June 1, 2025
Surface Transportation Board
Attention: Andrea Poole

I am requesting that the permit for Green Eagle Railroad be denied for the following reasons:

1.  Lack of transparency from our local officials.  We were not given proper notice about the resolution to give Puerto Verde Holdings the authorization to construct a railway passing through our neighborhood.  By the time we found out, we were already being asked to submit comments to something that was just thrown at us at the last minute.  Had we known this beforehand, we would have opposed it at the local level when the resolution was presented at the Commissioner’s Court. 
2.  The EIS report is a “bare bones” report lacking substance and credibility.  For one, in  the EIS draft section S.3.2 Freight Rail Safety it state that in the “unlikely event of an ‘Incident’,  and the release of hazardous materials were to occur,  it would involve a relatively short duration of exposure and would be contained quickly.  How can a report that is supposed to be based on facts and research state such a thing?  This is not a fact.  It’s an opinion.  How can a report so haphazardly state this.
3. Section 2.3.2.5 Operations on the Proposed Line Under Both Build Alternatives incorrectly assumes congestion at the rail bridge or that GER would take over UP operations.  This issue has already been addressed by Clint Schelbitzki, Assistant Vice President of Union Pacific.  Where was this information taken from?  This is something that needs to be addressed.  How can a report that is so important for the safety and well-being of our community and created by our own Federal Government contain baseless assumptions – assumptions based on what? 
4. Table 1-1 Agencies Invited to be a Cooperating Agency lists 8 agencies that were contacted.  Concerning is the fact that only one agency accepted the invitation.  The effort to bring on board more agencies is rather questionable.  How can a project of this magnitude with the power to affect  the health, safety and environment of a large community have only one cooperating agency?
5. Section 3.11.2.2 Floodplains fails to mention that Barrera Street flooded on July 1995 and October 2015.  The October 15th was a flashflood that resulted from heavy rain over a 2 hour period.  It inundated our houses with over 5 feet of water.   We literally fled with just the clothes on our backs.   Flooding in our street has always been a problem.  With the additions of pillars to support the railway and not enough studies conducted and agencies cooperating, there is a real possibility that this railway will exacerbate the flooding issue and put our lives at risk.
6. Last but not least, EIS presentations were inadequately prepared to supply enough available EIS reports for the people attending.  Additionally, no bilingual reports were provided when 98 percent of our population is Spanish speaking.  Nothing was presented to the audience for comment.   I could not comment on the noise barriers because I don’t even know what they would look like.  If the ultimate goal of these presentations is to be clear and transparent, it sure didn’t look like it.  Mrs. Poole stated that she “worked for us.”  If she worked for us, the people, then there should’ve been more involvement on their part as far as presentations and questions and answers are concerned.  
For all of the above reasons, I strongly oppose the Green Eagle Railroad project by Puerto Verde Holdings.  I request that this permit be denied and No Action be taken.

Respectfully,
Alicia D. Gonzalez

