back, without any judiclal prcceedlrgfs,
to me, my heirs end easigns; and from and after the date of such defsult in the payment of an
of said enpuel instellments, the possession of sald land, premises end improvements covered byi
and-included in this deed, the sald grantee, ter heirs or essighs, shall be as a tenant at wuz‘j
subject to removal therefrom inen sctlon of forceible entry and detsiner and an order of DOS 8
ession issued thereunmer. i
After my death, this deed shall become sbeolute am the title to the lsnd, premlses end “"‘i
provements covered by thir deed shall be free pm clear of the aforesald copdition and of ullé
iiens, rights emd encumbrances existing by virtue hereof.
Hitness my hend this 19th day of November, 1546. ;
Loulse Saathofr ‘

The State of Texas, |
)
County of Medina, - )

Before me, the undercigned suthorivy, on this day parsope lly appsared

01 ourvey No. ¥ 1n the rame of A. ¥artz, Abstract No. 92, and also 3% acres out of /{

Page B:14
J orde@ithe £nd day of December, A.D. 1946 at 2:45 o'elock

e e
Ly oz Loulse Sasthoff 70 Allce Pishot

e State of Texss, |

Gounty of Mediam, )  Kpow AlL men by these preserts: Thst [, Loulme Seatnoff, » feme eale,
widow, of Jueob £, Gesttoff, dacessed, of Medim County, Texaw, for snd in conslderstion of ¢
sus of One Dollsr asd the Love snd affection thet I beve for my deugnier, Alice Pichot, wifs o
5.3, Dichot, snd subject to Lhe conditlon heralnsfter stoted, have srented, moli snd oanvered
end by thess prasents do grant, sell ond convey unle the said Alles Piomot, of Medina County,
Texas, as her separste property il thab certein trect or presl o lsni situsted ln Medioe Co
unty, Texas, lylsg oo the waters of Quinl Creck, Emwn and designsted 0o the Mepr nné Records
lof Moo County, ss Sw-diviclon No. Ona (1}, centelaing soventy ons (71) scres, more or Lese
being Gut of Survey No. 7 i6 the (ame of A. Barts, Abstrect No. 92, sm aiso 3f acres out of
the N.B. part of the L. Huth, Suwvsy No. Fer (10}, Abstract No. 486, mekimg Lin all 74 sores,

nore or lsss, being described by metes nnd bounls, as follows: Beginnlng st s stake and feace

coTier on the South bank, of the Quihi Croek, the N.8, correr of seld Survey No. 7, A. Barts
Tbence Soutn with the Bast boundery lines of sald Surveys No. 7 mad 10, J010.1 verss to e azu;
snd fance carmer; Theme West 6.8 verss to & stake; Thehce South 16 varas Lo s stske for s.z.§
corner; Therce S, 37 degress 40' W. 106 varas to o steke 54 feet North of the McQuetter's fielp;

t
ihatce West 29 varas to & stake; Thence North 47 veras to a stexei Thece lasy 27.7 versa to g

ke Thencs North 322 veras 1o o btake; Thenoo West 343.8 vares Lo 8 stske under fence L

Bast iiae of the Ernost Nietenhosfer [leld for upper 8.¥. cormer; Thence North 866.5 vares to |

e staxe ror N.X. zorner; Thence Eest 450 verss Lo the place of bLeglonimg. Almo, if the rosd s
long North line ir sbundoned, them these lamds oe ©O extend Lpto the center of Quini Jreek. 1
| mo meve sm vo kel e eove Goscrived land ad premises, togather with ell end singuler ”P

irigntr an appurteranoes trersto In anywioe DGLOmLng unto the seid Allce Piehst. Rer helrs sm

lassigns, foreves. And I 4o hereby bind myself, my helrs, executors and amaipistrators e wercant
snd forever defend, nil erd sinGUieT the SAAd emises wnto the snld Alice Pichot, her heire !
Jond asSTgkS . @Ewi ST A¥AYY pATEOR WhomsOsver lAnfully clalmicg or o clalm tho same OF By pant
hereaf. 5
' However, Wis dsed Is mede upon the ound_Lion thal the sald gramtas, Alioe Plenot, bor helr

(Or assigns, shell py Lo me on anawm ) sun of Eignty ($80.00) Dollers curing the balence of ny |
JLfs, the £irst of such ansusl LngleliMems L0 bo due and payable on or bfore the Lt day of \
lanusry 1947, and one of such lretallments shall be dus and peyable on of before the lst dey o;r
Hsausry of each year thercefter until my desth. If 6nd when prantas, her heirs or ssigm, @eli
itail to pay sny of suld annai lostellsents ween Gus, tnix Geed, ot my option, smil e dto ey
; :ter\um:e it b of mw furtner force and effest, ard Mo lsnd, Frenises aud ineeovements covered
fby and tnclubed 1n tnis deed, snall sutomstically revart back, without sny judiclsl procesdirgd,
|to me, my helrs wid aasigne; and from sl efter the dute of such Gefault i Lha peyment of any,
‘nt sald annusl lostelimests, toe possession of seld laad, premises and improvements covercd u;!
jond Lacluded Le this ¢eed, the Sl grentee, her Mefrs or msrigrs, shall be me a tenent et iy
"sub]uc' to removal tberefrom in 8n Motion Gf forcpible entey ARd f4telner end an orier of posd-
(rESlon Losued thersuuier.

Afrer ny demth, this deed shall becops sbeoluwer ami the title o the Lend, Frenises an? im.

iprovemests covered by whir dsed £nsll be free emt clsar of the sforeseid ®rditida snd of 8l

ghte smt encunbrances axistiog By v rtus hereof.

RS

jitess, v

pess oy hued Uhbs L3th day of Mevember, 1946,

Loudse Saennoft

e Sunte of Taxae, )
! )
[County of Nedina, ) Before e, Lhu URAerriSned MIACFLLY, bn hls dey peraous iy epprared !

B et e e
wige Seathoff, a feme sole, widow of Jecob 5. Ssethoff, deceesed,

kpown Lo me Lo

\n whose mme 18 gubscribed to the foreging instrument, apd Bcknowledged to me that she eX-
suted the same for the purposes and considerstion thersin expressed. i
Given under my hand and seal of office, at Hondo, Texes, this 19th day of November, 1946,

3 Frgak X. Vance
Notery Public in end for Kedine County, Texss,

iled for record the 0th day of November, A.D. 1946 ev 3:20 o'clock F.M,

8.A. Jusgnan
County Clerk,Msdina County, Texes.
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For ical sites, enter site far “Property Nams” and UTM coordinates or approximate focation for “Address

/O

b TEXAS HISTORICAL commissia : ‘

1

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1 IDENTIFICATION

County ___MEDYIN; City __(IITHT . TEXA Ownership: Q1 Public X1 Private
Propenty Name __SCHWEER Histortc name ___SCHWEERS .
Adaress COUNTY_ROAD. 4512 Zip code 78861 .. .

Historical gesignations (if any) O National Register (Individually) © National Register District, name

Q Recorded Texas Historic Landmark  {J State Archeological Landmark Y0 Local designation

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estmated date of i il {if known), 1848

Why is this propesty important 1o your community? £ i hnad ~coLlondst 4

In what aspect(s} of Texas history has this property played a sole? {check all that appiy)

0 Agriculture O Archileckure 0 Achesiogy G At O Commerce QO Gommunications § Comimunlly planning ang development

ac a Q Educaion O i Q it i QI Ethnic heritage
Q a ine O Indusby O invention O Lanascape architecture (t Law  Q Literature
3 Maritime history ) Military Q ing arts (3 Philosophy O i Religion O Science

GSocial hisiory O Transportation  C Glher, specify . Bart of Castro colonists to Medina Count
3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: 0 Negiect ) Developmeni O Damage {i.6. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) 0 Major alteration [ Relocation

s the property currently vacant? _ Yog ifyes, i howiong? 3,

Briefly describe the nature and immediacy of the threal: 7.1 Matorial e

What do you think would help alieviate the tveal? _ Stop this . threat to-this-histoni e TR Y

4 CONTACT INFORMATION (for parson completing form)

name VERLYN MANGOLD, MEMBER OrganizationfAffi New OUTHT AN New Fountain Histoarical
rgares5411 Pawtuckat Ci —San- ABtenie, Py Society
Phone 121 0m344-0124F Emait

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

|
|
Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O, Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@ihc.sa@e.taus |
Questions? Contact ihe Histary Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at 512/463-5853 or history@ihc.state .us !
!

For ar

are glannzng to construct a rail line near this & neighboring Alsatian homes
Vilrérable to ooding & destruction by vibration from traing.

/7

TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSIONTE

ENDANGERED BISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1 IDENTIFICATION

County Medina City _ Quihi Ownership: O Public ® Private
Property Name __ Schweers' Homestead Historlc name
Address 685 County Road 365 Hondo, TX Zip code 78861

Historical designations (i any}: ©3 National Reglster (Individualty) 0 Nalional Register District, nama none
' @ Recordsd Texas Historlc Landmark O Stat Archoologieal Landmark B Local designation

ical sites, enter site for “Property Name" and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated date of 1870 achn ilder f known), unknown

Why i this propety important 1o your This property along with many other homes, built
by the original German settlers in this area, represents unigue architec-
ture. Also, these homes, schools, and churches represent an important

part of early Texas history. .

In what aspeci(s) of Taxas hislory nas this property played 3 role? (check aft hat apply) i

T agriculire 8 Archiecture 0 Archeology U At ©O Commaerce O Communications & Community pianning and development

Q Cor sor Ck 0 Educaton O o BEthnic hedlags
R Ot T ine O industry O Invention O Landscape srchitecture O Law O Litsrsture
Q Madtime hislory O Milllary O gars OF phy O O Religlon T Sclence

Q Sodal history 0 Transportation (3 Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Neglect [ Development () Damage (1.8, natural disaster, vandalism, arson) & Major alleration O Relocation
Is the property currenty vacant? Y €S W yes. howlong? __ 2% years
Briefly descibe e nature and Immeciacy of the thraal: Vulcan Materials & its subsidiary SW Gulf RR

Whal do you think would help alieviata the thraal?
The solution is to not build the rail line or move its location from this ar

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing farm)

name DT . Robert Fitzgerald O Medina County Environmental tip
Association, Inc.
agdress 202 County Road 450 Ci T. 78861
L8390 7415040 482914262060  emar__amfiteRearthlink.net
PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY I
Page B-141

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.0, Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@the.staic.ix us
. >
Questions” Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at $12/463-5853 or h&slow@lhc.srﬂlc s

|




T Publs € Pvate

Higloric namna

Zipcode

I Nationat Register (individually) T Mational Register Dislricl, narme

= nameinumbar for “Froperty Name” 4n

gostan s itder (f knoun),

this property playec

s=heslogy

L Giner, specity i

ot D Pamage e na

# vas i howiong?

XAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

County TY\ Qﬁhﬂ?,\‘ City o Gwnership: 13 Public @ Private
oy £ 1
Address 38 3 00 Rl WS e Zipeode 798 (o]

Historical designations (if any). O National Register (Individually) T} National Register District, name

Property Name Histarc name __ Gz R e\, Gk

Q Recorded Texas Historic Landmark () State Archectogical Landmark (3 Local designation

For ical sites, enter site for “Property Name" and UTM coordinates or appraximate location for "Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated date of i ion A HGD Gren iider (it knewn)___ ="
Why 1s this property imponant ta your 7 » \,‘t Q. Ld\{)yﬁs‘t& red Lo p = n?’\abl\

\ o
advuertuce bs Yelood weadd ooy e -
!

in what aspeclis) of Texas hislory has this property played a role? (check il that apply)

@gacutture O Architecture 0 Archeoiogy 3 An (3 Commerce 2 Communications Clé)mmuni!y planning and development

O C jon O ics O Education O Engineering 0 fon  -Eihnic heritage
o icine (3 Industy O fnvention 3 Landscape architeclure 3 Law CJ Literature
© Mariime history Q) Miltary Q ing ads € Philosophy Q1 Folit ) Religion €1 Science

0 Sosiai hisiory O Transportation 0 Other, specity _ 1., H,)LS ety A stores
3. ENDANGERMENT

Theeat; O Negieet  Q Development  @Damage (Le. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) Ol Major alteration €1 Reiosation

how fong?

is the propecty curentiy vacant? _LILL  Wyes.

A1 DYY : - o

Bristy descrbe the nature and immediacy of he thibat | | ECL \"Ui cownseld b/ ‘ICJN‘() R eN
, - ' . - - T i ~
ALl gt Qedhien. o Gwaccd st ob hi, an s it si%%
Whal 0 you hink would help alleviate the threal? ___ Fa2. lotate Cuaerd + Q0L Q;V\LNY\

{)vm\:mc[\ Skt e ey 8l %32,41«@'?’6

4, CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

— I / . i

wame_Sude, it s - wmion 4, 0 b Feartiin L5

naacess 140 FN 24p 7 o ciysteterzn _Jrude 11 St !

prone $30 114 (v’sc» 7t-rax Emai 7“‘3( T G AN DL e L ML
! .

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

i Submit to; Texas Historical Commission, Atin:; HELP, P.0. Box 12276, Austin, TX 787112276 or help@rhe state tx.us
Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at $12/463-5853 or history@ihe state.x.us |

S—
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EXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSIO

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1 DENTIFICATION

County edina iy (Ve Jhi Ownership: O Public &frivate
Property Name ___ & ACSTE e wistoric rame __THe. Roe b e, Bu d e

. { )
Address HEr O ) Sl Zipcode  JEXW I

Historical designations (if any): U National Register (Individuatly) (3 National Register District, name ___
T Recorded Texas Historic Landmark (3 State Archeological Landmark {3 Locat designation

For archeological sltes, enter site namelnumber for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate focation for “Address.”
2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Esimated date of i jon 14902 accti e @t known)__4 3, Aeehle,

Wiy i i propery important to your communit? St Nas Soue i f) 1A 271G hs tory & il o5

12 and_etored  fpidd Gt el B% Cié. of Jh€

Loest Sctes e (oaahl o @9 WSed ag & vesdence. sheol

Srpd Crclhew e, Tt o VY GhT on Yher Zedd gad ool
Rt M Brbecy A FTE, LT

10 what aspeci(s) of Texas history has ihis property played 3 role? {check ait thal apoly) %3 _Sf‘r,‘y
G Agriculiure (3 Argh a O At Q Comm D& ications @Community plancing and devetopment
[ =) @idycation 0 ing Q jon @ Ethnic heritage
B G &) medicine Q industry O Invention 0 Landscape architecture D-téw [ Literature
O Manitime history Q Miitary Q g arts [ Philosophy  LLPt Q Religion O Scienca

D&%0cial history O Transportation 0 Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Neglect D Development [LBSmage (ie. natucal gisaster, vandalism, arson) O Major alteration 3 Relocation

15 the prapenty currenty vacant? /(1 Hyes. i how long? __ =
Buely descrive Ine astura and Immediacy of the treat <1 (74 i€, b i Ky Ueraotegre, /Ficiisf, 4
S aed e TIen  (rédte L (i P, L] AT
it o you ik wocld hlp alviate tre teaty__C 10 22T TE Ay € el Phec breed. ay

déﬂt{ ”15. Al i“’fl)‘(fv‘p ot ;"aHﬂ vy /it £ » e,

4 CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

m; o s - :
name \;)LI(‘JL‘ At [ i i e L o e ot
podress __ 3LEC £)0) 20 ci i Lo, k. JEE

prons $3CIIGL [3Gn)  Fen Emal__¢

Lo PP

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Atn: HELP, P.0. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 ot help@the.states.us
Questions? Contac the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commissian at $12/463-553 or history@she state tr-us

TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMisS10 )

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

i I = g .
coumy __Phedivia. city Qi Cuwnership: O Putic O-Frivate
14 . N .
Property Name W s adaNerss e s FTEA H'xil‘éric name L. A, Rpehle AQ(A/‘ ;
Address LFL 08D, LL@'L;Z' Zipcode __ T48s(

Misiorical designations (it any): T National Register (individually) Q National Register District, name
Q Recorded Texas Historic Landmark O State Archeological Landmark O Local designation

For archeologica! sites, enter site name/number for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”
2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimaled date of i ions 1 3083 areri itder (f known)___-

Wiy i this property imporiant to your community? L1 ) cenmind el gh (e TAsk Ael o
Yy cidacd e This O derty o peau- o duile e vterec ds ot
S P and |l o te, as 8 cdmmpmder o futury
O} et oS

In whal aspech{s) of Texas history has this property played a role’? (chock all that ppiy)

0 Agriculire O Arenilesture D Archeofogy 0 At O Commerce O Communications ErCammunity planning and development

ac jon © ics 0 Education D ing O i jon  GEthnic heritage
£ i a medicr Qindustry O Invention ) Landscape archltecture 0 Law O Literalure
0 Martlime history O Military O arts O Phil Pl 0 Politi { Religion O Science

O Soclat history Q) Transportation 0 Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Negleet  Q Davelopment  TvGamage fi.e. nalural disaster, vandalism, arson) T Major alleration  © Relocalion
! —
Is the property currently vacant? __AQ it yes, i how long?

Biehy describe te nature and mediacy of the tveat_0(07 0820 (Plimefy h £3cond  CEudd

Fpintle - ’/ML

L t T {r
08usl it Mod e — mpir o ARes, 28 s i Heed zowe - Ueceon

What do you think would help alieviate the theeal? "L 0 ft@{; +hesd gy l’ﬂ{ L3 lead Oroject
H ]

Dy Cle i karngdn
A) T J i

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form) PRl
- e A - LY g
wome__edbcle Uond a0 Organizati R T I ) P T I T NI )
: YT
R R T wie i e T xded

Phone “;@F’/‘)ui gt Fax email __J bt o 0 atone ot st
i fi
i
PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY
Submit to: Texas Historica] Commission, Alta: HELP, P.0. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 of help@ihe.state.ix.vs
Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at §1%/463-5853 or history@the.stle.ts.us
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COM

SS101
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

County Dedina. Gty (P Bl Ownership: 0 Public EFrivale
Property Name e orme.. JHL A% - Wistoticname __ (o5 Aceble. Hoamre
Adaress 006 s Zipeade 7 £§ WL

Historical designations (il any): [ National Register (Individually) Q1 National Register District, name
Q Recordad Texas Histodc Landmark Q2 State Archeotogical Landmark O Local designation

For sites, enter site

for “Praperty Name" and UTM coordinates or approximate focation for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated gate of E 2, z it known), ot

Why is this property imporant (o your i leine o Chio td thee (it s lfe s o
Cooid e rpevbevced el cab e bo fige paid, od fes
oo b Cermel wl of Guat feand L4L2 o IR e s

Nt

In whal aspect(s) of Texas hislory has this property played 2 role? (check afl that appiy)

G a [} QA O Commerce 0 Communications D-Cormmunity pianning 300 development

I Co s} 0O Education O Q DO Ethnic hadtage

® oF O industy © dnvention O Landscape architecture T Law [ Literatuce

02 Martime history C Millary O Performing ads 0 y O O Religion O Science

0 Social history O Transportation QO Other, specity

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: C Negiect  © Development  Tamage (i.e. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) (3 Major ahteration  © Relocation
s e property curreally vacant? Gz i yos, howlong? _sTiALy g AToS
he { i ' 2 o 1o,
Brisfly describe the nature and immediacy of the threat 114} »/n o f; ¢ g e iyl vl Ga
[ . o i d ) . . ;
v CAdrcad ) Aeed Adea e olnder codiacly o dled sgie
What do yau think would help alleviate the threal? ¢ ¢ iy LR DR Y L2V . ORI W e s
T T
4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing forrn) .
T ) fooh A D -
vame . Lidli, 0 orteanedn duchiidbe Fu LS Toa o]
o ’ 7 TEFY
Address Fo F123 .2 & i i YL

Prone Y8l Pul /30 /o Fax email___ G At et (0 e S e gt

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Atin; HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 7871 1-2276 o help@the.sate tx.us
Questions? Contacs the History Programs Divisian, Texas Historical Commission at $12/463-5853 or history@ihe.siote.tx.us

View Atlas Data Page 1 of 2

BOEHLE HOME, LOUIS

Front of Louis Boehle Home

Serial Number:
Property Name:
Property Address:
Architect/Builder.
Qwner:

County:
City/Rural:

Biock:

Lot:

UTM Caordinates:
USGS Map.
Construction Date:
Perod;

Style:

Theme;
Description:

NRS§79--21838
LOUIS BOEHLE HOME
Quihi Road

John Henry Boehle
Medina

Quini

E4

2

1865

TCW

Pioneer Alsatian
AAPAL

Stone and stuccoed, hoard and shingles; 88' x 2¢'; one and 2-stories; gable roof, 2-bedrooms on
second floor: Pioneer Alsatian style with typical Saltbox Silhouette and 3-chimneys; following
European precedent, fiving quarters an stable separated by a narrow passage and connected by a
second story accessibie only by a narrow passage and connected by a second story accessible onfy
by exterior stairs.
Building Material: Walf: stuccoed stone
Building Matenal: Roof. standing seam metal
Physical Condition: ruinous
Site: Oniginal: 1
Site: Moved: 0
Stte: Date Moved:
Alterations.
Significance
Area of Significance.
Level of Significance.
Designate
QOnginal Use.
Prasent Use:

5
Good example of Alsatian type resicence in Quihi,
architecture

local

HABS, HSI

residence/storage/stables

storage

hitp://atlas.the.state.tx.us/scripts/viewform.cgi 7atlas_num=3001005009&site_name=BOE... ~ 8/13/2003
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Relationship to
Surroundings.

Acreage/Boundary
Description,
Bibliographic Data. See County File for architecturai drawings.
See
Info/Comrespondence
Recorded By: BCN 9/80
Informant.
Date: 7/21712
Photo Data: 2 biw (7121172}, 323,784
Continvation;

hup://atlas.the. state.tx.us/scripts/viewform.cgi?atias_num=3001005009&site_name=BOE...  8/13/2003
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Forar ical sites, enter site

. TEXAS HISTORICAL CONMMISSIO
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

county NN Ebron city
property Name _ AL Fr oz (L J AL H
raess D4 90 F e 26l Zipiode )5 & {nl

Hisiorical designations (if any}: Q) National Register (individually) © National Register District. nanic:

Ownetship: 0 Public B-Pfivate

g)‘n xv"h

Historic name .5 AL, ¢ =3

B

0 Recorded Texas Historic Landmark {3 State Archevlogical Landmark () Local designation

For archeclogical sites, enter site name/numbar for "Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate focation for "Address."

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Geas- [ §F3Y .
Estimated date of i i Gl known), T mEs  NLLo S
Wy is this progerty important 1o your Thes S b In 40 b
TN S VIR Ny 4 (:))'h Begn e fds - ¢ )
Pl S Evu dads

in what aspectis) of Texas hislary has Gus property played a role? {check all 1hat apply}

Gerge o Q QAt O Commerce O C: prinning and
D€ ] Q Educalion & [s] Erthnic heriage

-2 Qr T Qindustry O fnvention Tlkandstape architecture O Law O Literature
O Maritime history 0 Military g arts Q phy O DRefigion O Science

@ §ociai hisiory  © Transportation £ Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threal: O Negleet G-Cvelopment [ Damags (i e. naturai disaster, vandaitsm, arson) O Major aflcraticn O Rétocation

|

|

i
| s the property currantly vacan? __AJ ) Ityes, is how long? ]
| Briety desciibe the nature and inmediacy of the tveat P55« il £ Eloedd o wtriborid ;
‘:’b’a—H' poss bilid af o fu . KB e e b€ ;
| what do you think woid help allaviate tha threat? Thi KRR Fesclt Moy “
he oo o1t Bt e F g he ok T/’[ B b e i T i

o O
4. EONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

) i -~
wame b ootown g Ll Al fd Orgenizatonaiuation §L/ \4 & AE Fol.1a

43 R + . P
aoaress 343 BAY i A R Juc [¥a]

FE TN Rel 3 7
Phonk D) & 7% 767 TFax Eman ad

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THL PROPERTY

Submit 1o: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O, Box 12276, Austin, TX 787} 1-2176 or help@rhe. siate.tx.us
55 or history@rhe state.bx.us

Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission a¢ S12463-5

_TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

city (DluJL'u (Uﬂb F,p) Qunership: O Public. Bfivate

County
Proerty Name ﬁhw gﬂ—(;x/n) Historic name W_M‘ _Ap
Address 0 _4ELD Zipcode __ 788G |

Historical designations (i any): ) National Register (individually) O National Register District, name _

O Recorded Texas Historic Landmark  Q State Archeological Landmark O Local designation

for “Property Nama" and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address."
2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Esiimaled dale of {if knowa), &m b) 1

Why is this pvoperty‘mponam 10 your community? ,ﬁt FYRA WY qi the %ﬂﬁ_\:ﬁm

b oo fan

in what aspeciis) of Texas history has this property played a role? (check all that apply)

) Agricullure Acehitecture O Archeology O At O Commerce O Communications &rCommunity planning anu development

W Emic heritage

nc jon O3 O Education O ing O
w i a O industry O favention 0 Landscape archilecture O Law O Literature i
O Maritime history G Miftary O ing arts 0 Prilosophy ©3 O Reiigion 0 Science |

Démms\cry 0 Teansportation [ Other, specily

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threal: O Neglect O Development B/Damage(i,e,nalura\dvsasiar‘ vandalism, arson)  C3 Major alteration O Relocation

Is the property currently vacant? _ Myes, how fong? |
Briefly describe the nature and Immediacy of the threat: M*ka CoudnaMey. }
sk s nmA Qeuganss sy Dadaeake i
bt db i of Guang st . Fhgoocd |

£ 2 £z Bty odile %
%Ant G0

Whal‘o yoS: think wouid help alievidlte the threat?

/\L&L La me)"i.l/ Cadrapr g

W Ak JCMYD%K‘M‘ f o
4, CONTACT IN ORMAT|3N Uor person completing form) :

ety Dthanan) Pk Lo £uct fubes dgase..
aess 800 FX 21e7le cusmuzo ek (Qudo) S 2ot
prone L30T Astrax Emall 6A~MW 6 v peomee et et

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

oc belp@rhc stare.ix.us

Subimit to: Texas Historical Commission, Atta: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711

Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commissicn u 124635815 ur history@yihe state.tx.us
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View Atlas Data

Residence, small stone house s—

Front of Smatlt Stone House

Florus built by Phme Aden in 1856 Phato was e 1 abuk

546, Shaam on cover now nroperty of Mes
Leun Reiter nraperty of M

Senal Number NRS79-21842
Froperty Name SMACLL STONE HOUSE
Property Address Cuihi. one block from church
ArcritectBuiider
Owner Miss F Rieuner (%)
County Medina
City/Rural Quini
Block E-4
Lot 8
UTM Courdinates
USGS Map €Sy
Construction Date” ca. ¥86s
Period TC
Style Pioneer Alsatian
Theme' AAPAL
Description 1 1/2-story, stuccoed stone double, Alsstian nouse, oulside stairway ci- east side of house, house

probably built in 2 parts. rectangular plan, Sarbox extension at rear a1 over front porch with
wooden posis’ central and end-wall chimney 6/6 light windows

Buiting Material. Wall: stone/stucco
Buikiing Matenial: Roof standing searm metal
Physical Condition: pacr
Site. Qriginal 1
Site: Moved 0
Site: Date Moved.
Afterations: 7
Sigruficance: Good example of Afsatian residence sn Quini
Area of Significance: architecture
Level of Sigrific
Cesigrate HSI
Onginal Use  rasidence

altaeficde gt

ance local

ont Use vacan
nship to
Surrountngs.

8202003

e Resid

Bip: - athus. e state. Uy us/senprsview formyepl atlas s 0TS



e . i TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

county Y00 na iy (f\ 1 ( Wondo £.0,) Ownership: [ Public G-Ffivale
propery wame ____Londed  Home. Historic name __{] Lyec Place
Address 6o 0. ‘ Zipcode . 788 [

Histotical designations (if any) () Nationat Register (Individually) T National Register District, name
1 Racorded Texas Historic Landmark (1 State Archeotogical Landmark O Local designation
For archeotogical sltes, enter site name/number for "Property Name” and UTM coardinates or apgiroximatas location for “Address "

2. PROPERTY HISTORY
- Areans e 1476

Estimatad ate of i jon R0 wxnowny__[ 0. A/eu BN
wihy is his property Important 1o your community?

Phelosbloy g% del JM/ At dNot ey

in what aspeci(s] of Texas history has this property played a ole? {check all that anply)
@ Faricuare O Architecture O Archeology O At 01 Gommerce T Commonications @-Cammunily planning and developrent

O Conservation ©) Economics (1} Education O Engineering O Entertainmentirecreation @ Ethnic heritage

@ o T ine O industry O Invertion O Landscape architeciure O Law (O Literature

£3 Maritime history O Military Q) Performing aris O Philosophy O Poliicsigovemment O Religion  Q Sclence

©-Social history O Transportation 0 Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Negiect O Development  B.8fimage (i.e. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) (2} Major alleration O Retocation

is the property currently vacant? _{ {l;b it yes, i how tong?
ity descie i nar ana oy of o et _ O low mrea - any xﬁao&‘w worbo i
. .

Storieal  HQRren

4, CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

Name ‘Y‘L\_&L{ j\m"rmm Orgarszatoamiaton Yo On, Enso e, Aeriex Ao,
ncaress _ BG40 _Frn 2ozl E ftordo, TF v FlG:
ehone 430 7wt ZeT4 Fax Email /J_}X/z:ﬁ/ﬂﬁzﬁ@ Fussvrre e AT

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 76711-2276 or help@the.state.x.us
Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at §1/461-585 3 or history@ihe state.(x.us

e TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1, IDENTIFICATION .

County e plesce city 4;?11%1‘ Gwnership @ Futic G Prvale
Property Name ogaw,cé;lo% 4 2?[1:&48 Mﬂrsoﬁc fame
Address XQ/Z{(;;, ;é 7& )%W 75’ 7/1/ Zip code

Historical designations (if any). O National Register (Individualty) (1 National Register District, name

0 Recorded Texas Historic Landmark 1 State Archeological Landmark  Q Local designation

For archeological sites, enter site namelnumber for “Property Name" and UTM coordinates or spproximate focation for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated dale of i /Xﬂ) §if known),
Why is this property imporiant fo your comemunity? JL Al g o A SIUIOE ﬁ«tf ‘-)4'7/ Zfz/('
(/&wumu/g&z‘; Jiopruaco) of LD %dﬁz enses fni K Pl

e OFel Kawd 7?/4 44;( Lotttdle? ar 28 58 Wt AR

DF pieanl paroed. Zhe eccke Opcai- Ala Goed oide
& %42.& 2 /'7 &4( ﬂc.l

in what aspect(s) of Texas Nistory has this property played @ role? {check all that mﬁf{’ ke e o v &

0 Agricuture © Architecture O Archeology O An O Gommerce O Communications O Community planning and development

Q Conservation T Econamics ,lz\'écucaﬁon O Engineering ,@’Emenainmenmczeaum O Ethnic heritage

O Exploratiowsatiement 0 Healthmedicine O Industry () Invention U Lendscape architecture O Law O Lilerature

0 Mafritime nistory O Military O : arts Q phy QO i {1 Religion O Science

U Social history £ Transportation ) Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Neglect O Development £ Damage {i.e. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) (3 Major alteration O Refocation

15 the property currently vacant? __LA LA, W yes. appr how long? i

Briefly describe the natre and immadiacy of the threal ;

Whial do you think would help alleviate the threat?

\
|
4. CO(\TACT INFORMATION (for person completing form) J

Name -éd[( %/éc/ft o i ;;(4 e “/’ézmﬁezrr s %éijzy%«
wososs /90" F2E 4K o Kewdr Xep. [T ZEF
,g i f 2~ ZF‘/‘% S Email i )

| Pho & £ ]
i
|

(\

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Page B-146 Submit fo; Texss Historical Comamission, Atta: HELP, P.O, Box 12276, Austin, TX 787112276 ot help@the.state.da.us |
: Questions? Contset the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at §12/463-5853 or history@ihe.state.bx us !




B o o ; TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSIO|

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1 IDENTIFIGATION .

oty TP, ity &Ju s Ownership: O Public 0 Private
Property Name. ’ﬂ”fﬁ / ﬂ%x?{(‘?ff{/’/d“’//%s‘iﬁc/&nama

roness ST, + L e Tl foBgpetd St e Zip code 27 & A

Histoncal designations (if any): £ Nationat Register {Individually) ©Q Nationai Register District, name

0 Recorded Yexas Historic Landmark (0 State Archeological Landmark O Locat desigration

For archeological sites, anter site name/number for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

|

|
& I

Esiimated date of i /85 msncrinoer koo Tt Zon %a 22 5 ;
Why 15 this property Important 10 your community? /éﬁ'éﬂ’/ e, DA tied ) i s Holors e ‘{
T Jieiades pirt oL ol Hoie Litend 2 oneeles [
L /;/g'(l/,/,/,i/ﬁ,‘,(m Lot T A ol Fho silao (i L, i
: ]

I

|

;

Coney dogn Boaail ondd ol 270t bei B g5 (FEL

n what aspectis) of Yexas history has this prapery played a role? (check ait that apply}

 Agriculture 0 Architectare O Archeology O At T Commerce O Communications © Community planning and development
| O Gonservaon O Ecancmics 0 Ecucation 0 Enginsedng O Entertanmentrecreation Q) Ethnic heriage
L Q Exploratonvsetiement () Healtymedicine (O Industry 0 Inventon O Landscape architecture O Law () Literature
@ Maritme Nstoty O Military © Performing ats C Philosophy € Polilics/gavernment /é/Rehgm 0 Science

O Socsal history  ©3 Trangportation L Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Meglect O Development  Q Damage (6. natural disaster, vandailsm, arson) O Major alieration O Refocation ,

Is tre proparty cumsenty vacant? L) it yes, i how long?

Brelly descibe the nature and immediacy of the treat: g LT 200

A1t do you think would help alleviale the threat? N

4, CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

7 ex \%&%{L 672 o jat ﬁ"mZ‘J v 7, 1'4/,/,,,/ " W e ¢

Nome
: T, p I

e S G2 2R T, Gy Spnde Xy 7 ER T

| hadress, S

| e 4Rl BT Emai :

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commssion, Atta: HELP, P.O, Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711.2276 or help@the. state.tx.us
Questions” Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at $12/463-5853 of history@the state.tx.us
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 {TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISEI0 NS
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1 ADENTIFICATION

County 77 7/—(‘(4/;. & City /g/,u,«/ Ownership: T Public 0 Private
Property Name _£7) /ﬂ /f! »sz/ /«ZQ//%L -’&f%&{ﬂ/{' ée[/’?g(/‘{ﬁl/

winess 3P0/ LR T ABwets Sl wer  tpeoin ZE 8 &

Hislarical designations {if any): O) National Register (individually) 0 National Register District, name

) Recorded Texas Historic Landmark O State Archeological Landmark 0 Local designetion

For sites, entar sie for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated date of i i /Zf’-:z/ i (it known), W/ At li \? % e

0 4 =
Wy is this property important (o your 2Lt f PS8 /ﬁ// L

2
g (s (L Heis il Dumes
477’1/ 45 o B il () o) PTG e B 4

i whist aspect(s) of Texas history has this property played a role? (check all that apply)

—t

© Agricufture 3 Architecture O Archaology 0 Aft 0 Commerce O Communications T3 Community planning and development

o} ion T Q Education O i =] lion O Ethnic heritage

8] Ui Q m it Q industry O lnvention L3 Landscape architecture (O Law D Literature

© Mariime history O Miltary O Performing arts 0 Philesophy 1 Poliicsigovernment /%/Re!igim O Science

Q'Sociai history (1 Transportation ) Other, specify

3 ENDANGERMENT |

Threat: O Neglect [ Deveiopmenl 0 Damage (i.e. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) 0 Major ahteration 0 Relocation
15 the propenty currenty vacant? ZED . iyes, i how long?
Briey descrive the nature and Immediacy of he threat: a4 L.

What do you think would help alleviate the threat?

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form}

Name /7[/{_1/, %‘%&czéz Organi i %\u/{( ¥ 77&4'%/21/

st S GEL AT . Sende Ciup 2E
onake = R - 3 72;} Emait

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 787112276 ot help@the.state.tx.us |

Questions? Congact the History Programs Division, Texas Historicel Commission at 512/463-5853 or kistory@the state. .us |

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

County // AT e city %}’féﬁ o g O Pubic & Frivate
Property Neme (S 20704 ¥- %’ T b e gt 2 G Topigin vame

Address /?/ﬁ% 2 7k }2‘4’7?’ () 'ﬂ»‘f‘#"(u/ Zip code JE& &y

Histonical designations (i any): 0 Notfona! Register (individually) O Natlonal Register Disrict, name

,quemmed Texas Historic Landmark O State Archeslogical Landmark O Local designation

For arctieological sites, enter site namefmumber for "Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate Jocation for “Address,”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

! Estimated date of i e 55_2_(_;72/ il il (if known),
Why i this property important 1a your community? i Lt R L2 ,Z: 44/ e ’47(—44/(4.
Clongeototed \ adl 22 ta o2 Sebotimee

b Tdecs Hernatind

i
'

k in whal aspect(s) of Texas history has this property played a rote? {check alt that apply)

e a oy O At D Commerce 0 Communicafions Ct Community plancing and development

X Conservation O Economics 0 Educaion 0 Engineering T Entertainmentirecraation ¥ Ethnic heritage

o i a edicine 0 industry [ invention O Landscape architecture O3 Law O Literature

@ Marilime hisiory C Miliary O ing arts  C1 Philosophy )z‘( i URefigion 0 Science

O Social history 0 Transportation 3 Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Negiect  Q Development lAﬂmage (i.e. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) G Major alteration  Q Refocation i

s the property curcenty vacant? __ /60« 1fyes, i how long? i

Briefly describe the nature and Immediacy of the threat:

Whal da you Ihink wauld heip alleviate te threal?

4. CON@INFGRMA‘HON ('Pf person completing form)

i

i

|

;! Name ’[[’J,/ X (éﬁ"f{? o

E Addfe;;% ‘k GOy LD 2 x ﬁ//b]/‘ i ’v/LJ‘a',Az’l//‘ lege

1 Phonﬁ{ﬂ[ 0 ff D X Ermait

I: PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

‘1 Submit to: Texas Hislorical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 787112276 or help@ithe.staie.tx.us Pa

Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at 512/463-5853 or history@ihe.state.x.us
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< . ) TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

¢ IGENTIFICATION
County WM/ALA) city /DL‘JJLA/ /}p«w‘e Peo.) Ownership: O Public @-Private

propeny Name __ THelins Anthty Llevme.  mstode name @;L&ﬂ alenms,
Address RSB e 48D Zipcode Y7480 |

Histonical designations (if any): () National Register (ndividually) O National Register District, name

€1 Recorded Texas Historic Landmark O State Archeological Landmark Local designation

For ical sites, enter site for "Property Name™ and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2 PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated date of on 18165, (it known)
Why is INis praperty important (0 your community? M&MMMM}
2 . aod iens oA oz

LQ/LLMAA}) B IeN

| in wnat aspectis} of Texas histoxy has this praperty piaved a role? (check alt tvat apply)
e B ahtecture O Archeciogy O Ad T Commerce O Communications L Geafffmasnily planning ang development
O Conservation C3 Economics O Education O Engineering O Entertainmentirecreation GLEMTIC heritage

o d [s] ine [ ingusty U fnvention O Landscape archtecture O Law (3 Literature

O Maritime histary @ Miltary O Perdorming arts () Philosophy O Polit O Religion O Seiance

Wheial hisiory O Transportation (1 Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threal: (O Neplect [ Development drtﬁnage {he. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) Tt Major aiteration O Refocation

ihe prapeny currently vacant? 25 M yes, fiow long?

Bnefly descrbe the nature and immediacy of the Ueal: My11 Cu.g_} ké % Attrk - L Leekl ?@gdb L, Mﬂ:‘au. 3
!

| M»m&y

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Subemit to: Texas Historical Commission, Atm: HELP, P.C. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-227€ of help@the.state.x.us 1‘

Questions? Contas the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Comrission at $ 1 2/463-5853 of history@ihe.state. x.us

+ mjﬂ¢17 e s GA o S ns

! What do yOu Lhmkg.w,:‘l‘e! ?e’lzﬁ:}\gw(au ‘haﬁ\bmil” " “w oY © nrenes i

\ bk, eny) ‘ L i = —
i

% 4 CONTACT INFORMATION (for perscn completing form)

! , e

| nome _Jiday UM AR Orgarizay en et L.

| sovuss 2900 20070 o Ude, 72 _gtdeer

| prone J3074 3GTN Fax Emaﬂ__"m,mr@%bm LML, W

i

‘

i

TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSiON

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFIGATION

oy ___JMed: oy __(uihi ( HG‘UQ Q0> Ownership: 01 Public B-Frivate
posery Name ___Karpnon GARE A wsioricrame ___Pooebley Place (4. RST, ‘%/,BA
Address 02 w5200 zZip code 7 £8% !

Historical designations (if any): (0 National Register (Individually) Q National Register District, mame

Q Recorded Taxas Histordc Landmark ) State Archeological Landmark  Q Local designation

For icat sites, enter sita ¢ for “Proparty Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate focation far “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimaied date of i l B&b i il {if known ),

Why is Inis property important 10 your i ONe, ()Y; <Qf}€ L1 }\nma b= Q,‘kb’f' [75‘1 col —
has beeu cenmcoled hut oW pARE (e AlnS B2 AS .

A Lo marh - Aoty Liws fects

\n what aspect(s) of Texas history Das this property played a role? (check all that apply)

rforcuture O-ieniteciure T Archeciogy © A O Commerce O G icati wnity planning snd

Q Cor jon O Qeducaton [ Engineering 01 fon  B-Etric heritage

& i =X medicine O Industry 0 Invention O Landscape architecture O Law 03 Literature |
Q Madiime history @ Mitaey © garts O y © Polit O Refigion O Science |

GrSocial history 0] Transportation €1 Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Trreat: O Negiect 3 Development W-Famage {i.e. naturai isaster, vendalism, arson)  © Major alteration O Relocation i

5 the propery currently vacant? Wyes, i how long?

Srely descibe the natre ang mmediacy of te trveat __ 774 A putste L. Aot J)/ w«fﬁ e r
E%}g[_ %5@, : E 0 o RS
[ EnrTi & 197 177 W g desrs oo 1y /‘5 et W// i/

hat do you think would helg alieviate the threal?
Sleafe dhe. 2iro05ed Grrpxnfy x 2ol e
FRCpO5E0 PYSFE s wibuld pio? Solw THE fﬁwy
4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form) %
wame_oJ Lichay st mom ) o oy e (o En). Aegioi Asac. 1
saness_ VR0 WAL L1CR o i) dovde T8 W8 Lr
shone B3V 3 Fax Emaﬂﬁ%;dt%'hoﬂ@&lﬂ%»‘m@ﬁj& M eF ‘
|

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

| Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@ihc.state.ix.us ipage B- 1 49
f
Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at §12/463-5853 or history@thc state.ti.us |
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

! . AL -
Caunty A . (RUVIVR, JUTR v YeY Gunership: O Publiy G¥rvate

St ENR)
bk ) Historic name ___L4.J .0

o b
Progerty Name LA ASAN LA oAb Ao AR

ey

I NN pd Ty
Adaress : . Lﬁ:v b Zip code

Histonical designations (if any) (2 Nationat Register (Individually) Q National Register District, name
Recorded Texas Historic Landmark O State Archeological Landmark ' L1 Local designation

For sites, enter site for “Property Name" and UTH coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated date of : i lﬁ gL‘L it ilder (¢ known)

Why is this property Imponant 10 Your community?.

N Do oo W) 3 e

in what 3speci(s) of Texas histary has this propenty played a role? (check alt that apply}

© Agrcuiture O Architecture O Archeology (1 At O Commerce @ C ications O C ity planning and

0 Con Q O Educaton O Engineering £} i B/Eum;c heritage

[} 6 a medicne ) indusiy O Invention T Landscape architecture O Law O Literalure
Q Maritime history Q Milltary © Performing arts Q) Philasophy £ Polit heigon O Science

0 Social history Transportation £ Other, specity

3 ENDANGERMENT

o~
Threat: O Neglect [ Deveiopment Eénage {i.e. natural disaster, vandatism, arson) (2 Major atleration 0 Relocation

4
s ihe peaperty curcenty vacant? | L i yes, ;i how lang?

Briehy describe the nature and i fiacy of the threat:

What ga you think would heip alleviate the threat?

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for persan completing form)
oy
Fa

SV VSIS

RV
Name _ Lo O

e
cysaep i Dot S, ]
;

Emall

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austi, TX 787112276 or help@he.state.ta.us
Questions? Contact the Histery Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at 512/463-5853 or history@thc state.tr.us

EXAS HISTORICAI

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1 DENTIFICATION

Counly M«V\N)./ City )\LLU‘ WM-\«V‘\S:LL*'W Ownership: O Public ﬂ{wa(z

v T

propeny Name XD ; Mstaric rame ™A plind b ) Ao g
Address C\%O & L’?"g ! Zip code r; QCS;L;)I\

Historical designations (if any): Q) National Register (individuatly) Q) Nationat Register District, name

(1 Recorded Texas Historic Landmark O State Archeological Landmark O Local designation

For iogical sites, entar sits for "Property Namae" and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated dale of i don | Q Q o k
Why s his groperty important 10 your nity? %\J )L‘" M w —jﬂ/\&.&/\) M
PAAAIT e Ornds :W\Awu.\v t wjﬂ jﬁf\b oI s oo
i g s el Foay, doade . Prayo "h‘\w e TIMAAL

In what aspecl(s) of Texas history has Wis propeay prayed a role? (check all |£a( apply) Q A LA,
e - S [AVEy
‘Agricutture 03 Archil o DAt OC (=} @ Community planring and developient Ly
o jon O ics 0 Education O Eng a i : Ethnic heritage A
a a medicine O Industyy (3 nvention O Landscape architecture O Law O Literature IJD’

Y N - N
N T T TR A S R

1 Maritime istoy © Millary O Performing ants D'Philosophy 0 Polificsigovernment ‘T Ratigwn O Sclence VL M .

Q Social history  Q Transportation 0 Other, specify

3 ENDANGERMENT
4

Threat: D{)sg)ecx Q Development @ Damage (i.e. naturai disaster, vancaiism, arson) O Major alteration 0 Retocalion

’u'(."“;»’ i yes, g how long?

Is the praperty currentiy vacant?

Briefly describe e nature and immediacy of the threat:

Whal do you think would help alleviae the threal?

4 CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

Name C)J‘vdrua. )\ ey o :
Address ‘J R AN i o *N*\)’Y\A.)m'f} ‘Q,J, i (; !
gn%ues HAL % V4 q Fax Email

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@the state.tx.us
Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at 512/463-5853 or history@ihe.state.1x.us
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION!

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION . ljw Ao, .

County __ /228 d///)zﬁ/ SO 4/ 7% %%ﬁ{/ﬁ/ Ownership: O Public &-Pivate
Property Name e dte, Osrmes Historic name Q:)b TN prik Dforng , Sors, v
Address 2N 22 Zip code _ APl

Historical designations (if any): () National Register (individually) Q National Register District, name

() Recorded Texas Historic Landmark () State Archeological Landmark () Local designation

For sites, entar site Inumber for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates ar approximate lacation for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimaied date of i jon (87D Fpecri it known),
Why s this property imponiait {0 your i %Lo\tﬂueu.) Lindrnart. - Flcw Porestaess

L2 KT er P22 il o [l . Lald ‘; L s ,, T

ARy 4 . .

s Pea eow tiad o Lot o1z
I what aspecits) of Texas history has s property played a role? check all hiat apply)

£ arAen =1 O At O Commerce ECommunications B-Communily planning and development
T Cor jon O ics O Education T Engi =) i jon  -Effinic heritaga i
o " © Healtvmedicine @ industry O lovention (3 Landscape architecture 03 Law 00 Literature !
O Mantime history (1 Miltary @ arls C1Philosophy C1 ol G Religion Q1 Science

GrSocial history  © Transportation O Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Negieot O Oevelopment  Erfamage (ie. natural disaster, vandalism, arson) O Major alteraion T Relocation

s the property currently vacant? _ £ o It yes, i how long? .

Bﬂellydesmbemena(uruxmmxmdmmatw ﬂ /1/‘ Lddille s el e ke
/ , 7/

/A Lol 2l s ”)

- ity il d )
Wha! do you think would help alieviate fhie thregt? M% M«-
4@2&%1:/)4[.\ 2 4 uﬁ’é&b“&% »
1/ 277" =4 % -~
> grLrs

4. CONTAGT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

Name éj%%u »Albﬁ«m/.) o 7)711/7/5? . Qodeow Qogser

sssese_ FPD_ Ty 2Tt ci Uonte (D) 2.0 9864

prone f30NUL RUEW Fax smaw_#d_kﬁmmﬁ@_mwzf_gi‘___ﬁ
PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.0. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@thc.seate.1x.vs
Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historieal Commission st $12/463-5853 or history@rhe.state.ix.us

oennink served es postmar foe & mustber
of years, Latet C.. efingor 2en tse stoe c3d
post office

Gexd Muenaisk operaisd ¢ gis fou many
yesrs. Cobtor s i v 1o s oree:

ol
the Verde Croek ¢ zh wt
whiere fhe char

cusioe Tan
m.aa,»enmwugus
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSIO — @
HOME - RANCH - BUSINESS

’ SecondSite Security

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

S0, Tevas
County city nde, Taxas Ownership: 0 Public %0 Private Digital Video Survelilance System
Property Name __ T, Woirioh Historic name Rudolph Schorcbiny Tlace Waich your property over an ordinary phone fine
Address 10 County Rozd 4545 Zip oode 13861 .

June 2, 2003
Historical designations (it any): 01 National Register (individually) () Nationat Register District, name
GkRecorded Taxas Historic Landmark Q) State Archeological Landmark 0 tocal designation MCEAA Treasurer

For ical sites, enter site for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.” Z,‘fnfj‘ ;;Omév

2. PROPERTY HISTORY Dear MCEAA:

1 support your efforts to stop the rail line coming through the Quihi area. From
what T can tell from the map my property kes in the path of Alternate 1.1 don't think this
will be a problem because s & privaie pilot | searched for & way to put & landing strip on
Why is Ihis property kmportant 10 your community? my property. The only level place is a runs through the field in front of the house and
sond ovmer, udolph Bcuorobiny,one of the first sattlers of across & ridge that runs diagonal through the property, This is the same route that 1

- L2 C = A assume who ever proposed the Alternate | detenmined from topographical maps. Wihat is

Estimated date of ion 1 846 " e i known

Qwieingl

Quihi. i Cumtre)s c¢ol i, Bohorokiny was s lewissn Ut ari ot shown on the map is that we call the ridge Cemetery Ridge because the original
N = fandowners, Rudolph Schorobiny and his wife are buried in the middle of the ridge. Add
this to the fact that the Schorobiny’s are the first Hungarian settlers in Texas, &s noted in
’ the displey in the Institute of Texan Cultures in San Antonio. It would not be hard to get
In what aspect(s) of Texas history has Ihis property played a role” (check all that apply) Historical Land mark status for the property. So 1 doubt this would be & viable route for
B agrcutuce O Architecture 01 Archectogy O At [1 Commerce 0 Communications 3 Community planning and development the spur :
If they choose te move to the esst to by-pass Cemetery Ridge they will run into
o e jon i jes 0 Educaton O Engineering [ i son ) Ethlc hertage another problem. In the early 1900’s 15-20 Indians died of measles, The residence of
N . " " Quihi would not allow them to be buried in the Quibi cemetery. Michael Schorobiny,
] Q i Uindustry 1 nvention () Landscape architecture 0 Law O Literature Rudolph's bachelor brother and the first judge of Medina county, convinced Rudolph to

allow the Indians 1o be buried on the property. This area lies just east of the proposed
| Alternate 1 route. This is in tax records because we don’t pay taxes on these two
O Social history 0 Transportation 0 Olher, specity cemetery areas
1 am not an attorney but I agree with your statement in your brochure that there is
& good case for abuse of eminent domein powers. This is clearly a privete enterprise
project that would not benefit the general public.
Keep me informed and 1 am wiiling to help,

O Meritime history & Military O arts 0 Philosophy Q) Politi O Religion £l Science

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: Q Neglect () Davelopment H Oamage (i.e. natural disaster, vandalisen, arson) () Major alteration 0 Relocalion

Is the property currenty vacant? ___10 1 yes, i how lcmg"

Lime Try 3 Smcartiv
Briehy describe the nature and jacy of the tear. - -HACT 2 Quary }/
ray cause damace meinirg etrmoture g
Can da, of remszining otiuc a L - ngch

|
| what do you think would heip alfeviate ths threat? Vo uerrny e Fe Beil

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

| vame __JOC . o b Quihi-iTew Fountai MEMBERSHIP APPUCAHON 3
| et 35 50 67 72361 e Dt Lhzidne) ujeur‘HuseMm 2
13 ; (

! Pho)ne 42s-3 Fax Emall AODRESS, ‘Z/D CRYY “3 ‘/”'\U” V /“0//%\’/L (930741 m0 B £ yoewd
i

CHONE nome 210 7 75-6708 ok PHL-43TY oo 218U Ty TIO 55 Rarad

Wouia you vorumeer for sy of e fellowing

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

I Submit to; Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@the state.txus Page B-151 Phane. commites propas__ L Wevpage ories e
! Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at $12/461-5853 of history@he. staie.tx.us \Fag s o £10 00 par Aousancid sach o Ploass iske chac payabl 1 MGZAA, ond sond with s
| MCEAZ,

coupon ‘¢ Alyne Fitzyerald, MCEAA Tres surer, 202 CR 450, Hondo, TX 78861,




Rudolph Schorobiny

Rudolph Schorobiny from Zips Comitat, Hungary was ,
among the first settlers of Quihi in Castro's Colony. In 1846 ,{7,,( 0/0,3 /4 ?i}%g 0b. ,:JC;{
Mr. Schorobiny received his 320 acres of land. He did not fﬂV”f' “" ekt @
settie at that time, however. He joined a company of v B s fe.yf Texas MDD /aF.
Texas Rangers for a short while. He then joined a regiment N ex;can Llar-
of mounted riflemen and fought in the Mexican War. Porsa /- R285-/F17

After the war Mr. Schorobiny returned to Quihi and Died H- 2. 1908

settled on the Quihi Creek where he farmed and raised

stock. In November of 1847 he married. Three months

later a band of Indians rabbed his home and carried off his

wife. Mrs. Schorobiny jumped from her horse and hid in a o
pecan grove. Several Indians shot arrows at her and
wounded her badly in two places. The Indians thought she
was dead and thought they were being followed so they
did not scalp her. She was able to drag herself to the
settlement where she finally recovered.

At the present time, part of the Schorobiny home still
stands, along with a rock-lined, hand-dug, 80 foot well.

Mr. & Mrs. Schorobiny are buried in a cemetery on the
property. Nearby, there is a small, unmarked grave,
probably their young daughter. There are also 15 or 20
friendly indians, who had measles and died, buried on the
property. The settlers did not want the Indians in their
cemetery, so Mr. Schorobiny donated the land for their
burial.

Mr. Schorobiny drew a pension as a Mexican War
Veteran. He lived his life under five flags. Those were the
Hungarian, the Republic of Texas, the Lone Star, the
Confederate, and the United States flags.

4o ‘
A : © ™ Aections A Pictorial History of Medina € aty, Texas © 7
£ &  7cxas HISTORICAL commssion @ - ections & Fictorial History of Medina & nty, Toxas

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

Metzger home at New Fountain. After the railroad

1. IDENTIFICATION - & F ﬁn N R bypassed New Fountain, the Metzgers built the first
7 ol FELATR Y, B N

County Mo odiu chy s & Py Gumershi: © Pusic. BCPrivals permanent home in Hondo.

ProsenyName B/, eotey 5 Howges /‘@a./ Historle name S @i &
racvess_ 250 County Load %5¥ _ Howdo, Tx  zness 7556/

Historical designations (if any): () National Register {Individually) (2 National Register District, name

Metzger family, (back) Fred, Louise, Charles,
(front) George, Frederick, Will, Louisa (holding

01 Recorded Texas Historic Landmark O State Archeological Landmark ©1 Local designation Paul), Anna.

For ical sitas, enter site for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”
2. PROPERTY HISTORY wife 1s Aalike § . Gerdes
E£5timated date of i o _J & 5 ¥ accr jider i ko), g/néw /*/@»VHV Wicweys
Wny is s propesty important 10 your wi_Zhis_ 15 Fhe homestend L oine_eof
leat _ploveers pu Medina Cevnt , This Lewnly  proshces
» 7
well over (000 descendant's gpvead 1Hvecgl ont 78 xar

U amd Tl tinted Stefes .

In whal aspeci(s) of Texas history has this property played & role? {check all thal apply)

Beaghcohure Q Architecture O Archeology O At 0 Commerce 0 Communications & Communily planning ard development

Q Conservation O ics [ Educaton O ing O jon  JEEthnic hertage
=} o medi Qindusty O tnvention O Landscape archilecture (3 Law [ Literature
© Mariime nistory O Miltary QP g atts C Philosophy T3 Poli JRefigion O Science

© Social hislory Q) Transportation  C Other, specify __/(e5t- {ame mnll 1w cvvinty |

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threal: D Negleci (Development  X(Damage (Le. natural disaster, vangalism, arson} 0 Major alteration | O Relocation
Quwined by Loke cberts cf SamAnfouio

‘ s e property cumenly vacantt__ VO Fius. now long?
Briefly describe the nature and i jacy of the tveat __A Medras (o o puaits ﬂ/{mf b
J build a puilrcad <p’uP near by Fheealonng -/ut»flxk‘b Gresdy oud 7(/uu/w .

What do you think would help alleviate the threat? pe Ll lL/ o] f NE LAt f‘ b3 ‘74 [ i) Vi Y £ b

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for persan completing form)

Name g[’dv [ L“/)/’7 2 6/1(/ Al .m//(«éw/!:;:m&/ﬁ ﬁ/iéf {OC . ‘»
agaress 290 C1R_“4 5 i HonDo TH 7596/ :
ohane 370 41 3624 £ay Emai S 7 eve /a,p’;! & g, Coig
7 George H. Wiemers family home, {1-r) Geo. H. and Ida J. Wiemers, (front) Milton, Marvin and Edwin, George
PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY ‘ was born in the older part of the house in 1875, The new part was built in 1907,
Submit to: Texas Historical Comumission, Atn: HELP, P.0. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@the.state.tx.us Page Bi152

| Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at 512/463-5853 or history(@ihe.state.(x.us !
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|

w«;iyén-ﬂohuh House

(U.5.int.Kev,otemps ¢ 4(v) ST
eatate of Joaie Miller Roscoo, Deceased, 1

The State of Tennessee,}

County ©of Kaox. | Before me, s novsry pubdlic, on Lhis day persoaslly epposred Kobvart |
FLAtking, adninistravor with the will ecnexed of the sstate of Josie Willer Roscoe, deceesed, |
Known Lo mE to be tha person whose name te subserited Lo the foregninsg LnStrument cod acknow.
ladged to ma thst he eXecuted the seme for the purpores snd consideration therein expressed,
sad 1 the capacity therein statsd,

Given ucder my hand and sesl of office Wiln 2) day of September A. D. LGli.
Milared B. MoRee
{Send ) ildred 8. McRae
Notary Publie Kaox Co.,Teon, Notary Publlc
Filed for Record the Llth day of October A. U. 1944 &t 9:45 o'clock 4. M, !

Recorded the 13th dey of October A.D. 1944 at 830 o'clock A, M, .

S.A. Jungamn
Glerk County Court,edins County, Texas

WARRANTY DEED. Rolf Seathorf and wife to Alfred Seathoff.
The Stats of Texss)
County of Modins Kncw #11l men by theee preseats: That we, Rolf Sasthoff and wife, Evelyn |
Seathoft, of Modina County, Texas, for snd in conalderation «f the aum of Ten Dollars and other
gpod aad valusble copsideration to us in nend paid by ALfred Sasthoff, the recelpt of which

16 nereby fully acknowiedged end confeséed, hove grented, 5old nad corvayed, snd by thoss
prossts do graat, sell and convey unto the seid ALfred Sesthoff, of Medina County, Texes, all
that certein tract or parceln of lacd situsted iu Medina County, Texas, containing seventy
seven acres of land, mors or less, oub of original survey No. 22, in the name of Wm.Bryan,
17ing and being situated oo the waters of e Verde Oresk, & tributary of the Hoade River.

Seid land consimting Of thres separste tracts or parcels, and being situsted sdout five miles

N. 30 degress E. from Hondo, Texas, and ssid land being dedcribed ig thrae traoty, as follow

PIRST TRACT. Comteining 74.5 acres, and begluning et a atake in the South lins of the :
Hondo-New Fountain Road at & point where it orooses the center of said Verds Creak; Thonce
with fence plonk the South iine of seid Hondo-Now Fountatn Koud 5. 54 degroes W. at 36 varss |
the Wast high bank of 881d Verde Croek, 59.7 varss, N. B7 dsgrees W, 198 varas, N. 84 dogress !
W, 76 veres to & 36" L. 0. tree {this polnt being the Nortiweet corner of the Pritz D. Neumen i
house lot}; Thence with femce S, O degresa 10' W, BO varss to e stake end fence cornsr; Themcsi

with tenae N, 87 degroes W. 35.6 verss to s steke and fenve cormer; Thesce with foncs S, 16 !
degrees W. 51,8 veras to & stake apd fence carner; Thencs with fence S, 54 deagress E. 255.6

varaa to a stake and fence comner; Thence with fenoe §, 45 degrees W, 534.6 veras to n steke i
and feace corner $n Korth line of a private lane; Thonce with fence slong North line of said
private lane §. 46 degroes 10° E. 479.9 varsa to a stake and fence corner; Thence with fence ¥,

46 Qegrees 0% E. at 606.6 varas & ronk set in ground, ot 6)0 varaw tne Southwest high bank of |

T e ——— . - —

* TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSIONS
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENT]FICA'NON
oy 7Dl oy _[lemild
provery Name___ 8 Ly 2.l K 0.2t itonc vare
e X D38 Ern 26 74 Kol ey Zipoode L f N/
Historical designations (it any): () National Register {individually) () National Register District, name
' QO Recorded Texas Historic tandmark O State Archeological Landmark £ Local designation

Ownership: 0 Public £ Frivate

For archeological sites, entar site name/number for “Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated date of Barly sg0p .

Why is this property important 10 your community? O?{w Lo B M’k.& T ) Cren
- Duty 0 TR pld. Xy Octlens N 7
A oo loce

in whal aspect{s) of Texas history has this property piayed 8 role? (check ail that apply)

{it known),

Lok
7

Gitecture O Archeclogy O At O Commerce 13 Communications €3 Community planning and development
[rConsenvation O Economics O Education O Engineering B Entertsinmentiecreation O Ethic hedtage
0 Exporation/seisment O Healthimedicine O Industry Tl invention © Landscape architecture O Law Q1 Literature

O Madtime history C) Mitary © pars O phy QO O Religon O Science

T Socat history O Transportation  CI Otner, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Thesat: O Negien () Development 0 Damage {i.6. naturg! disaster, vandalism, arson) [ Major atieration O Relocation

s ihe propely currentiy vacant? A0, ifyes, i how fong?

BrieNy describe the nature and immediacy of the threat:

What do you think would heip alleviate iha threat? W&w—“m

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

vame 77% A bor % o

s (P00 SRR T Y. o
Pronedf 20 - /2 - F7FFax Emar

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Atn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@the.state.1x.us
Questians? Comtact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commissian at 51 U463-5853 or history@ihe.slate.tx.us
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2% Vorde Croek, 64,26 varss to & StaKe in canter Line of the Verde Craek; Thence up.sireem of |

ssid Yerde Crevk with its memniers, N. 34 degrees ¥. 192.6 varas, N. 21 degress J0' W, 120.6
30" W, 118.8 veras, N. 29 dogre

vayas, N. & degrs 50% W. 198 varas to the glacs of beginntdg.

TRACT WO, Contalning 2 scres, Heginning at a stake in the North 1ins of tho Hondo-New

Pountein Roed, distant 241.2 vares S, 85 degrees K. fTom the conjunction of the Hondo.Mew

Fountasn Rosd eni the New Fountnin.Vandenkurg Koad; Thew o along the East line of & 25 foot

lane {water right rosd) North st 40 vargs the South hign bank of the Verde Greek, 75.6 veres

10 8 10" Bordesux tree in the Bed of the Verde Cresk: Thence down Stream of said Verde Creek
With tta neanders, S. B3 degrees E. 93 veras, 5. 84 degroes B. 59.7 veras to azotter Sordesux
tres; Themce S. 2 degress W, at 28 veras to North high benk of the Verds Creek, 77.4 varas to |
@ staks S the North Line of the Hoado.New Fountain Rond; Thence slong the North line of satd
Hondo-New Pountain Hosd N. 82 degrees LO' W, 156.6 varas to thne place of beginning.

TRAOT THRER. Containing oms-half acre, Belng & portion of & paxcel of land formeriy knows
58 & "Lot in the Village of New Fountaia”™. Beginning at & #take iR the North 1ine of tha Hondve
New Fountain road, distaat 113.4 verss S. 85 degrees 5, from the comjumction of &ne Sonda.New
Fountsin Road and the Kew Founteln.Vendeavurg Road; Thonce N. § degrees B. 43.7 veres to ths -
South bigh temk of the Varde Creek; Thenee along tho South high benk of seld Verde Creck §. 74/

Gegress B, 70,5 varss w 8 stake; Thancs 5. 16 degrees H. 36.7 varas to s stake In the North |

line of the Hondo.Kew Fountain Rosd; Thence slong North lins of sald Hondo.New Founts n Boed

N, 85 degreea W, 65.§ vares to the place of heglnaing. |
These threa tracts being te Same land cohveyed to the undersigned , Rolf Ssetnoff from

Sopaie Nowsan, at al, by deed deted September Sth 194k, und of record ia the Deed Recorda of |

ledina County, Texas, in Vol. 128, oo pBgos 203 to 205, to waich referssce s aereln made for

further description of same. .
To heve and to hold the stove describved land and premises, tmgsther with all end singuler

‘the rights snd appurtenunces thersts in anywise belonglag untc the Said Alfred Sasthoff, nis

helrs agd sssigns, forevar,Aw we &0 heraby hind surselves, our heirs, executors asd edmin. |
istrators to warrant sod forever defead sll and singuler the selé prezises uato the seld Alfred,
Sasthoff, his hoirs apd sssigns, egalndt every person whomscever, Lewfully claiming or to olsim
the same or any part thereof.

Witpess our hands tnis J0th dey of Septemder 1%L.

Rolf Saathoff
Evelyn Santhoft

(6.8, 1at, Rov.Stampe $4.40)
The State af Texas)
Gounty of Medinel Befors me, the undersigned authority, on this day persoaally sppeared
Rolt Sasthoff and wife,Zvelyn Seathof?, toth knows £o me to Le the persons whase Remes are sub-:
serthed to the foregoing instrument, and They eoch ecknowladged to me that they executed tho
Bame for tha purposee and tossideration thereln sxpresssd.And the 24ld Evelyn Sestnoff, wife of
the said Rolf Seathoff, havisg heen exemined by me privily acd apatt from her sald busband, aosf
heving the same fully expluined to her, she, the suid Evelyn Sesthoff, scknowledged such in

|
i strumest, to be her act npd deed, and declared that she hed willingly signed the name for the -

| purposes end copSideration thereln expresasd, and that ehe A1¢ not Wish Lo retract it.
Given wnder my hepd and seal of office at Hondo, Texes, tais JOth dey of September 19uk.

iSeel} ank 1. Ve ce

Fr
Notary Public in ead for Medine Counsy, Texas

Filed for Record the 1lth day of October A. D, 194l ut 1:20 o'clock F. M.

0 ofclock A 3.

Recorded the 1Jth dey of Cstaber A. D. 194s et 10:

. o
| Mefina County, Texas

Clerk County Ciur

[ .
“eet e ey iy vBTas to o
46 dogrees 100 E. gy 6006

i

Steks ead fence corner; Thance witn rence g

 VEFBS 8 Tock St in grount, wt 630 vares the Sout

91



i
Yl

110} yesrs from the 28th

Tor & perisd of Ten
bt retsined by granter,

provie

day of July A.D. 1941, which iaterest 1s not conveysd herevy,
thet £t shall not be necessary for grantor, ita Iuccedsors or esaigns, to joim

ed, however,
leases for the developuent aad producticn of such winersls, spd provid.

in the exscution of any
Minerals are being produced in paying quantities upon the explratioa

continue to own and be

6d further that Lt such
1ts Buccessors or asmigns shall

- of se1d tes (10} years, grantor,
entitled to ite proportiosats part of such production %o long as same continues,

Witnese my hand this 23rd day of Septemder, A. D. 19k
Hobart §. Atkins
(4.5, Lot . Rev.Stanps §7.70) Admiplstrator with the will sanexed of the
eatete of Joste Milier Xosoos, Deceassd.
The State of Tensezsse,)
i Bafore me, & notary public, on this day personsily sppasred Hobert

¢ County of Knox.
T.Atxing, edministrator with the Wil anpaxed of the estste of Jasie Miller Roscoe, deceased,
KnOWR to me Lo be the pErsOR Wnoge name {9 SubsCTIbed Lo the fOregoing inatrucent and acknow.
ledged to me that he sxecuted the Game £T the purpokos and considersticn therein expressed,

LRSI

4sd 1o the capacity therein stated.
Givea under my hand and eeel of office this 23 dsy of Septemver A,

uilared B. MoRae

| {Sesr Hildred B. UcRee

! Notary Publie Kmox Co., Tenn. lotary Payiic

the 1lth day of

Cctobar A. L. 1544 st §iL5 o'Clack 4. ¥,

Filed for Recors
196k st 8130 o'elock A, M.

Recorded the }3th day 57 Octader A.D.

B.A, Jungman
Clerk County Court,Medine County,

C e e 800 e v e e e

Alfred Suathoff.

WARRANTY DEED. Rolf Sastnoff and wife to
The State of Texas)
County of Msdine) Know 81l men by these presents: That we, Rolf Sastooff acd wire, Bvelyn
for mad in consideration of the sum of Ten Dollers end cther
which

Sesthoft, of Medina County, Texas,
00 aod valuable consideratisn to us

have granted, 8014 and conveyad, sad by Unwse

Texss, all

in band peld by Alfrad Ssathoff, the recetpt af

‘

i hersby rully acknowledged and confesaed
i prosents do grent, sell and convey unto the ssid ALfred Ssatnoff, of bedins Counc
that certain tract or percels of land situeted in Medine County, Tesss, contuining seventy
" seven acres o land, more or less, out of sriginel survey No. 22, in the rame of Wa.Eryen,
Lying and being situsted on the waters af the Verde Creek, & tributery of the Hondo Aiver.
Se4d land consinting of tares Separute troots or percsls, and belng sltuated sboat five niles
iondo, Teans, end seid lend being descrided in thres trests, es Jollowa
in the Boum: line of the

. 30 degrees om
FIRST TRACT. Containing 7L.5 mcres, ani begisning 8t & stske
Hondo.Bew ¥ountals Foad 8t a point whore 1 crosses tns centsr of asid Verds Creax; Thence
& varss

]
i
|8

| with fence slong the Soutn iime of satd Hondo-Wew Fountals Fosd S. 5L legrees
B? degrees %W, 148 varus, N, 8L degrees

the West nigh benk of said Verde Creek, 54.7 varss, W
toe Nopt

L. 0. tree (this polnt being

36"
8

W. 70 verss to s
with renca 8. i degress J0° %
steke apd fenve cormer; Thence wi

seuse lovl;

with fonce N, 87 cegrees V. S.& varae to @

dogreas W, 51,8 wares to 4 steke sad fence fenze §

varas 15 & stexe ané fence vorner; Thence 5 degrees %,
vats { Teance with feme alung

line of ¢ p

w

Teke wod fencn
Buurhuest bigh osnk ot

By 630 vares

S

vuTeA v ruck S8t in gROuRG
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TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION
7771 L city %;@

prosryame ___ P Ltk 2.2 e s vams
ndcress 25 D38, ﬁ/’? 26 7¢ /4’14‘4' C)(rb(f tipcots V4 K&

Histarical designations {if any): {3 National Register (Individuatly) Q National Register District, name

County Ownership: O Public £ Frivate

) Recorded Texas Historic Landmark (I State Archeologicai Landmark Q) Local designation

For ical sites, enter site

for “Property Nama" and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estmated dale of Gaxty spof

Why is this properly important (o your o X Ko i

Quto o LA pLA Yoo Pens

Ftcial’ ) o ghend “Erndeans .4 Aego. K
Ao lnis 7

In what aspeci(s) of Texas history has this property piayed a role? (check all 1nal spply)
/B'Qicunure ;Mémeczme @ Archeology 01 At O Commerce £ Communications (X Cammunity planning and development
D jon O rEn Q Ethwic heritage

o a O industry O Invention (3 Landscape architecture O Law O Literature

G Education O

0 Manlime history O Military Q F"erlormmg arts O Philosophy O Politics/govemment O Religion  Q Science

2 Social history O Transportation O Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: G Neglea O Development (3 Damage (ie. natura) disaster, vandalism, arson) ) Major aiteration  C3 Relocation

s the property cumanty vacant? 24 tfyes, how long?

of the thraat

Briehy describe the nature and

it it )

¥

What do you think would help alleviate the threat? 7% #//J e

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person complating form)
Name ;/ ] O il iat
Aw:ess/?ﬁ/*a?gﬁli 1@/ ci

orened B0 Yl BT P ban

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

S onde A T 550

Emal

Submit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 ot help@the.state.tx.us

Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission al $12/463-5853 or history@the staie.1x.us

|

For archeglogical sites, enter site name/numbers
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BNDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

County Gity - crership: O Public 03 Private

Property Name

Addrass

Historical designations {if eny): 3 National Reg
: €1 Recorded Te T Locsl designetion

e Ineation for “Address.”
2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Ectimaled date of construcion/accupation ApcE. “

Wiy IS this property impodant (o your commusty?

I whiat aspect(s) of Taxas hislory has this property played a ro il 2pplyY) i
Q Agri © At [+] y QAR GC ¢ TG ax ing

0 Conservation (2 Eoonemics O Bdecation 03 Qa Q 2

Q Qt

dve O industy O fivention O Landscepe architecture O Lany T Lilesature

O Masitime history C3 bitiiary O ¥

T Social history €3 Trsnoportatior’
3. ENDANGERMENT

Theeat: (3 Neglect € Develop
i the propenty currenlly vaoant?
Brisfly describe the naturs and i

Wihat do you thiri would help al

TETL 2276 o help@ih

§3-5853 or history s




;,Aj é)luuf W/-‘W
1. IDENTIFICATION ol L&Y‘aﬂ l:., et
County MAM city MW@M 2o -

Propeny Nome__FUert piehery - tend:  wiston mwm%w._%
Address (0.4, A5 +7727¢ Jinde Zip code 788G (

Historical designations (if any): Q2 National Register (individually) {1 National Register District, name

[ Recorded Taxas Historic Landmark () State Archeological Landmark O Local designation

For archeological sites, entar site name/number for "Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate tocatian for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated date of

In wha!t aspeci{s} of Taxas history has ihis property played a role? (check alt Ihat apply}

G

0AR G-Commerce 0 Communications Erommuniy planning 3nd deveiopmen 5,»!9 oF

P o

Q Conservation () Economics O Education Q1 Engineering O Entertainmenlrecreation ll’E/xc heritage

=4 ] @ifdusty (3 invention Q Landscape architecture O Law O3 Literature
Q Martime history Q Miliary O ing arts 13 oty O Q Religion O Scienca

B’gdal history @ Transportation 0 Olher, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Thrent: O Neglect ) Devalopment  Pramage (6. naturai disaster, vandaism, arson) O Mafor alteration 01 Relocation

15 the prapedty curently vacant? if yes, how long?

Briefly describe the nature and immediacy of the threat:
Y

e e e s

4, CONTACT INFORMATION (for person compléting form)

Name QZ// }’/7)4,.. A o LA Qo Erer (ol e
adaress LGP0 KA 2 L7 Lo ci ko | Tt Pl (Hae Frusdes)
prone _{307¢/ Fe7e Fax emat __pglitten o  Buge ge Al

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to; Texas Historical Commission, Aan: HELP, P.O. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 or help@the. stare.Lx.us
Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Commission at 512/463-5853 or history@ihe.stale.tx.us

=

being more particularly described by metos and bounds in Exbibit A" attached hereto and made a
part hereof for all purposes.

Exceptions to Conveyance and Warranty:

1) Electric Service Linc as shown on survey dated August 18, 2003, as prepared by Jobn M.
Howard, Registered Professional Land Surveyor,

2)  Any claim o right of adjoining property owner to that strip of fand iying between the fence
and the bouodary line on the sast side of the property as shown on survey dated August 18,
2003, as prepared by Jobn M. Howard, Registered Professional Land Surveyor.

3) 2222 Foot Laoe as shown on survey dated Augast 18, 2003, as prepared by Joha M.
Howard, Registered Professional Land Surveyor

4 i Lutheran Church of Quihi to that certain 0.37 acre
overlap a3 shown on survey dated August 1B, 2003, as prepared by John M. Howard,
Registered Professionsl Land Surveyor.

Reservations from Copveynace and Warranty: None

Grantor, for the consideration and subject to the reservations from and exceptions to
conveyance and warranty, grants, selis, and conveys to Granter the property, together with alf and
singuler the rights and appurtenances thereto in any wise belonging, to have and hold it to Grantee,
Gruntee's heirs, executors, sdministestors, successors, ot assigns forever, Grantor hereby binds
Grantor and Grantor's heirs, executors, administrators, snd successors to warrant and forever defend
uli mad singular the property to Grantor and Grantee’s heirs, executors, sdministtatars, successors,
and nssigns, sgeinst every person whomsoever lawfully claiming of to claim the same o any part
thereof, except as to the reservations from and exceptions to warranty,

The vendor's lien against and superior fitle to the property are retained wntil the note
described herein s fully paid sccording 1o its terms, at which time this deed shall become absolute.

Whes the coptext requires, singular nouns and pronouns include the plural.

COMPASS BANK has sdvanced and paid to Grantor in cash that portion of the purchuse
price of the property that is evidenced by the first lien note, In consideration of that peyment,
Grantar retains & first and superior vendor's lien sgainst and superior title to the property and
transfers them o COMPASS BANK without recourse on Grantor. Grantor retains a second and
inferior vendor's lien sgainst and superior titie to the property to secure the second lien note and
agrees that this second lien is and shall remain subordinate und inferior to all lien securing the first
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AFTER RECORDING RETURN TO:
KENNETH M. SMITH, ET UX

148570

“NOTICE OF CONFIDENTTALITY RIGHTS: IF YOU ARE A NATURAL PERSON, YOU
MAY REMOVE, OR STRIKE ANY OF THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION FROM THIS
INSTRUMENT BEFOREIT 18 FILED FORRECORD IN THE PUBLIC RECORDS: YOUR
SOCIAL SECURITY NUMBER OR YOUR DRIVER'S LICENSE NUMBER.”

WARRANTY DEED WITH VENDOR'S LIEN

Date: September J30_, 2003

Grantor:  JOHN C. WINKLER ake JOHN CHARLES WINKLER and wife,
VIRGINIA V., WINKLER

Grantor's Mnﬂmg Address (including county): 1209 Shady Lane, Hondo, Medina County,
Texas 7884

Graotee:  KENNETH M. SMITH and wife, ARLENE B. SMITH

Gravtee's Mailing Address (including county): 815 Washington Street, Castrovilte, Medina
County, Texas 78009

Consideration: TEN AND Nonoo(sm 00) DOLLARS o twa (2) otes of eve date executed
by Grantee, which wil toas the first i

lien note. The first hm ‘ate is in the principal smount of TWO HUNDRED FoumeN
THOUSAND AND NO/100 (§214,000.00) DOLLARS, is dated September 50, 2003, payable to
the order of COMPASS BANK. That first sien note is secured by  first and superior deed of trust
of even date from Grantes to PAT RILEY, Trustee. The second fien note is in the principal amount
of FIFTY THREE THOUSAND, FIVE HUNDRED AND NO/100 ($53,500.00) DOLLARS and is
paysble o the order of COMPASS BANK. The note provides for acceleration of maturity and
payment of nttomey’s fees in the event of default in payment of that note, defbuit in payment of the
first lien note, of breach of any covenants of the deeds of trust securing either the fust lien ot
second lien notes. The sceond lien note is secured by a second and inferior vendor's lien and
superior Gile rewined in this deed and by 2 second and inferior deed of trust of even date from
Grantee to PAT RILEY, Trustee.

Property (including say improvements): A 2.90 acre tract of land, moes or less, being situated
4.2 miles N 63* E of Hondo, in Medina County, Texas, and being out of Survey No. 22, Abstract
No. 50, Win, Bryan, original Grantoe, being all of a 1.37 acre \ract conveyed from Nel) F. Richter
ta Iohn C. Winkler, et ux, by deed dated October 4, 1979, and recorded in Volume 291, Puge 283
of the Deed Records of Medina County, Texas, and all of @ Lot in New Foumain conveyed from ida
M. Thayer, etol, to John C. Winkier by deed dated February 13, 1985, and recorded in Vohume 7,
Page 851 of the Official Public Records of Medina County, Texas, and of the 22.22 foot land lef
between the two tracts as described in Deed recorded in Volume 8, Page 691, Deed Recards, und
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fien note, regardlcss of the frequency o manner of renewal, extension or alteration of ny part of the
first lien note o the liens gecaring it.

HE'STATE OF TEXAS §

COUNTY OF MEDINA §

instrument was acknowledged before me on this the 44%._ day of @hdedeear_, 2003,

by !OHN €. WINKLER aks JOHN CHARLES WINKLER,

vttt
TP MARY L. LAUGHRIGHOUSE
NOTARY PUBLIC
S of Taxes a
7 omem Fxn Viou, 30, 2004 o ublic, Statedt Texs

THE STATE OF TEXAS §

COUNTY OF MEDINA §

was acknowledged before me on this the A2/ day of (i Act), 2003,

‘This instrument
by VIRGINIA V. WINKLER.

Notary piblic, Sute off exas

PREPARED IN THE LAW OFFICE OF:
NUNLEY, DAVIS, JOLLEY & HILL, L.LP,

aezst P.0. Box 422

Castroville, Texas 73009 /{ZIUJM/D T 7876 Hondo, Texas 78861

1AT000K7000-70997064 46 Wiskler Smit WARRANTY DEED WITH VENDOR'S LIEN.wpd; G 9/0/03

WARRANTY DEED WEFH VENDORS LLEN

WIRKLER . PAGE NO.3 v 466.
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SEATD O TEXAL PREFARZO FORs Jebn O 4 viEpine V. Winklex
OUNTY OF WEDINA sliucy, Kenowch
Retona o Bnith - Bayers

PIRLD NOTES 10 DESCRIBE

+ ux
Page 261 of the Daud Records o Hadine ©
rom Tda

nyain sony 3
i ntTar by Dued dated Tebraary 13, 1965 and retorded Ln volina
5. Pene 351 e vha Offtait Funile Ducocds of Nedine Courtys

eas of the 72.77 Pot Lane left hetwaen the two tracts as

duscribed above ae per Deed recordad in Volume B, Fsge 691 Doad
Recorde, snd baing Sore pacticularly described sa Lollows:

PRGINNING: A% an

TEENCH ¥ s;f 41, °7~ W BT faut with. & consrate
£Xw Hosth.Line of County Road
1.1+ conorate’ it faund tor b cagle

ThENCE: 'x 52+ 71" 199 Wo161%30  fadtqithrthe North 1ime of
2ald road soon 510 lcon pin bet S5z 1tk Wost cormer
d 5 5 of thix tract;

TwEHCE) ¥ 25% 51 16° K 360,63 fesk with the seushosse L
of a £5.55 Foot Lane (Volums 8, Pagw

corner of this tracty

TERRCE g cuppariine o said crsek as foliow
. l
§ 504 4G' 5Ev.a227.83 foue 1o an nnqh point of this
€ract

A0 B 147000 fout & pdhu for the Bast
Gotanr of sald 117 Acce FEace ang of thin tractt

THENCE: 5 25 01 16 W 331.55 feat, at 40.00 foat
pban. contiauing Lh Gunerel with fonce and
the Northwest Line of wald Parcel of Land (Volune 57,
Page 321 Officlal Public Rucords to the POIAT OF
BEGINNING.

Bsarings shown harein are geodetic from GF6 chmesvations.

I baesby cartity whac the forapolns fiald
nots description and ec 1at wore
pre £rom an wcturl sirvey paxjormed on
the’sround, s Wy sopervislon and that to
the bast of my n.uar and, knewiedga they sre
true and cotrect

Thie the d day of

3
02 swg

l&ahuuy s
a0 desiine

R

vago.._or |

= st & stake in the North line of Quihj-Vandenber
—¥8. to a stake for {ts S.E.corner which is 36,
conjunction of the Hondo-Vandenberg Road;

25 deg. 15" E. B4.2 vrs.
-—EB. corner;

=>ng the WEst bank of said creek, N.
W, corner;

27 deg. 35' W, 100 vrs.

5 vrs.

to the place of begimning.

44 deg, W. 74.1 vrs, to

.

s O e PR

8 Road $. 57 deg, 15 Yy
N. 57 deg.

Lo stake on the West hank of Verde Creek

15"

stake

TO HOLD the above described premises, together with alt and singular the rights and

= anywise belonging unto the said grantee s, thelir

&> hereby bing Myself, wy

heirs and assigns

_ EVER DEFEND all and singular the said premises unto the said grantee s ,

heirs, executors and administrators to

thedir

st every person whomsoever lawfully claiming of to claim the same or any part

—~ agreed that the VENDOR'S LIEN, as well as the Superior Title in and te the sbove

‘tained against the above described property, premises and improvements until the above

X fnterest thereon are fuily paid accarding to the fuce, tenor, effect and reading thereof,

mome absolule.

i 4t day of Octobex

Acknowledgment)

i

—xed euthiority, on this day persenally appesred

- whose name.....
= same for the purposes and consideration thereio expressed.

9-/7 any, ()(\:4 e

~ wd sl of office on this the

Notary Public in und for ~ Medina

minsioy expires... Dzl . .
Ve e Bepaehile.

me of notary)

{Printed or starmped »

»*
<

=3B ch LAY OF OCTOBER, A. D. 1979 AT
CORNELIA ¥, KOCH
L‘LEWK "OU}?" COU’? 1}’8@1“\ COUNTY

An, ks DEPS

Nell F. Richter

TEXAS
e

9.,
1979

15, subseribed to e foregaing instrument, and acknawledged fo me

440 grcrLogk P .M.
Sth DI\V OF OCTOBER, A. DP. 1979 4T 2:00 01CLOCK P
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Prepared by the Stote Bac of Texas for wse by Lawyees onty. Reviewed 1-1.76
NOT!CE Ta selovt the proper foem, fill i blank spaces, ;mu out ferm provisions oy
iasert special terms constitures the prociice of law. Mo “stasdard farn” cun

et all requicements.

gL ,u‘X/ARRANTY DEED WITH VENDOR’S LIEN
THE STATE OF TEXAS

}, KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS:
COUNTY OF MEDINA

That T, NELL F. RICHTER, a single woman,

of the County of Medina and State of  Texas for and in

of the sum of Ten and No/100

DOLLARS
and other valuable consideration to the undersigned paid by the grantees herein named, the receipt of which

is hereby

ged, and the further of the execution and delivery by grentees of

their one certain promissory note of even date herewith, in the principsl sum of Fifty-
Five Thousand and No/100 Dollars {§$55,000.00), payable to the order of grantor in monthly
installments and bearing interest as therein provided, containing the usual clauses pro-

viding for accelervation of maturity and for attorney's fees,

\he payment of which note s secured by the vendor's lien herein setined, and is additionally secured by n deed

of trust of even date herewlth (o Prancis ¢. Richter, IIT Trustee,

have GRANTED, SOLD AND CONVEYED, and by these prescnls do GRANT, SELL AND CONVEY unio
JOHN C. WINKLER and wife, THELMA E. WINKLER

of the County of Maedina and State of Texas . alt of the following deseribed real

property in Medina County, Texas, to-wit

juision No. 20, Survey Ko. 22,

of land, more or less, out of Subdivisien 0, :

5 ng;carr.“rn;am.. County, Texas, and being wore fully described by metes and
bounds, as follows:

BRI

a3011677

FLED IN MY OFFICE
ELVA MIRANDA
0107103 PH-S4R

COUNTY DOUST, METIMA G,

Wy
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Structure, Stage Stop (?)

Senal Number: NRS79-21838
Property Name: STAGE STOP (?)
Property Address near Guihi, rural
Architect/Builder
Cwner ?
County. Medina
City/Rurs; rural, Quihi
Block: E-4
Lot 1
UTM Coordinates:
USGS Map.
Construction Date.
Penod TCW Metsger Home forimer stagecoach siop [

Style Poneer Alsatian
Theme, TCSCIAAPAL
Description’ 2-story, mixed sandstone and limestone, Alsatian structure with stone lintels and quowns: once used
a4 stage stop; beautiful framing-note columns and beams of barn which has massive Iintel over
acer; many windows closed with concrete. main house has casement windows and double doors,
gable roof with end-wall chimney far plan; barn is 17 % 22"
Building Matenal: Wall: stone/stone
Building Matenal: Roof 7 - barn. metat
Physical Condition” good/poor
Site: Onginal: 1
Site: Moved. 0
Site: Date Moved
Alterstions. probably atered
Significance: Good example vernacular stone residence (Aisatian) in rural Quihi
Area of Significance: architecture
Level of Significance local
Designate: HS!
Originat Use: stage stop/bam
Present Use: ramgensivacant
Refahonship o
Surraundings
Acreage/Boundary
Description

Biblicgraphic Data
See
info/Correspondence
Files

Retorged By: BCN 9/80
informant

Datz 772472
Photo Dara. 3 biw (T/121/72): 323,783

Contnuation

|
PR }
fiup: atlus.the state oG usseriprsyigwlipmeg gl Sadas = JOTOG3Y08d e namo=Sruet. 8 2002003

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

County m&/ Cily% 741440?&_44 J Ownership: O Public -Ffivate

Property Name Histaric nam% - .

wiess_(p Ll R5y f k£ b P Blegin._ Tpeote 2L

Historical designations (if any): (3 Nationat Register {Individually) T National Register District, name

1 Recorded Texas Historic Landmark  Ct State Archeological Landmark Q1 Locat designation

For archeological sites, enter site name/number for *Property Name™ and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”
2. PROPERTY HISTORY
Eslimated date of i gf&? ; il i {if known)

Why is this property imporant ta your iy? _ 2, 5 s s

In what aspeclis) of Texas history has this properly played a rola? (check alt that apply)

i o a O At BCommerce T G @ Sommunity planning and development
0 Conservation 0 Economics O Education € Engineering 0 Entertainment/recreation W-Ethnic haritage
o fi [} T i %duswy Q invention 0 Lanascape architecture O Law O Literature

3 Maritime history (3 Miltary 01 Performing ats 0 Philosophy T Polilcsigoverament € Refigion 0 Seience

D’é)cialhis\ory aT i Q Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: O Neglect Eérelcpmenl © Gamage (e, nalural disaster, vndalism, arson)  ©) Major alteration O Reldcation

Is the property currently vacant? /U o) 1 yes, i how long?

Briefly describe the nalure and i iacy of the Wreat _ oLz 0.2 s —
2l Asmntle, 4 P ;

What do you think would heip alleviate the threat? =222 2L, Q

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person complating form)

Name Z//g ,4//A S Organizati ati D A A,
addess B AN 177 Al CityiState/Zip
rronedZ0- 25/ Bl 27 Fax Email

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Submit to: Texas Historical Comumission, Attn: HELP, P.0. Box 12276, Austin, TX 78711-2276 ot help@the.state.tx.us
Questions? Concact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Comnmission at 512/463-5853 o history@the.state.tx us Page B-158




TEXAS HISTORICAL CONMISSION

ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

1. IDENTIFICATION

County MTDTINA City SO0 Ownership: O Pubfic X3 Private
Property Name SALZT AR Histaric nerme
Agaress 2780, LOULTY. 20D 354 Zip code 73281 !

Historical designations (il any): () National Register (Individually) Q National Register District, name

(3 Recorded Texas Historic Landrnark (I State Archeological Landmark O Local designation i

For sites, enter site for "Property Name” and UTM coordinates or approximate location for “Address.”

2. PROPERTY HISTORY

Estimated date of i bon 1.910) i ider Gf known) _JO™ TITDCAY AT
Why s this property important 1o your comemunity? 10T (1007 DRTIOT ST T 494 0 G LA RE
1881,

in what sspect(s) ol Texas history has this property piayed a role? (check alt thal apcly)
& rgrcuture O Architectore O Archesiogy T At G Commerce 3 C ? 0 Community planning and

Q ion O ics O Education Q i i =} fon O Ethnic heritage

O Bxploratiovsetiement O Healtvmedicine O Industry (1 Invention O Landscape architectwe (1 Law [ Literature

O Maritime history Q Mititary 0 ing arts (1 Philosophy Q Polit Q Retigion 0 Science

£ Social hislory Q) Yransportation 0 Other, specify

3. ENDANGERMENT

Threat: 0 Neglect () Development 0 Damage {i.e. natural disaster. vandalism, arson) () Major alteration O Relocalion

s tre property currently vacant? 110 ifyes, i how long?
Briefly describe the nature and immediacy of the threar TC CCISERUCTTE AN WTSTOUTIOAT, TATHD o=
HOLZ WIICH WAS RUIUTOAED

JOT I

TARIAY CATERIY 5 T
Whal g you o an ol a3t e Hhrehr
S0 QUARAY == 0 DATTROAD

4. CONTACT INFORMATION (for person completing form)

Name JOZ EARRIS TALATH o
Adress 780 COUNTY 204D Cily . 78861
Ph:ﬂ)eo 426355 Fax Emal

PLEASE INCLUDE A CURRENT PHOTOGRAPH OF THE PROPERTY

Subrmit to: Texas Historical Commission, Attn; HELP, P.O Box 12276, Austin, TX 7871122276 or nelp@ih.state.x.us
Questions? Contact the History Programs Division, Texas Historical Coramission 2t 512/463-5851 o bistory@the state.ix.us

kA2

TEXAS HISTORICAL
ENDANGERED HISTORIC PROPERTY IDENTIFICATION FORM

! 1. IDENTIFICATION

County Meding City News Fountain Ownership: [{ Public O Private
: 29 190 * property Name _Sauthwest  TX  Confevence wistorc came NEW F:“*""ml"‘ llzm'ﬁd o

B o Address__ 2980 FM 2676, Honde . TX Zip code 0884t

Historical designations (if any): () National Reglster (tndividually) Q National Register District, name

ﬁ Recorded Texas Historic tandmark (1 Slate Archeological Landmark QO Local designation

“ For ical sites, enter site far “Property Name” and UTM c<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>