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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis
April 1, 2003

State Director

Bureau of Land Management
Utah State Office

P.O.Box 45155

Salt Lake City, UT 84145-0155

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Ms. Wisely:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows ( Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.
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The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State
Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creck arca before Interstate 70,

According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of industrics, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCQO) are located 30 miles east of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG believes that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina cach day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
* Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet, SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day. Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencics and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmenlal issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental issues or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource arcas that may be important to this project include, but
are not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Z Local land us¢ plans, including parks and refuges

3. Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

4 Air emissions and air quality impacts

5 Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

6. Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

7. Native American populations, land, and cultures

8. Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

9, Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities” (low-income or minority populations)



Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

SCAOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
April 1, 2003
Page 3

Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments

SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have aszigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballpi@istb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

7}}&5@4\)

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Agpril 1, 2003

Aden Seidlitz, Manager
Bureau of Land Management
Rickfield District

150 East 900 North
Richfield, UT 84701

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Seidlitz:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows ( Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.

The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State
Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70.
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According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of indusiries, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCO) are located 30 miles cast of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG belicves that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 30, I-135, SE. 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina each day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
. Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet. SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day, Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencies and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmental issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental 1ssucs or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource areas that may be important to this project include, but
ar¢ not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Local land use plans, including parks and refuges

Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

Air emissions and air quality impacts

Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

Native American populations, land, and cultures

Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

; Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities™ (low-income or minority populations)

1090 N OV W

Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments
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SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have assigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballp@stb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

bR
Victoria Rutson

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

Agpril 1, 2003

Nancy Kang, Chief

Utah Regulatory Office

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
533 West 2600 South, Suite 150
Bountiful, UT 84010-7744

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Ms. Kang;:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows ( Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.

The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State

Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70.
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According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of indusiries, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCO) are located 30 miles cast of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG belicves that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 30, I-135, SE. 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina each day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
. Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet. SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day, Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencies and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmental issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental 1ssucs or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource areas that may be important to this project include, but
ar¢ not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Local land use plans, including parks and refuges

Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

Air emissions and air quality impacts

Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

Native American populations, land, and cultures

Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

; Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities™ (low-income or minority populations)

1090 N OV W

Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments
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SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have assigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballp@stb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

bR
Victoria Rutson

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Agpril 1, 2003

Laura Romin

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
2369 West Ortin Circle, Suite 50
West Valley City, UT 84119-7679

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Ms. Romin:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation B oard (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows (Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.
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The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State
Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creck arca before Interstate 70,

According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of industrics, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCQO) are located 30 miles east of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG believes that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina cach day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
* Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet, SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day. Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencics and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmenlal issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental issues or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource arcas that may be important to this project include, but
are not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Z Local land us¢ plans, including parks and refuges

3. Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

4 Air emissions and air quality impacts

5 Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

6. Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

7. Native American populations, land, and cultures

8. Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

9, Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities” (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments

SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have aszigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballpi@istb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

7}}&5@4\)

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

Agpril 1, 2003

Mr. Bill Broderson, State Soil Scientist
Natural Resources Conservation Service
P.O.Box 11350

125 South State Street

Salt Lake City, UT 84147

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Broderson:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows ( Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.

The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State

Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70.

J-14 June 2007



Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

SCAOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
Apnl 1, 2003
Page 2

According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of indusiries, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCO) are located 30 miles cast of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG belicves that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 30, I-135, SE. 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina each day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
. Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet. SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day, Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencies and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmental issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental 1ssucs or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource areas that may be important to this project include, but
ar¢ not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Local land use plans, including parks and refuges

Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

Air emissions and air quality impacts

Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

Native American populations, land, and cultures

Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

; Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities™ (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments
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SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have assigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballp@stb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

bR
Victoria Rutson

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Agpril 1, 2003

Vic Parslow

Natural Resources Conservation Service
340 North 600 East

Richfield, UT 84701

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Parslow:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation B oard (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows (Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.
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The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State
Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creck arca before Interstate 70,

According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of industrics, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCQO) are located 30 miles east of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG believes that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina cach day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
* Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet, SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day. Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencics and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmenlal issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental issues or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource arcas that may be important to this project include, but
are not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Z Local land us¢ plans, including parks and refuges

3. Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

4 Air emissions and air quality impacts

5 Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

6. Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

7. Native American populations, land, and cultures

8. Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

9, Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities” (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments

SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have aszigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballpi@istb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

7}}&5@4\)

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

Agpril 1, 2003

David Maurstad, Regional Director
Federal Emergency Management Agency
Region VIII

Building 710, Box 25267

Denver, CO 80225-0267

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Maurstad:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows ( Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.

The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State

Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70.
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According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of indusiries, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCO) are located 30 miles cast of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG belicves that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 30, I-135, SE. 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina each day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
. Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet. SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day, Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencies and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmental issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental 1ssucs or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource areas that may be important to this project include, but
ar¢ not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Local land use plans, including parks and refuges

Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

Air emissions and air quality impacts

Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

Native American populations, land, and cultures

Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

; Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities™ (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments
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SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have assigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballp@stb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

bR
Victoria Rutson

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Agpril 1, 2003

Bruce Barrett, Area Manager
U.S. Department of Interior
Bureau of Reclamation

302 East 1860 South

Provo, UT 84606-7317

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Barrett:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows ( Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.

The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State

Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70.
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According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of indusiries, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCO) are located 30 miles cast of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG belicves that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 30, I-135, SE. 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina each day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
. Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet. SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day, Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencies and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmental issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental 1ssucs or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource areas that may be important to this project include, but
ar¢ not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Local land use plans, including parks and refuges

Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

Air emissions and air quality impacts

Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

Native American populations, land, and cultures

Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

; Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities™ (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments
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SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have assigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballp@stb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

bR
Victoria Rutson

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

Agpril 1, 2003

Uinta National Forest
Forest Supervisor's Office
88 West 100 North
P.O.Box 1428

Provo, UT 84601

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Karp:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows ( Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.

The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State

Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70.
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According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of indusiries, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCO) are located 30 miles cast of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG belicves that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 30, I-135, SE. 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina each day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
. Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet. SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day, Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencies and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmental issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental 1ssucs or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource areas that may be important to this project include, but
ar¢ not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Local land use plans, including parks and refuges

Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

Air emissions and air quality impacts

Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

Native American populations, land, and cultures

Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

; Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities™ (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments
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SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have assigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballp@stb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

bR
Victoria Rutson

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Agpril 1, 2003

Fishlake National Forest
Forest Supervisor’s Office
115 East 900 North
Richfield, UT 84701

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Houston:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation B oard (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows (Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.
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The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State
Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creck arca before Interstate 70,

According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of industrics, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCQO) are located 30 miles east of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG believes that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina cach day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
* Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet, SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day. Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencics and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmenlal issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental issues or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource arcas that may be important to this project include, but
are not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Z Local land us¢ plans, including parks and refuges

3. Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

4 Air emissions and air quality impacts

5 Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

6. Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

7. Native American populations, land, and cultures

8. Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

9, Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities” (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments

SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have aszigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballpi@istb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

7}}&5@4\)

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

Agpril 1, 2003

Joel Berwick

U.S. Department of Energy
2597 B3/4 Road

Grand Junction, CO 81503

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Berwick:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation B oard (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows (Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.
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The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State
Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creck arca before Interstate 70,

According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of industrics, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCQO) are located 30 miles east of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG believes that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina cach day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
* Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet, SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day. Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencics and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmenlal issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental issues or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource arcas that may be important to this project include, but
are not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Z Local land us¢ plans, including parks and refuges

3. Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

4 Air emissions and air quality impacts

5 Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

6. Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

7. Native American populations, land, and cultures

8. Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

9, Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities” (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments

SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have aszigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballpi@istb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

7}}&5@4\)

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Agpril 1, 2003

U.S. Geological Survey

Utah District Office of District Chief
2329 Orton Circle

West Valley City, UT 84119-2047

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Lambert:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation B oard (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows (Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.
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The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State
Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creck arca before Interstate 70,

According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of industrics, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCQO) are located 30 miles east of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG believes that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina cach day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
* Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet, SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day. Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencics and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmenlal issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental issues or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource arcas that may be important to this project include, but
are not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Z Local land us¢ plans, including parks and refuges

3. Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

4 Air emissions and air quality impacts

5 Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

6. Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

7. Native American populations, land, and cultures

8. Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

9, Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities” (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments

SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have aszigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballpi@istb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

7}}&5@4\)

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

Agpril 1, 2003

Wayne Norwall, Regional Director
Bureau of Indian Affairs

P.O.Box 10

Phoenix, A7 85001

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Norwall:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation B oard (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows (Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.
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The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State
Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creck arca before Interstate 70,

According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of industrics, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCQO) are located 30 miles east of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG believes that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina cach day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
* Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet, SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day. Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencics and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmenlal issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental issues or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource arcas that may be important to this project include, but
are not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Z Local land us¢ plans, including parks and refuges

3. Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

4 Air emissions and air quality impacts

5 Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

6. Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

7. Native American populations, land, and cultures

8. Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

9, Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities” (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments

SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have aszigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballpi@istb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

7}}&5@4\)

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Agpril 1, 2003

Chet Mills, Superintendent
Uintah & Ouray Agency
Bureau of Indian Affairs
P.O.Box 130

Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Mills:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows ( Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.

The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State

Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70.
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According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of indusiries, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCO) are located 30 miles cast of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG belicves that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 30, I-135, SE. 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina each day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
. Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet. SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day, Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencies and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmental issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental 1ssucs or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource areas that may be important to this project include, but
ar¢ not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Local land use plans, including parks and refuges

Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

Air emissions and air quality impacts

Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

Native American populations, land, and cultures

Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

; Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities™ (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments
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SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have assigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballp@stb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

Victoria Rutson

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

Agpril 1, 2003

Betsy Chapoose

Ute Indian Tribe

Cultural Rights and Protection Dept.
P.O.Box 190

Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Ms. Chapoose:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
{SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidingg. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows ( Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side ofthe Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.

The proposed alignment crosses State Highway 50 west of Salina and continues south, crossing State

Highway 118 (Old Highway 89) and the Sevier River. The alignment continues west of the hills south of
the Salina industrial park and terminates in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70.
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According to SCAOG, the purpose of this project is to serve a number of indusiries, primarily the coal
industry. Coal mines owned by the Southern Utah Fuel Company (SUFCO) are located 30 miles cast of
Salina. Due to an absence of rail access, these industries (including SUFCO) currently move all goods by
truck. SCAOG belicves that the proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks using portions
of five highways: I-70, SR 30, I-135, SE. 28, and SR 10. Most segments of these roads currently carry 750
trucks per day, with 1,500 trucks passing through downtown Salina each day at a rate of about one truck
per minute. SCAOG states that reducing the number of trucks on these roads would decrease roadway
congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette;
and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

SEA will evaluate the potential impacts of:

. The proposed rail line
. The no-build alternative
. Other reasonable and feasible alternatives that may be identified

The proposed right-of-way would have a width of approximately 100 feet. SCAOG anticipates operating
an average of one to two trains per day, Most shipments would consist of coal from the SUFCO coal
mines. In addition to coal shipments, SCAOG anticipates shipping smaller quantities of petroleum
products, lumber products, nonmetallic minerals, wallboard, and plaster.

Preliminary Consultation Process

To assist us in conducting the environmental review required by NEPA, we are consulting with, and
soliciting comments from, agencies and organizations that may have specific knowledge of potential
environmental issues and impacts that may be associated with the proposed project.

Your comments would be most helpful to us if they focused on specific environmental 1ssucs or concerns
pertaining to your jurisdiction. Issues and resource areas that may be important to this project include, but
ar¢ not limited to, the following:

1. Local, regional, and national transportation systems, including safcty of freight operations,
potential traffic delay, and highway/rail crossings

Local land use plans, including parks and refuges

Land ownership, including farmland segmentation

Air emissions and air quality impacts

Noise impacts, including impacts to wildlife resources

Historic, cultural, and archacological resources

Native American populations, land, and cultures

Impacts to prime, unique, and important farmland

; Biological resources, including threatened or endangered species and wildlife migration routes
10. Water resources, including water quality and wetlands

11. Impacts to “environmental justice communities™ (low-income or minority populations)
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Submitting Your Comments

Information on any additional issues or concerns that you consider appropriate would also be appreciated.
We are seeking your assistance as expeditiously as possible. Therefore, we are requesting your comments
by May 2, 2003. Please send your comments to:

Rick Black

HDR Engineering, Inc.

3995 South 700 East, Suite 100

Salt Lake City, UT 84107-2594

Attention: Finance Docket No. 34075 — Environmental Comments
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SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have assigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballp@stb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

bR
Victoria Rutson

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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Section of Environmental Analysis

June 2007

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Agpril 1, 2003

Cindy Charles

Koosharem Band, Southern Pauite Tribe
440 North Paiute Drive

Cedar City, UT 84720

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction and
Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Ms. Charles:

I am writing to let you know that the Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA) is initiating an environmental review under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) ofthe
project described below. I am also writing to ask your assistance in providing any information on
potential environmental impacts, resources, or issues over which your agency has special expertise or
jurisdiction concerning, this proposal. SEA has not yet determined what level of environmental analysis is
appropriate for this proposal. Before making that decision, we would like to have feedback from you and
other Federal, state, and local agencies concerning any potential environmental impacts, both beneficial
and adverse, that this proposal may generate. Please review the information below. I have also provided
contact information below if you have questions or comments.

Description of the Project

On July 30, 2001, the Six County Association of Governments (SCAOG) comprising the Utah counties of
Sevier, Juab, Sanpete, Millard, Piute, and Wayne applied to the Surface Transportation Board (Board) for
authority to construct and operate a 43-mile line of new single-track rail line in Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties, Utah.

The proposed rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s (UP) mainline near
Levan, Utah (see attached Figure 1). The connection at UP would be a wye between the Juab and Sharp
Sidings. The alignment would go southward and east of Chicken Creek Reservoir, a man-made irrigation
reservoir. The alignment would generally follow a path near an existing power transmission line that goes
through the center of the Juab Plain, which consists of the valley between the South Hills to the west and
the Skinner Peaks area to the east.

The proposed alignment then begins to run parallel with the eastern boundary of Yuba Reservoir (Sevier
Bridge Reservoir), another man-made irrigation facility. The line continues east of the reservoir until it
reaches the point at which reservoir narrows (Yuba Hills). At this point, the line continues south, west of
Yuba Reservoir.

The alignment continues southward along the western side of the Sevier Valley near areas where the
foothills intersect with irrigated farmlands. The alignment continues southward on the valley’s western
side, passing on the west side of the town of Redmond. South of Redmond, the alignment bears east
toward the center of the valley.
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SEA has retained HDR Engineering, Inc. (HDR ) to assist SEA in preparing the environmental document
for this proposal. We have assigned an environmental team member from HDR to provide any assistance
you may need. The team member will contact you shortly to ensure your receipt of this letter and answer
any questions you may have.

If you have any questions about the Board’s environmental review process, please contact Phillis
Johnson-Ball, SEA’s Environmental Project Manager, at (202) 565-1530 (e-mail address: johnson-
ballp@stb.dot.gov). If you have questions concerning agency coordination and responses, or need
specific information about the proposed project, please contact Rick Black at (801) 281-8892.

We appreciate your assistance and look forward to working with you during the environmental review
process for the proposed project.

Sincerely,

Victoria Rutson

Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosure
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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May 7, 2003

Wayne Norwall, Regional Director
Bureau of Indian Affairs

P.O.Box 10

Phoenix, AZ 85001

Re: Central Utah Rail - Agency Scoping Meeting

Mr. Norwall:

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to attend the upcoming agency scoping meeting for the Central
Utah Rail project. If you are unable to attend this meeting, please appoint someone to represent your
agency for this project. Please e-mail Rick Black (Rick Black@hdrinc.com) and let us know whether you
will be able to attend or whether you will be sending a representative in your place. Once your confirm
your attendance, a meeting agenda will be sent via e-mail.

The meeting information is as follows:

Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2003
Location: Nephi City Council Chambers, 21 East 100 North, Nephi, Utah
Time: 10:00 AM —noon

If you have any questions regarding the timing or location of the meeting, please contact Glen Greenalch
at (435) 623-3400.

Any other questions or correspondences can be directed to:
Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
3995 South 700 East, Suite 100
Salt Lake City, UT 84107
(801) 281-8892
Rick Black@hdrinc.com
Thank you for your interest and participation in this project.

Sincerely,
« .‘f/fu"' B\_,_

Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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May 7, 2003

Chet Mills, Superintendent
Uintah & Ouray Agency
Bureau of Indian Affairs
P.O.Box 130

Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

Re: Central Utah Rail - Agency Scoping Meeting

Mr. Mills:

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to attend the upcoming agency scoping meeting for the Central
Utah Rail project. If you are unable to attend this meeting, please appoint someone to represent your
agency for this project. Please e-mail Rick Black (Rick Black@hdrinc.com) and let us know whether you
will be able to attend or whether you will be sending a representative in your place. Once your confirm
your attendance, a meeting, agenda will be sent via e-mail.

The meeting information is as follows:

Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2003
Location: Nephi City Council Chambers, 21 East 100 North, Nephi, Utah
Time: 10:00 AM —noon

If you have any questions regarding the timing or location of the meeting, please contact Glen Greenalch
at (435) 623-3400.

Any other questions or correspondences can be directed to:
Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
3995 South 700 East, Suite 100
Salt Lake City, UT 84107
(801) 281-8892
Rick Black@hdrinc.com
Thank you for your interest and participation in this project.

Sincerely,
F o /Z/‘/(’ ‘B\‘ ]

Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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May 7, 2003

Betsy Chapoose

Ute Indian Tribe

Cultural Rights and Protection Dept.
P.O. Box 190

Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

Re: Central Utah Rail - Agency Scoping Meeting

Ms. Chapoose:

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to attend the upcoming agency scoping meeting for the Central
Utah Rail project. If you are unable to attend this meeting, please appoint someone to represent your
agency for this project. Please e-mail Rick Black (Rick Black@hdrinc.com) and let us know whether you
will be able to attend or whether you will be sending a representative in your place. Once your confirm
your attendance, a meeting, agenda will be sent via e-mail.

The meeting information is as follows:

Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2003
Location: Nephi City Council Chambers, 21 East 100 North, Nephi, Utah
Time: 10:00 AM —noon

If you have any questions regarding the timing or location of the meeting, please contact Glen Greenalch
at (435) 623-3400.

Any other questions or correspondences can be directed to:
Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
3995 South 700 East, Suite 100
Salt Lake City, UT 84107
(801) 281-8892
Rick Black@hdrinc.com
Thank you for your interest and participation in this project.

Sincerely,
F o /Z/‘/(’ ‘B\‘ ]

Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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May 7, 2003

Cyndi Charles

Koosharem Band, Southern Pauite Tribe
440 North Paiute Drive

Cedar City, UT 84720

Re: Central Utah Rail - Agency Scoping Meeting

Ms. Charles:

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to attend the upcoming agency scoping meeting for the Central
Utah Rail project. If vou are unable to attend this meeting, please appoint someone to represent your
agency for this project. Please e-mail Rick Black {Rick.Black@hdrinc.com) and let us know whether you
will be able to attend or whether you will be sending a representative in your place. Once your confirm
your attendance, a meeting, agenda will be sent via e-mail.

The meeting information is as follows:

Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2003
Location: Nephi City Council Chambers, 21 East 100 North, Nephi, Utah
Time: 10:00 AM —noon

If you have any questions regarding the timing or location of the meeting, please contact Glen Greenalch
at (435) 623-3400.

Any other questions or correspondences can be directed to:
Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
3995 South 700 East, Suite 100
Salt Lake City, UT 84107
{801) 281-8892
Rick Black@hdrinc.com
Thank you for your interest and participation in this project.

Sincerely,
1~ %\‘

Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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May 7, 2003

Leigh Kuwanwisiwma

Hopi Cultural Preservation Office
P.O.Box 123

Kykotsmovi, AZ 8§6039-0123

Re: Central Utah Rail - Agency Scoping Meeting

Ms. Kuwanwisiwma.:

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to attend the upcoming agency scoping meeting for the Central
Utah Rail project. If vou are unable to attend this meeting, please appoint someone to represent your
agency for this project. Please e-mail Rick Black {Rick.Black@hdrinc.com) and let us know whether you
will be able to attend or whether you will be sending a representative in your place. Once your confirm
your attendance, a meeting, agenda will be sent via e-mail.

The meeting information is as follows:

Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2003
Location: Nephi City Council Chambers, 21 East 100 North, Nephi, Utah
Time: 10:00 AM —noon

If you have any questions regarding the timing or location of the meeting, please contact Glen Greenalch
at (435) 623-3400.

Any other questions or correspondences can be directed to:
Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
3995 South 700 East, Suite 100
Salt Lake City, UT 84107
{801) 281-8892
Rick Black@hdrinc.com
Thank you for your interest and participation in this project.

Sincerely,
1~ %\‘

Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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May 7, 2003

Phil Pikyavit

Kanosh Band, Southern Paiute Tribe
P.O. Box 101

Kanosh, UT 84637

Re: Central Utah Rail - Agency Scoping Meeting

Mr. Pikyavit:

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to attend the upcoming agency scoping meeting for the Central
Utah Rail project. If vou are unable to attend this meeting, please appoint someone to represent your
agency for this project. Please e-mail Rick Black {Rick.Black@hdrinc.com) and let us know whether you
will be able to attend or whether you will be sending a representative in your place. Once your confirm
your attendance, a meeting, agenda will be sent via e-mail.

The meeting information is as follows:

Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2003
Location: Nephi City Council Chambers, 21 East 100 North, Nephi, Utah
Time: 10:00 AM —noon

If you have any questions regarding the timing or location of the meeting, please contact Glen Greenalch
at (435) 623-3400.

Any other questions or correspondences can be directed to:
Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
3995 South 700 East, Suite 100
Salt Lake City, UT 84107
{801) 281-8892
Rick Black@hdrinc.com
Thank you for your interest and participation in this project.

Sincerely,
1~ %\‘

Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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May 7, 2003

Gail Rollo

Southern Paiute Tribe
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

Re: Central Utah Rail - Agency Scoping Meeting

Ms. Rollo:

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to attend the upcoming agency scoping meeting for the Central
Utah Rail project. If vou are unable to attend this meeting, please appoint someone to represent your
agency for this project. Please e-mail Rick Black {Rick.Black@hdrinc.com) and let us know whether you
will be able to attend or whether you will be sending a representative in your place. Once your confirm
your attendance, a meeting, agenda will be sent via e-mail.

The meeting information is as follows:

Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2003
Location: Nephi City Council Chambers, 21 East 100 North, Nephi, Utah
Time: 10:00 AM —noon

If you have any questions regarding the timing or location of the meeting, please contact Glen Greenalch
at (435) 623-3400.

Any other questions or correspondences can be directed to:
Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
3995 South 700 East, Suite 100
Salt Lake City, UT 84107
{801) 281-8892
Rick Black@hdrinc.com
Thank you for your interest and participation in this project.

Sincerely,
1~ %\‘

Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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May 7, 2003

Lora Tom

Paiute Tribe of Utah
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

Re: Central Utah Rail - Agency Scoping Meeting

Ms. Tom:

The purpose of this letter is to invite you to attend the upcoming agency scoping meeting for the Central
Utah Rail project. If vou are unable to attend this meeting, please appoint someone to represent your
agency for this project. Please e-mail Rick Black {Rick.Black@hdrinc.com) and let us know whether you
will be able to attend or whether you will be sending a representative in your place. Once your confirm
your attendance, a meeting, agenda will be sent via e-mail.

The meeting information is as follows:

Date: Wednesday, May 21, 2003
Location: Nephi City Council Chambers, 21 East 100 North, Nephi, Utah
Time: 10:00 AM —noon

If you have any questions regarding the timing or location of the meeting, please contact Glen Greenalch
at (435) 623-3400.

Any other questions or correspondences can be directed to:
Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
3995 South 700 East, Suite 100
Salt Lake City, UT 84107
{801) 281-8892
Rick Black@hdrinc.com
Thank you for your interest and participation in this project.

Sincerely,
1~ %\‘

Rick Black
HDR Engineering, Inc.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

‘Wayne Norwall
Bureau of Indian Affairs
Pheonix, A7 85001

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Wayne Norwall,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,

‘“b}mﬂiw

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Chet Mills
Uintah and Ouray Agency, BIA
Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Chet Mills,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
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Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Betsy Chapoose
Uta Indian Tribe
Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mrs./Ms Betsy Chapoose,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
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Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Cindy Charles
Koosharem Band, Southern Pauite Tribe
Cedar City, UT 84720

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mrms./Ms Cindy Charles,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concemns and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Phil Pikyavit
Kanosh Band, Southern Paiute Tribe
Kanosh, UT 84637

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Phil Pikyavit,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the number of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: I-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. OnMay 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concerns and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting firm has been hired to survey the study corridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If vou would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.
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M. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,
and at your request, Board staff’ will be available to meet with you personally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may

wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,

7&@3’@

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Gail Rollo
Southern Paiute Tribe
Cedar City, UT 84720

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mrs./Ms Gail Rollo,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Lora Tom
Paiute Tribe of Utah
Cedar City, UT 84720

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mrs./Ms Lora Tom,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Maxine Natchees
Uta Indian Tribe
Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mis./Ms Maxine Natchees,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Dorena Martineau
Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah
Cedar City, UT 84720

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mis./Ms Dorena Martineau,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concemns and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
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Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Amos Murphy
Goshute Indian Tribe
Ibapah, UT 84034

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Amos Murphy,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Leon Bear
Skull Valley Band of Goshute Indians
Salt Lake City, UT 84115

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Leon Bear,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may
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wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,

‘“b}mﬂiw

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

Melvin Brewster
Cultural Resource Director
Salt Lake City, UT 84115

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Melvin Brewster,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may

J-80 June 2007



Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

SCAQG —Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
October 8, 2003
Page 2

wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,

‘“b}mﬂiw

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

October 8, 2003

‘Wayne Taylor
The Hopi Tribe
Kykotsmowvi, AZ 86039

Re: Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County Association of Governments — Construction
and Operation — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah

Mr. Wayne Taylor,

The Surface Transportation Board (Board) is in the initial phases of preparing an Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43 mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab
Counties in Utah. The rail line would begin at the connection with Union Pacific Railroad’s mainline
near Levan, Utah, and would terminate in the Lost Creek area before Interstate 70. The purpose of this
Pproject is to serve a number of industries; primarily coal. Coal mines are located 30 miles east of Salina,
and currently move all goods by truck. The proposed project would reduce the mumber of coal trucks
using portions of five highways: 1-70, SR 50, I-15, SR 28, and SR 10. Reducing the number of trucks
on these roads would decrease roadway congestion; increase the quality of life through towns such as
Salina, Centerfield, Gunnison, and Fayette; and reduce wear and tear on state roads and interstates.

On April 1, 2003 you were sent a letter describing the Central Utah Rail project, including two maps of
the project location. On May 7, 2003 you were sent a letter requesting your attendance at an agency
scoping meeting. The next step in the process is to hold a public scoping meeting to inform the public
about the project, and to gather information regarding potential environmental concems and
alternatives. The two Central Utah Rail Public Scoping Meetings have been scheduled for October 22,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at North Sevier High School, 350 West 400 North, Salina and October 23,
2003 from 6 pm to 8 pm at Gunnison City Hall, 38 West Center Street, Gunnison. We encourage you
to attend the meeting to gather project information, and voice any comments or concerns that you may
have. An informal presentation is planned. Please see the attached information sheet.

Following the scoping meeting the next step in the process is to conduct detailed field surveys of the
project corridor. A cultural resource consulting finrm has been hired to survey the study comridor, and
you will be informed of the survey results. If you would like fiuther consultation or information, please
let us know.

Ms. Phillis Johnson-Ball of my staff or a designated representative of the Board will be contacting you,

and at your request, Board staff will be available to meet with you perzonally either prior to or
immediately after the public meeting to discuss any concerns or to receive any comments you may

J-82 June 2007



Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

SCAQG —Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
October 8, 2003
Page 2

wish to provide. Please be assured that we will maintain information regarding traditional and cultural
historic properties consistent with the requirements of the Native American Graves Protection and
Repatriation Act, American Indian Religious Freedom Act, Indian Sacred Sites Executive Order 13007,
May 14, 1998, National Historic Preservation Act and Archaeological Resource Protection Act.

We greatly appreciate the information that you have provided in response to our consultation efforts.
The Board welcomes your involvement and assistance throughout the decision-making process. Again,
thank you for your response. If you have any questions, at any time, please feel fiee to contact Ms.
Johnson-Ball at 202-565-1530 or Rick Black of HDR, a designated Board Representative, at 801-281-
8892.

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions or concerns. Thanks for your time.

Sincerely,

‘“b}mﬂiw

Enclosure
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Paiute Indian Tribe

Koosharem Band, Southern Paiute Tribe
Kanosh Band, Southern Paiute Tribe
440 North Paiute Drive

Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Ms. Dorena Martineau
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
.Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
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The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc(@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

a

Get—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Goshute Indian Tribe |
P.O. Box 6104 '
Ibapah, UT 84034

To: Chairman Robert Steele
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect. A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

GeR—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern .
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The '
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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B SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
/ Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

Goshute Indian Tribe
P.0O. Box 6104
Ibapah, UT 84034

To: Chairman Amos Murphy '
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County

Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the

process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile

rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached i
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act

(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project

area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process

as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).

Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific

Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina, !
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich. |
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do

not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can

also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in _
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information |
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely, '
Gx—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures) |

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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; SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
A Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Goshute Indian Tribe |
P.O. Box 6104
Ibapah, UT 84034

To: Mr. Steven Cesspooch l
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34.0'?5, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project |
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process .
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA. |

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information

about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov . j

Sincerely,

|

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures) |

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

. Washington, DC 20423
L 1996 % 8 Section of Environmental Analysis

N

Hopi Tribe
P.O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039-0123

To: Mr. Leigh Kwanwisiwma
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments -~ Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the |
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A). |
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific

Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,

Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately

14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was .
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in |
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central |
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

(EX— |

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Hopi Tribe
P.O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039

To: Chairman Wayne Taylor
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B. .

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential |
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your fribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely, .

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

' The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.

J-96 June 2007



Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis
Kaibib Paiute Tribe |
Southern Paiute Consortium HC65 |
Box 2 '
Fredonia, AZ 86022

To: Mr. Charlie Bullets
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County |
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina, |
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately '
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B. |

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely, ]
(X —

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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- ) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Utah Navajo Commission ;
P.O. Box 570
Montezuma Creek, Utah 84534

To: Chairman Clarence Rockwell
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between |
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Ultah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect. A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in 5
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information

about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Ger—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both ;
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern i
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands. |
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" SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Navajo Nation
P.O. Box 4950
Window Rock, AZ 84034

To: Mr. Marklyn Chee
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the

process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile

rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached '
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act |
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act

(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project

area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process

as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).

Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific

Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina, |
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately i
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was |
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can .
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Gar—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Paiute Tribe of Utah
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Chairwoman Lora Tom
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Gt— e

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

' The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both

Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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3 SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

San Juan Southern Paiute Tribe
P.O. Box 1989
Tuba City, AZ 86045

To: Honorable Evelyn James, President
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your fribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).

Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific |
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina, |
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

e

Gx—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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3 SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Southern Paiute Tribe |
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Ms. Gail Rollo
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached |
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act

(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project '
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Gert—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Southern Ute Tribe Council
P.O. Box 737
Ignacio, CO 81137-0737

To: Mr. Neil Cloud
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County i
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act |
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A). |
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in '
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do !
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can ’
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Geor—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources |
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures) |

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis
Ute Indian Tribe
Cultural Rights and Protection Office
P.O. Box 190

Ft. Duchesne, UT 84026-0190

To: Ms. Betsy Chapoose
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the

process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile

rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached

map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act |
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project |
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific |
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,

Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately

14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the .
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich. |
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential

June 2007 J-111



Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Gp—

Catherine Glidden i
Environmental Protection Specialist !
Section of Environmental Analysis [

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures) |

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both

Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands. |
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Ute Mountain Ute Tribe
P.O. Box 468
Towac, CO 81334

To: Mr. Terry Knight, Cultural Resources Contract Coordinator
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County |
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between |
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Ger—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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3 SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

‘White Mesa Ute
P.O. Box 7096
‘White Mesa, Utah 84511

To: Councilwoman Elayne Attcity
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A). |
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific

Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,

Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately

14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

G i

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

' The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Moapa Band of Paiute Indians
P.O. Box 340

#1 Lincoln Street

Moapa, NV 89025-0340

To: Chairperson Kami Miller
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was |
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central '
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

-

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SCAQG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 1

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Wayne Norwall

Bureau of Indian Affairs
P.O. Box 10

Pheonix, AZ 85001

To: Wayne Norwall
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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SCAOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 2

We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SCAQG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 1

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Chet Mills

Uintah and Ouray Agency, BIA
P.O. Box 130

Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

To: Chet Mills
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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SCAOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 2

We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SCAQG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 1

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Betsy Chapoose

Uta Indian Tribe

P.O. Box 190

Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

To: Betsy Chapoose
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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SCAOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 2

We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SCAQG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Cindy Charles

Koosharem Band, Southem Pauite Tribe
440 North Paiute Drive

Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Cindy Charles
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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SCAOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 2

We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn

J-126 June 2007



Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

SCAQG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Mr. Leigh Kuwanwisiwma

Hopi Cultural Preservation Office
P.O. Box 123

Kykotsmovi, AZ 86033-0123

To: Mr. Leigh Kuwanwisiwma
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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SCAOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 2

We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Phil Pikyavit

Kanosh Band, Southern Paiute Tribe
P.O. Box 101

Kanosh, UT 84637

To: Phil Pikyavit
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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SCAOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Gail Rollo

Southern Paiute Tribe

440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Gail Rollo
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Lora Tom

Paiute Tribe of Utah
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Lora Tom
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Maxine Natchees

Uta Indian Tribe

P.O. Box 190

Fort Duchesne, UT 84026

To: Maxine Natchees
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Dorena Martineau

Paiute Indian Tribe of Utah
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Dorena Martineau
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Amos Murphy
Goshute Indian Tribe
P.O. Box 6104
Ibapah, UT 84034

To: Amos Murphy
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Leon Bear

Skull Valley Band of Goshute Indians
3359 South Main St. #808

Salt Lake City, UT 84115

To: Leon Bear
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Melvin Brewster

Cultural Resource Director
3359 South Main St. #808
Salt Lake City, UT 84115

To: Melvin Brewster
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Wayne Taylor

The Hopi Tribe

P.O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039

To: Wayne Taylor
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Steven Cesspooch
Goshute Indian Tribe
P.O. Box 6104
Ibapah, UT 84034

To: Steven Cesspooch
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

To:
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement {(EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

To:
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement {(EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn
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SCAQG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 1

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

To:
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) isin
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement {(EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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SCAOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 2

We would value any information you could provide at these early stages of the
environmental review process. We would also appreciate a response within 45 days of
your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in acting as a consulting party for
Section 106 purposes. Kiindly indicate on the enclosed postcard if you would like to act
as a consulting party for this project and if you have an interest in receiving a review
copy of the full cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish
to receive additional information regarding the project.

We look forward to working with you to ensure that any tribal concems about this project
are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes. If you have any questions
regarding this letter or require further information, please do not hesitate to call
Catherine Glidden at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@sth.dot.gov) of my staff. For additional
information about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/fwww .stb.dot.gov

Sincerely,

j&a&“ﬂm

Victoria Rutson
Chief
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures (4)

Figure 1-1 Project Location

Figure 2-1 Alternatives

Table 1 Historic Properties within the Study Area

Postcard for retumn

J-154 June 2007



Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

SCAQOG — Rail Line between Levan and Salina, Utah
3/15/2007
Page 1

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

To:
From: Victoria Rutson, Surface Transportation Board
Date: March 7, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Govemments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line
between Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board's (STB) Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in
the process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-
mile rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see
attached map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental
Policy Act (NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic
Preservation Act (NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections
to the project area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental
review process as a consulting party under Section 106 of the NHPA.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of STB in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
project corridor crosses an area that is archaeologically rich. The survey identified 55
historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential Effect. A summary of the
sites identified in the project area is attached as Table 1 to this letter.

STB seeks your input regarding your assessment of the National Register of Historic
Places eligibility of these resources and potential effects of the undertaking on historic
properties pursuant to the Section 106 regulations (36 CFR 800). We are particularly
interested in determining whether any of these sites has importance to your tribe as
traditional cultural properties.
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

-

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Paiute Indian Tribe

Koosharem Band, Southern Paiute Tribe
Kanosh Band, Southern Paiute Tribe
440 North Paiute Drive

Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Ms. Dorena Martineau
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
.Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
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The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc(@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

a

Get—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Goshute Indian Tribe |
P.O. Box 6104 '
Ibapah, UT 84034

To: Chairman Robert Steele
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential

June 2007 J-159



Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

Effect. A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

GeR—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern .
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The '
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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B SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
/ Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis

Goshute Indian Tribe
P.0O. Box 6104
Ibapah, UT 84034

To: Chairman Amos Murphy '
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County

Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the

process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile

rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached i
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act

(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project

area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process

as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).

Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific

Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina, !
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich. |
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do

not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can

also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in _
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information |
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely, '
Gx—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures) |

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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; SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
A Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Goshute Indian Tribe |
P.O. Box 6104
Ibapah, UT 84034

To: Mr. Steven Cesspooch l
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34.0'?5, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project |
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process .
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA. |

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information

about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov . j

Sincerely,

|

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures) |

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

. Washington, DC 20423
L 1996 % 8 Section of Environmental Analysis

N

Hopi Tribe
P.O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039-0123

To: Mr. Leigh Kwanwisiwma
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments -~ Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the |
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A). |
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific

Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,

Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately

14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was .
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in |
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central |
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

(EX— |

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Hopi Tribe
P.O. Box 123
Kykotsmovi, AZ 86039

To: Chairman Wayne Taylor
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B. .

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential |
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your fribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely, .

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

' The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis
Kaibib Paiute Tribe |
Southern Paiute Consortium HC65 |
Box 2 '
Fredonia, AZ 86022

To: Mr. Charlie Bullets
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County |
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina, |
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately '
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B. |

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely, ]
(X —

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

- ) SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Utah Navajo Commission ;
P.O. Box 570
Montezuma Creek, Utah 84534

To: Chairman Clarence Rockwell
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between |
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Ultah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

Effect. A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in 5
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information

about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Ger—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both ;
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern i
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands. |
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" SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Navajo Nation
P.O. Box 4950
Window Rock, AZ 84034

To: Mr. Marklyn Chee
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the

process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile

rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached '
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act |
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act

(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project

area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process

as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).

Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific

Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina, |
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately i
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was |
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can .
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Gar—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Paiute Tribe of Utah
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Chairwoman Lora Tom
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Gt— e

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

' The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both

Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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3 SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

San Juan Southern Paiute Tribe
P.O. Box 1989
Tuba City, AZ 86045

To: Honorable Evelyn James, President
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your fribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).

Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific |
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina, |
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

e

Gx—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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3 SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Southern Paiute Tribe |
440 North Paiute Drive
Cedar City, UT 84720

To: Ms. Gail Rollo
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 16, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached |
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act

(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project '
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Gert—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Southern Ute Tribe Council
P.O. Box 737
Ignacio, CO 81137-0737

To: Mr. Neil Cloud
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County i
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act |
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A). |
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in '
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do !
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can ’
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http:/www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Geor—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources |
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures) |

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD
Washington, DC 20423

Section of Environmental Analysis
Ute Indian Tribe
Cultural Rights and Protection Office
P.O. Box 190

Ft. Duchesne, UT 84026-0190

To: Ms. Betsy Chapoose
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the

process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile

rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached

map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act |
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project |
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific |
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,

Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately

14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the .
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich. |
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Gp—

Catherine Glidden i
Environmental Protection Specialist !
Section of Environmental Analysis [

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures) |

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both

Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands. |
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Ute Mountain Ute Tribe
P.O. Box 468
Towac, CO 81334

To: Mr. Terry Knight, Cultural Resources Contract Coordinator
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County |
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between |
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.! A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

Ger—

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

! The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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3 SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

‘White Mesa Ute
P.O. Box 7096
‘White Mesa, Utah 84511

To: Councilwoman Elayne Attcity
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the

railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A). |
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific

Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,

Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately

14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Utah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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Effect.' A summary of the sites identified in the project area is enclosed with this letter.
We would value any information you could provide to us regarding the project area,
especially if any of the sites has importance to your tribe as traditional cultural properties.

Kindly respond within 45 days of your receipt of this letter regarding your interest in
acting as a consulting party for Section 106 purposes and receiving a copy of the full
cultural resources survey report. Please also inform us if you do not wish to receive
additional information regarding the project. We look forward to working with you to
ensure that your concerns are included as part of the Section 106 and NEPA processes.

If you have any questions regarding this letter or require further information, please do
not hesitate to call me at (202) 565-1542 (gliddenc@stb.dot.gov). If you prefer, you can
also call Dana Holmes ((801) 743-7813) of HDR Engineering, who is assisting SEA in
completing the environmental documentation for this project. For additional information
about the Board, please refer to our web site at http://www.stb.dot.gov .

Sincerely,

G i

Catherine Glidden
Environmental Protection Specialist
Section of Environmental Analysis

Enclosures: Project Map and Table of Resources
cc: Mathew T. Seddon, Ph.D., RPA (without enclosures)

' The project APE consists of a 160 foot wide corridor along the majority of both
Alternate B and Alternate C. The APE expands to a 900 feet corridor where the northern
and southern portions of the routes meet up with the existing rail lines (see Map). The
project area is located on Federal (Bureau of Land Management), state and private lands.
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Appendix J: Agency and Tribal Consultation

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

Washington, DC 20423
Section of Environmental Analysis

Moapa Band of Paiute Indians
P.O. Box 340

#1 Lincoln Street

Moapa, NV 89025-0340

To: Chairperson Kami Miller
From: Catherine Glidden, Surface Transportation Board
Date: November 20, 2006

Subject: Section 106 Consultations in Finance Docket No. 34075, Six County
Association of Governments — Construction and Operation — Rail Line between
Levan and Salina, Utah

The Surface Transportation Board’s Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA) is in the
process of preparing an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for a proposed 43-mile
rail line that would run through Sanpete, Sevier, and Juab Counties in Utah (see attached
map). The EIS is being completed pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and related environmental laws, including the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA). SEA has identified your tribe as having traditional connections to the project
area and is formally inviting you to become involved in the environmental review process
as a consulting party under Section 106 of NHPA.

Two rail corridors, Alternate B and Alternate C, are currently under consideration for the
railroad construction project including the No Action Alternative (Alternative A).
Alternate B consists of the 45-mile line route situated between an existing Union Pacific
Railroad line near Juab, Utah and a proposed coal transfer terminal facility near Salina,
Utah. Alternate C extends from the southern end of the project area north approximately
14 miles before connecting with Alternate B.

A cultural resources inventory survey for the Central Utah Railroad project was |
completed by Montgomery Archaeological Consultants (MOAC) on behalf of SEA in
September of 2005. The draft document, Cultural Resource Inventory of the Central '
Utah Railroad Project in Sevier, Sanpete and Juab Counties, Ulah, indicates that the
proposed rail line under any alternatives would cross an area that is archaeologically rich.
The survey identified 55 historic and prehistoric sites/properties in the Area of Potential
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