Public Information Meeting
Jarales Road (NM 109) and Railroad Grade Separation Project,
Valencia County, New Mexico

Summary
August 18, 2020 – Virtual Public Meeting
A public meeting was held on August 18, 2020, to present the results of the draft Phase I-A/B study and to gather input on
the project purpose and need, alternatives analysis, and recommendations. A virtual public meeting was held due to the
State’s Public Health Orders related to the COVID-19 pandemic. The meeting was advertised by direct mailings to over 100
local residents within and near the project area, a notice published in both the Albuquerque Journal on August 11 and the
Valencia County News Bulletin on August 13, email notifications sent to select stakeholders, a press release, and postings
on NMDOT social media. A copy of the Meeting Notice is attached.
One hundred one people phoned into the meeting and 107 people viewed the meeting on-line. It is likely some people both
phoned in and streamed the meeting on-line. A video presenting the study alternatives and recommendations was played,
then comments were received from the attendees. The meeting began at 6:30 PM and ended at 8:30 PM. The presentation
started at approximately 6:45 PM (see attached). The presentation covered the following:


Project Location and History



Study Process



Previous Public Involvement



Existing and Future Conditions



Purpose and Need



Preliminary Alternatives and Analysis



Refined Alternatives and Analysis



Recommendations

The following comments and questions were discussed at the meeting. Design team responses are indicated in the
indented bullets. All statements and responses have been lightly edited.

Are there plans to increase the number of bridges across the Rio Grande? Alternative C goes through our land
(the tier-drop shaped parcel between the railroad tracks and the river crossing). Please describe Alternative C
further and discuss plans for additional tracks.
o Alternative C is the alignment on the east side of NM 109, approximately 70 feet to the east.
o Additional tracks are being considered for future expansion. Alternative C will span 6 additional tracks for
that location (8 tracks total).
o No alternatives are considering new structures across the river.

How far north of the existing railroad tracks will the new railroad tracks extend?
o The NM 109 bridge that gets constructed will need to accommodate future BNSF expansion and those
decisions are still being made. The bridge for this project will accommodate future track configurations.

The attendance of Valencia County Commissioner David Hyder and State Senator Greg Baca was noted.

Alternative B goes through my property and I’m willing to work with NMDOT and BNSF to get this project done
because the bridge is needed. I prefer Alternative B.
o Your support is noted.

One meeting participant expressed concern with impacts due to vibration and noise from installation and use
of additional tracks on their home.
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Residents could expect additional vibration and noise in the immediate vicinity of the expanded tracks.
However, the bridge would separate car and truck vibration and noise from residences
o Although future expansion of the tracks would change noise and vibration levels, these levels would not
change due to the roadway project. However, roadway noise would change as a result of the project. Homes
near the road would likely experience less noise due to the raised bridge. Noise may travel out further in
the community due to the elevation of the bridge; however, traffic levels on NM 109 are low enough that it
should not be an issue. A detailed noise study will be conducted during the environmental process.
Are there any opportunities to fast-track this project?
o The project is on an aggressive schedule already.
o A critical-path item for the project schedule is right-of-way. This process takes time. The NMDOT needs to
coordinate with impacted property owners.
o To the extent possible, tasks will be completed concurrently to speed up the process
o To help with the schedule, the NMDOT needs cooperation and timely reviews from all stakeholders, such
as the BNSF. Utility investigations and coordination is also a critical schedule consideration that we are
watching closely.
Is there any consideration of constructing a Rail Runner station in the area so farmers can get produce to
Albuquerque?
o There are no indications from the Rail Runner that they are seeking to expand service but that is a separate
conversation that we are willing to have.
o The NMDOT District 3 has no current plans for Rail Runner expansion. The closest to the project area is
the Belen station.
o According to the NMDOT Railroad Bureau, the transport of freight on a passenger train in not allowed so
Rail Runner is not an option.
Alternative D is more reasonable because it only takes out three buildings.
o Alternative D takes out fewer structures but has other disadvantages. We are balancing several different
metrics to identify a preferred alternative. Alternative C has more advantages as indicated in the Phase A/B
Report.
BNSF has property to support Alternative D without impacting private property.
o The BNSF right-of-way needs to be preserved for future development plans. The right-of-way is essential
for BNSF to serve their customers (freight shippers) in the future. Our right-of-way is irreplaceable and so
we need to preserve it and can offer no additional right-of-way to accommodate anything beyond the
Alternative C option.
Today there are three tracks and it sounds like there may be six more for a total of nine. In the report it says
eight. Where can I go to get more information on future track expansion? It affects my property directly. How
will future BNSF changes affect me and where can I go to get this information?
o Whatever NM 109 structure is built will accommodate future BNSF construction. BNSF does not have
specific details on future expansion plans. Given these unsecure economic times, we cannot speak to
specific future development plans. You can go to ‘BNSF.com’ to ask those questions and we will share
those details as they come available.
o To clarify, there are two different projects here: BNSF has their expansion plans and NMDOT has a project
to build a new bridge to take NM 109 over the track expansion area. While they are related, they are two
separate projects.
Thanks for the presentation. I appreciate the information and support the project.
The preferred Alternative C is the best choice.
What is the funding source or sources for the project?
o NMDOT is working with BNSF on this project and BNSF funded the study. The project is partially funded
by BNSF and partially by NMDOT with state funds. It is roughly a 50/50 split, maybe 60/40. There are no
federal funds associated with the project at this time.
Where can we get a drawing of Alternative C with more detail?
o
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You can get this information from the NMDOT website, ‘dot.state.nm.us/nmdotprojects.’
Go to the DOT webpage, click on the three bars in the upper right, then go to DOT projects
You should be able to access the Phase A/B report that has additional detail on all the alternatives
considered.
When would the process start to acquire properties needed for the project?
o The process will start with the survey of the project and properties. This will start potentially as early as next
week. It will take a couple months to evaluate right-of-way needs. Property owners will get personal visits
(potentially virtually or in person or both) by October or November to start those discussions.
There was a similar question, asked in Spanish, about impacts to a specific property.
o We recommend you send an email request to the address for the project, jarales@parametrix.com. We can
reach out to you with Spanish translation and assess impacts to your property.
The speed limit in the project area is not 40 mph as indicated in the presentation; it is 30 mph.
Will NMDOT be adding state or federal funds to make up the funding deficit for the project?
o The NMDOT will be programming the additional state dollars into the State Transportation Improvement
Program (STIP) after estimates are refined based on additional design work. There is $14.5 million currently
programmed for the project.
What is the expected drop in property values south of the tracks and west of NM 109? What will be road
elevation be south of the tracks?
o The issue of property values was not addressed in the Phase A/B report.
o Over the tracks, the roadway profile will have a height of 38 feet to 35 feet with transitions.
Will the NMDOT take into account how agricultural uses of property are diminished by this reduction in property?
o The appraisals have to take diminished use into account when assessing project impacts.
o There is also a process for countering the appraisal if the landowner disagrees, but loss of property use is
considered in the appraisal process.
Alternative D is not being considered any longer?
o The NMDOT is balancing several different aspects including public stakeholder input, but we are
recommending Alternative C.
How far north of the grade separation will the 12-foot lanes and 5-foot shoulders be constructed? Will they
continue north to Reinken Avenue?
o The NMDOT intends to minimize the footprint of the project and stopped all project limits south of Camino
de Crystal.
How long and what height will the bridge be?
o We are accommodating potential future track expansion and the bridge length will be 330 feet for Alternative
C.
o At least 23.5 feet of vertical clearance is required at the railroad tracks so the roadway will be about 38 feet
above tracks.
Why can't BNSF service the long trains east of Belen? Also, if BNSF is adding five more tracks, how far east
will the tracks go? The river bridge only has two tracks. Why can't BNSF stop the trains further west instead of
blocking Jarales?
o The BNSF track network is complex, and we evaluate network needs based on customer needs. We are
considering expansion at this location for now.
o Because of the uncertainty for future development, can’t speak to tie-in options at this point.
o Again, this is an NMDOT bridge project for the moment.
Will trains blow horns at the crossing after the project is constructed?
o There will be no specific need after the grade separation is built; however, engineers have the right to sound
a horn at any point if they feel there is a safety need.
There is plenty of commercial property for shipping containers east of the Rio Grande.
o We will note that in the project record and take that into consideration moving forward.
How long will it be before the bridge will be open?
o
o
o
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The NMDOT has a very aggressive schedule. The success of the schedule depends on coordination with
property owners.
o The design is scheduled for completion by December 2021 and it then takes approximately four months for
construction to start.
o We are looking at construction possibly in the Spring of 2022, construction of the bridge alone would take
9 months at a minimum, and the bridge could be open by the end of 2022.
Will there be any additional meetings after the environmental impact study is completed?
o Yes, we are anticipating an additional meeting before end of environmental impact study and we will have
stakeholder meetings and property owner meetings throughout the design process.
I prefer Alternative D, but Alternative C makes the most sense.
With Alternative C, how many additional feet will be taken from the east and west sides of NM 109
o Alternative C will have a west side take of what is needed for roadway cross section (two 12-foot lanes and
5-foot shoulders, approximately 34 feet). This is because we are using a retaining wall on the west side.
The east side will use a more gradual slope to tie the bridge into the ground elevation so it will have a larger
footprint, about 120 feet beyond the roadway, or approximately 200 feet east of the existing roadway
centerline
Will this meeting be recorded to view at a later date?
o We don’t have a transcript, but we do have a list of questions sand comments that were asked. The NMDOT
will include that in a meeting summary, along with the presentation, and this will be accessible for review
on the NMDOT website.
Why can’t BNSF stop trains further west instead of blocking Jarales?
o BNSF requires the full utility of all the track that we have at this location to accommodate our operations.
Stopping to the west will not allow for the full use of the area.
Has there been a study of homelessness increase or decrease in regards to railroad bridge projects?
o We have not done the analysis yet, but we will be looking at social and economic impacts as part of the
environmental analysis. This will involve questions such as: does the project divide the community and
what are the economic impacts to property owners? The specific question of homelessness has not been
looked at and we may not be able to find meaningful data on the question. However, we will look at
environmental justice and economic and social impacts.
o In this instance, the property spanned by the bridge is BNSF. With their operations, they would have security
to address homelessness.
o BNSF has a robust security standard. They have a resource protection force to patrol the property but are
not responsible for ensuring there are no homeless people in the project area at all times.
o The NMDOT has a process to ensure fair compensation for property owners and that they have an
opportunity to participate in this process.
Have you spoken to homeowners in affected areas?
o We will be doing that throughout preliminary design and the environmental process. There is a formal and
structured process to go through when DOT acquires ROW so that the process is fair, but outreach will be
ongoing.
Can the presentation be shared with Valencia County because of the difficulties from earlier tonight?
o Yes, we will send the presentation to Valencia County so it can be posted on your website.
Will you be sharing and emailing copies of this presentation?
o It will be available at the NMDOT website under “current projects.”
I live at the end of the project area, just north of the track and was wondering how much distance there will be
between the wall and the end of the bridge?
o The abutment will be approximately 40 ft in width.
o The Alternative C retaining wall on west side of the alignment will run 900-1,000 feet from the end of the
bridge to the north and then again to the south.
o
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A post-meeting comment period extended to September 1, 2020. During the comment period, the following comments were
received. Copies of the emails (with contact information covered to protect privacy) are attached.

Due to the use of the road as a major route for farming and ranching activities, as well as emergency response
and other uses, it is important that this long overdue project be expedited.

Concerns with adding additional tracks and what type of effects vibration may have to local residences in terms
of structural and electrical damage.

Concerns with how the overpass, and associated railroad track extension, will impact rural lifestyles of the area.

Concerns about how the project would affect plans to build a residence in the affected area.

Questions about how the proposed grade separation would accommodate bicycles and farm equipment as well
as how related track construction could increase the amount of farm equipment using Jarales Road.

An inquiry about available construction employment.

Concerns about the environmental and safety impacts associated with the expansion of the BNSF railroad
tracks, including:
o Potential well water contamination
o Potential vibration impacts to historic buildings
o Potential for diminished air quality
o Potential light pollution
o Potential noise pollution
o Potential exposure to toxic chemicals
o Potential temperature rise due to additional trains idling and moving through the area

Additional worries about potential environmental impacts related to expanding the rail service in the area.

Support for the project.

Support for Alternative D.
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.

Public Comment Period Notifications:
Newspaper Advertisement
Social Media Posting
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Newspaper : Albuquerque Journal
Issue Date : 08/04/2020

Advertiser : PARAMETRIX
Ad Number : 000149372501

Newspaper : Valencia County News-Bulletin
Issue Date : 08/06/2020

Advertiser : PARAMETRIX
Ad Number : 000149372502

Public Comments Received and Responses
Private email addresses and contact information
are blocked for privacy reasons

Summary – August 18, 2020 Public Information Meeting

7

Jeff Fredine
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

eugenio padilla <padillafarms@gmail.com>
Thursday, August 13, 2020 2:39 PM
Jarales Road Overpass Project
BNSF Railroad Crossing highway 109 of Jarales Road

Alternative D is the most sensible way to go due to only taking out three structures
out on the south side of the construction sight. You don't have to move Gas lines
Electric polls fiberoptic lines.
Also you don't have to destroy housing and rerouting road so close to homes.
You can use the main road for cars and construction units for the time been untill project D is done.
The BNSF is not going to you'd the property do west of highway 109
All there is is vacant property on BNSF property and it is a fire hazard.
That is the cheapest way to make a highway and bridge it doesn't take a engineer to figure that out.
Unless you live in a box witch engineers do. Why because I have a Engineer degree from New Mexico State University.
Dirt work and pavement is cheaper to reroute the same distance than buying out home structures.
That shouldn't cost 25 million dollars to do so.
Remember you are wanting to build over and through the first township witch is The town of Jarales and not just a
road. The city of Belen came in second and moved twice.
I know the existing railroad track that is there now was a bypass for the ice plant to put ice in the trains
The old rip track just south of the main line is the original rail into the terminal which is the roundhouse.
So do the right thing and consider alternative D and go around.
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Jeff Fredine
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Sanchez, Ricoh <ricoh.a.sanchez@hp.com>
Friday, August 21, 2020 2:49 PM
Jarales Road Overpass Project
Greetings from 519 Jarales Rd | Jarales railroad bridge project

Hello Jeff- I hope all is well
I am Ricoh Sanchez and reside on 519 Jarales Rd
I am excited to hear that you all will be moving forward with the bridge project here in Jarales. Long overdue to say the
least. Anyhow, I along with my family, own 4 residential properties which seem to be impacted by Alt C, the preferred
design. This is bitter sweet as we love the land we own however we certainly would not want to interfere with the well
needed project and/nor live right next to such a BIG bridge.
I understand that on Sept. 1st, a formal decision will be made. At that point we will have a better understanding of what
to expect in which we can proceed with next steps.
Anyhow for now I am pleased to introduce myself to you and look forward to working with you in the future. If you
wouldn’t mind, could you please confirm the alternative picked (when known) in case I am unable to obtain this
information? This will continue our communication, if indeed, I am impacted. Also, seems to be some confusion in my
neighbourhood as people have different ideas of what may or may not come to past. I’m just trying to stay ahead of the
curb as me and 2 other close families all reside on 519 Jarales road at this time. We will need adequate time to prepare
for such a move.
Thanks for your time and please feel free to reach out to me anytime. Thank you and God bless
Cell Phone: 505-415-8238
Address: 519 Jarales Rd Belen NM 87002
Grandpa: Albino Baca

Ricoh A. Sanchez
Inside Sales Representative | PPS Corporate Liberty Inside Sales Rep | ricoh.a.sanchez@hp.com | T 505.415.7069 | HP Inc.
To help
protect
y our
priv acy ,
Microsoft
Office
prev ented
automatic
download
of this
picture
from the
Internet.
HP
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Jeff Fredine
From:
Sent:
To:
Attachments:

+15056047612@tmomail.net
Sunday, August 23, 2020 5:38 PM
Jarales Road Overpass Project
text_1598225877863.txt

I was unable to attend this week’s virtual public meeting
for Jarales but would like to go on record with my
concerns regarding the increased train traffic. Currently
trains are being parked on the tracks impeding traffic for
up to two hours while BNSF fuels their engines on the
tracks. The delays are excessive and I’m concerned with
BNSF’s upcoming project to increase the number of tracks
will only cause further delay and negative impact to the
community. What entity will assist us in protecting our
community from potential contamination to our ground
water and our irrigation ditches. We are a community of
farmers who rely on clean water and the threat of
additional train traffic only compounds that the threat.
What is BNSF doing to ensure their operation will not
negatively harm our community. Just a start but I believe I
summarized your concerns. I can not send this in, but
please cut and paste into an email from you to the email
address provided. This is a start. Thanks
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Jeff Fredine
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Mary Anderson <ma9254@gmail.com>
Monday, August 24, 2020 9:45 AM
Jarales Road Overpass Project; Mary Anderson; Pricilla.Benavides@state.nm.us
Jarales Project

On Sun, Aug 23, 2020 at 2:20 PM Mary Anderson <ma9254@gmail.com> wrote:
Dear Sir or Madame at BNSF,
I attended the Virtual and Gil Sanchez Elementary School CN A302220 Project meeting. Our homes are 24 and 1
Benavidez Entrada. They are about the closest in proximity to the new proposed, additional 8 rail road tracks. We DO
NOT want to stand in the way of profitable progress of BNSF and local population. We DO have concerns about the
environmental safety of the proposed addition of 8 tracks East of Belen Rail Yard. Our pollution concerns are...
1. Will our water wells be contaminated due to overspill of diesel and oil?
2. Will the seismic vibrations of waiting idling engines and moving trains destroy the integrity or crack the 1 1/2 feet
thick adobe walls of our family’s home?
3. Will pure country air quality change to the stench of emissions of diesel and other chemicals? Are we condemned to
asthma or other respiratory conditions?
4. Will the extra artificial light installation on 8 tracks abolish our starry night sky, farm animals and family garden? We
have already accepted the bridge will permanently block our sunset.
5. Will the 24 hour sound pollution of idling and moving trains increase dramatically? We currently open windows at
night for ventilation. What deafening sounds and pungent smells shall we expect? Lack of sleep has coronary heart
disease risks.
6. What exposure will our family have due to toxic chemicals being transported?
7. Will area temperature rise due to additional heat generated by idling and moving trains?
Have you looked at the various studies of the health impact rail yards have on general public? Why wouldn’t the the 8
tracks be built, just east of Rio Grande Bridge, at the unpopulated Belen Industrial Park?
We worry our much beloved, multigenerational, country, peaceful, sentimental, refuge of 11 acre’s land value will
plummet and grandchildren’s inheritance will diminish by transforming into a contaminated landfill.
Respectfully awaiting your response,
Mary Benavidez Anderson, Linda Lou Benavidez Sanchez(Families who LOVE our inherited “patria” at 24 and 1
Benavidez Entrada)
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Jeff Fredine
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Black, Jacob <JBlack@talentlogic.us>
Monday, August 24, 2020 12:46 PM
Jarales Road Overpass Project
Available Candidates

Hi There,
I don't know whether you are the right person for this, so, I am hoping you can point me in the right direction.
I saw on the Internet that you have some open positions within your company, and I have some candidates that may
interest you.
It doesn’t cost anything to look at resumes, so please let me know if I should send them to you or to someone else.
Look forward to hearing from you.
Regards
Jacob Black|Talent Acquisition Manager
Talent Logic, Inc.
O:281 358 1858 X 705
This email was sent to you by Jacob Black (JBlack@talentlogic.us). If you wish to receive no further emails from this company, you can opt-out from
future correspondence at any time by clicking unsubscribe.
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Jeff Fredine
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

karen.springstead@gmail.com
Wednesday, August 26, 2020 11:01 AM
Jarales Road Overpass Project
comments grade separation project A302220

My name is Karen Springstead and I reside at 156 and 1/2 Jarales Road Jarales NM. I joined the Meeting on Aug 18th,
2020. I rarely use the Jarales road crossing because it is usually blocked, but along with many neighbors will use this
route when the bridge is completed. My concerns are as follows:
1. Will the actual road space accommodate the new large farm equipment that does not fit on Jarales road now? With
the lack of visibility will I meet a tractor on the crest of the bridge and have no space to move over?
2. There was mention of a bike path. Is it to be on both sides? Will it be separated from the cars by a barrier? If so that
may cause additional problems to the concern I have as 1. I am all for a bike path just don’t want the bridge too narrow
to accommodate all the future needs of this rural community.
3. No mention was made about additional track construction on the North South Line. That will greatly impact the level
of traffic on Jarales road. Even more farm equipment will need to use the new bridge.
My phone # is (505) 864 5976 Leave a message
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Jeff Fredine
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Naeomi Trujillo <Naeomi@msn.com>
Thursday, August 27, 2020 9:35 PM
Jarales Road Overpass Project
Corner of Audra Ct

Hello
We got a letter about the surveying going to be conducted for the Jarales bridge. Our property is the empty lot on the
corner of Audra Ct and Jarales Rd (approx. 3 acres). We are looking into building a house on this property. We need to
know (if possible) if our property will be affected in any way.
Thank you in advance for your response.
Respectfully
Esequiel/Naeomi Trujillo
Etrujillo12345@gmail.com
naeomi@msn.com
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Jeff Fredine
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Francine Baca <bubblegumeyez@gmail.com>
Monday, August 31, 2020 11:16 AM
Jarales Road Overpass Project
attn Jeff Fredline Jarales Bridge project

Hello our name is Francine and Christopher Baca we live at 548 Jarales Rd. Currently we feel the vibration from the
trains as well have some issues with some electrical issues that come from the current vibrations of the trains. Our
concern is adding additional tracks. We are worried that our home foundation will suffer if not now but later on.
Constant vibration will eventually see an effect. Will we be covered as far as damage?? As far as we see our home will
not be affected by the bridge itself but are definitely concerned about the increase in tracks.
Francine Baca
Christopher Baca
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Jeff Fredine
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:

Eugene Pickett <eugenepickett2015@gmail.com>
Tuesday, September 1, 2020 4:49 PM
Jarales Road Overpass Project
Priscilla.Benavides@state.nm.us; Mosher, Jill, NMDOT; Eric.Chavez@mail.house.gov;
Charles D. Sharp; Rudy Arredondo; Rural Coalition; Jaime Chavez; Pam Roy; Zoey Fink;
Lopez, Richard - FSA, Albuquerque, NM
Comments Proposed Jarales Rd NM 109

As a long time resident of the Jarales/ Pueblitos area I have attended and participated in all of the meetings held
regarding this issue. Although my property is West of the immediate area to be impacted, what does take place on
either side of the tracks has an effect. In 2017 we had a major flood in Pueblitos and the only access road into Pueblitos
was through the Jarales juncture. For several weeks the use of the Jarales Road for any purpose including emergencies
was our only option. The time table as well as an environmental impact statement should have an established timeline.
That timeline should now have projected purchases options for the residents directly impacted in addition the dates for
proposed construction.
Due to the use of the road as a major route for Farming and Ranching activities it is of the utmost importance that this
long over due project have a defined and expedited proforma.
Thank you for the opportunity to provide input.
Eugene Pickett
Black Farmers and Ranchers New Mexico
PO Box 183
Jarales, New Mexico 87023
505 307 4429 cell
505 864 3685 land line
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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NM Highway 109 (Jarales Rd) and
Railroad Grade Separation Project
https://dot.state.nm.us/content/nmdot/en/ProjectsD3.html#A302220

Project Contact:
Priscilla Benavides
NMDOT Central Region Design Manager
Cell: (505) 250-8760
Jarales@parametrix.com(Attn:Jeff Fredine)
Cc: Governor Michelle Lujan Grisham
Howie Morales, Lieutenant Governor of the State of New Mexico
Deb Haaland, New Mexico, U.S. Representative
Alicia Keyes, Cabinet Secretary for Economic Development Department
James Kenney, Cabinet Secretary for Environment Department
It is with a heavy heart that I write this letter. For so many years the Jarales community has been united.
Now this build a bridge issue has caused controversy and division amongst our community. This
controversy saddens my heart! It seems they are two people causing all the controversy. If they want a
bridge, build it on their property. She has two roads prior to crossing the Railroad (Castillo Road on the
north and Mill Road on the south side) of her property that will take her directly into Belen. Also, he who
lives 3 mile south of the railroad crossing has the same access to those roads. During a conversation with
them I asked them if this were your property would you sell your property to the railroad. Their answer
was “No!” Well who’s property value would go up THEIRS! They are not directly impacted by this bridge
which means they will still have their land, homes and continue to build memories which we sadly will
not! They do not speak for ALL the Jarales community! Please go door to door and talk to each property
owner that will be directly impacted by this bridge and listen to their voice! Yes, I heard there were two
meetings one at Gil Sanchez and one virtual. Many property owners that will be directly impacted were
not contacted about these meetings, nor received a letter informing them they were scheduled.
For so many years the Jarales community has had such a rural rich community culture. With acequias
with clean water that doesn’t have diesel fuel in it yet, which water our alfalfa, corn, chile fields where
birds migrate and feed from, like whopping cranes (which is a NM endangered species), pheasants,
roadrunners, wood peckers and other wild animals like jack rabbit, skunks, squirrels, lizards, raccoons.
too many to mention. We also have our livestock cows, horses, sheep, donkeys, pigs, chickens, and
other farm animals.
The people of Jarales have built so many beautiful homes choosing to live here. When I wake up in the
morning, I hear the birds sing, which will probably not happen with the bridge and the extension of

EIGHT TRACKS. The Railroad has not asked permission of the Jarales community about the extension. I
remember when we only had one track that they would use, now there are three! I believe what BNSF
is thinking we will give them their bridge and extend our number of tracks. That is not what the people
of Jarales want! We love our rural rich culture. No one has talked to the people directly impacted by
this. We are the ones losing our homes and property and the memories we would like to build with our
children, grandchildren, and great grandchildren. We are directly impacted by this bridges no matter
which map the Railroad chooses. It will directly impact us either with a turnabout or by taking our land.
PLEASE, let us continue with our rural community and do not destroy our rural culture. To us this
property is worth so much more than gold! These children are our future! maybe your future doctor,
lawyer, president, or your boss we are your stakeholders!
1-24 Benavidez Entrada
The Benavidez, and Sanchez Family

