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INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

The National Park Service (NPS) is preparing an environmental assessment (EA) for a special
resource study on the feasibility and suitability of designating the Butterfield Overland Trail as a
national historic trail. The special resource study includes an analysis of the feasibility and
suitability of this designation. An EA is being done in compliance with the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) to provide the decision-making framework that 1) analyzes a
reasonable range of alternatives, 2) evaluates potential issues and impacts to trail resources and
values, and 3) identifies mitigation measures to lessen the degree or extent of these impacts. This
project will also be conducted in accordance with §106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
(NHPA) and other applicable laws, regulations, and policies. The required §106 compliance will
be completed using the NEPA process.

This report summarizes comments, feedback, and input received from the public from February
through May of 2012 during scoping for this special resource study regarding the possible
designation of the Butterfield Overland Trail as a national historic trail. This special resource
study / environmental assessment was authorized by Congress in the 2009 with the Omnibus
Public Land Management Act (Public Law 111-11 Section 5302.).

Scoping was conducted by a team of NPS planners, historians, and managers from the National
Trails Intermountain Region (Santa Fe office). In planning and executing a series of public
scoping meetings, NPS staff were assisted by agency (NPS and other federal) staff and private-
sector volunteers, and staff from various city and county governments, chambers of commerce,
museums and heritage centers, historical societies, and visitor attractions.

Scoping involves presenting the broad outlines of a project and soliciting input as to issues,
concerns, and opportunities that might arise as a result of project implementation. Scoping is a
process that federal agencies pursue in the early stages of preparing feasibility studies and
environmental analyses. Scoping is intended to encourage public participation and solicit public
input on the scope and significance of a proposed action (see the Code of Federal Regulations,
Title 40, Part 1501.7). Comments received during scoping help the NPS identify issues and
concerns, and allows the agency to develop effective alternatives.

OVERVIEW

The purpose of the special resource study is to evaluate the feasibility and suitability of adding
the Butterfield Overland Trail to the National Trails System as a national historic trail. This
determination will be made in accordance with the 1968 National Trails System Act, Public Law
90-543 (16 U.S.C. 1244) as amended.

The Butterfield Overland Trail, also known as the Oxbow Route, the Butterfield Overland Mail,
or the Butterfield Stage, was a stagecoach route in the United States. The contract to create the
Butterfield mail route was awarded in 1857. The route operated from 1858 to 1861 with the stage
carrying mail and passengers cross country for almost 2,800 miles starting from either Memphis,
Tennessee, or St. Louis, Missouri, converging at Fort Smith, Arkansas, and continuing to the



west through Indian Territory (present-day Oklahoma), Texas, New Mexico Territory (present-
day New Mexico and Arizona), ending in San Francisco, California.

The purpose of a national historic trail is the identification and protection of a historic route and
its historic remnants for public use and enjoyment. National historic trails are extended trails
that follow as closely as possible and practicable the original routes of travel that are of national
significance.

Recognition, designation, and preservation of the nation's historic trail system evolved, in the
recent past, since the years of preparation for and celebration of the U.S. bicentennial in the
1970s. In the fall of 1968, Congress created the National Trails System Act (Public Law 90-543,
codified at 16 United States Code Section 1241, et. seq.). This law and its subsequent
amendments have resulted in the designation of 19 national historic trails by 2012.

Section 5 of the National Trails System Act (16 U.S.C. 1244) was amended by the Omnibus
Public Land Management Act of 2009, Title VII - National Park Service Authorizations, Subtitle
C—Special Resource Studies, wherein the Secretary of the Interior is called upon to conduct a
special resource study along the route known as the “Ox-Bow Route” of the Butterfield
Overland Trail in the States of Missouri, Tennessee, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas, New Mexico,
Arizona, and California to evaluate (1) a range of alternatives for protecting and interpreting the
resources of the route, including alternatives for potential addition of the trail to the National
Trails System; and (2) the methods and means for the protection and interpretation of the route
by the National Park Service, other federal, state, or local government entities, or private or
nonprofit organizations.



The following map displays the historic Route of the Butterfield Overland Trail.
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SCOPING PROCESS

Public scoping is a process, not an event or single meeting. The process involves gathering
information from stakeholders, interested individuals or organizations, local societies,
environmental groups, and trail advocates. As described in the Council on Environmental
Quality’s Memorandum: Scoping Guidance (1981), the objectives of scoping are to identify the
concerns of the public and agencies involved; prepare for the completion of an environmental
document; ensure that all related permits and reviews are completed; define the issues and
alternatives that will be analyzed; and to accomplish these tasks in a timely manner. The goal is
to make sure the environmental document (either an environmental assessment [EA] or
environmental impact statement [EIS]) adequately addresses relevant issues.

The remainder of this report describes scoping activities and the comments received.

Public Involvement and Participation

Public participation is the involvement, as early as possible, in the NEPA process of persons and
organizations having an interest in any activity which must meet the requirements of NEPA.
Public participation also includes the efforts of personnel to locate and involve the public. As
part of this effort, a plan was devised that included public scoping meetings across 7 states and at
13 locations. Efforts to contact interested and affected publics and organizations were
conducted through mailings, both electronic and via postal service. The National Trails
Intermountain Region office also used the NPS Planning, Environment and Public Comment
(PEPC) site. The National Park Service prepares and posts projects for public review and
comment at http://parkplanning.nps.gov/. A webpage was created in December 2011 at
http://parkplanning.nps.gov/butterfieldsrso allow the public to submit comments and to keep
updated on the planning process.

During the scoping process, the NPS solicits comments and then reviews and organizes all of the
comments received. For this project the scoping period (i.e., the open public comment period)
began January 16, 2012 with the mailing of the Trail Study News newsletter announcing the
beginning of the feasibility study process with the scoping meeting schedule. The scoping period
was extended through May 18, 2012 for a total of 124 days. The lengthy scoping period
accommodated the size of the project and the travel and time required to conduct public
meetings in seven states from Missouri to California.

The Trail Study News newsletter included a brief announcement about the planning process,
description of the planning issues, a brief treatment of trail significance, a solicitation for
participation in the planning process, and contact information. In addition, it directed interested
parties to contact the NPS planning team by mail, by email, to the NPS planning website or by
telephone. A copy was available to each attendee at the 13 scoping meetings.

For external scoping and in an effort to solicit comments emails were sent out to various
sources; state and federal agencies were contacted via standard US mail and email (US Forest
Service, Bureau of Land Management, United States Fish and Wildlife Service, etc. — see below);


http://parkplanning.nps.gov/butterfieldsrs

also contacted were historical societies and groups, and trail organizations. However, there is
no national Butterfield Trail organization in existence at this time.

1 19 offices of the Bureau of Land Management with responsibility for public lands and
historic trail resources in Arizona, California, Oklahoma, Texas, and New Mexico

9 13 US Forest Service offices in Arizona, California, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Arkansas,
and Missouri

1 26 national trail associations, partner organizations, universities, and historical societies

9 State Historic Preservation Offices in Arizona, Arkansas, California, Missouri, New
Mexico, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and Texas

1 8 US Fish and Wildlife Service field and regional offices in Arizona, Arkansas, California,
Missouri, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and Texas

1 Department of Defense installations, Department of Transportation offices, and offices
of the Bureau of Reclamation in proximity to the proposed national historic trail

Plan Process

Planners and resource specialists with the National Trails Intermountain Region are currently
engaged in following the steps outlined for the planning process. External and internal scoping
has been completed. This scoping report documents the external scoping process. Efforts are
also ongoing to finalize route data and make a determination of national significance. A
preliminary set of alternatives has been developed and is currently under review. In addition a
contract has been initiated for the creation of the environmental assessment. AECOM, a global
provider of professional technical management support services, was awarded a contract to
complete the affected environment and environmental consequences sections of the
environmental assessment. National Trails Intermountain Region office planning staff will
complete the other sections of the document and submit it to Congress for review.

Steps in the planning process include:

Step 1. Conduct external scoping

Step 2. Gather route data and determine national significance

Step 3. Define purpose and need/develop preliminary alternatives

Step 4. Prepare draft study/environmental document for internal National Park Service review
Step 5. Prepare draft study/environmental document for public review

Step 6. Analysis of public comment

Step 7. Prepare final study/environmental document

Step 8. Release final study/environmental document to Congress

The planning team has now completed Step 1 and is working toward completion of the other
identified steps. If adequate funding is not acquired each year, the time frame for completing the
study may be extended.



Public Scoping Meeting Schedule and Format

The NPS planning team consists of Aaron Mahr, Superintendent, National Trails Intermountain
Region (NTIR); Gretchen Ward, Chief of Planning, NTIR; Brooke Safford, Planning Specialist,
NTIR, Frank Norris, Historian, NTIR; and Sharon Brown, Chief of Trail Operations, NTIR.
Team members conducted 13 public scoping meetings in towns along, or with a strong
association to, the Butterfield Overland Trail route. Meeting formats, information content, and
public input opportunities are described briefly following the meeting schedule. Public scoping

meetings were held at the following locations and times:

Public Scoping Meetings

Date and Time Location Address Number of
Attendees

February 6, 2012 El Paso, Texas 520 N. Santa Fe Street | 8
5:30-7:30 pm El Paso Museum of History
February 7, 2012 Las Cruces, New Mexico 700 North Main Street 43
3:00-5:00 pm Las Cruces City Hall
February 8, 2012 Tucson, Arizona 530 N. Wilmot Road 15
5:30-7:30 pm The Murphy Wilmot Library
February 9, 2012 Yuma, Arizona 180 West First Street 13
3:00-5:00 pm Historic City Hall
February 272012 Los Angeles, California 333 South Grand 2
6:00-8:00 pm Wells Fargo History Museum
February 28, 2012 Bakersfield, California 1115 Truxtun Avenue 3
6:00-8:00 pm Kern County Administrative Office
March 12,2012 San Jose, California 438 Coleman Avenue 9
6:00-8:00pm Guadalupe River Park
March 13, 2012 Sacramento, California 420 Montgomery Street | 5
6:00-8:00 pm Well Fargo History Museum
April 10, 2012 Springfield, Missouri 830 Boonville Avenue 25
10:00 amnoon Historic City Hall
April 11, 2012 Fayetteville, Arkansas 433 Hay Street 35
6:00-8:00 pm City Administration Building
April 11, 2012 Fort Smith, Arkansas 121 Riverfront Drive 21
5:30-7:30 pm Riverfront Park Events Building
April 12, 2012 Atoka, Oklahoma 909 West Liberty Road 22
3:00-5:00 pm Atoka Community Building
April 13, 2012 Abilene, Texas 625 North First Street 51
6:00-8:00 pm Frontier Texas!

Total in Attendance at Public Meeting| 252

Maps representing overall, study routes, plus a large-scale map of study route locations in the
vicinity of the day’s meeting were arranged on the walls of each meeting room. Posters showing
discussion topics (planning issues), designation criteria, and planning schedule were posted on
the walls for review. Attendees were greeted at the door by members of the planning team, and




each attendee was asked to enter contact information on a sign-in form. Each attendee was
offered a newsletter and comment form.

The planning team began each meeting with a short presentation of approximately 30 minutes
that included greetings and introductions of the planning team. This was followed by a brief
discussion of the feasibility study process and planning topics.

For the remainder of the meeting (approximately 90 minutes), attendees were encouraged to ask
questions and present oral comments structured around planning issues. One team member
facilitated the open discussion portion of the meeting, while another took notes on flip charts so
that attendees could view the written comments as they were recorded. Team members were
available during the discussion period to answer questions. Discussions were lively and usually
lasted up to the close of the two-hour meeting.

Attendees were also encouraged to provide written comments on the distributed forms, to visit
the planning website, or to email comments to Chief of Planning Gretchen Ward. Meeting
attendees were advised that their names (as noted in the sign-in sheets) would be added to the
feasibility study mailing list and would receive subsequent notices from the planning team.

All of the meetings drew an audience of local interested citizens. Local representatives of federal
and state conservation agencies attended most of the meetings. Public participation was sparse
in the most urban areas.



Public Scoping Meeting, Las Cruces, New Mexico, February 7, 2012

Scoping Questions

Scoping questions were developed and used as a basis for generating public discussion during
the scoping meetings. Other questions and comments were also recorded in addition to the
ones below. The following questions were presented to the public at each meeting to help
initiate discussion:

1. What do you know about the study route, its location, uses and places of interest?
2. Are there opportunities for the public to enjoy and visit parts of this route?

3. How do you currently use the Butterfield Overland Trail?

4. Do you think the route is historically and nationally significant? Why or why not?
5. How might designation of this route as a NHT affect you and your community?

Public Comments

All of the comments and questions received from the public during the scoping period have
been compiled, reviewed, and sorted by topic. Summaries appear below with actual letters and
comments included with the attached appendices.



Written Comments
Written comments (from comment forms, letters, emails, and website comments,) were received
from 61 individuals and groups.

Verbal Comments

A total of 252 people attended one of the 13 public scoping meetings. Verbal comments were
recorded through notes taken by hand at each meeting. Other comments were received via
phone. These comments are summarized immediately below.

Comment Summary
Written and verbal comments received from the public addressed the following topics:

Access

Administrative Activities
Economic Opportunity
Historical Context/Information
Legal Issues/Private Property Concerns
Location/Mapping of Trail
Partnerships

Protection of Trail Resources
Significance

Support for Trail Designation
Trail Distinction

Trail Resources

=4 =4 =4 4 -8 - - oa oo s

Access

A few individuals asked about access and private ownership. The subject was also brought up in
phone and correspondence, primarily by individuals from New Mexico and Texas. There were
some general concerns about how designation might indicate an invitation to the public where
no invitation was intended. Meeting attendees in Texas were especially interested in making
sure that individual owners’ rights would be protected. This question came up at almost every
meeting. Sometimes it was asked from a private land owner perspective, in some cases agency
concerns were voiced as well. (See also Legal Issues/Private Property Concerns)

Administrative Activities

Several questions were posed about the administrative activities inherent to the feasibility study
process. Attendees wanted to gain a better understanding of the process and what it entails.
Some common questions asked throughout the scoping process included: “Who is involved?”
and “How long does the process take?” Members of the public also wanted to know what they
could do on their own time to ensure designation and, if designation was not a good fit, then
what alternatives there were to designation. Maintenance and protection of existing sites was
also a concern among some members of the public. A few asked about the problem of impact to
sites and preservation concerns should these sites become better known because of national
historic trail designation.



Economic Opportunity

Aside from the national and international recognition that comes with designation, there was
some support for the economic incentives that designation would bring to the communities
along the trail. Generating extra cash flow through heritage tourism was a big draw to many
attendees at the public scoping meetings as well as those who sent in written comments. Those
coming from small towns along the various study segments were particularly interested in
drawing tourists to their area. Many felt that designation would help their communities. There
was interest in and a couple of questions about tax incentives related to preserving historic sites
along the route.

Historical Context/Information

Many people shared their knowledge and expertise with the NPS staff about the history of the
Butterfield Overland route and in particular stories about their regions. The public was asked to
provide information about the route that they thought would be helpful for the feasibility study.
Specific details related to the route were shared and in some instances documentation was
provided at the meeting. Subsequent to the meeting a number of emails and regular mail packets
of information were received by the planning staff.

Legal Issues/Private Property Concerns

Several landowners and those advocating on behalf of landowners expressed concern about the
“Willing Seller” and “Eminent Domain” language in the National Trails System Act of 1968 (P.L.
90-543). Their primary concern was the possibility that land may be confiscated by the federal
government or made accessible to the public (without landowner permission) if national
historic trail designation were to occur. Another concern was the publicity that comes with
designation and the possibility of people trespassing on private land, which could threaten trail
resources and personal property and pose liability problems for landowners. NTIR staff
explained to attendees that lands would not be confiscated and that participation in national
historic trail administration/management was voluntary.

Location/Mapping of Trail

Obtaining information on the location of the study trail segments was of primary importance to
the NPS during the public scoping process. The NPS solicited feedback and information
pertaining to this topic. Some members of the public provided useful information that they had
about the location and mapping of the trails.

Partnerships

Many people felt that designation would promote partnerships along the trails. They also felt
that the collaboration that comes from partnerships would benefit not only the trail itself but
would also prove to be very valuable for communities along the route. Information regarding
potential partnerships was provided in more detail at meetings held in the east end states along
the trail. The public meetings in the western states were more lightly attended and while those
attending were enthusiastic, only a small number of potential partners were identified. Several
were potentially important, such as the Bureau of Land Management in California, Arizona, and
New Mexico; California state parks; and Oklahoma state historic preservation office (these are a
few examples). The most organized support was experienced in Arkansas where the Heritage
Trail Partners group is very interested and supportive for designation of the Butterfield route as
a national historic trail. A number of attendees with experience in activities related to other
national historic trails shared their experiences which were primarily positive in nature.
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Protection of Trail Resources

Discussions surrounding this topic emphasized the need to properly identify significant sites
that are threatened from decay or development, and to take steps to ensure their protection and
survival. Restricting access to sensitive sites and providing special protections were some of the
recommendations that the public made to help protect trail resources. Another suggestion was
the acquisition of land, with consent of the landowner, in the form of conservation easements by
non-profit organizations. Many of those attending felt that designation would provide a degree
of protection. (See also Trail Resources.)

Recreation/Tourism/Interpretation Opportunities

Members of the public noted a variety of existing and proposed ways in which to engage visitors
along the trail. Museums, state parks, and visitor centers, were just some of the opportunities
expressed for visitors to learn about and experience the trail. (See also Economic Opportunity.)

Significance

Many people offered themes or ideas why they felt the study route is nationally significant.
Virtually everyone agreed that the study route was nationally significant and would be an
important addition to the national trails system. At several meetings it was pointed out that the
Butterfield Overland Mail was just as important in American history as the Pony Express route
which has already warranted national historic trail designation.

Support for Trail Designation

One of the most popular topics that the public expressed related to their support for trail
designation. The public showed almost universal support for trail designation at all scoping
meetings. Virtually all written comments showed support for designation. Comments from two
different counties in New Mexico expressed concerns regarding conflicts with existing land use
planning and designation of trails across lands owned by the particular counties. Cautionary
words were expressed by these individuals and a question was raised at a meeting in Abilene,
Texas, regarding the worry that designation, would invite trespassing, depress property values,
or restrict future uses. Another individual with a BLM grazing lease felt that his rights to that
lease might be impacted by designation. (See also Legal Issues/Private Property Concerns.)

Trail Significance

In most instances, participants and correspondents were reluctant to say that the study route
was not significant. When asked directly, most meeting attendees and those submitting
comments argued that the trail was of national significance. The NPS received no comments
that the trail was not nationally significant.

Trail Resources

At the various public meetings, and throughout the public comment period, NPS staff asked for
feedback and input on study route resources. A variety of information was gleaned from the
meetings as well as written comments. People shared detailed information on some Butterfield
Overland Trail resources and sites. (See also Protection of Trail Resources.)

Future Steps in the Planning Process

1. Gather data on route locations and interpretive and recreational opportunities, and
determine national significance — Fall, 2012
2. Apply national historic trail criteria and develop draft alternatives — Fall, 2012

11



4.
5.
6.

Prepare draft feasibility study and environmental assessment — Winter, 2012 and Spring
2013

Conduct public review of the draft study — Fall, 2013

Address public review comments and prepare the final study — Fall, 2013

Transmit the study to the U.S. Congress — Summer, 2014

As noted above, the timely completion of this feasibility study is tied to adequate funding. If
funding is not acquired each year, the time frame for completing the study may be extended.
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Agencies, Companies/Businesses, Organizations, and Officials Attending

Public Meetings

Meeting Place

Organization representation

El Paso, Texas

Guadalupe Mountains National Park, National Park Service
Texas Historical Commission

Chamizal National Memorial, National Park Service

El Paso County Historical Commission

El Paso International Airport

Las Cruces, New Mexico

Human Systems Research, Inc.

New Mexico Farm and Ranch Heritage Museum

New Mexico Wilderness Alliance

Bureau of Land Management, Las Cruces District Office

Las Cruces Railroad Museum

El Camino Real de Tierra Adentro Trail Association (CARTA)
La Posta de Mesilla

Dona Ana Archaeological Society

Southwest Environmental Center

US Senator Tom Udall’s Office

Tucson, Arizona

Bureau of Land Management, Arizona State Office
Fort Bowie National Historic Site, National Park Service
Westland Resources, Inc.

Friends of the Sonoran Desert

National Parks Conservation Association

Bureau of Land Management, Tucson Field Office
Aztlan Archaeology, Inc.

Pima Trails Association

Bureau of Land Management, Safford Field Office
Saguaro National Park, National Park Service

Friends of Planning

University of Arizona

Chiricahua National Monument, National Park Service

Yuma, Arizona

Arizona Historical Society

Bureau of Land Management, Yuma Field Office

Bureau of Land Management, El Centro Field Office (California)
California State Parks

Los Angeles, California

Wells Fargo Museum

Bakersfield, California

Ridge Route Community Museum
California State Parks

San Jose, California

Oregon-California Trails Association
Anza Trail Coalition

Amigos de Anza

Guadalupe River Park Conservancy

San Francisco, California

Pacific West Regional Office, National Park Service

Juan Bautista de Anza National Historic Trail, National Park
Service

Wells Fargo Museum

Springfield, Missouri

St. Clair & Benton County Historical Society
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Meeting Place Organization representation

US Congressman Billy Long’s office

KSPR-TV

Wilson’s Creek National Battlefield, National Park Service
Missouri State Historic Preservation Office

Greene County Historic Sites Board

US Senator Roy Blunt’s office

Fayetteville, Arkansas Arkansas Department of Tourism

Heritage Trail Partners

NWA Land Trust

Fayetteville Parks and Recreation

Pea Ridge National Military Park, National Park Service
Fayetteville Natural Heritage Association

Arkansas State Parks

Arkansas Archaeological Survey

US Congressman Steve Womack’s office

Arkansas State Highways, Environmental Division

Fort Smith, Arkansas Fort Smith National Historic Site, National Park Service
Trail of Tears Association

Fort Smith Convention and Visitors Bureau

City of Fort Smith

Military Road Museum of Lavaca

Westerners International

Atoka, Oklahoma Confederate Memorial Museum

Stringtown Historical Foundation

Atoka County Times

Atoka Museum

Oklahoma State Historic Preservation Office
Gainesville (Texas) Chamber of Commerce

Abilene, Texas Jones County Historical Commission
Anson-Jones Museum

Fort McKavett State Historic Site
Jacksboro Chamber of Commerce
Texas Parks and Wildlife

Fort Griffin Memorial Regiment

Fort Griffin State Historic Site

Texas Lakes Trail

Texas Historical Commission

Abilene Preservation League

Pecos Trail Region

Frontier Texas

Baird Texas & Pacific Railroad Depot Museum
Taylor County Historical Commission
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Agencies, Organizations, and Tribes Contacted Prior to the Public Scoping
Meetings

Bureau of Land Management

San Pedro Riparian National Conservation Area, Sierra Vista, Arizona
California State Office, Sacramento, California

New Mexico State Office, Santa Fe, New Mexico

Las Cruces District Office, Las Cruces, New Mexico

Arizona State Office, Phoenix, Arizona

Safford Field Office, Safford, Arizona

Tucson Field Office, Tucson, Arizona

Phoenix District Office, Phoenix, Arizona

Hassayampa Field Office, Phoenix, Arizona

Lower Sonoran Field Office, Phoenix, Arizona

Sonoran Desert National Monument, Phoenix, Arizona

Yuma Field Office, Yuma, Arizona

Central California District, Sacramento, California

California Desert District, Moreno Valley, California

Barstow Field Office, Barstow, California

El Centro Field Office, El Centro, California

Palm Springs South Coast Field Office, Palm Springs, California
Hollister Field Office, Hollister, California

Bakersfield Field Office, Bakersfield, California

Departments of Transportation

Arizona Department of Transportation, Phoenix, Arizona

Arkansas Department of Transportation, Little Rock, Arkansas
California Department of Transportation, Sacramento, California
Missouri Department of Transportation, Jefferson City, Missouri
New Mexico Department of Transportation, Santa Fe, New Mexico
Oklahoma Department of Transportation, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma
Tennessee Department of Transportation, Nashville, Tennessee
Texas Department of Transportation, Austin, Texas

US Forest Service

Ozark-St. Francis National Forests, Russellville, Arkansas

Coronado National Forest, Tucson, Arizona

Los Padres National Forest, Goleta, California

Angeles National Forest, Arcadia, California

Cleveland National Forest, San Diego, California

Trabuco Ranger District/San Mateo Canyon Wilderness, Corona, California
Palomar Ranger District/Agua Tibia Wilderness Study Area, Ramona, California
Mark Twain National Forest, Rolla, Missouri

Lyndon B. Johnson National Grassland, Decatur, Texas

Southern Region, Atlanta, Georgia

Eastern Region, Milwaukee, Wisconsin

Southwestern Region, Albuquerque, New Mexico

Pacific Southwest Region, Vallejo, California
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US Fish and Wildlife Service

San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge, Newark, California

Big Muddy National Fish and Wildlife Refuge, Columbia, Missouri

Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge, Sherman, Texas

Grasslands Wildlife Management Area, Los Banos, California

US Fish and Wildlife Service - Midwest Region, Bloomington, Minnesota

US Fish and Wildlife Service - Southeast Region, Atlanta, Georgia

US Fish and Wildlife Service - Southwest Region, Albuquerque, New Mexico
US Fish and Wildlife Service - Pacific Southwest Region, Sacramento, California

National Trail Associations, Partner Organizations, Universities, and Historical Societies
Old Spanish Trail Association, Phoenix, Arizona

Pony Express Trail Association, Pollock Pines, California

Amigos de Anza, Walnut Creek, California

Santa Fe Trail Association, Lexington, Missouri

Lewis and Clark Heritage Foundation, Great Falls, Montana

Trail of Tears Association, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma
Oregon-California Trails Association, Georgetown Texas

El Camino Real de los Tejas NHT Association, San Augustine, Texas
Mormon Trail Association, West Valley City, Utah

El Camino Real de Tierra Adentro Association, Las Cruces, New Mexico
Abilene Convention and Visitors Bureau, Abilene, Texas

Texas Brazos Trail

Bridgeport Texas Historical Society

Arizona Historical Society

Wells Fargo Museum San Francisco

Texas Heritage Trails Mountain Trail Region

Texas Heritage Trails Forest Trail Region

Frontier Texas! Museum, Abilene, Texas

Ridge Route Historical Society, California

Santa Fe Trail Association

Smoky Hill Trail Association

Wells Fargo Museum Los Angeles

Sharlot Hall Museum

Smoky Hill Trail Association

Texas Heritage Trails Forest Trail Region

Heritage Trail Partners, Fayetteville, Arkansas
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Federally Recognized American Indian Tribes

Ak-Chin Indian Community, Maricopa, Arizona

Cocopah Indian Tribe, Somerton, Arizona

Fort McDowell Yavapai Nation, Fountain Hills, Arizona

Fort Yuma -Quechan Reservation, Yuma, Arizona

Gila River Indian Reservation, Sacaton, Arizona

Maricopa Indian Reservation, Maricopa, Arizona

Pascua Yaqui Tribe, Tucson, Arizona

Salt River Pima - Maricopa Indian Community, Scottsdale, Arizona
San Carlos Apache Tribe, San Carlos, Arizona

San Xavier Indian Reservation, Arizona

Tohono O'odham Nation, Sells, Arizona

Tonto Apache Tribe, Payson, Arizona

White Mountain Apache Tribe, White River, Arizona

Cahuilla Band of Mission Indians, Anza, California

Campo Band of Kumeyaay Indians, Campo, California
Cuyapaiipe Band of Mission Indians, Alpine, California

La Jolla Band of Luiseno Mission Indians, Pauma Valley, California
La Posta Band of Mission Indians, Boulevard, California

Lipay Nation of Santa Ysabel, Santa Ysabel, California

Los Coyotes Band of Cahuilla & Cuperno Indians, Warner Springs, California
Manzanita Band of Mission Indians, Boulevard, California

Mesa Grande Band of Mission Indians, Santa Ysabel, California
Pala Band of Mission Indians, Pala, California

Pauma/Yuima Band of Mission Indians, Pauma Valley, California
Pechanga Band of Luiseno Indians, Temecula, California
Ramona Band, Anza, California

Santa Ysabel Indian Reservation, Santa Ysabel, California

Table Mountain Rancheria of California, Friant, California

Tule River Indian Tribe, Porterville, California

Eastern Shawnee Tribe of Oklahoma, Senaca, Missouri
Mescalero Apache, Mescalero, New Mexico

Caddo Tribe of Oklahoma, Binger, Oklahoma

Chickasaw Nation of Oklahoma, Ada, Oklahoma

Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma, Durant, Oklahoma

Comanche Nation of Oklahoma, Lawton, Oklahoma

Osage Nation of Oklahoma, Pawhuska, Oklahoma

Ysleta Del Sur Pueblo, El Paso, Texas

State Historic Preservation Offices

Missouri Department of Natural Resources, Jefferson City, Missouri
Department of Environment and Conservation, Nashville, Tennessee
Arkansas Historic Preservation Program, Little Rock, Arkansas
Oklahoma Historical Society, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

Texas Historical Commission, Austin, Texas

New Mexico Historic Preservation Division, Santa Fe, New Mexico
Arizona State Historic Preservation Office, Phoenix, Arizona

Office of Historic Preservation, Sacramento, California
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US Fish and Wildlife Service Offices

Don Edwards San Francisco Bay National Wildlife Refuge, Newark, California
Big Muddy National Fish and Wildlife Refuge, Columbia, Missouri

Hagerman National Wildlife Refuge, Sherman, Texas

Grasslands Wildlife Management Area, Los Banos, California

US Fish and Wildlife Service - Midwest Region, Bloomington, Minnesota

US Fish and Wildlife Service - Southeast Region, Atlanta, Georgia

US Fish and Wildlife Service - Southwest Region, Albuquerque, New Mexico
US Fish and Wildlife Service - Pacific Southwest Region, Sacramento, California

Department of Defense

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas
Beaver Lake, Rogers, Arkansas

Ozark Lake, Ozark, Arkansas

Dardanelle Lake, Russellville, Arkansas

Cache River Mitigation Project, Arkansas

Camp Joseph T. Robinson, North Little Rock, Arkansas
Barry M. Goldwater Air Force Range, Arizona
Willcox Dry Lake Bombing Range, Arizona
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Arizona

Air Force Plant No. 44, Arizona

Yuma Proving Ground, Yuma, Arizona

Yuma Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma, Arizona
El Centro Naval Auxiliary Air Station, California
Harry S. Truman Reservoir, Warsaw, Missouri
Pomme De Terre Lake, Hermitage, Missouri
McGregor Range, Las Cruces, New Mexico
Dyess Air Force Base, Texas

Lake Ray Roberts, Pilot Point, Texas

Fort Bliss, Fort Bliss, Texas

Other Federal Offices Contacted
Bureau of Reclamation, San Luis Reservoir, Sacramento, California

NPS Units, Offices, and Affiliated Sites

Pea Ridge National Military Park, Garfield, Arkansas

Fort Smith National Historic Site, Fort Smith, Arkansas

Fort Bowie National Historic Site, Bowie, Arizona

Saguaro National Park, Tucson, Arizona

Golden Gate National Recreation Area, San Francisco, California
Santa Monica Mountains National Recreation, Thousand Oaks, California
Juan Bautista de Anza NHT, San Francisco, California

Wilson's Creek National Battlefield, Republic, Missouri

Fort Davis National Historic Site, Fort Davis, Texas

Chamizal National Memorial, El Paso, Texas

Guadalupe Mountains National Park, Salt Flat, Texas

State, City, and County Park and Tourism-related Offices
Arizona State Parks, Phoenix, Arizona
Arkansas State Parks, Little Rock, Arkansas
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California State Parks, Sacramento, California

City of San Francisco Park and Recreation Department
City of San Francisco Park and Recreation Department
City of San Jose Park and Recreation Department
Convention and Visitors Bureau of Denton, Texas

Henry W. Coe State Park, Morgan Hill, California
Missouri State Parks, Jefferson City, Missouri

New Mexico State Parks, Santa Fe, New Mexico
Oklahoma Tourism and Recreation Department, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma
O'Neill Forebay Wildlife Area, Merced County, California
Pacheco State Park, Hollister, California

San Bruno Mountain State Park, California

Tennessee State Parks, Nashville, Tennessee

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department, Austin, Texas

Cities

City of Rogers, Arkansas

City of Springdale, Arkansas
City of Fayetteville, Arkansas
City of Van Buren, Arkansas
City of Fort Smith, Arkansas
City of Barling, Arkansas

City of Charleston, Arkansas
City of Paris, Arkansas

City of Russellville, Arkansas
City of Atkins, Arkansas

City of Dardanelle, Arkansas
City of West Memphis, Arkansas
City of Morrilton, Arkansas
City of Forrest City, Arkansas
City of Cotton Plant, Arkansas
City of Cabot, Arkansas

City of Gila Bend, Arizona
City of Eloy, Arizona

City of Yuma, Arizona

City of Tucson, Arizona

City of Benson, Arizona

City of San Francisco, California
City of San Jose, California
City of Gilroy, California

City of Visalia, California

City of Lindsay, California
City of Porterville, California
City of Oildale, California

City of Bakersfield, California
City of Santa Clarita, California
City of Los Angeles, California
City of Ontario, California
City of San Dimas, California
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City of Corona, California
City of Lake Elsinore, California
City of Sedco Hills, California

City of Lakeland Village, California

City of Saint Louis, Missouri
City of California, Missouri
City of Ballwin, Missouri

City of Jefferson City, Missouri
City of Washington, Missouri
City of Pacific, Missouri

City of Bolivar, Missouri

City of Springfield, Missouri
City of Lordsburg, New Mexico
City of Las Cruces, New Mexico
City of La Mesa, New Mexico
City of Berino, New Mexico
City of Anthony, New Mexico
City of Panama, Oklahoma
City of Wilburton, Oklahoma
City of Atoka, Oklahoma

City of Durant, Oklahoma

City of Memphis, Tennessee
City of Denison, Texas

City of Whitesboro, Texas

City of Sherman, Texas

City of Gainesville, Texas

City of Denton, Texas

City of Decatur, Texas

City of Jacksboro, Texas

City of Bridgeport, Texas

City of Abilene, Texas

City of El Paso, Texas

City of Clint, Texas



City of Fabens, Texas City of Rankin, Texas
City of Barstow, Texas City of Fort Stockton, Texas
City of Pecos, Texas

Distributed Media Releases Announcing the Public Scoping Meetings

Arizona

Arizona Daily Star, Tucson, Arizona
Arizona Republic, Tucson, Arizona
Associated Press, Phoenix, Arizona
Associated Press, Tucson, Arizona
KFYI 550, Phoenix, Arizona

KSWT News, Yuma, Arizona
KVOA TV, Tucson, Arizona
KYMA News, Yuma, Arizona
Public Radio KAET, Phoenix, Arizona
Tucson Citizen, Tucson, Arizona
Tucson Post, Tucson, Arizona
Yuma Pioneer, Yuma, Arizona
Yuma Sun, Yuma, Arizona

Arkansas

Arkansas Democrat-Gazette, Little Rock, Arkansas
Associated Press, Little Rock, Arkansas

Benton County Daily Record, Bentonville, Arkansas
KHBS TV, Fort Smith, Arkansas

KHOB TV, Rogers, Arkansas

KUAF Public Radio, University of Arkansas, Fayetteville, Arkansas
News 5 KFSM TV, Fort Smith, Arkansas
Northwest Arkansas Times, Fayetteville, Arkansas
Rogers Morning News, Rogers, Arkansas
Springdale Morning News, Springdale, Arkansas
Southwest Times Record, Fort Smith, Arkansas

California

ABC 7 Broadcast Center, Glendale, California
Associated Press, Berkeley, California
Associated Press, Fresno, California

Associate Press, Los Angeles, California
Associated Press, San Francisco, California
Associated Press, San Jose, California
Bakersfield Californian, Bakersfield, California
Bakersfield Life, Bakersfield, California
Brentwood News, Los Angeles, California
Burbank Leader, Glendale, California
CBS2/KCALY Los Angeles, Studio City, California
KALW 91.7 FM, San Francisco, California
KCBS San Francisco, San Francisco, California
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KCRW1900, Santa Monica, California

KERN 1180, Bakersfield, California
KERO23-TV, Bakersfield, California

KFWB 980, Los Angeles, California

KLIV, San Jose, California

KNZR 1560 AM, Bakersfield, California

KPCC 89.3, Pasadena, California

KPFK 90.7FM, N. Hollywood, California

KQED Radio, San Francisco, California

KSFO 560 AM, San Francisco, California
KTLA-TV, Los Angeles, California

KTVU TV, Oakland, California

KZBR 95.7 FM, San Francisco, California

Los Angeles Downtown News, Los Angeles, California
Los Angeles Weekly, Culver City, California

NBC Bay Area TV, San Francisco, California
News 4 KRON, San Francisco, California

NPR West, Culver City, California

Oakland Tribune, Walnut Creek, California
Pasadena Star News, Pasadena, California

San Bernardino News, San Bernardino, California
San Francisco Chronicle, San Francisco, California
San Jose Mercury News, San Jose, California
Spartan Daily, San Jose, California

University Times, Los Angeles, California

Valley Public Radio, Fresno, California

Missouri

Associated Press, Kansas City, Missouri

Cross Country Times, Willard, Missouri

Daily Events, Springfield, Springfield, Missouri
Jefferson City News Tribune, Jefferson City, Missouri
Kansas City Star, Kansas City, Missouri

KSMU Public Radio, Springfield, Missouri

KSPR 33 TV Station, Springfield, Missouri

KTTS 94.7 Radio, Springfield, Missouri

Ozark County Times, Gainesville, Missouri
Springfield News-Leader, Springfield, Missouri
Springfield's Community Free Press, Springfield, Missouri
St. Louis Post Dispatch, St. Louis, Missouri

Tipton Times, Tipton, Missouri

National
Associated Press, National Office
National Public Radio, Washington, DC

New Mexico
Alamogordo Daily News, Alamogordo, New Mexico
Associated Press, Albuquerque, New Mexico
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Las Cruces Sun News, Las Cruces, New Mexico

KEDU Christian Community Radio, Ruidoso, New Mexico
KFOX14 - Las Cruces and El Paso, New Mexico

KTSM News Channel 9 - Las Cruces, El Paso and Juarez
KUPR 917 FM Public Radio, Alamogordo, New Mexico
Las Cruces Bulletin, Las Cruces, New Mexico

Ruidoso News, Ruidoso, New Mexico

Silver City Sun News, Silver City, New Mexico

Socorro News, Socorro, New Mexico

Oklahoma

Associated Press, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma
Atoka County Times, Atoka, Oklahoma
Clayton Today Newspaper, Clayton, Oklahoma
Coalgate Record-Register, Coalgate, Oklahoma
KHKC Radio Station, Atoka, Oklahoma
McAlister News Capital, McAlester, Oklahoma
Oklahoman, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma

Tennessee
Commercial Appeal, Memphis, Tennessee

Texas

Abilene Reporter News, Abilene, Texas
Associated Press, El Paso, Texas
Denton-Record Chronicle, Denton, Texas

El Paso Times, El Paso, Texas

Fort Worth Star Telegram, Fort Worth, Texas
KACU 89.7 FM Public Radio, Abilene, Texas
KHEY 96.3 Radio Station, El Paso, Texas
KSLI 1280 AM, The Talk of Abilene, Abilene, Texas
KTAB TV, Abilene, Texas

KTSM FM, El Paso, Texas
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U.S. Senate and House of Representatives Offices Contacted Prior to the
Public Meetings

US Senate

US Senator John Boozman, Fort Smith, Arkansas
US Senator Mark Pryor, Little Rock, Arkansas

US Senator Jon Kyl , Tucson, Arizona

US Senator John McCain, Tucson, Arizona

US Senator Barbara Boxer, Fresno, California

US Senator Dianne Feinstein, Fresno, California
US Senator Roy Blunt, Jefferson City, Missouri

US Senator Claire McCaskill, St. Louis, Missouri
US Senator Jeff Bingaman, Las Cruces, New Mexico
US Senator Tom Udall, Las Cruces, New Mexico
US Senator James Inhofe, McAlester, Oklahoma
US Senator Tom Coburn, Tulsa, Oklahoma

US Senator Lamar Alexander, Memphis, Tennessee
US Senator Bob Corker, Memphis, Tennessee

US Senator John Cornyn, Dallas, Texas

US Senator Kay Bailey Hutchison, Abilene, Texas

US House of Representatives
US Congressman Mike Ross, Pine Bluff, Arkansas
US Congressman Tim Griffin, Little Rock, Arkansas

, California

UsS
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