RE:  Docket No. FD 35952.  Proposed GLB Railroad

We strongly oppose this proposal, and respectfully request that you deny it. 
The current proposal is too invasive and over reaches the necessity of it’s purpose.   Two rails will adequately satisfy the requirement of a by-pass, therefore only 50 feet is required for an easement.  This would allow for a less invasive project and possibly a more direct route.  This would save time and money for the railroad and it’s customers, while removing less productive farm land, lessening negative impact on citizens and local economies, and possibly allow use of existing corridors to even further reduce it’s negative impacts.
The architects of this proposal claim that growth and economics of a global economy necessitate an improvement to existing rail transportation.  We trust that you will apply due diligence and perform a cost benefit analysis to verify if it is truly needed or merely a red herring.
If this proposal does indeed prove to be a necessity, proper respect must be given to the current usage of the land.  To remove prime farm land reduces a farmer’s profitability and the local economy, but also a piece of heritage and legacy forever!  What if you were the homeowner who was told, “We are taking 200 feet of your backyard or your driveway”, with no regard for your mental and physical duress or loss of property value?  This is not a temporary imposition but a permanent assault on personal property and autonomy – The American Dream!
To audibly and visually pollute a pristine environment deprives present and future generations the chance to experience nature as she intended it.  If we must change the status quo, let us do so with the lightest touch and with respect for who we are and what we have.   This proposal does nether, but solely focuses on personal gratification and ease of approval.
The excess amenities sought by the proposal place an undue burden on local safety, economies, flora, fauna and physical environments.  The callous disregard for collateral effects is a red flag to their true intent.  Promises made can legally be negated by use of federal funds, thereby constituting legalized fraud.
Continuing advancements in technology could quite possibly reduce dependency on rail transportation in the future.  To unnecessarily over-invest in it at this time would be ill-advised, in our opinion.
[bookmark: _GoBack]The American public is defenseless in the face of eminent domain.  We rely upon our public officials to exercise jurisprudence in it’s application.  This proposal asks us to pay more than is necessary to accomplish what truly would be needed.


 



