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CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT
Sierra Railroad Company owns 100% of the stock of Mendocino

Railway.
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Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. sections 2323 and 2348, and Federal Rule of Appellate
Procedure 15(d), Mendocino Railway (“MRY”) respectfully submits this unopposed
motion for leave to intervene as Respondent-Intervenor in this matter.

ARGUMENT

The petition in this case, filed on November 25, seeks review of a recent
declaratory order of the Surface Transportation Board (“STB” or “Board”).
Mendocino Railway—Petition for Declaratory Order, Docket No. FD 36868, 2025
STB LEXIS 241 (STB served Sept. 26, 2025). The order confirms MRY’s status as
“a Class III rail carrier subject to the jurisdiction of the Board and therefore entitled
to any applicable benefits of federal preemption.” /d. at *1. MRY petitioned the STB
for the declaratory order following court challenges to MRY’s federal-railroad status
that state and local land-use permitting agencies, including Petitioner California
Coastal Commission, have filed.

Under 28 U.S.C. section 2323, “any party or parties in interest to the
proceeding before the Board, in which an order or requirement is made, may appear
as parties of their own motion and as of right, and be represented by their counsel,
in any action involving the validity of such order or requirement or any part thereof,
and the interest of such party.”! A motion to intervene “must be filed within 30 days
after the petition for review is filed and must contain a concise statement of the

interest of the moving party and the grounds for intervention.” FRAP 15(d).

'See also 28 U.S.C. § 2348 (same).
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Here, MRY petitioned the STB for the declaratory order under review in this
case. Therefore, MRY is the “party . . . in interest to the proceeding before the Board”
and is entitled by right to intervene in this case. Further this motion is also timely
under FRAP 15(d) because it was filed within 30 days of the Coastal Commission’s
petition. Therefore, MRY is entitled by right to intervene in this proceeding.

Neither the STB nor the Coastal Commission opposes MRY’s intervention in
this proceeding.

CONCLUSION
For the foregoing reasons, the Court should grant MRY leave to intervene.
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