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BEFORE THE
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD

STB NO. AB 167 (SUB-NO. 1189X)

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION - ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION - IN
HUDSON COUNTY, NEW JERSEY

STB NO. AB 55 (SUB-NO, 686X)

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. — DISCONTINUANCE EXEMPTION - IN HUDSON
COUNTY, NEW JERSEY

STB NO AB 290 (SUB-NO. 306X)

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY — DISCONTINUANCE
EXEMPTION — IN HUDSON COUNTY, NEW JERSEY

NOTICES OF EXEVMIPTION

REPLY TO NOTICES OF INTENT
TO FILE AN OFFER OF FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE

Introduction
Consolidated Rail Corporation (“Conrail”) replies herc to the Notices of Intent to File an
Offer of Financial Assistance filed by the City of Jersey City (“City OFA Notice™) and CNJ Rail
Corporation (“*CNJ OFA Notice”) on March 27, 2009 The Board should reject both Notices
The OFA process 1s designed for the purpose of continuing to provide freight ranl service Itis
well scttled that the Board will not entertain an OFA request 1f the Board finds erther (1) that the
OFA proponent has no genuinc interest 1n providing freight rail service or (2) that there 1s no

realistic likelihood of such traffic over the hine to be abandoned Sec. ¢ g, Union Pacific



Railroad Co - -Abandonment and Discontinuance of Trackage Rights Exemption—In Los
Angeles County, CA4, STB Docket No AB-33 (Sub-265X), 2008 WL 1968728 (STB served May
7, 2008) (**Los Angeles County™)

In this case, the City demonstrably has no genuine intercst in providing {reight rail
service over the rail line at 1ssue (the “Harsimus Branch™) The City has worked assiduously,
and successfully, to rid the vicimity of any and all industnal operations and replace them with
residential developments, rctail stores, office buildings, hotels, and other high-end dcvelopmcnts
See Cuv of Jersey City, Rails to Trails Conservancy, Pennsylvama Railroad Harsimus Stem
Embankment Preservation Coalition, and New Jersey State Assemblyman Louis M Manzo—Pet
Jor Dec Order, STB Finance Docket No 34818, slip op at 4-5 (STB scrved Aug 9, 2007)
(2007 Decision™) At no point has the City ever suggested an interest 1n reviving freight rail
scrvice n the area that 1t has worked so hard to transform

CNJ also has no credible interest 1n reviving freight rail service on the Harsimus Branch
CNIJ owns no rail assets and conducts no rail operations Maryland Transit Admin —Pet for
Dec Order, STB Fin Dkt No 34975, 2008 WL 4281987, *1 n 3 (served Scpt 19, 2008)
(“MTA") CNJ simply cannot demonstrate that 1t has the “financial responsibility™ required to
sustain an OFA request See49 CFR § 1152 27(c)(n}(B

In any event, even 1f the City or CNJ werc genuinely interested in freight rail service,
there arc no shippers, and there have been none for close to two decades Id at5 Further,
providing freight rail servicc over the nght-of-way would be a physical and financial
impossibility No rail infrastructure remains, even on the part of the old nght-of-way that 1s not

already covered by commercial development Id at4-5 In other words, there 1s no likelthood



whatsoever of any freight rail service over the hine ! Accordingly, the City’s and CNJ’s OFA
Notices should be rejected
Background

The history of the Harsimus Branch and these proceedings 1s covered at some length in
the Board’s 2007 Decision 1n Docket No 34818 and in the Environmental Assessment (“EA™)
scrved by the Scction of Environmental Analysis (“SEA™) on March 23, 2009, 1n the above-
captioned proceedings > Thus, we need only brefly describe here the background of the City’s
and CNJ's OFA Notices

The old Harsimus Branch night-of-way extended approximately a mile and a half from
Waldo Avenue in Jersey City to the Hudson River waterfront  Even before Conrail acquired the
property in 1976, the City had begun redevelopment efforts intended to rcplace the few
remaiming industrial operations 1n the area with high-end commercial developments 2007
Decision at 4 One sigmficant parccl at the cast end of the nght-of-way on the Hudson River
was sold cven before Conrail acquired the rest of the nght-of-way Thus, when Conrail later
listed the track 1t had acquired that 1t regarded as spur track, Conrail hsted the Harsimus Branch
as runmng from Milepost 0 00 (Waldo Avenue) to Milepost 1 36 (Washington Street) VS Ryan
at 13-14 This included six elevated “embankment” segments (“Embankment”) between

Milepost 0 36 (Brunswick Avenue) and Milepost 0 88 (Marin Boulevard)

' In response to Conrail’s notification of 1ts intention to file for abandonment of the Harsimus
Branch, the New Jersey Department of Transportation advised Conrail by letter dated March 13,
2008, that 1t has “no interest 1n this transaction as 1t pertains to rail freight services ” Sce
Appendix C to the Venfied Notices of Exemption filed 1n the above-captioned proceedings on
February 26, 2009

2 Further detail and supporting exhibits can be found n the Venfied Statement of Conrail
Witness Robert W Ryan, filed Apnl 24, 2006, 1n Docket No 34818 (hereafter “VS Ryan™)



Conrail cooperated with the City’s efforts to redevelop the area  The City aggressively
argued to Conrail that “the timc of the freight rail servicc on this line 1 e, the Harsimus Branch]
has passed” and urged Conrail to end rail service and remove the Embankment VS Ryan at 11-
12, Exh G & H, 2007 Decision at 5, EA at 5 By the early 1990s, the few remaning rail
shippers had left the area, and Conrail had sold all of the rail line east of Marin Boulevard
(Milepost 0 88) to private developers or to the Jersey City Redevelopment Agency EA at 5
In 1994, Conrail permitted the City and a private developer, National Bulk Carniers, to remove
the railroad bridge at Marnn Boulevard and, subsequently, at the urging of the City, Conrail
removed the remaming bndges connecting the Embankment segments and the other bridges,
track, and track structure between Waldo Avenue and Marnin Boulevard 2007 Decision at 5, VS
Ryan at 12-14, Exh J

Conrai] offered to scll what remamed of the Embankment to the City, and both the City
and the Jersey City Redevelopment Agency devoted considerable time and cffort o
redevelopment plans 2007 Decision at 5, VS Ryan at 14, Exh L-K However, the City lost
interest 1n pursuing its own redevelopment plans when the six Embankment parcels were placed
on the New Jersey State Register of Histonc Places 1n late 1999 EA at 5, VS Ryan at 14-15,
Exhs N-Q

Unable to terest the City in acquining the property, Conrail 1n 2003 put the six
Embankment parcels (between Milepost 0 36 and 0 88) and the two at-grade parcels (between
Milepost 0 18 and 0 36) out for bids While the propertics were out for bids, the City designated
the si1x lémbankment parcels as an Histonc Landmark under the City’s local historic preservation

laws Conrail notified all bidders of the City’s action and advised them that development of the



propertly would be contingent on their compliance with the City’s historic preservation laws VS
Ryan at 15-16.

SLH Properties was the only bidder that met Conrail’s minimum bid requirements SLH
formed eight limited hiability companies to acquire the cight parcels The sale to the LLCs
closed i July 2005 EA at 5-6 This left Conrail with ownership of just a 0 18-mile segment of
the old night-of-way cast of Waldo Avenue ;

After the sale to the LLCs had closed, the City claimed that authonty was required from
the Board for abandonment of the Harsimus Branch nght-of-way betweén Waldo Avenuc
(Milepost 0 00) and Manin Boulevard (Milepost 0 88) The City, the Pennsylvama Railroad
Harsimus Stem Embankment Preservation Coahition, the Rails to Trails Conservancy, and New
Jerscy State Asscmblyman Luis M Manzo (“City Parties”) filed a petition for declaratory order
that ultimately resulted 1n the Board’s 2007 Decision 1n Docket No 34818 holding that
abandonment authonty was required for the nght-of-way.’

In early 2008, Conrail, CSX Transportation, Inc (“CSXT"), and Norfolk Southern
Railway Company (“NS”’) imtiated abandonment and (flscontmuance proccedings beforc the
Board, but Conrail’s imitial filings met with considerable opposition from the City and others,
primarily on historic preservation grounds Accordingly, Conrail retained Richard Grubb and
Associates, Inc (“RGA™), a consulting firm that specializes 1n historic preservation analysis. to
provide more information on the Embankment and surrounding area EA at 6 RGA prepared a
detailed “Area of Potential Effects Report and Proposed Methodology for Section 106

Consultation” (*“APE Report™), and Conrail invited SEA and the New Jersey State Histonc

3 Conrail and the LLCs appealed the STB’s August 9, 2007 Decision, as well as a Board
decision served December 19, 2007 denying the LLCs’ petition for reconsideration, to the Umted
States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit  That appeal 1s pending



Preservation Officer (“SHPO") to review the APE Report and visit the site with Conrail and
RGA By letter dated Deccmber 23, 2008, the SHPO concurred with the definition of the Area
of Potential Effccts in RGA’s report EA at 6

On January 6, 2009, Conrail, CSXT, and NS filed combined Verified Notices of
Exemption for abandonment (Conrail) and discontinuance of service (CSXT and NS} In order
to provide time for the Board to address historic preservation 1ssues before the Notices of
Exemption 1n the above-captioned cases became effective. Conrail contemporaneously filed a
motion to stay the cffective date of the Notices for 180 days and to waive certain pre-filing
notification requirements The City Partics opposed Conrail’s motion, and 1n a decision served
January 26, 2009 (*“January 26 Decision”), the Board rejected Conrail's motion and dismissed
the Notices of Exemption without prejudice to Conrail's refiling under the Board’s normal
excmption procedures set forth n49 CFR § 1152 50

On February 26, 2009, Conrail rcfiled the Notices of Exemption under the normal
procedures As called for under thosc procedurcs, on March 18 the Board published notice of the
proceeding in the Federal Register, and on March 23 SEA issued its EA

On March 27, the City and CNJ served their OFA Notice, pursuant 10 49 CFR §
1152 27(c) Inits Notice, the City seeks detailed information regarding the physical condition,
net liquidation value, and sales value of the entire line and three “segments” thercof — as wcll as
all sales contracts, appraisals, and documents indicating marketable tille in respect to the line and
any portions thereof City OFA Notice at 2-3 In its Notice, CNJ secks the same information,
and also a plethora of information about traffic on the line, speed hmuits, mnterchange

arrangcment, and other operating data CNJ OFA Notice at 2-4



Argument

The Board and the courts have made clear that the purpose of the OFA process
authonized by 49 U S C. § 10904 and implemcnted by the Board's procedures at 49 C.FR §
1152 27 18 to provide a means for continuing freight rail service See Redmond-Issaquah R R
Preservation Ass'nv STB, 223 ¥ 3d 1057, 1061 (9th Cir 2000) (“Redmond-Issaquah™), Los
Angeles County, 2008 WL 1968728 (STB scrved May 7, 2008) Thus, the Board need not
cntertain an OFA proposal 1f 1t determines that the proponent of that proposal has no genuine
interest in continuing or resurrecting rail freight service Sce The Burlington Northern and Santa
Fe Railway Company—Abandonment Exemption—In King County, WA—In the Matter of an
Offer of Financtal Assistance, STB Docket No AB-6 (Sub-No 380X), 3 S T.B 634, 641-42,
1998 WL 452837, *5-6 (1998) (“King County”), afi*d Redmond-Issaquah, 223 F 3d at 1060-63
Nor need the Board entertain an OFA proposal if 1t detcrmines that there 1s no realistic chance of
sufficient future traffic to support a freight rail operation Scc Roaring Fork Railroad Holding
Authority—Abandonment Exemption—In Garfield, Eagle, and Pitkin Counties, CO, STB Docket
No AB-547X,4S TB 116, 119-20, 1999 WI, 323347, *2-3 (STB served May 21, 1999)
(“Roaring Fork™), aff'd sub nom Kulmer v STB, 236 F 3d 1255, 1256-58 (10th Cir 2001)
(“Kulmer")

The Board should reject the City's and CNJ's OFA Notices both (1) because there 1s no
evidence that the City or CNJ has any interest 1n starting up a freight rail service on the Harsimus
Branch, and (2) because there 1s no evidence that therc 1s sufficient shipper demand for freight
rail service to support a viable freight rai1l operation

1 The City has no interest 1n starting up a freight rail operation on the Harsimus

Branch For years, the City hounded Conrail to terminate 1ts freight operations on the Harsimus



Branch and work with the City to sell off the property to private developers or the Jersey City
Redevelopment Authonty for high-end commercial development The City’s efforts have
succeeded No trace of the Harsimus Branch remains east of Marin Boulevard (Milepost 0 88)
Indeed, just east of Mann Boulcvard, a Bed, Bath & Beyond store sits on the old nght of way,
and hotels, condominiums, and office buildings occupy other parcels that arc part of the old
nght-of-way

The designation of the Embankment as an historic property under state law 1n 1999 made
1t difficult for the City to redevelop that part of the Harsimus Branch as 1t had intended, and 1n
2003 the City designated thc Embankment as an historic landmark under mumecipal law Since
then, the City and other parties have proposed a vanety of possible uses for the Embankment—
including use as a park and/or trai} and light public transit-—but no one has suggested that the
Embankment should be used again for freight rail service The City and other partics have filcd
dozens of pleadings 1n Docket No. 34818 and 1n the above-captioned proceedings, and none has
suggested that anyone wishes to see freight rail service operating on the Embankment

CNJ has not herctofore participated 1n this procceding, but 1ts motives in filing its OFA
Notice are cqually suspect CNIJ 1s not an operating company According to a report from the
New Jerscy State Business Gateway Service, which 1s attached, CNJ has becn “DISSOLVED
WITHOUT ASSETS ™ The Board recently confirmed that CNJ, despite calling itself CNJ Rail
Corporation, does not own any rail assets or conduct any rail operations MTA, 2008 WL
428198, *1 n 3 CNJ asserts that its ““has, or within a reasonable time will have, the financial
resources to fulfill all of its proposed contractual obligations,” CNJ OFA at 2, but there 1s not a

shred of evidence 1n this proceeding, any other proceeding, or any official business record to

4 A search of Dun & Bradstreet yields no information af al} for CNJ Rail Corporation



support that assernon CNIJ's obvious lack of financial responsibility alone 1s ample grounds for
dismussing its OFA Notice Sec, ¢ g, Norfolk Southern Ry Co —Abandonment Exemption—In
Somerset County, PA, STB Dkt No AB-290 (Sub-No 305X), 2009 WL 217275 (dismussing
OFA because proponent’s statement of financial responsibility was “unsupported by concrete
financial cvidence such as income statements, balance sheets, letters of credit, or other financial
statcrnents™) 5

It bears emphasizing as well that the Board has an interest in avoiding abusc of its OFA
process CNJ’s OFA Notice here 1s a cookie-cutter request for information that displays
complete 1gnorance of the circumstances of the Harsimus Branch, and would impose serious
mformation burdens on Conrail for no legittmate purpose The Board does not permiut parties to
misuse the OFA process. See Norfolk Southern Ry Co —Abandonment Exemption—in Norfolk
and Virgima Beach, VA, STB Docket No AB-290 (Sub No 293X), 2007 WL 3277033, at *7
(served Nov 6, 2007) Accordingly, CNJ’s OFA Notice should be rejected

The Caty too appears to have no legitimate reason for having filed an OFA request
Further delay appears to be 1ts only motive Like the association of property owners 1n “King
County,” 1t appears that the City wishes to usc the OFA process to frustrate the legiimate
workings of the abandonment process As the Board pointed out 1n King County, 1t 1s certainly
relevant to the Board’s inquiry to consider whether a party filing an OFA Notice has an ulterior
motive 1998 WL 452837, at *5 Such a motive may not be dispositive 1f the Board can

othcrwise find that the OFA proponent actually intends to provide freight rail service Id But

5 As a governmental entity, the City 1s deemed to be a financially responsible party under 49
CFR §115227(c)1)(n}B) However, that docs not relieve the City of the obhgation to show
that 1t genuinely intends to provide freight service and that frcight service 1s likely to be viable
See Redmond-Issaquah, 223 F 3d at 1061-63 (STB properly rcjected OFA proponent's argument
that 1t need only show financial responsibility)



no such finding 1s possiblc here The City has made crystal clear that its only intention 1s to usc
every device 1t can to slow down and burden the legitimate abandonment exemption process
Accordingly, the City’s OFA Notice should be rejected ’

2 Even 1f the City or CNJ could demonstrate that 1t had a serious 1ntcrest in
attempting to resurrect freight rail service on the Harsimus Branch, the OFA Notices would have
to be rejected  In the first place, freight rail service requires shippers  There are nonc, and therc
have been nonc for close to two decades  In the intervening penod, the area has been completely
transformed Even m the cascs like King County and Roaring Fork where the Board has found
that there was nsufficient evidence of firm shipper commitments to conclude that a freaght rail
operation could be viable, therc was some indication from actual shippers in the vicinity that they
were actually interested in fraight service  King County, 3 S T B. at 634, 641-42, 1998 WL
452837, *1, 5-6 , Roaring Fork, 4 ST B at 120, 1999 WL 323347, at *3 Here, therc 1s no
recent rail activity, there are no shippers 1n the area, and there 1s no evidence that therc will be
shippers 1n the arca In fact, all of the evidence 15 to the contrary

Second, frerght rail service requires freight rail infrastructure There 1s none on the
Harsimus Branch In fact, much of the Harsimus Branch 1s covered over with other commercial
development that 1s completely incompatible with the resurrection of freight rail infrastructure
east of Marin Boulevard Moreover, cven 1f it were credible that the City might attempt to
remntroduce freight rail service on the Embankment, the cost of rebuilding all of the bridges,
viaducts, abutments, and other infrastructure required for freight rail service would be exorbitant
In cases hke King County, Roaring Fork, and Los Angeles County, the Board found it was

unlikely that frexght rail service would be provided even though there was alrcady rail

10



infrastructure 1n place ¢ Here, 1t 15 cven less credible that sufficient rail freight business could be
found to justify the kind of expenditure that would be necessary to resurrect rail freight business
on the Embankment ’
Conclusion

The purpose ot an OFA procecding 1s to continue freight rail service over a line The
City has no intention and CNJ has neither the intention nor the financial capacity to provide
freight rail service on the Harsimus Branch Morcover, even 1f they did have the requisite intent
and ability, there are no shippers on the line and no infrastructurc to support freight service

Accordingly, the Board should dismiss the City’s and CNJ’s OFA Notices

Respectfully submitted,

John K Ennght

Associate General Counsel
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION
1717 Arch Street, 32nd Floor

Philadelphia, PA 19103

(215) 209-5012

6 In King County the Board noted that the substant:al cost of rehabilitating the line to make 1t
operable for freight rail traffic was yet another rcason why the Board doubtcd the OFA
proponcnt’s contention that 1t would be financially feasible to lurc freight rail tratfic back to the
line at 1ssuc there. 3 ST B at 643, 1998 WL 452837 at ¥7

7 The City cannot argue that 1t could be possible that hght rail service could be provided over
the Embankment and that freight service could be financiaily viable 1n conjunction with hght
transit ra1l service In the first place, the 1dea of providing hght rail transit service over the
Embankment 1s complctely speculative No demonstration has been made that such service 1s
feasible and no moncy has been authonzed or appropriated  In the second place, even 1f hight
transit rail service were feasible, that still would not suggest that there was any demand for
frcight rail service on the line or that freight rail service could co-exist with hight rail transit
service Cf Trimidad Ry , Inc —Abandonment Exemption—In Las Animas County, CO, STB
Docket No AB-573X, 2001 WL 903456. *5 (STB served Aug 13. 2001) (observing that OFA
proponent had demonstrated that an “aggressive marketing effort™ and real prospects for coal and
crushed rock shipments could support a joint freight and tounst passcnger rail operation)

11
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Robert M Jenkins I
Kathryn Kusske ¥Fl6yd
MAYER BROWN LLP
1909 K Street, NW
Washington, DC 20006
(202) 263-3261

Dated Apnl 1, 2008
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that on Apnl 1, 2009, I caused a copy of the foregoing “Reply 1o Notices

of Intent to File an Offer of Financial Assistance” to be served by first class mail (exccpt where

otherwisc mdlcatcd) on those appearing on the attached Service List %
Robert M %’
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NJ Business Entity Status Reports Page 1 of 2

New Jersey State Business Gateway Service
Corporate and Business Information Reporting

LY

Business Entity Status Report

Printing Instructions: Open your Browser's Page Setup menu and set your page margins to 0 25" Use your
Browser's Print ophan to print the report as seen on screen

Saving Instructions Save this file to your hard drive for later viewing by using the Browser’'s "Save As” function
All available information 1s displayed.

Status Report For: CNJ RAIL CORPORATION

Business Nama: CNJ RAIL CORPORATION Report Date 03/30/2009
Busmass ID Number 0400068070 Transaction Number: Sequence. 1465325 1

Business Type: DOMESTIC PROFIT CORPORATION
Status DISSOLVED WITHOUT ASSETS

Filing Date 09/13/2004 Home Junsdiction, NJ
Status Change Date: 01/19/2007 Stock Amount. 1000000
DOR Suspeansion Start Date DOR Suspension End Date:
Tax Suspension Start Date. Tax Suspension End Date.

Annual Report Month 9
Last Annual Report Filed*
For Last Annual Report Paid Year:

Incorporator- ERIC S. STROHMEYER
Agent. ERIC S. STROHMEYER
Agent Address: 8§33 CARNOUSTIE LANE
BRIDGEWATER, N1 08807
Office Address Status' Dellverable
Main Business Address 11 NORTH AVENUE
DUNELLEN, NJ 08812
Principal Business Address

Assoclated Names

Name Type Description*

https //accessnet state n) us/BESiatRpt asp 3/30/2009



NJ Business Entity Status Reports Page 2 of 2

Officors/Directors/Members
1) Title. OTHER
Name: ERIC S. STROHMEYER
Address. 81 CENTURY LANE
WATCHUNG, NJ 07069

2) Title. OTHER
Name  WILLIAM STROHMEYER
Address: 833 CARNOUSTIE LANE
BRIDGEWATER, NJ 08807

&’?ﬂm §.Return Yo Main List, D

**1f you would like to recelve photocoples of documents filed by this business entity, mall your request to PO Box 450,
Trenton, NJ 08625 Indicate the Business Entity Number(s) involved and the type of document you wish to have copies
of. Your choices are histed below

CHARTER DOCUMENTS

Original Certificate Only (For example, Certificate of Incorporation),
Changes and Amendments to the Oniginal Certificate Only, OR

All Charter Documents (Original Certificate and Changes/Amendments)

And/or
ANNUAL REPORTS

Copy of Latest Annual Report, OR
Copy of Annual Report for a Specific Year(s) (Lnst the Year Desired)

The photacopy fee for 21l gnhities except imitad habidity companies i1s $1 per page For hinisted hability companmes, the for 15 $10
for the first page and $2 per paga thareafter

The total fee amount for your order will vary depending on the number of pages associated with each filed document
you request You may supply us with a check with a NOT TO EXCEED instruction to cover the costs Make the check
payable to the Treasurer, State of New Jersey Alternately, you may pay by credit card (provide card#/expiration date
and cardholder infarmation) or depository account Please Include a seilf-addressed envelope with your order If you
have any questions or would like Inforrnation on alternative service options such as over-the-counter expedited
service, call 609-292-9292 (option 3 on the mamn menu and then option 8), weekdays, 8 30am w04 30pm

Privacy Policy

https //accessnet state nj.us/BEStatRpt asp 3/30/2009



SERVICE LIST

Stcphen D Marks, Director
Hudson County Planning Division
Justicc Brennan Court House

Charles H Montange (By Overmght Mail)
426 NW 162™ Street
Seattle, Washington 98177

583 Newark Avenue
Jersey City, NJ 07306
Bradley M Campbell, Commissioner Mayor Jerramiah T Healy
State Historic Preservation Office City Hall
NJ Department of Environmental Protection 280 Grove Street
401 East State Street Jersey City, NJ 07302
P.O Box 404
Trenton, NJ 08625-0404
Michael D Selender Ron Emrich
Vice President Exccutive Dircctor
Jersey City Landmarks Conservancy Preservation New Jcrsey
P O Box 68 30 S Warren Street
Jersey City, NJ 07303-0068 Trenton, NJ 08608

Enc Fleming

President

Harsimus Cove Association
"PO Box 101

Jersey City, NJ 07302

Valerio Luccio

CiviclC

P O Box 248

Jersey City, NJ 07303-0248



Jenmfer Greely Jill Edclman

President President
Hamlton Park Neighborhood Association Powerhouse Arts District Neighborhood Assoc
22 West Hamilton Place 140 Bay Strcet, Unit 6J
Jersey City, NJ 07302 Jersey City, NJ 07302
Robert Crow Dan Webber
President Vice-President
The Village Neighborhood Association Van Vorst Park Association
365 Sccond Strect 289 Varnick Street
Jersey City, NJ 07302 Jersey City, NJ 07302
Gretchen Scheiman Robert Vivien
President President
Historic Paulus Hook Association Newport Neighborhood Association
121 Grand Street 40 Newport Parkway #604
Jersey City, NJ 07310

Jersey City, NJ 07302

Gregory A Rcmaud
Conscrvation Director
NY/NJ Baykeeper

Dolores P Newman
NJ Commattee for the East Coast Grecnway
P O Box 10505

) 52 West Front Street
New Brunswick, NJ 08906 Keyport, NJ 07735
Sam Pesin Damel D Saunders
Deputy Statc Historic Preservation Ofticer
President

State Historic Preservation Office

NJ Department of Environmental Protection
P O Box 404

Trenton. NJ 08625-0404

Frniends of Liberty State Park
75-135 Liberty Avenue
Jersey City, NJ 07306



Fritz Kahn

1920 N Street, NW

8™ Floor

Washington, DC 20036-1601

Enc S Strohmeyer
Vice President, COO
CNJ Rail Corporation
81 Century Lane
Watchung, NJ 07069

Daniel H Frohwirth

Jersey City Landmarks Conservancy
30 Montgomery Strect

Suite 820

Jerscy City, NJ 07302

Maureen Crowley

Coordinator

Embankment Preservation Coalition
263 Fifth St

Jersey City, NJ 07302



