


As a result, the most expeditious and efficient way to proceed is for OEA to continue with the
Section 106 (and NEPA) process at the same time discovery and the filing of pleadings to the Board
based on that discovery is taking place. After discovery ends, the parties’ final pleadings are filed, and
OEA completes its environmental and historic review, and makes final conclusions and
recommendations to the Board (following ample opportunity for input from the Advisory Council on
Historic Preservation (ACHP), the State Historic Preservation Officer, consulting parties, and the
public), the Board will have the information it needs to rule on the proposed abandonment and address
the environmental and historic preservation issues, including those involving Section 110(k).
Allowing OEA to continue moving forward with the Sectic 10¢  siew while the Board is ¢ lucting
its Section 110(k) inquiry will, I believe, encourage a more efficient and effective review of this
proceeding.

We are pleased that ACHP has decided that it will participate in the Section 106 review here
and look forward to continuing to work closely with you, as well as all interested parties, as the Board
continues to meet its NHPA obligations in this proceeding.
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