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Louis E GITOMER ‘?%‘% THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUTTE 301
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON NET 9\)‘0\ 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4022
{202) 466-6532
FAX (410) 332-0885

February 20, 2008

Honorable Annc K. Quinlan
Acting Secretary

Surface Transportation Board
395 E Street, S.W.
Washington, D. C. 20423

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X). Mid-Michigar;Railro
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm-
MI

Dear Acting Secretary Quinlan:

Encloscd are the original and 10 copies of a Petition for Exemption for the Mid-
Michigan Railroad. Inc. ("MMRR™) to abandon a 26.40-mile rail linc between Lowell,
milepost 103.20, and Greenville. milcpost 78.50, at the end of the line in Kent. lonia, and
Montcalm Counties, Ml. Also enclosed are a check from MMRR for the filing fee of
$5.400. and a computer diskette containing the Petition in Word and pdf format. All of
the color Exhibits are attached to the end of the Petition in Exhibit J.

Please time and date stamp the additional copy of this letter and the Petition and
return them with our messenger  Thank you for your assistance.

If you have any questions please call or cmail me, F l L E D

FEB 20 2008

SURFACE
TRANSPORTATION BOARD

ttorney for Mid-Michigan Railroad. Inc.

Enclosures
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Scott G. Williams, Esq.

Scnior Vice President and General Counsel
RailAmerica. Inc.

5300 Broken Sound Boulevard N.W
Sccond Floor

Boca Raton, FL 33487

(561) 226-1757

Dated: February 20, 2008

Louis E. Gitomer, Esq.

L.aw OfTices of Louis E. Gitomer
600 Baltimore Avenuc
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Towson, MD 21204

(202) 466-6532

Attorneys for: MID-MICHIGAN
RAILROAD., INC.



BEFORE THE
SURFACE I'RANSPORTATION BOARD

Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X)

MID-MICHIGAN RAILROAD, INC.- ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION-
IN KENT, IONIA. AND MONTCALM COUNTIES, Ml

PETITION FOR EXEMPTION

Mid-Michigan Railroad. Inc. ("MMRR") petitions the Surtace Transportation Board
{“Board™) to cxempt. under 49 U.S C. § 10502, MMRR’s abandonment of a 24.70-mile rail line
between Lowell. milepost 103.20, and Greenville. milcpost 78 50, at the end of thc line in Kent,
lonia, and Montcalm Counties. MI (the “Linc™) from the prior approval requirements of 49
U.S.C. $§ 10903 and 10904." MMRR also requests the Board to establish a procedural schedule.

Abandonment will allow MMRR to avoid costs incurred by continued ownership of the
Line. MMRR has entcred a Memorandum of Understanding (the “MOU) to sell the Linc to West
Michigan Trails and Greenways Coalition (“WMTGC™) for interim trail use/rail banking. No
traffic moved over the Line in 2007, and none has moved over the Line to date in 2008. Crop
Production Services (“CPS”)?. the last shipper on the Linc, received one shipment in December

2006 T'here is no longer a demand for rail scrvice.

' The Board rejected the same abandonment for omitung an affected county. Mid-Michigan
Railroad, Inc —Abandonment Exemption—in Kent and Montcalm Counties, MI, STB Docket
No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 11X) (STB scrved January 25, 2008) (“MMRRI”). In the instant Petition.
MMRR has included lonia County and provided the required notice.

2 6288 South Greenville Road. Greenville, MI 48838. Milepost 79.8.



PROPOSED TRANSACTION

MMRR proposes Lo abandon the 24.7-mile rail line between Lowell, milepost 103 20,
and Greenville, milepost 78.50, at the end of the line in Kent, lonia, and Montcalm Counties. M.
The Iine traverses Zip Codes 48809, 48838, 48887, and 49331. A colored map of the Line is
attached as Exhibit A (and at the ¢nd of this pleading). Exhibit B consists of the Combined
Environmental and Historic Report  The draft Federal Register Notice is in Exhibit C, and
copies of the newspaper publication and the required centification arc in Extubit D. The
certificate of scrvice is in Exhibit E. Exhibit FF contains the Verified Statement of Mark D.
Garvin, Chief Engincer for all of the subsidiary railroads of RailAmerica, Inc. Mr. Garvin
addresses that value of the track and material on the Line, the need for rehabilitation, and the cost
of maintenance. Exhibit G contains the Verified Statement of Mr. Robert M Frelich, Jr., and
addresses the costs of operating over the Linc. In Exhibit H, Mr. Todd N. Cecil. Vice President-
Real Estate. presents the value of the real estate. In Exhibit I, Mr. Robert Dine concludes that no
traffic has moved over the Line since 2006 and that shippers currently served in Lowell are not
located on the Linc and will continue to reccive service

Based on information in MMRR s possession, the Line does not contain federally granted
right-of-way Any documentation in MMRR’s possession concerning title will be made
available to those requesting it. There are stations at Lowell, Belding, and Greenville

BACKGROUND
MMRR acquired the Line from CSX Transportation, Inc and began operating in 19873

In the first full year of operations. the Linc generated about 3,500 carloads. Traffic on the Line

! Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.—Acquisition and Operation Exemption—CSX Transportation, Inc.,
ICC I'inance Docket No. 31189 (ICC served January 7. 1988)



has declined to the point where no traffic moved in 2007 and no traflic has moved to date in
2008

Prior 10 April 2006. Frigidaire Corporation (“Frigidaire™) was an active shipper on the
Line. Through March 2006, Frigidaire had madc 98 shipments on the Line. In 2005 Frigidaire
had made 1,002 shipments on the Line and in 2004 Fnigidaire made 846 shipments on the Line.
Frigidaire closed its facility on the Line in April 2006 and moved the manufacturing to Mexico
and South Carolina. Frigidaire has not shipped over the Linc since March 2006. MMRR does
not expect Frigidaire to use the Line in the future.

CPS made one shipment over the Line in December 2006. CPS did not use the Line in
2007 or 2008 to datc, nor has any other shipper.! ‘I herefore, MMRR is projecting Forecast Year
traffic at onc car per year by excluding the Frigidaire traflic that has been permancently diverted
from the Line and including the CPS traffic.

The Line did not generate any freight in 2007. The Line is histed as Federal Railroad
Administration (“"FRA™) Class I track. As described below, abandoning the Line will permit
MMRR 1o save (1) rehabilitation costs of $125,000, (3) the annual maintenance costs of the Linc
of $123.500 and (4) opportunity costs of $656.811. MMRR will salvage the track and materials.
which have an estimated net liquidation value of $2,460,077 In addition. MMRR intends to sell
the Line for interim trail usc/rail banking to WMTGC. The valuc of the real estate is about
$1,288,000 based on the negotiations conducted by Mr. Cecil (See Exhibit H) and Mr. Cecil's
expert analysis of the valuation of real estatc.

Upon receipt of abandonment authority. MMRR plans to salvage the track and materials

on the Line, but leave the ties. bridges, and culverts necessary for interim trail use/rail banking in



place as per the MOU with WMTGC. Some of the trach and materials will be sold as scrap and
the remainder will be used by MMRR and its railroad affiliates. MMRR will sell the real estate
to WMTGC to convert the active rail line to interim trail use/rail banking.

A. There is no traffic on the Line.

I'raffic on the Line has seen a precipitous decrease since MMRR acquired the Line. In its
{irst year of operation in 1988. the Line generated about 3,500 carloads. There was no traffic on
the Line in 2007 and nonc to date in 2008. The last carload on the Line moved in December
2006. [Trigidaire. the largest shipper on the Line. closed its facility in April 2006 and stopped
using the Linc.

Because of the lack of traffic, MMRR is burdened with retaining a rail line that does not
generate any rail freight revenue.

B. MMRR will incur costs to rchabilitate the Line.

The Line is currently in FRA Class I condition. Sincc there has been no traflic over the
Line since December 2006. MMRR has deferred maintenance on the Line  In his attached
Verified Statement, Mr. Garvin explains that to keep the Line in FRA Class I condition, MMRR
will be required to make $125.000 in capital expenditures to rehabilitate the Line.

C. MMRR will incur costs to maintain the Line.

L he Line is 24.70 miles in length. The Board has accepted a range of normalized

maintenance of way costs of betwcen $4.300 and $6,000 in recent decisions * MMRR will adopt

* MMRR has served a copy of this Petition on CPS.

5 Wisconsin Central Lid —Abandonment—in Ozaukee. Shebovgan and Manitowoc Counties, W1,
STB Docket No. AB-303 (Sub-No. 27). SIB served October 18, 2004, at 8; and

Mmmnesota Northern Railroad, nc —4bandonment Exemption—in Polk and Norman Counties.
AN, STB Docket No. AB-497 (Sub-No. 3x) (STB scrved December 4, 2006), at 2



a conservative annual normalized maintenance cost of $5.000 per mile ® Mr. Garvin has
reviewed an annual average $5,000 per mile normalized maintenance cost and found it to be in
line with the maintenance costs incurred across the MMRR. Thercfore, afier MMRR makes the
expenditure to eliminate delerred maintenance on the 1.ine, MMRR will incur annual
maintenance costs for the Line of about $123,500.

D. Calculation of opportunity costs.

Opportunity costs (or total return on value of road properiy) reflect the

cconomic loss experienced by a carrier from forgoing a more profitable alternative

use of its assets. Under Abandonment Regulations—Costing. 3 1.C.C.2d 340

(1987), the opportunity cost of road property is computed on an investment base

equal to the sum of (1) allowable working capital; (2) the net liquidation value

(NLV) of the line: and (3) current income tax benefits (if any}) rcsulting from

abandonment. The investment base (or valuation of the road propertics) is

multiplied by the current nominal rate of return, to yield the nominal return on

value. The nominal return is then adjusted by applying a holding gain (or loss) to

reflect the increase (or decrease) in value a carrier will expect to realize by

holding assets for 1 additional year.”

1. Calculation of net salvage value (“NSV™).

Mr. Garvin is responsible for the development of maintenance and rchabilitation plans for
RailAmerica’s subsidiary railroads. Based on MMRRs records, an inspcction of the Line. the
latest costs of rail materials. and the cost of removal and transportation, Mr. Garvin calculates the
NSV of the Line to be $2.460.077 (Scc Exhibit 1 and the Exhibit thereto)

2. Calculation of the value of real cstate (“VRE").

The VRE has been calculated by Mr Cecil 1o be $1.288.000, based on the MOU and Mr

Cecil’s vast experience. Hence. the net liquidation value {("NLV™) of the Linc is $3,748,077.

8 Central Michigan Railway Company—-Abandonment Exemption—in Saginaw County, Ml, ST
Docket No. AB-308 (Sub-No. 3X) (STB served October 31, 2003). at 5.

7 Wisconsin Central Ltd —Abandonment—in Ozaukee, Sheboygan and Manitowoc Counties, W,
STB Docket No AB-303 (Sub-No. 27) (S'l B served October 18, 2004). at 10-11.



3. Calculation of 15 days working capital.

Mr Frelich calculated the cost of operating the Line to be $1,410 per year. Working
capital for the computation of opportunity costs is calculated as 15 days of the costs of the Linc.
Therefore, MMRR has totaled the operating costs and maintenance costs ($124,910), divided
them by 365 and multiplied that amount by 15 to arrive at the 15 days of working capital of
$5.133.

4, Nominal cost of capital.

The Board has recently accepted the nominal cost of capital for a Class 111 railroad of
17.50 percent.® Therefore, MMRR has decided to use 17 50 percent as the nominal cost of
capital in calculating the opportunity costs of the Line.

5. Income tax consequences.

The book value of the Line is $3,748,077. The NLV of $3,748,077 less the book valuc

yields no gain. Therefore, sale of the Line will have no tax consequences
6. Holding gain.

Because of the volatility of the market for scrap and reusable steel and the deeline 1n the

market for real estale, MMRR estimates that there will be no holding gain or loss in the current

economic environment. The Board has accepted such an analysis.’

8 Southwestern Rarlroad Company, Inc —~Abandonment Exemption—in Ellis County. OK. and
Lipscomb, Ochiltree, and Hansford Counties, TX, STB Docket No. AB-341 (Sub-No. 1X) (STB
served November 20, 2007).

® Southwestern Ruilroad Company. Inc -Ahandonment Exemption—in Ellis County, OK. and
Lipscomb, Ochiltree, and Hansford Counties. TX. STB Docket No. AB-341 (Sub-No. 1X) (STB
served November 20. 2007) at 2.



7. Calculation of Opportunity Costs.

‘The following Table shows the opportunity cost calculation.

Working Capital $ 35,133
NLV $3,748.077
laxes $ 0
Holding Gain $ 0
Valuation $3,753,210

Nominal Rate of Return 17.50%
Opportunity Cost $ 656,811

E. Alternate transportation.

I'here are numerous roads crossing and parallcling the Line between Lowell and
Greenville  The main highways serving the same arca as the Line are Michigan Routes 21, 44,
57, and 91. as well as local roads. The limited traffic that the 1.ine carried has found aliemates to
rail transportation as demonstrated by the decline in traffic. Therefore, there is alternate
transportation scrvice available.

F. Summary.

Continucd ownership and operation of the Line by MMRR will continue to be a burden
on MMRR and interstatc commerce  MMRR will incur rchabilitation costs of $123,000, annual
maintenance costs of $123,500, and opportunity costs of $656.811 MMRR will be able to sell
the real estate for intcrim trail use/rail banking for about $1.288,000 and will be able to rcuse or
scll the track and materials, which is valued at about $2.460,077. In addition, there is alternate

transportation scrvice available.



There will be minimal, if any. harm to rail shippers who have not used the Linc in 2007
or 2008. Traffic has been declining over the years and dropped precipitously when Frigidaire
relocated its plant from Greenville.

MMRR contends that in balancing the harm to it and interstate commeree against the
harm to shippers and local interests, the balance clearly favors abandonment.

ARGUMENT SUPPORTING TIIE ABANDONMENT

MMRR seeks an exemption under 49 U.S.C. § 10502 from the applicable requircments of
49 U.S.C. §§ 10903 and 10904 in order to abandon the Linc and convert it to interim trail use/rail
banking.

Under 49 U.S.C. § 10502, the Board must cxempt a transaction from rcgulation when it
finds that:

(1) regulation is not necessary to carry out the rail transportation policy of 49 U.S.C. §
10101: and

(2) either:

(a) the transaction is of limited scope. or
(b) regulation is not necessary (o protect shippers from the abuse of market power.

The legislative history of Section 10502 reveals a clear Congressional intent that the
Board should liberally usc its cxemplion authority to free certain transactions from the
administrative and financial costs associated with continued regulation. In enacting the Staggers
Rail Act of 1980, Pub. I. No. 96-488. 94 Stat. 1895. Congress cncouraged the Board's
predecessor agency 1o liberally usc the expanded exemption authority under former Section

10505.

10



The policy underlying this provision is that while Congress has been able to identify
broad areas of commerce where reduced regulation is clearly warranted, the Commission
is more capable through the administrative process of examining specific regulatory
provisions and practices not yet addressed by Congress to detcrmine where they can be
deregulated consistent with the policies of Congress. The conferees expect that,
consistent with the policies of this Act, thc Commission will pursue partial and complete
exemption from remaining regulation.
H.R Rep No. 1430. 96 thc Cong. 2d Sess. 105 (1980). Sce also Exemption From Regulation--
Boxcar Trajfic. 367 1.C.C. 424, 428 (1983), vacated and remanded on other grounds, Brae Corp
v United States., 740 F.2d 1023 (D.C. Cir 1984). Congress reaflirmed this policy in the
confcrence report accompanying the ICC Termination Act of 1995, Pub. L. No. 104-88, 109 Stat.
803. which re-enacted the rail exemption provision as Section 10502. H.R. Rep. No. 422, 104th
Cong., 1st Scss. 168-69 (1995).

A. The Application of 49 U.S.C. § 10903 Is Not Nccessary to Carry Out the Rail
Transportation Policy

Detailed scrutiny of this transaction is not nccessary to carry out the rail transportation
policy. An exemption would minimize the unnecessary expensc associated with the preparation
and filing of a formal abandonment application, expedite regulatory decisions and reduce
regulatory barriers to exit. 49 U.S.C. § 10101 (2) and (7). The abandonment by MMRR will not
result in a loss of rail service. CSP, the last shipper on the Line, has not used rail service over the
Line since December 2006. The other shipper on the Line. T'rigidaire closed 1ts facility on the

‘I.me in March 2006 and stopped using the Line. The purchaser of the Frigidaire facility has
madc no arrangements for rail service.

MMRR will avoid rehabilitation costs of’ $125,000, annual maintenance costs of
$123,500, and opportunity costs of $656,811. MMRR will receive $2,460,077 for salvaging the

track and matcrial in the Line and $1,288.000 for the real estate. The Line will be converted to

11



interim trail use/rail banking. Granting this exemption, therefore, fosters sound economic
conditions and encouragces cfficient management by permitting the rationalization of an
unnecessary rail linc. 49 U.S.C. § 10101 (3). (5) and (9). Other aspects of the rail transportation
policy are not adverscly affected. For example, competition and the continuation of a sound rail
transportation system are not affected since the public will not be deprived of any needed rail
services.

B. This Transaction Is Of Limited Scope

I'he proposed transaction is of limited scopc. MMRR seeks to abandon a 24.70-mile line
in three countics and two cities in Michigan.

C. This Transaction Will Not Result In An Abuse Of Market Power.

MMRR is abandoning the Linc. There arc no active shippers located on the Line. CPS.
the only shipper on the Line, has not shipped over the Line since December 2006.

Since no shipper will lose service, MMRR does not anticipatc any opposition to the
.proposed abandonment.

THE ABANDONMENT SHOULD BE EXEMPTED FROM THE OFFER OF
FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE PROVISIONS

There has been no rail service over the Line since December 2006, when one carload
moved on the Line. The main uscr of the Line closed its facility in April 2006, WMTGC has
entered a MOU to acquire the Line from MMRR for interim trail use/rail banking. It is obvious
that the Line is no longer required to provide common carrier service and there is another public
usc for the Line.

The Board has often observed that the offer of financial assistance (*OFA™) process takes

priority over converting a rail line o interim trail use/rail banking. “OFAs 1o acquire rail lincs

12



for continued rail service or to subsidize rail operations take priority over interim trail use/rail
banking."'®

Permitting the abandonment to become effective without application of the OT'A process
will minimize the nced for federal regulatory control over the rail system, expedite the Board’s
regulatory decisions. and reduce the regulatory barriers 10 exit from unprofitable rail service 49
U.S.C §10101(2) and (7). The Board and its predecessor, the Interstatc Commerce Commission
have granted exemptions from 49 U.S.C. § 10904 (previously 49 U.S.C. § 10905) (the “OFA
Provisions™) where the right-of-way 1s needed for a valid purpose and there is no overriding
public need for continued rail service.!! There is a MOU for MMRR to sell the Line to WMTGC
for the public purpose of converting it to interim trail use/rail banking. In the cvent the Line is
needed for rail service in the future, the rail banked Line could be returned to rail service.

The Line has not been used since December 2006. The imposition of the OFA Provisions
would delay or could completely frustrate the acquisition of the Line for the purpose of interim
trail use/rail banking. Ihe acquisition could be delayed for at least six months, i not more if this
abandonment were subjected to the OFA Provisions. During this time. MMRR would continue
to incur substantial opportunity costs. The Line is not nceded for common carrier rail service. It

1s appropriate for the Board to foster the conversion of this active rail linc to interim trail use/ rail

banking by exempting this abandonment from the OFA Provisions. 'hc Board has stated “We

'® Rail Abundonments—Use of Righis-of-Way As Trails. 2 1.C.C.2d 591. 608 (1986).

"' See. Doniphan. Kensett and Searcy Railw ay—Abandonment Exemption - In Searcy. White
County, AR, S I'B Docket No. AB-558X (STB served May 6, 1999); Umion Pacific Railroad
Companv—Abandonment Exemption—In Salt Lake County. UT, STB Docket No. AB-33 (Sub-
No. 116X) (STB served September 30, 1998); K & E Rathway Company—Abandonment
Exemption—In Alfalfa, Garfield, and Grant Counties, OK and Barber County, KS, STB Docket
No. AB-480X (STB scrved December 31, 1996); and Southern Pacific Transportation

13



have granted exemptions from these provisions from time to time, when appropriate.”'? MMRR
contends that the proposal here is appropriate for an exemption from the OFA Provisions.

Because there are no longer any rail transportation customers on the Line, it is clear that
the proposcd exemption from 49 U.S.C. § 10904 presents no opportunity for an abuse of market
power. Excmption from the OFA Provisions is also limited in scope because MMRR sccks the
exemption for a 24.70-milc linc 1n two counties and in one state. Michigan.

REQUEST FOR PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE

MMRR respecttully requests the Board to adopt a procedural schedule in this proceeding
permitting any party to submit a reply to the Pctition, as a matter of right, and permitting MMRR
1o file rebuttal to those replies as a matter of nght. In MMRRI, the Board relied upon unverified
comments filed by the Michigan Department of Transportation, to which MMRR had no right to
respond.

MMRR contends that the Board’s rules at 49 C.F.R. §§ 1152.60 (the “Abandonment
Exemption Rules™), 1121 (the “Exemption Rules™), and 1112 (the “Modified Procedure Rules™)
as well as 49 U.S.C. § 10502 permit the opening of the type of proceeding proposed by MMRR.

MMRR is requesting the Board to commence a proceeding and cstablish a procedural
schedule so that any party scecking to comment on the proposed abandonment has a nght to

comment and submit evidence, and so that MMRR has an opportunity to respond. MMRR

believes that the proposed abandonment may generate comments.

Company—Discontinuance of Service Exemption—In Los Angeles County, CA, 1CC Docket No.
AB-12 (Sub-No. 172X) (ICC served December 23, 1994).

1> CSX Transportanon, Inc —Abandonment Exemption-in Genesee County, MI. STB Docket No.
AB-55 (Sub-No. 633X) (STB served July 25. 2007).

14



MRR has been advised that the Frigidaire facility has been sold to a party that may be
interested in rail service. However. MMRR has not been contacted concerning providing rail
service. nor has MMRR been adviscd of the commeodity to be shipped and the number of
carloads that might be shipped or when rail service would begin. Speculation about future traffic
does not relieve MMRR of the burden of continued ownership of the Line. However, MMRR
should be permitted to respond to whatever, if any, comments are submitted. The Board can
avoid additional petitions for leave to respond by opening a proceeding.

Under 49 U.S.C. § 10502(b), the “Board may, where appropriate, begin a proceeding
under this section on its own initiative or on application by ... an interested party.” MMRR
contends that it is appropriate to begin a proceeding in this matter

The Board has adopted special rules applicable to petitions for exemption involving the
abandonment of arail hine 49 C.F.R. §1152.60. Procedurally, those rules require that within 20
days of the filing of the petition. thc Board, through the Director of the Office of Proceedings.
will publish a notice of the filing in the Federal Register. 49 C.I.R. §1152 6({a). Where the
Abandonment Exemption Rules are not in conflict with the Exemption Rules, the Exemption
Rules apply. /d. Under the Exemption Rules “the Board may consider during its deliberation
any public comments filed in response to a petition for cxcmption.” 49 C.F.R. §1121.4(a). The
LCxemption Rules also permit the Board to “[d]irect that additional information be filed.” 49
C.F R. §1121.4(c)(1)(i). The Modified Procedure Rules permit the Board to develop a record in
writing (49 C.F.R. § 1112.1) and sct out a schedule (49 C.F.R. § 1112.2)."

MMRR is requesting the Board to give eftect to all of these rules and adopt a schedule

similar to that used in abandonment application proceedings. See 49 C.F.R. § 1152.26(a).

15



MMRR proposes that the Board adopt and publish 1n the notice in the Federal Register, the
following schedule:
February 20, 2008—Pctition for Exemption filed.
March 11, 2008—Due datc for Notice of Petition 1o be published in the Federal Register.
April 4, 2008—Due date for protests and comments, including opposition case in chicf, and tor
public usc and trail use requests.
April 18, 2008—Duc datc for MMRR's reply to opposition case and for MMRR's response to
trail usc requests.
June 6. 2008—Due date for service of decision on the merits.
June 16, 2008—Due datc for offers of financial assistance, unless exempted by the Board.

MMRR s request is consistent with the Board's reeent practice. The Board instituted a
proceeding upon the request of the petitioner, established a procedural schedule permitting
interested parties to submit comments. and permitted the petitioner to respond as a matter of
right MMRR seeks the same relicf here. "

MMRR has presented its case-in-chief in this Petition. MMRR respectfully requests the
Board 1o nolily potential parties in the Federal Register notice that a procedural schedule is being
adopted similar to the one used for abandonment applications

COMBINED ENVIRONMENTAL AND HISTORIC REPORT
A Combined Environmental and Historic Report is in Exhibit B.
FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICE

A draft Federal Register notice is attached hereto as Exhibit C.

13 See, e.g Chicago. R I & P R Co. Abandonment, 363 1.C.C. 150 (1980).
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LABOR PROTECTION

The interests of railroad cmployees of MMRR who may be adversely aftected by the
proposed abandonment will be adequately protected by the labor protective conditions in Oregon
Short Line R Co --Abandonment--Goshen. 360 [.C.C, 91 (1979).

CONCLUSION

Application of the regulatory requirements and procedures of 49 U.S.C. §§ 10903 and
10904 to the abandonment of the Line proposed by MMRR 1s not required to carry out the rail
transportation policy set forth in 49 U.S.C. § 10101, as previously shown. Nor is Board
regulation required to protect shippers from the abuse of market power. Moreover. this
abandonment 1s of limited scope. Adoption of a procedural schedule is warranted in this
procceding

Accordingly, MMRR respectfully urges the Board to grant an exemption for the proposed
abandonment of the Line and from the OFA Provisions, and cstablish the proposcd procedural

schedule.

Scott G. Williams, Lsq.
Scnior Vice President and General Couniscl

s E. Gitomer, Esq
aw Offices of l.ouis . Gitomer

RailAmcrica, Inc. 600 Baltimore Avcnue
5300 Broken Sound Boulevard N.W, Suite 301

Second Floor Towson, MD 21204
Boca Raton, FL 33487 (202) 466-6532

(561) 226-1757

Atlomeys for: MID-MICHIGAN
RAILLROAD. INC.
Dated: February 20. 2008

1% Michigan Central Railway. LLC—Acquisition and Operation Exemption— Lines of Norfolk
Southern Railway Company, STB Finance Docket No. 35063 (STB served August 2, 2007).
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EXHIBIT A-MAP
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EXHIBIT B-COMBINED ENVIRONMENTAL AND
HISTORIC REPORT



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE OF COMBINED ENVIRONMENTAL AND HISTORIC
REPORT

Pursuant to the requircments of 49 C.F.R. §1105.7(¢) and .8(c), the undersigncd hereby
certifies that a copy of the Combined Environmental and Historic Report in Docket No. AB-364
(Sub-No. 14X) was mailcd via lirst class mail on January 29. 2008, to the following parties:

Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
Director, Mr. Steven Chester

Constitution Hall Floor Number 6

525 West Allcgan Street

P.O. Box 30473

Lansing. M1 48909-7973

Honorable Daryl J. Delabbio
County Administrator

Kent County

County Admunistration Building
300 Monroe Avenue, NW
Grand Rapids. MI 49503-2206

Michigan Historic Center
702 West Kalamazoo Street
P.O Box 30740

Lansing, MI 48909-8240

Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
I’.O. Box 30473-7973
Lansing. MI 48909

Detroit District Headquarters
US Army Corps of Engineers
Detront District

477 Michigan Ave

Detroit, M1 48226

USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service
3001 Coolidge Street
East Lansing, M1 48823-6350



U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region 5

Metcalf Building

Office of Strategic Environmental Analysis
77 West Jackson Boulevard

Mailcode: B-19]

Chicago, IL. 60604

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service
Region 3

One Federal Drive

BHW Federal Building

Fort Snelling

Twin Cities, MN 55111

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
National Geodetic Survey

1315 East-West Highway

Silver Spring, MD 20910-3282

U.S. National Park Service
Midwest Region

1709 Jackson Street
Omaha, NE 68102

Mayor Jeanne Shorcs
301 East Main Street
Lowell. MI 49331

Dr. Kenneth E. Snow
Mayor, City of Greenville
411 South Lafayette

- Greenville, M1 48838

Honorable Chris Hyzer
Administrator/Controllcr
Montcalm County

P.O. Box 368

Stanton , Michigan, 48888-0368
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Mayor Shanc T. Husted
120 S Pleasant St.
Belding, MI 48809

Mr, James Banks

Chairman
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Lake Odcssa, M1 48849

ouis E. Gitomer
February 20, 2008




COMBINED ENVIRONMENTAL AND HISTORIC REPORT
(49 C.F.R. 1105.7 and 1105.8)

Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X)

MID-MICHIGAN RAILROAD, INC.~_ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION-
IN KENT, TONIA, AND MONTCALM COUNTIES, Ml

Dated: January 29, 2008
ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT

(1) Proposed Action and Alternatives. Describe the proposed action. including
commodities transported, the planned disposition (if any) of any rail line and other structures that
may be involved, and any possible changes in current operations or maintenance practices. Also
describe any reasonable altcrnatives to the proposed action. Include a readable, detailed map and
drawings clearly delineating the projcct.

Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc. (*"MMRR™) proposes to abandon the 24.7-mile rail line
between Lowell, milepost 103.2, and Greenville, milepost 78 5, the end of the line, in Kent,
Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI (the “Line™). Upon receipt of abandonment authority from
the Surfacc Transportation Board (the “Board”), MMRR proposes to convert the Line to interim
trail use/rail banking under 16 U.S.C. § 1247(d) through the salc of the Line to West Michigan
Trails and Greenways Coalition (“WMTGC"). MMRR will salvage the track and materials from
the Line, but will leave the ballast, ties, bridges and culverts in place for the use of the trail.

Abandonment of the Line will result in the removal of the rail. MMRR does not intend to
disturb any sub grade or sub grade structures and does not intend to remove any bridge
structures. The operations and maintenance of the linc will cease. Removal of the Line will
result in the elimination of 39 public road crossings and 42 private crossings.

In 2006 there were two shippers using the Line, Frigidaire Corporation (“Frigidaire) and

Crop Production Services (“CPS™). Both were located in Greenville, MI, the end of the Line.

Frigidaire closed its facility in Greenville, moved to Mexico and South Carolina and stopped
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shipping in March 2006. CPS shipped one carload of fertilizer in December 2006, There have
been no shipments over the Line in 2007 or 2008.

There are two alternatives to a full abandonment. One alternative would be for MMRR
not to abandon the Line. No service has been provided on the Line since December 2006. The
Line is a stub end track and thercfore has no overhcad traffic. With little, if any, potential traffic,
MMRR has decided to seek abandonment of the Line. The other more likely alternative will be
for MMRR to convert the Linc to interim trail usc/rail banking through the sale to WMTGC.
MMRR has entered a Memorandum of Understanding with WMTGC. It would be MMRR’s
preference to obtain authority to abandon the Line and convert it to interim trail use/rail banking
through the sale to WMTGC.

MMRR previously served on the required parties on October 22, 2007, and filed with the
Board on November 27, 2007, a Combined Environmental and Historic Report (the “CEHR") for
the Line in Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.—Abandonment Exempition—in Kent and Montcalm
Counties, MI, STB Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No 11X). The Board rejected the Petition for
Exemption on procedural grounds without prejudice to refilling in a decision served on January
25, 2008. By this CEHR, MMRR is re-commencing the abandonment process for the Line.

Color copies of Exhibit 3-USGS Maps and Exhibit 4-Bridges and Structures in the
Historic Report (“HR™) arc being served only on the Michigan Historic Center, since they are
only required in the HR. Black and whitc copies of these documents are being served in the
other copies of this CEHR, but MMRR will provide color copies of Exhibits 3 and 4 upon

request.



A map of the proposed abandonment is attached hereto as Exhibit 1.!

(2) Transportation System. Describe the effects of the proposed action on regional or
local transportation systems and patterns. Estimate the amount of traffic (passenger or freight)
that will be diverted to other transportation systems or modes as a result of the proposed action.

No passenger traftic will be diverted to other modes as a result of the proposed
abandonment. CPS, the only shipper on the line, has not used the Line since December 2006,
when it received one carload. No traffic moved over the Line in 2007 or to date in 2008. Hence,
at most the freight traffic from one rail car per year will be diverted to motor carrier.
Accordingly, the proposed abandonment should have no adverse effects on regional or local
transportation systems and patterns.

(3) Land Use. (i) Based on consultation with local and/or regional planning agencies
and/or a review of the official planning documents prepared by such agencies, state whether the
proposed action is consistent with existing Iand use plans. Describe any inconsistencies. (i1)
Based on consultation with the U.S. Soil Conversation Service, state the effect of the proposed
action on any prime agricultural land. (iii) If the action affects land or water uses within a
designated coastal zone, include the coastal zonc information required by 1105.9. (iv) If the
proposed action is an abandonment, state whether or not the right-of-way is suitable for
alternative public use under 49 U.S.C. § 10905 and explain why.

(i) MMRR considers the proposed abandonment to be consistent with existing land use
plans. Other than in Lowell and Grecnville, the land adjoining the Line is mainly rural in
character.

MMRR contacted Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI and the citics of Lowell,
Belding and Greenville, MI by letters dated January 29, 2008. See Exhibit 2. No response has

been received as of this date. A copy of this Environmental Report has been mailed to the

appropriate local and state agencies for their information and further comment.

' The copy of the map that accompanied the information-gathering letter has been removed from
that letter. That map was the same as the map in Exhibit 1 accompanying this report.
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(i) MMRR does not believe that there is any prime agricultural land that will be
affected MMRR notified the United States Department of Agriculture (*USDA™) Natural
Resources Conservation Service (the agency succeeding to the responsibilities of the Soil
Conservation Service) of the proposed abandonment by letter dated January 29, 2008, and
requested assistance in identifying any potential effects on prime agricultural land. See Exhibit
2. A response to the prior CEHR stating that “[a]bandonment of the rail line will not result in the
conversion of prime and unique farmland” is attached in Exhibit 5.

(i1i) The Line does not pass through a designated coastal zone.

(iv) Based on discussions with WMTGC, MMRR believes that the Line is suitable for
interim trail use/ rail banking.

(4) Energy. (i) Describe the effect of the proposed action on transportation of cnergy
resources. (ii) Describe the effect of the proposed action on recyclable commodities. (iii) State
whether the proposed action will result in an increase or decrcase in overall energy efficiency
and explain why. (iv) If the proposed action will cause diversions from rail to motor carriage of
more than: (A) 1,000 rail carloads a year; or (B) an average of 50 rail carloads per mile per year
for any part of the affected line, quantify the resulting net change in energy consumption and
show the data and methodology used to arrive at the figure given.

(i) The proposed abandonment will have no effect on the transportation of energy
resources.

(ii) The proposed abandonment will have no effect on the transportation of recyclable
commoditics.

(iii) The proposed abandonment will have minimal effect on overall energy cfficiency
since thcre has been no traffic on the Line since December 2006

(iv) The proposed abandonment will not cause the diversion more than 1,000 rail carloads

a year; or an average of 50 rail carloads per mile per year for any part of the Line of rail traffic to

motor carriage.
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(5) Air. (i) If the proposed action will result in either: (A) An increase in rail traffic of at
least 100 percent (measured in gross ton miles annually) or an increase of at least eight trains a
day on any segment of rail line affected by the proposal, or (B) an increase in rail yard activity of
at lease 100 percent (measured by carload activity), or (C) an average increase in truck traffic of
more than 10 percent of the average daily traffic or 50 vehicles a day on any affected road
scgment, quantify the anticipated effect on air emissions. For a proposal under 49 U.S.C. §
10901 (or § 10503) to construct a new line or reinstitute service over a previously abandoned
line, only the eight train a day provision in sub-section (5)(i)(A) will apply. (ii) If the proposed
action affects a class I or nonattainment area under the Clean Air Act, and will result in either:
(A) an increase in rail traffic of at least 50 percent (measured in gross ton miles annually) or an
increase of at least three trains a day on any segment of rail line; (B) an increase in rail yard
activity of at least 20 percent (measured by carload activity); or (C) an average increase in truck
traffic of more than 10 percent of the average daily traffic or 50 vehicles a day on a given road
segment, then state whether any expected increased emissions are within the parameters
established by the State Implementation Plan. However, for a rail construction under 49 U.S.C.
§ 10901 (or 49 U.S.C. § 10505), or a case involving the reinstitution of service over a previously
abandoned line, only the three train a day threshold in this itcm shall apply. (iii) If transportation
of ozone depleting materials (such as nitrogen oxide and freon) is contemplated. identify; the
materials and quantity; the frequency of service; safety practices (including any speed
restrictions); the applicant's safety record (to the extent available) on derailments, accidents and
spills; contingency plans to deal with accidental spills; and the likelihoed of an accidental release
of ozone depleting materials in the cvent of a collision or derailment.

(i) The proposed abandonment will not resull in meeting or exceeding the specified

thresholds.

(ii) The proposed abandonment will not result in meeting or exceeding the specified

thresholds.

(iii) The proposcd abandonment will not affect the transportation of ozone depleting

materials.

(6) Noise. If any of the thresholds identified in item (5)(i) of this section are surpassed,
state whethcr the proposed action will cause: (i) an incremental increase in noise levels of three
decibels Ldn or more: or (ii) an increase to a noise level of 65 decibels Ldn or greater. If so,
identify sensitive receptors (e.g., schools, libraries, hospitals, residences, retirement
communities, and nursing homes) in the project arca, and quantify the noise increase for these
reccplors if the thresholds are surpassed.

Not applicable.

(7) Safety. (i) Describe any effects of the proposed action on public health and safety
(including vehicle delay time at railroad grade crossings). (ii) If hazardous materials are
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expected to be transported, identify: the materials and quantity; the frequency of service; whether
chemicals are being transported that, if mixed, could react to form more hazardous compounds;
safety practices (including any speed restrictions); the applicant's safety record (to the extent
available) on derailments, accidents and hazardous spills; the contingency plans to deal with
accidental spills; and the likelihood of an accidental release of hazardous materials. (iii) If there
are any known hazardous wastc sites or sites where there have been known hazardous materials
spills on the right-of-way, identify the Jocation of those sites and the types of hazardous materials
involved.

(i) The proposed abandonment will have no detrimental effects on public health and
safety. MMRR will ccase operating over the Line. As a result of the abandonment, MMRR will
remove 39 public road crossings and 42 private crossings.

(ii) The proposed abandonment will not affect the transportation of hazardous materials.

(iti) There was a spill of liquid nitrogen fertilizer, a non-hazardous material, at a siding at
milcpost 95.9 in December 2001. There was a loss of about 13,000 to 14,000 gallons. As a
result of the spill, under the direction of the Michigan Department of Agriculture (“MDAG™),
about eight barrels were loaded with the spilled liquid nitrogen fertilizer that had pooled on the
ground, and about 10 to 12 inches of soil were removed down to the clay along 360 feet,
resulting in the removal of about 65 to 70 cubic yards of soil. The soil was secured at another
location to be used as fertilizer in the spring and the drums of the liquid nitrogen fertilizer were
moved to the shipper’s storage facility. MDAG approved back filling the excavation with sand,
which was done. The spill had apparently occurred on December 2, 2001 and MMRR was
notified on December 3, 2001. The removal of the soil and clean-up of the spill was completed
on December 4, 2001.

MMRR is not aware of any known hazardous waste sites or sites where there have been
known hazardous materials spills on the Line.

(8) Biological Resources. (i) Based on consultation with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife

Service, state whether the proposed action is likely to adversely affect endangered or threatened
species or arcas designated as a critical habitat, and if so, describe the cffects. (ii) State whether
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wildlife sanctuaries or refuges, National or State parks or forests will be affected, and describe
any effects.

(i) MMRR does not believe that the proposed action is likely to adversely affect
endangered or threatened species or areas designated as a critical habitat. MMRR notified the
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (“USF&W™) of the proposed abandonment by letter dated
January 29, 2008, and requcsted assistance in determining whether the proposed abandonment
will adversely affect endangered or threatened species or areas designated as a critical habitat.
See Exhibit 2. A copy of this Report was supplied to the USF&W for its information and further
comment. By letter dated October 26, 2007, in response to the prior CEHR, USF&W indicated
that it “docs not have any concerns regarding real estate matters in the abandonments.” A copy
of the letter is in Exhibit 5.

(ii} Betwcen Belding and Greenville, the Line passes through the Flat River State Game
Area. MMRR does not expect the abandonment to affect the Flat River State Game Area since
MMRR is planning to cease operations, only remove track and materials, and convert the Line to
interim trail use/rail banking.

MMRR is unaware of any other wildlife sanctuaries or refuges, National or State parks or
forests that would be adversely affected by the proposed abandonment.

MMRR notified the National Parks Service of the proposed abandonment by letter dated
January 29, 2008, and requested assistance in identifying any potential effects on wildlife
sanctuaries or refuges, National or State parks or forests. See Exhibit 2. To date, no response to
this request has been received. A copy of this Report is being supplied to the National Park
Service for its information and comment.

(9) Water. (i) Based on consultation with State water quality officials, state whether the

proposed action is consistent with applicable Federal, State or local water quality standards.
Describe any inconsistencies. (ii) Based on consultation with the U.S. Army Corps of Engincers,
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state whether permits under section 404 of the Clean Water Act (33 U.S.C. § 1344) are required
for the proposed action and whether any designated wetlands or 100-year flood plains will be
affected. Describe the effects. (iii) State whether permits under section 402 of the Clean Water
Act (33 U.S.C. § 1342) are requircd for the proposed action.

(i) MMRR is confident that the proposed abandonment will be consistent with applicable
water quality standards. MMRR contacted the Michigan Department of Environmental Quality
(“MIDEQ”) and the United States Environmental Protection Agency (“USEPA™) by letters dated
January 29, 2008. See Exhibit 2. To date, no response to this request has been received. A copy
of this Report has been supplied to the MIDEQ and USEPA for their information and comment.

(i) MMRR believes that no permits under scction 404 of the Clean Water Act are
required for the proposed abandonment and that no designated wetlands or 100-year flood plains
will be affected by the proposcd abandonment. MMRR does not plan to salvage any of the
crossties, ballast, or bridges on the Line so that they can be used when the Line is converted to
interim trail use/rail banking. Upon receiving abandonment authority, removal of material will
be accomplished by use of the right-of-way for access, along with existing public and private
crossings. No new access roads arc contemplated. MMRR does not intend to disturb any of the
underlying roadbed or perform any activities that would cause sedimentation or erosion of the
soil, and does not anticipate any dredging or use of fill in the rcmoval of the track material.
Debris will be transported away from the Line and will not be discarded along the right-of-way
nor be placed or left in streams or wetlands, or along the banks of such watcrways. Also, during
track removal, appropriate measures will be implemented to prevent or control spills from fuels,
lubricants or any other pollutant materials from entering any waterways. Based upon this course

of action, MMRR does not believe a permit undcr Section 404 of the Clean Water Act will be

required.
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MMRR contacted the U.S. Army Corpé of Enginecrs by letter dated January 29, 2008
and has received no response to date. See Exhibit 2. A copy of this Report has been supplied to
the U.S. Ammy Corps of Engineers for its information and comment.

(iii) MMRR believes that no pcrmit under section 402 of the Clean Water Act would be
required for the abandonment. MMRR docs not plan to salvage any of the ties, ballast, or
bridges on the Line so that they can be used when the Line is converied to intcrim trail use/rail
banking. MMRR contacted the MIDEQ and the USEPA by letter dated January 29, 2008. See
Exhibit 2, A copy of this Report has been supplied to the MIDEQ and USEPA for their
information and further comment.

(10) Proposed Mitigation. Describe any actions that are proposed to mitigate adverse
environmental impacts, indicating why the proposed mitigation is appropriate.

MMRR does not expect any adverse environmental impact from the proposed
abandonment and, therefore, sce no need for any mitigating actions. MMRR will, of course,
adhere to any remedial actions suggested by the recipients of this Report, which are required by
the Board.

HISTORIC REPORT

1. A U.S.G.S. topographic map (or alternate map drawn to scale and sufficiently detailed
to show buildings and other structures in the vicinity of the proposed action) showing the
location of the proposed action, and the locations and approximate dimensions of railroad
structures that are 50 years old or older and are part of the proposed action;

U.S. Geological Survey Maps have been supplied to the Michigan Historic Center
(“MIHC™). See Exhibit 3.

2. A written description of the right of way (including approximate widths, to the extent
known), and the topography and urban and/or rural characteristics of the surrounding area;

The 24.7-mile nght-of-way is generally 100 feet wide, with some variance in towns and

villages.



The Line begins in northwest Lowell at milepost 103.2 at an elevation of about 650 feet,
just south of Foreman Street. The Linc travels in a northerly direction, west of the Flat River.
After crossing 3 Mile Road NE, the Line turns in a northeasterly direction until its reaches 5 Mile
Road NE where it runs parallel to that road for about 4,000 feet. The Line then turns northeast
and passes to the southeast of Smyrna before it crosses Seely Creek just before the confluence
with the Flat River.

The Line continues northeast, generally parallel to the Flat River until it crosses Michigan
Highway 44 before crossing the Flat River and entering the town of Belding. The Line passes
along the west and north of Belding before crossing the Flat River east of Michigan Highway 91.
Passing through the portion of Belding north of the Flat River, the Line turns northeasterly and
crosses the Flat River again beforc turning in a northerly direction near Long Lake Road.

The Line then travels in a north northwesterly direction to the east of the Flat River. The
Line passes through the Flat River State Game Area and then enters the eastern section of
Greenville. In a northerly direction, the Line crosses the Flat River two more times before
lurning northeasterly to the east of the Flat River. The Line then crosses Michigan Route 91
before terminating north of Churchill Lake at milepost 78.5.

3. Good quality photographs (actual photographic prints, not photocopies) of railroad
structures on the property that are 50 years old or older and of the immediately surrounding area;

Photographs of the bridges on the Line and a detailed description of the bridges are
attached as Exhibit 4 MMRR has entered a Memorandum of Understanding with WMTGC to
convert the Line into interim trail use/rail banking. MMRR has agreed to leave the ties, ballast,
and bridges intact for trail usc. Therefore, MMRR will not be removing any of the bridges on
the line. MMRR will only remove the track and materials (but not the ties) from the bridges, but

will leave the bridges in place for trail use.
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4. The date(s) of construction of the structure(s), and the date(s) and extent of any major
alterations, to the extent such information is known;

See Exhibit 4.

5. A brief narrative history of carrier operations in the arca, and an explanation of what,
if any, changes are contemplated as a result of the proposed action;

MMRR has operated over the Linc between Lowell and Greenville since 1987 when it
acquired the Line from CSX Transportation, Inc The last shipper on the Line is located in
Greenville. CPS was last served in December 2006. The proposed abandonment will not result
in a change of operations since therc has been no demand for rail service.

The Belding 1o Greenville portion of the Line was opened 1871 by the Detroit, Lansing &
Lake Michigan Railroad Company (1871-1872). The Belding to Lowell segment was opened by
Grand Rapids, Belding and Saginaw Railroad Company (1898-1903) 1899. Both cventually
amalgamated into Pere Marquettc Railroad Company (“Pere Marquette™) in 1900. Pere
Marquette was sold to the C&O Railway Company (*C&0™) in 1947. As part of the Chessie
System, the C&O was merged into CSX Transportation, Inc.

CSXT sold the Line to MMRR in 1987. Al that time, MMRR was a subsidiary of
RailTex, Inc. RailTex merged into RailAmerica, Inc. in 2000.

6 A brief summary of documents in the carrier's possession, such as engineering
drawings, that might be useful in documenting a structure that is found to be historic;

MMRR possesses the valuation maps of the Line, but is not aware of any other

documentation in its possession.

7. An opinion (based on readily available information in the railroad's possession) as to
whether the site and/or structures meet the criteria for listing on the National Register of Historic
Places (36 C.F.R. 60.4), and whether there is a likelihood of archeological resources or any other
previously unknown historic properties in the project area, and the basis for these opinions
(including any consultations with the State Historic Preservation Office, local historical societies
or universities);

MMRR belicves that the bridges and structures on the Line are not unusual or noteworthy
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for inclusion on the National Register of Historic Places. It is also MMRR? opinion that there
are no archeological resources or other railroad related historic properties in the project area.
Moreover, since MMRR is agreeable to converting the Line to interim trail use/rail banking,
MMRR does not plan to alter, remove or dispose of any of the bridges that are on the Line.

8. A description (based on readily available information in the railroad's possession) of
any known prior subsurface ground disturbance or fill, environmental conditions (naturally
occurring or manmade} that might affect the archeological recovery of resources (such as
swampy conditions or the presence of toxic waste), and the surrounding terrain.

MMRR believes that there are no cxisting records as 10 the nature of any known
subsurface ground disturbance or fill, or environmental conditions that might affect the
archeological recovery of any potential resources.

9. Within 30 days of receipt of the historic report, the Statc Historic Preservation Officer
may request the following additional information regarding specific non railroad owned
properties or groups of properties immediately adjacent to the railroad right-of-way: photographs
of specified properties that can be readily seen from the railroad right-of-way (or other public
rights-of-way adjacent to the property) and a written description of any previously discovered

archeological sites, identifying the location and type of the site (1 e. prehistoric or native
American).

MMRR does not foresee the likelihood that any additional information will need to be
supplied in association with the proposed abandonment other than that information previously
submitted. But, if any additional information is requested, MMRR will promptly supply the
necessary information.

MMRR contacted MIHC. See Exhibit 2. No response has been received. A copy of this

Report has been mailed to MIHC.



EXHIBIT 1 - MAP
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EXHIBIT 2 - LETTERS
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Law OFFICES OF
Lovuis E. GITOMER

Louis E. GITOMER THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUTTE 11
Lou_GITOMER@ VEREZON.NET G0D BALTIMORE AVENUE
January 29, 2008 TOWSON, mmn&zzlmm

) 466-6532

FAX (410) 332-0885
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
National Geodetic Survey
1315 East-West Highway
Silver Spring, MD 20910-3282

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc -
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB”) a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI.

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this rcport so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204.

Sincerely.

. Gitomer
orney for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.

Enclosures
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Law OFFICES OF
Louls E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUTTE 301

Louts E. GrToMer J 29. 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
Lou_GrroMeER@ VERIZON.NET anuary 29, JOWSON, MAR 21
) o ) i {202) 466-6532
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Region 3 FAX (410) 332-0885
One Federal Drive
BHW Federal Building
Fort Snelling
Twin Cities, MN 55111

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.—
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB”) a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR”) to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, ML

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204.

E. Gitomer
orney for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.
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Law OFFICES OF
Lours E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301

Louts E. GitoMeER
Jan 29, 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON.NET uary ON, MARYLAND 212044022
] . . (202) 466-6532
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region § FAX (410) 332-0885

Metcalf Building

Office of Strategic Environmental Analysis
77 West Jackson Boulevard, Mailcode: B-19J
Chicago, IL 60604

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc —
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MT

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB”) a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR™) to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI.

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204,

Sincerely

S E. Gitomer
Attorney for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.

Enclosures
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LAw OQFFICES OF
Louls E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301

Louts E. GITOMER
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON.NET January 29, 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4022
) . (202) 466-6532
USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service FAX (410) 333-0885

3001 Coolidge Street
East Lansing, MI 48823-6350

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.—
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we cxpect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB"} a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, lonia, and Montcalm Counties, M1

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer(@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204,

Sincerely yours

. Gitomer
Afforney for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.

Enclosures
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LAw OFFICES OF
Lours E., GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301

Lo .

Longm:mmm January 29, 2008 WSO Nsno mlm
Detroit District Headquarters mmmﬁ
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Detroit District
477 Michigan Ave.
Detroit, MI 48226

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No, 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc —
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, lonia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB”) a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, [nc. (“MMRR”) to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Tonia, and Montcalm Counties, MI.

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, plcase contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204.

Attorney for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.
Enclosures
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Law OFFICES OF
Lours E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301

Lours E. GITOMER
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON NET January 29, 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4022
. . (202) 466-G532
Manager, Federal Project Review FAX (410} 332-0885

Michigan Department of Commerce
Michigan Neighborhood Builders Alliance
P.O. Box 30242

Lansing, MI 48909

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc —
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB”) a petition for exemption sceking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, ML

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423, -
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204.

/%

E. Gitomer
Attomey for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.

Sincerel

Enclosures

44



Law OFFICES OF
Louls E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301

Louss E. GrroMer ] 008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON NET anuary 29, 2 TOWSON, MAR 7 >
(202) 466-6532
Michigan Department of Environmental Quality FAX (410) 332-0885
P.O. Box 30473-7973
Lansing, MI 48909

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.—
Abandonment Exemption—in Keni, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB”) a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR?") o abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI.

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your writlen comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204.

Sincergl .

orney for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.
Enclosures
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LAw OFFICES OF
Louis E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301

Lo o January 29, 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
_GITOMER@ VERIZON.NET uary 27, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4022
466-6532

Michigan Historic Center FAX g%; 332.0888

702 West Kalamazoo Street
P.O. Box 30740
Lansing, MI 48909-8240

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.—
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, lonia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB") a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI.

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEAY), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
tclephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204.

Enclosures
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Law OFFICES OF
Louls E. GITOMER

Louts E. GrToMER THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON.NET January 29, 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE

TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4022
1).S. National Park Service FAX g?t:i; mg
Midwest Region
1709 Jackson Street
Omaha, NE 68102

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc -
Abandonment Exemption-in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB") a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of thc line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, lonia, and Montcalm Counties, ML

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 3935 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our represcntative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204,

Sincerel IS

. Gitomer
mey for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.

Enclosures
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LAW OFFICES OF
Louis E, GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301

Louns E. GrroMER
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON.NET January 29, 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4022
. (202) 466-6532
Honorable Chris Hyzer FAX (410) 332-0885
Administrator/Controller
Montcalm County
P.O. Box 368

Stanton , Michigan, 48888-0368

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.-
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Mr. Hyzer:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB™) a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Jonia, and Montcalm Counties, ML

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204,

is E. Gitomer
Attorney for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.

Enclosures
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LAw OFFICES OF
Louis E, GITOMER

THEADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301

Louts E. GITOMER J 29 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
Lou_GrrOMER@ VERIZON.NET anuary Z7, TOWSON, a1

(202) 466-6532

Mayor Jeanne Shores FAX (410) 332-0885

301 East Main Street
Lowell, MI 49331

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.—
Abandonment Exemption-in Kent, lonia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Mayor Shores:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“"STB") a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI.

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204,

Sincerely

/ 2. Gitomer
Attorney for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.
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Law OFFICES OF
Lours E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUTTE 301

Louis E. GIromsr
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON.NET January 29, 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4022
(202) 466-6532
Dr. Kenneth E. Snow FAX (410) 332.0885

Mayor, City of Greenville
411 South Lafayette
Greenville, MI 48838

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc —
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Mayor Snow:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB”) a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR™") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI.

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204.

Sincerel

. Gitomer
orney for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.

Enclosures
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LAw OFFICES OF
Louls E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 31

Louts E. GITOMER January 29, 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
Lou_GITOMER(@ VERIZON.NET uary 27, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21 2
Honorable James Banks, Chairman FAX masz-oss:
Board of Commissioners
Ionia County
602 Sixth Avenue
Lake Odessa, MI 48849

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.—
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Chairman Banks:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB™) a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI.

Attached is 2 Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions conceming this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Qur
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204.

Sincerel

Enclosures



Law OFFICES OF
Louls E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUTTE 301

Louls E. GIToMER j 29. 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON.NET anuary 27, TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4022
(202) 466-6532
Mayor Shane T. Husted FAX (410) 3320885

120 S. Pleasant St.

Belding, MI 48809

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc
Abandonment Exemption—in Kent, lIonia, and Montcalm Counties, MI

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB”) a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR”) to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, ML

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutcs and regulations impose stringent dcadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204,

Enclosures



Law OFFICES OF
Louls E. GITOMER

THE ADAMS BUILDING, SUITE 301

Louis E GrroMErR
Lou_GITOMER@ VERIZON.NET January 29, 2008 600 BALTIMORE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204-4022
. (202) 466-6532
Honorable Daryl J. Delabbio FAX (410) 3320885

County Administrator, Kent County
County Administration Building
300 Monroe Avenue, NW

Grand Rapids, MI 49503-2206

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Miud-Michigan Railroad, Inc.—
Abandonment Exemption-in Kent, lonia, and Montcalm Counties, Ml

Dear Madam/Sir:

On or about February 19, 2008, we expect to be filing with the Surface
Transportation Board (“STB") a petition for exemption seeking authority for Mid-
Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR") to abandon a 24.7-mile rail line between milepost
103.20, at Lowell, and milepost 78.50, at Greenville, the end of the line proposed for
abandonment, in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI.

Attached is a Combined Environmental and Historic Report describing the
proposed action and any expected environmental and historic effects, as well as a map of
the affected area. We are providing this report so that you may review the information
that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental analysis of this
proceeding. If any of the information is misleading or incorrect, if you believe that
pertinent information is missing, or if you have any questions about the STB's
environmental review process, please contact the Section of Environmental Analysis
(SEA), Surface Transportation Board, 395 E Street, SW, Washington, DC 20423,
telephone 202-245-0295 and refer to the above Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

Because the applicable statutes and regulations impose stringent deadlines for
processing this action, your written comments to SEA (with a copy to our representative)
would be appreciated within 3 weeks. Your comments will be considered by the STB in
evaluating the environmental impacts of the contemplated action. If there are any
questions concerning this proposal, please contact our representative directly. Our
representative in this matter is Louis E. Gitomer who may be contacted by telephone at
410-296-2250, email at Lou_Gitomer@verizon.net, or mail at Law Offices of Louis E.
Gitomer, 600 Baltimore Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204.

Sincerely.

7
Lotis E. Gitomer
Attormmey for Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.

Enclosures
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EXHIBIT 4 — BRIDGE PHOTOGRAPHS AND
DESCRIPTIONS
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Greenville 81.10

i S
g

Bridge Inspection Report

"My 2N ¢ |Wid-Michigan Railway R
‘o ﬂ‘“ ..-JGreenville :
PR .~ IMichigan
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Inspection Date: | May 22, 2008 DELCAN s

imber Trestle Structure '3 :
 Structure | _ PT Deck Typ.| Ballast | Crossing | River e

# Spans 13 Length 175 Access'| < 1/2 mile
_# Tracks. 1 Height FlowDr.] R-L Greenville 81.10
Year Buillt| 1943 Algnment C Fiat River
General Superstructure B Substructure &
Scour Fair Stnngers] Poor Bndge Seats/Caps| Bad
Channel/Road Poor Floor Beams Abuts/Backwalls| Poor
roach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab Piars, Towers, Bents| Poor
Deck Top Flange Misc
Ties Fair Bottom Flange Guard Rall
| Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals I
Track Fair Bearing Stiffners fl i
Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Qverall Rating: Poor
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes:
P11-P12 | - Bent 11 cap crushing - urgent replacement still required
P10 - Bent 8 - piles 2 and 6 punky - other piles sound OK _
_ Delcan 2005 Notes: __ |
PO1 - Approaches low
P06-P09 | - Bent 11 - urgent pife cap replacement from last year not yet done - cap crushing
-Bent 7 - plles 2 and 3 punky, plle 4 OK _
- Bent 8 - piles 2 and 8 punky (piles 4 and 5 seem to be OK)
Delcan 2004 Notes:
PO1 - Approaches uneven
_ P03 | -Ballast deck ties OK .
P04 - Inspected under traffic - no pumping evident near first approach
o - Bent 6 - pile 4 hollow, pile 8 OK
- Bent 7 - plle 2 hollow, pile 6 OK
- Bent 8 - piles 2, 4 and 5 are puhky near waterline
-Bent 9 - pile 6 punky near waterline
= Bent 10 - pile 4 is punky near waterline
_ P09__| -Bent 11 - pile cap crushed - urgent replacement required
P02 | - Debris in channel on right __ ___ o
Urgency |Description
| Urgent |Replace pile cap on bent 11 - $5,000 __
_3years |Post bent 8 - piles 2 and § - $5,000
6years |Post bents - $20,000 . _ o
Banding program for hent 14 plle cap

Pnnted 28/07/2008

Page 15 of 91
63
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Greenville 81.60

TS -::"\:"‘ r=. Bridge Inspection Report
B s,  -|Mid-Michigan Raliway

. ) + |Greenville

LI WL I Pt Michlgan
Inspected By: Stan Relmer _
Ingpection Date: May 22, 2006

-
Structure| DPG | Deck Typ| Op Crossing | Stream M
| #Spans 2 Length Access [<1/2 mile
# Tracks 1 Height FlowDir| R-L
Year Built.] 1910 :
. T ———— = = e
— Genora IR0 Superstructure JEISECN
Scour i Stringers _Bndge Seats/Caps] “Fair f
Channel/Road Flcor Beams Abuts/Backwalls] Poor

Approach Girders/Truss/Slab]  Fair | Piers, Towers, Bents| Poor

Dock IECRENN Top Flange] Fair {Wisc SR

Ties (Open Deck) Fair Bottom Flange| _Fair Guard Rall
Tie Spacers Falr Web/Diagonals| Fair ||
] Track Fair Beanng Stifiners| Falr |l
| Footwalk Bracing| Falr
Handrail Beanngs| Falir Overall Rating: Falr
COMMENTS

Photo # |[Remarks

Delcan 2006 Notes:

PO1 - First approach a bit low this year

P03 - Open deck - 12 reject tles this year

P09 | -Pier 1 - right side - monitoring cracking - OK for now

Delcan 2005 Notes:

= Approaches OK

- 6/99 reject tles (6%) I

Delcan 2004 Notes:

P01 | -Approaches a bit low | |
|
|

P03 - 5/99 reject ties (5%)

| P12,P06 | - Pler 1 - crack below right bearing on upmile face only - monitor

P08 - Abutment 1 - right bearing seat - some cracking at previous repair - monitor
UMA 2003 Notes:

12/99 ties poor. Extensive delamination of abutment 1 concrete. Backwall Is
horizontally cracked 1/2" in 2 locations. Pier 1 concrete is scaling. Plan on concrete
repairs to pler and abutment #.

' MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS ' —

mency Descrlptlon
Monitor |Crack on upmileage face of Pier 1

Pnnted 28/07/2006 Page 1664of 4| Defcan Inc
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Greenville 87.40

Bridge Inspection Report

n. L, ”
' &S . [WaHichigan Refiway i
2 ‘\'\- Greenville 7
d . s IMichigan
Inspected B Stan Reimer
Inspection I-)y_ate May 22, 2006 DELCAN -
imber Trestle Structure with Stesl Mainspan(s
Structure | PT/IDPG Deck Typ| Open_ | Crossing’| River
_# Spans 7 Length 165 Access:| < 1/2 mile
#Tracks| 1 Height Flow Dir ~ Greenvilie 87.4
YearBuilt| 1914 Alignment T Flat River
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Falr Stnngers| Poor Bridge Seats/Caps| Fair
Channel/Road Fair n Floor Beams Abuts/Backwalls| Falir
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slabl]  Falr Piers, Towers, Bents| Falr
Deck & TopFlange] Falr jMisc
Ties (Open Deck) Poor Bottom Flange] Fair Guard Rall
Tie Spacers Fair Web/Diagonals| Fair |
Track Fair | Bearing Stiffners| _ Fair
Footwalk Bracing| Falr
Handrail Beanngs| Fair Overall Rating: Falr
COMMENTS
Photo # [Remarks
F Delcan 2006 Notes:
P12 | - Span 7 - stringer 1 rotten and beginning to crush - other stringers OK for now
PO§,P06 | - Span 1 - stringers 2 and 8 split but OK for now
P03 = Open deck on DPG mainspans - 18 reject ties on maingpans
Delcan 2005 Notes:
- Approaches OK —
- 18/99 reject ties (18%)
__ - Span 1 - stringers 2 and 8 split ]
- Span 7 - Stringer 1 rotten _
Delcan 2004 Notes:
P01 - Approaches high
P03 [ -17/99 reject ties (17%) .
P04 - Ballast deck ties on approach gpans poor

Urgency [Description _
1 year |Replace stringer 1 - bonts 6 to 8 - $6,000 I
Printed 28/07/2006 Page 17 of 91 Delcan Inc



Greenville 88.20

[ Structure Ballast | Crossing
# Spans 226 Accass. ]
# Tracks Flow Dir Groeenville 88.20
Year Built c _ Flat River

e
Superstructure BEElIH:

Stringers Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road Floor Beams Abuts/Backwalls
Approach Girders/Truss/Slab Piers, Towers, Bents| Falr
L ] Top Flange| Isc
Ties (Open Deck) Boltom Flange Guard Rail
__Tie Spacers f Web/Diagonals |
Track | Beanng Stiffners It
Footwalk Bracing| Fair
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS

Photo # |Remarks

Delcan 2006 Notes:

P01-P03 | - No change in condition since 2005

- Since major repairs wers relatively recent, detalled inspection of plles not yet rqd

Delcan 2005 Notes:
- No changes since 2004 inspection
_ Delcan 2004 Notes:
P01 - Approaches OK

P06 - Steel frame bents Installed on cut timber plles - sill plates at varying elevations

P05,P07 | - Bants 4 and 16 not replaced after fire

P02 | -Open deck - all ties are new and in good condition
UMA 2003 Notes:
This bridge was burned down 2 years ago and repaired by steel frame bents and
steel stringers. New deck. All falr. No action required

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

vl —

Urgency |Description
{ No action necessary

Printed 28/07/2006 Page 18 of 91 Delcan Inc
66
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Greenville 89.30

Bridge Inspection Report

e P Mid-Michigan Railway
; ﬂ\' ' Greenville
st I - —-Michigan
Inspected By: Stan Relmer DELCAN =
Inspection Date: May 22, 2006 e e :
imber Trestle Structure with Steel Mainspan(s
Structure | PT/Beam Deck Typ:| Open | Crossing | River
| #Spans| 17 Length | 277 Access | Road —
Height | FlowDr| R-L Greenvifle 89.30
Alignment Fiat River
= ST ——
IF/PIB erstructure P Substructure
Scour Sinngers] Poor Bndge Seats/Caps| Poor
Channel/Road Floor Beams | Abuts/Backwalls| _Falr
Approach Girders/Truss/Slab Piers, Towers, Bents] Poor
Top Flange Misc
Ttes (Open Deck) Bottom Fiange Guard Rail
Tie Spacers Fair Web/Diagonals
| Track Falr Beanng Stiffners
| Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Poor
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes:
P08 | - Span 1 sinkhole in ballast deck
| P06 | - Stringer 1 In span 1 - recently replaced - new stringer width Is less
P11,P12 | - Timber sl plates of bents 12 and 13 are on concrete slabs so not as urgent
Deican 2005 Notes:
P02 | -Bent 3 cap replaced
P03 - Span 1 - stringer 1 replaced
F_ P12 | - Stringer 1 crushing over bent 16 (not bent 18)
Delcan 2004 Notes: _
I P01 |- Approaches a bit low ]
P03 | - 0/28 reject ties (0%) for beam span ]
P22,P23 | - Ballast deck ties poor
| P04 | - Sinkhole through ballast trough floor near bent 2
| PO5,P06 | - Span 1 - stringer 1 crushing and rotating out at bent 1 - to be replaced |
P09,P10 | - Bent 3 pile cap crushing - urgent replacement )
P11 | - Most bents are steel pipe piles with concrete pile caps - debris in river on right j
P12 | - Stringer 2 from bents 3 to § - end rot
P13 | - Bent & - timber blocking on concrete caps is rotting _
P14 - Bent 13 - timber sill plate rotten and to be replaced
P15 - Bent 14 - timber sill plate rotten and to be replaced
P16,P17 | - Bent 14 - plle ca g to rot, post 4 is rotten and hollow
Description
Replace stringer 1 over bent 16 - $5,000
Replace slli plates for bents 13 and 14 - $10,000
Replace plle caps for bents 1, 14 and 15 - $15,000

Pnnted 28/07/2006

Delcan Inc

Page 19 of 91
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Greenville 89.31

e T, Bridge Inspection Report B n}r@f@t e
¥ ‘E < Mid-Mlchlganﬁ%llway . e ’*’; 8
i |Greenville S e i
T AP l—— 11T (|l
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Inspection Date: May 22, 2008 DELCAN
H Highway Structure
Structure.] OH Via Deck Typ - Crossing | Hwy
# Spans 0 Length 0 Access | Road —
{ # Tracks 1 Height. Flow Dir Greenville 89.31
Year Built ? Alignmant T Hwy. M-44 O/H Via
General P Superstructure B Substructure B
Scour Fair Stningers Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road Good | Floor Beams | Abuts/Backwalls
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab] Good || Piers, Towers, Bents| Good
Dack . Top Flange Misc
Ties {Open Deck) Bottom Flange] Guard Rall
Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals
Track | Bearing Stiffners
Footwalk Good Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Falr
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes: _

- No change in condition since 200§

ARAAins

Delcan 2005 Notes:

= No change in condition since 2004

Delcan 2004 Notes:

- Concrete deck on steel girders

UMA 2003 Notes:

- Not inspected

 [Description

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

Printed 28/07/2006

Page 20 of 91
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Greenville 91.60

[ R - — BrEgglnspectlon Report
; an= . ’[Mid-Michigan Rallway
~J ' |Greenville
S Michlgan
inspected By Stan Relmer i
Inspection Date: May 22, 2006 DELCAN
imber Trestle Structure SRl
Structure PT Deck Typ | Ballast | Crossing.| Stream Ayl e
# Spans 6 Length 82 Access’| Road
#Tracks'|__ 1 Height FlowDr| R-L Greenville 91.60
Year Built ? Algnment T Stream
General Superstructure P Substructure
Scour Fair Stnngers|  Fair Bndge Seats/Caps| Poor
Channel/Road Fair ___Floor Beams L Abuts/Backwalls| Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab ___|| Piers, Towers, Bents| Bad
Dack P Top Flange| Misc elgigis
Ties Fair Bottom Flange| Guard Rail
i Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals | ]
___Track Fair Bearing Stiffners| I i
Footwalk Bracing|  Fair
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes:
1 _ _ |-this bridge has urgent work that has not been done
P04 - Bent 1 - stumps 1 and 6 are rotten
P05 - Bent 2 - plles 3 and 4 are posted, piles 1, 5 and 6 are rotten - urgent repair rqd
P08 | -Bent4 - piles 1, 2, 3 and 6 are reject - needs framing too
P09,P10 | - Bent 7 plle cap s rotten on left |
Delcan 2005 Notes: _ |
P03 |-Bent1-stump4is rotten
l P04 |-Bent2-piles 1,2, 5 and 6 are rotten - frame bent now
__PO7 | -Bentb - plle 1 is gone, plles 2, 3 and 4 are punky
PO9-P10 | - Bent 7 - pile cap rotten
Delcan 2004 Notes: _
P01 - Approaches OK
_ - Ballast deck ties OK _I
P06 -Bent 2 - piles 1, 2 and 5 are hollow, piles 3 and 4 are posted
P07 | - Bont 3 - Pile 4 completely hollow |
P08,P10 | - Bent 4 - pile 3 is rotten near waterline, pile 2 is punky — :l
| _P11__ | -Bent § - plle 1 is crushed, others sound punky - frame within 1 year
P16,P18 | - Bent 6 - pile cap split and to be banded, post 1 split and to be banded _
P16 |-Bent7-pllecapissplitonrght i _
__MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS _
| Urgency |Description
Urgent |Frame bents 2, 4 and 5 - $30,000 _
__1year_|Post bent 3 - pile 4, bent 4 - pile 3 - $10,000 4_'
1 year (Repiace bent 7 pile cap - $5,000
{Banding Program - Bent 6 - cap and post 1 _ |
Consider reEIacement with culvert for $35|000 I
Printed 28/07/2006 Page 21 of 91 Delcan Inc
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Greenvilie 91.70

Bridge Inspection Report

g P Mid-Michigan Railway
' 'k\' Greenville
b asnt o .| Michigan
Inspected By: Stan Relmer
nspection Date: May 22, 2008 DELCAN
ulvert
Structure:§' x 12' RC Deck Typ - Crossing | Stream
[ #Spans’ 1 Lengthf 13 Access'| Road
|_# Tracks 1 Height FlowDrr{ R-L Greenville 91.70
Year Built ? Alignment T Culvert
General P Superstructure B Substructure
Scour Fair Stnngers Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road Fair FloorBeams| Abuts/Backwalls| Fair
Approach Fair __Girders/Truss/Slab| _Fair Piers, Towers, Bents
Deck Top Flange Misc
Ties (Open Deck) Bottom Flange Guard Rail
Tie Spacers Web/Dragonals |
| Track Fair ____Beanng Stiffners |
| Footwalk N Bracing|
Handrail Bearings Overall Rating: Falr
COMMENTS
Photo # {Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes: _ _
P01-P04 { - No change in condition since 2005
| |
I__ Delcan 2005 Notes: _ i
- No change In condition since 2004
—___ _|Delcan 2004 Notes: I
_ P01 __| - Approaches OK
P06 | - Good condition but overgrown |
UMA 2003 Notes: —
- Not inspected
MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS
Urgency [Description
| No action necessary _
% N
Printed 28/07/2006 Page 22 of 91 Delcan Inc
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Greenville 94.70

Bridge Inspection Report

W AN [WidMichigan Ralway
I . |Greenville
e —eisare—a—__[Michigan : e T
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Inspection Date: May 22, 2006 DELCAN
Steel Structure (Girders/Beams
Structure pon Bridg Deck Typ - Crossing | Stream |
# Spans 0 Length 0 Access | Road
# Tracks 1 Height Flow DIr Greenville 94.70
Year Built ? Alignment T Road Bridge
General P Superstructure Substructure
Scour Stringers Bridge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road| Floor Beams Abuts/Backwalls
Approach Girders/Truss/Slab Piers, Towers, Bents
Deck P Top Flange isc
___Tes (Open Deck) Bottom Flange Guard Rall
Tie Spacers | Web/Diagonals f
__ Track | Beanng Stiffners |
Footwalk Bracing{
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Poor
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes:

P03

- Timber bearing blocks for rail stringers are rofting at ends - OK for now

NS

Delcan 2005 Notes:

il

- No change in condition since 2004

Delcan 2004 Notes:

P01

- This Is a road bridge adjacent to and crossing the tracks

P04

- Superstructure is steel rails on top of timber abutments, timber deck

- Consider closing this bridge or turning It over to road agency

- Otherwise, consider replacing with a culvert when bridge starts to fail

PO1

- Bridge is posted for 15 tons

i

UMA 2003 Notes:

- Not inspected

Urgency |Dascription

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

No actlon necessary

T

Printed 28/07/2008
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Greenville 95.50

Bridge Inspection Report

e =] Mid-Michigan Railway
- =N Greenville
Vbt . JMichigan e,
Inspected By: Stan Reimer STy
Inspection Date: May 22, 2006 DELCANI |
imber Trestle Structure
Structure PT Deck Typ'| Ballast | Crossing | Stream
_# Spans 1 Length 13 Access’{ < 1/2 mile —
# Tracks 1 Height. FlowDir] R-L Greenville 96.50
YearBuilt | 1929 Alignment T Cattle Pass
General & Superstructure Substructure
Scour, Fair Stnngers| Poor Bndge Seats/Caps{ Fair
Channel/Road Fair Floor Beams Abuts/Backwalls| Fair
roach Fair _ Girders/Truss/Slab Piers. Towers, Bents| Poor
Deck P Top Flange
Ties Fair Bottom Flange)
Tie Spacers 'k Wab/Diagonals f
_ Track Fair Beanng Stifiners
I Footwalk Bracing

IDescription

- MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS — -

Delcan 2006 Notes:
P05 __ | - Stringer 5 rotten at bent 1
P08 - Bent 1 cap rottan on left
[ - Bent 1 piles 2 and 4 are roften, pile 3 is posted
Delcan 2005 Notes:
P08 | - Stringer § is rotten
P03-P04 | - Bent 1 pile cap rotten
P05 [ -Bent1-piles 2 and 4 are hollow |
Delcan 2004 Notes: |
P01 - Approaches OK
P03 __| - Ballast deck ties OK
P06 -Bent 1 - piles 2 and 4 hollow
P04,P07 | - Bent 1 cap starting to rot on left
UMA 2003 Notes:
______ _|Bent 2 was replaced with a frame bent. Bent 1 cap 1 Is rotted on left side. 9-8x16
| stringers. Piles 2 & 4 are hollow at top. Pile 3 Is posted. Bent 1 needs to be
framed within 3 years.

Frame bent 1 - $10,000

Replace Stringers $10,000

Printed 28/07/2006

Page 24 of 91
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Greenville 97.90

Bridge Inspection Report

- _ [Mid-Michigan Railway

T _ %;lGreenville
. —as|Michigan
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Inspection Date: May 22, 2006 DELCAN
Culvert
Structure §'x 8' RC Deck Typ - Crossing | Stream %
_# Spans o Length 0 Access | < 1/2 mile _
# Tracks 1 Height FlowDir| R-L Greenville 98.00
Year Built 4 Algnment c Culvert
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Fair Stnngers Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road Fair Floor Beams Abuts/Backwalls] Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab] Fair Piers, Towers, Bents
Deck P/E Top Flange Misc B
Ties (Open Deck) Bottom Fiange Guard Rail
Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals |
Track Fair Beanng Stiffners
Footwalk Bracing _ 1
Handrail Beanings [ Overail Rating: | Fair |

Photo #

Remarks

________  _COMMENTS ]

|Delcan 20068 Notes:

- No change in condition since 2005

= Overgrown with brush

Delcan 2005 Notes:

- No change In condition since 2004

Delcan 2004 Notes:

- Approaches OK

- Some spalling In headwall of outlet on left

UMA 2003 Notes:

- Not Inspected

Description

—_ MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

No action hecessary

Printad 28/07/2008
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Greenville 99.50

. .- e Bridge Inspection Report ..‘_'-,.-.-...:{.:‘___‘ =
3 an’, _uJMid-Michigan Rallway xS =2
N Greenville R
it Bt 2 . JMichigan N1 e
inspected By: Stan Relmer i
Ins ectioﬁ_Dyate: May 22, 2006 DELCAN e
Timber Trestle Structure AT Y
Structure [ PT Deck Typ.| Ballast_| Crossing | Stream e T
# Spans 1 Length 13 Access | < 1/2 mile
# Tracks 1 Hetght. FlowDir| R-L Greenville 99.50
Year Built | 1929 Alignment T Cattle Pass
-
General Superstructure B Substructure
Scour Fair Stnngers]  Fair Bridge Seats/Caps| Fair
Channel/Road Fair Floor Baams Abuts/Backwalls|{  Fair
Approach Falr Girders/Truss/Slab Piers, Towers, Bents| Poor
Deck Top Flange Misc
Ties Fair Bottom Flange Guard Rail
Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals |
B Track Fair __Beanng Stiffners | |
Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Falr

COMMENTS
Photo # |[Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes:
_P01-P05 | - No change In condition since 2005

" |Delcan 2005 Notes:
- No change in condition since 2004
Delcan 2004 Notes:
P01 - Approaches OK
P03 | - Ballast deck ties OK
P06 | -Bent 2 - pile 3 split and to be banded
UMA 2003 Notes:
9-8x16 stringers. Bent 2 pile 1 needs to be on plan to post. Both caps are fair.
Ballast curbs are tipping.
MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

Description
Banding program - bent 2, pile 3

—

Printed 28/07/2008 Page 2764of 91 Delcan Inc



Inspected By:

Greenville 99.60

Brldga Inspaction Report

ection Date:

Deck Typ.[_Ballast | Crossing

# Spans

Length 13 Access

# Tracks

Height. Flow Dir

Year Built

___Alignment |

Superstructuro
Stnngers

Greenville 98.60

_Cattle Pass

| Bndge Seats/Caps]

Tie Spacers

Floor Beams

Abuts/Backwalls

Girders/Truss/Slab

Top Flange

Bottom Flange

iers, Towers, Bents)

Web/Diagonals

Track

Beanng Stiffners

Footwalk Braclng
Handrail _ Beanngs __
______COMMENTS

Remarks

Delcan 2006 Notes:

P04,P06 | - Stringer 1 Is holiow and stringer 9 sounds punky - other stringers are OK
PO5 - Bent 1 - plles 1, 2, 4 and 5 are hollow and/or rotten - needs framing

Delcan 2005 Notes: __
1&5_,!108 - Stringer 1 and 9 are rotten
P04 - Bent 2 - piles 1, 2, 4 and 5 are hollow
_______|Delcan 2004 Notes:
P - Approaches OK
—_P02__ | - Ballast deck ties OK
P04 |[-Bent2 - pile 5 hollow I
- Bent 1 - pile 4 punky
P08,P07 | - Stringers discolored, stringer 9 starting to rot
UMA 2003 Notes:
Bent 1 pile 4 is hollow. Bant 2 plie 1 Is had; 2, 4 & 5 are hollow; 3 is falr; 8 Is solid.

Strln ger 9 is hollow. Bent 2 needs to be framed within 1 year.

gency [Description
1year |Frame bent 2 - $10,000
| _3 years_|Replace 2 stringers - $10,000

Pninted 28/07/2006 Delcan Inc
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Greenville 99.85

Bridge Inspection Report

T

2N . . [Wid-Michigan Rallway
- ) ‘\\: " Graenvllleg
'_i___'-_i_t-_'_.s___;_ Michigan
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
ing ctionTJyate: May 22, 2006 DELCAN
uivert
 Structure | CMP Deck Typ - Crossing | Stream
# Spans 0 Length 0 Access | Road
{ #Tracks| 1 Heght] | FlowDrr| R-L Greenville 99.85
Year Built ? Alignment T Culvert
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Fair Stnngers Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road Fair FloorBeams| Abuts/Backwalls| Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slabl  Fair Piers, Towers, Bents
Deck Top Flange Misc
Ties (Open Dack) Bottom Flange Guard Rail
Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals
Track Falr Bearing Stffners
___ Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Bearings Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS

Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes: |
= No change In condition gince 2006

Delcan 2005 Notes:

- No change In condition since 2004
Delcan 2004 Notes:

P01 - Approaches OK

- Pipe culvert

UMA 2003 Notes:

- Not inspected

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS
Urgency |Description
No action necessary

—— |

Pnnted 28/07/2008 Page 2786 of 91 Delcan Inc




Greenville 99.90

"T"‘"‘:i' - Bridge Inspection Report
= . Mid-Michigan Rallway
’ "‘“\- ; Greenville
Pl e e e e e Mlchlgan
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Inspec on Dyate: May 22, 2008 DELCAN
Culvert
Structure | _ CMP Deck Typ| _ - Crossing.| Stream
# Spans 0 Length 0 Access | Road
# Tracks 1 Height FlowDir| R-L Greenville 99.90
Year Built ? Alignment T Culvert
General B Superstructure Substructure
Scour Falr Stnngers| Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road Fair (i Floor Beams | Abuts/Backwalls|  Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab]  Falr Piers, Towers, Bants
Deck : Top Flange| Misc
Ties (Open Deck) Bettom Flange Guard Rall
Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals
Track Fair Bearing Stiffners
Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS
Photo # JRemarks
Delcan 2006 Notes:

- No change in condition since 2008

Delcan 2005 Notes:

- No change in condition since 2004

Delcan 2004 Notes:

- Approaches OK

- Pipe culvert

UMA 2003 Notes:

| -Notinspected
Description

No action necessary

Printed 28/07/2006
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Greenville 103.00

'F.""'—T"“-':i""‘“ = Bridge Inspection Report : P XS
.‘\ '. . |Mid-Michigan Railway B 2
L N JGreenville ’
e __‘.:.;...____".;. —]Michigan
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Inspection Date: May 22, 2006 DELCAN
Culvert
Structure | CMP Deck Typ - Crossing | Stream |z aas
] # Spans 0 Length 0 Access | < 1/2 mile
| # Tracks 1 Height FlowDr| L-R | Greenville 103.00
Year Built ? Akgnment T Culvert
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Falr Stnngers Bndge Seats/Caps
Channei/Road Fair FioorBeams| Abuts/Backwalls| Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab] Falir Piers, Towers, Bents
Dack B Top Flange Misc
Ties (Open Dack)| Bottom Flange Guard Rali
Tie Spacers Weab/Diagonals |
Track Fair Beanng Stiffners
- Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Bearings Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
_ Delcan 2006 Notes: .
P01-P04 | - No change in condition since 2005

Delcan 2005 Notes:

- No change in condition since 2004

Delcan 2004 Notes:

- Approaches OK

- Twin pipes

UMA 2003 Notes:

- Not inspected

Description

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

No action necessary

Printed 28/07/2006
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United States Department of Agriculture

ONRCS

Helping People Help the Land

Natural Resources Conservation Service

3001 Coolidge Road, Swuite 250

East Lansing, M1 48823

T {617) 324-5270/ F (517} 324-5171/ www mi.nrcs usda gov

October 29, 2007

Section of Environmental Analysis
Surface Transportation Board
1925 X Street, NW

Washington, DC 20423

RE: Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 11X), Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc.
Abandonment Exemption in Kent and Montcalm Counties, M1

We have reviewed the proposat to abandon 26.4 miles of rail Jine between mlepost 104.9 at
Lowell Michigan, and milepost 78.5 at Greenville, Michigan. Abandonment of the rail line will
not result 1n the conversion of prime and unique farmland that is located adjacent to the proposed

abandonment.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on this proposal.

Sincerely,

Ty B,
GARRY LEE
State Conservationist

cc:
Louis E. Gitomer, Attorney, 600 Baltimore Ave., Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204

Carla Gregory, Area Conscrvationist, NRCS, Grand Rapids, MI
Steve Utic, Distnict Conservationist, NRCS, Grand Rapids, Ml
Brian Barclay, District Conservationist, NRCS, Stanton, M1

The Natural Resources Conservation Service prowdes leadership in a parinership affort to heip people
congerve, maintain, and unmprove our natural resources and environment

An Equal Opporiun] ider and Employsr

v e bt TenTar AR Rt



United States Department of the Interior

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Bishop Henry Whipple Federal Building
1 Federal Drive
Fort Snelling, MN 85111-4056

FWS/NWRS-RE - General October 26, 2007
Railroad Abandonments

Surface Transportation Board

Section of Environmental Analysis (SEA)
1925 K Street, NW

Washington, D.C. 20423

Dear Sir/Madam:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed abandonment of service on 26.4
miles of railroad line between MP 104.9 and MP 78.5, located in Kent and Montcalm Counties,
Michigan, STB Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 11X).

We have researched our ownerships in the vicinity and have determined we do not own any land
or interests in land in the vicinity of the proposed rail line abandonments. We do not have any
concems regarding real estate matters in the abandonments.

Sincerely,
/5/ Patrick G. Carroll

Patrick G. Carroll
Senior Realty Officer
Division of Realty

cC: Louis E. Gitomer, Law. Officés of Lows E. Gitomer



EXHIBIT C-FEDERAL REGISTER NOTICE
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Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X)

MID-MICHIGAN RAILROAD. INC._.ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION-
IN KENT, IONIA, AND MONTCALM COUNTIES, MI

Notice of Petition for Exemption to Abandonment

On February 20, 2008 Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc. ("MMRR™) filed with the
Surface Transportation Board, Washington. D.C. 20423, a petition for exemption for the
abandonment of a 24.70-mile rail line between Lowell, milepost 103.20. and Greenville,
milepost 78.50, at the end of the linc in Kent, Tonia, and Montcalm Countics, MI, all of
which traverses through United States Postal Service ZIP Codes 48809, 48838, 48887,
and 49331 (the “L.ine”) The Line for which the abandonment exemption request was
filed includes the stations of Lowell. Belding, and Greenville

The Line does not contain fedcrally granted rights-of-way. Any documentation in
the railroad's possession will be made availablc promptly to those requesting it.

The interest of railroad employees of MMRR will be protected by Oregon Short
Line R Co —Abandonment—Goshen, 360 1.C.C. 91 (1979).

MMRR has requested the Board to grant an cxemption from the offer of financial
assistance process. If the exemption is not granted, any offer of financial assistance will
be due no later than 10 days aftcr scrvice of a decision granting the petition for
exemption. All interested persons should be aware that following abandonment of rail
service and salvage of the line. the linc may be suitable for other public use. including

interim trail use



Any request for a public use condition and any request for trail usc/rail banking
will be duc no later than 20 days after notice of the filing ol the petition for exemption is
published in the Federal Register.

MMRR has proposed, and we are adopting the following procedural schedule for
this proceeding.

February 20, 2008—Petition for Exemption filcd.

March 11, 2008—Due date for Notice of Pctition to be published in the Federal Register.
April 4, 2008—Due date for protests and comments. including opposition case in chicf,
and for public use and trail use requests.

April 16. 2008—Duc datc for MMRR's reply to opposition casc and for MMRR's
responsc to trail use requests.

June 6, 2008—Due date tor service of decision on the merits.

Junc 16, 2008—Duc date for oflers of {inancial assistance, unless exempted by the
Board.

Persons seeking further information concerning abandonment procedures may
contact the Surface Transportation Board or refer to the full abandonment or
discontinuance regulations at 49 CFR Part 1152, Questio;ls concerning environmental
issues may be directed to the Board's Scction of Environmental Analysis. An
environmental assessment (EA) (or environmental impact statement (EIS), if nccessary)
prepared by the Section of Cnvironmental Analysis will be served upon all parties of
record and upon any agencies or other persons who commented during its preparation.
Any other persons who would like to obtain a copy of the EA (or EIS) may contact the

Section of Environmental Analysis. EAs in these abandonment proccedings normally

84



will be made available within 60 days of the filing of the petition. The dcadlinc for

submission of comments on the EA will gencrally be within 30 days of its service.

85



EXHIBIT D-NEWSPAPER CERTIFICATION
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CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

The undersigned hereby certifies that notice of the proposed abandonment in
Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X) was advertised on February 19, 2008 in the Grand
Rapids Press, a newspaper of general circulation in Kent, lonia, and Montcalm Counties.
M]I, as required by 49 C.F.R. § 1105.12.

Louis E Gitomer
February 20, 2008

87



Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR™) gives notice that on or about February 20, 2008
it intends to file with the Surface Transportation Board, Washington, DC 20423, a petition for
exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10505 from the prior approval requircments of 49 U S.C. 10903, et
seq.. pcrmitting the abandonment of a 24.7-mile rail linc between milepost 103.2 near Lowell
and milepost 78.5 necar Greenville at the end of the line, which traverses through United States
Postal Service ZIP Codes 48809, 48838, 48887, and 49331 in Kent, loma, and Montcalm
Counties, MI (the “Line™). The proceeding has been docketed as No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X).

The Board's Scction of Environmental Analysis (SEA) will generally prepare an
Environmental Assessment (EA), which will normally be available 60 days atter the filing of the
petition for abandonment exemption. Commecnts on environmental and encrgy matters should be
filed no later than 30 days after the TEA becomes available to the public and will be addressed in
a Board decision. Interested persons may obtain a copy of thec EA or make inquiries regarding
environmental matters by writing to SEA, Surface Transportation Board, Washington, DC 20423
or by calling SEA at 202-245-0295

Appropriate offers of financial assistance to continue rail service can be fited with the
Board. Requests for environmental conditions, public usc conditions, or rail banking/trails use
also can be filed with the Board. An original and 10 copies of any pleading that raises matters
other than environmental issues (such as trails use, public usc, and oflers of financial assistance)
must be filed directly with the Board's Ofticc of the Secretary, 395 E Street, SW, Washington.
DC 20423 |Sec 49 CFR 1104.1(a) and 1104.3(a)]. and one copy must be scrved on applicants'
representative [Sec 49 CFR 1104.12(a)]. Questions regarding ofTers of financial assistance,
public use or trails usc may be directed 1o the Board's Office of Congressional and Public
Services at 202-245-0233. Copics of any comments or requests for conditions should be served
on the applicant's representative: Louis E. Gitomer, Law Offices of Louis E. Gitomer, 600
Baltimorc Avenue, Suite 301, Towson, MD 21204, (410) 296-2250. Lou_Gitomer(@verizon.net.
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89



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Pursuant to 49 C.F.R. §1152.60(d). thc undcrsigned hereby certifics that the
Petition for Exemption in Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X), Mid-Michigan Railroad.
Inc Abandonment Exemption-in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI was mailed
via first class mail, postage prepaid, on February 20, 2008. to the following parties:
State Public Service Commission

Michigan Department of Transportation
P.O. Box 30050
Lansing, MI 48909

Public Service Commission
6545 Mcrcantile Way, Suite 7
Lansing, MI 48909

Military Surface Deployment and Distribution Command Transportation
Enginecring Agency

SDDCICA

A1 TN Railroads for National Detense
720 1himble Shoals Blvd.

Suite 130

Newport News, VA 23606-2574

National Park Service

U.S. Department of Interior
National Park Service
Land Resources Division
1201 Eye Street, N.W.
Washington, DC 20005

Ms. Cherri Espersen

National Recreation ‘[ail Coordinator

Ruvers. Trails and Conservation Assistance Program National Park Servicc
1849 C Street. NW (Org Code 2240)

Washington, DC 20240-0001

2



U.S. Department of Agriculture

U S. Department of Agriculture
Chicl of the Forest Scrvice

4" Floor, NW

Sidncy R. Yates Building

201 14" Strect, S.W.
Washington. DC 20250

ws £, Gitomer
February 20. 2008
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EXHIBIT F-MARK D. GARVIN VERIFIED
STATEMENT
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Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X)

MID-MICHIGAN RAILROAD, INC-ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION-
IN KENT, IONIA, AND MONTCALM COUNTIES, MI

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF MARK D. GARVIN

My name is Mark D. Garvin and I am Chief Engineer of RailAmerica, Inc.
(*RailAmerica™), a shoriline holding company that controls Mid-Michigan Railroad. Inc.
(“MMRR?”). I havc a B.S. in Civil Engineering from Michigan Technological University.
My engineering work in the railroad industry began over 25 years ago on Conrail as a
management trainec. I soon became an assistant track supervisor in charge of track
maintenance. I joined Grand Trunk Western Railroad Company as a track supervisor, in
charge of system track gangs performing capital projects. I joined RailAmerica as a
Project Manager and became Chief Engineer in January 1992. My current duties include
the acquisition of track equipment and material. the selection and training of maintenance
of way personnel, the engincering evaluation of potential acquisition properties, and the
development of maintcnance and rehabilitation plans for properties acquired by
RailAmerica.

I am familiar with the 24.70-mile rail line between Lowell, milepost 103.20, and
Greenville, milepost 78.50, at the end of the linc in Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties,
MI (the “Line™).

[ will discuss the value of the track and materials on the Line, the cost of
rehabilitation of the Line, and the annual maintenance-of-way costs once the Line is

rehabilitated.
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1. Value of Track and Materials. Cach of RailAmerica’s subsidiary railroads
maintain an inventory of track and materials on its lines under my supervision as Chief
Engineer. In addition, each railroad conducts regular inspections of its lines to maintain
the accuracy of the inventory and the condition of the inventory. Attached as the Exhibit
to this verificd statement is the list of inventory on the Line.

The inventory includes rail, other track material (*OTM™), ties, signals and
turnouts. The rail, OTM, and tumouts are classified as relay, reroll, or scrap. The
valuations are based on recent quotations obtained by MMRR and RailAmerica from rail
suppliers and quotations in national publications. Liquidation costs are based on my
cxperience with the cost of removal and transportation and recent quotations received by
MMRR and RailAmerica for removal and transportation

Although the Exhibit values ties, I have been told that the trail user has indicated a
desire to retain the ties. This is a benefit of $42.525 to MMRR since it will cost more to
remove and transport the ties ($323,190), than their value ($280,665). Therefore, the net
liquidation valuc of the railroad asset will be $2,460.077,

2. Rehabilitation. It is my judgment based on my long experience in the railroad
industry that $125,000 in capital expenditures is required to rehabilitate the Line so that it
will remain in Federal Railroad Administration Class 1 condition. MMRR will replace
1,700 ties. MMRR will resurface the entire Line once the ties are replaced 1n order to
ensure a relatively smooth surface to operate over.

3. Maintenance-of-way. I have reviewed with the four Field Chief Engineers
for the RailAmerica railroads the recent costs per mile adopted by the Surface

Transportation Board for Class III railroads for maintenance of way costs. Thosc costs
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range between $4,500 and $6,000 per mile. Based on consultation and experience, |
believe use of $5,000 per mile is conservative. The reason that I believe such cost is
valid is based on the costs to be incurred in the initial maintenance of the Line of
$235,000, which consists of brush cutting costs of $38.,000, D Car rail $100,000, $75.000
to replace ties and resurface rail, and $22,000 to clear water ways and repair washouts.

In addition. there are inspection costs on the Line. The Line is inspected on a
weckly basis by one employee. The inspection usually takes three to five hours to
complete. The hourly wages for an employee inspecting track on MMRR arc $15.88. In
addition, cmployce benefits arc about 71.02 percent of wages, and general administrative
costs of 50 percent of wages. Therefore, to inspect the Line costs about $40.70 per hour.
Based on the average amount of time it takes to inspect the Line of four hours per week,
inspection costs MMRR $162.80 per week, and $8,465.60 per year.

On this 24.70-mile line, the average per mile cost of maintenance would be about
$9.856. Thercfore, in my professional judgment and based on my experience, I feel very
confident using an average maintenance of way cost of $5,000 per mile or $123,500 for

the Line.



VERIFICATION
I, Mark D Garvin, verify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United
States that the forcgoing 1s truc and correct  Further, I certily that [ am qualified and
authonzed to filc this Verified Statement.
Exccuted on February /4, 2008.

e8> PN

Mark D. Garvin
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EXHIBIT
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MMRR -Greenwville Sub

Liquidation Value of Railroad Asset
- MP 103.2 - 78.5

November 14, 2007

Weight | Int/CWR| Miles | NT/ile | Total NT | Total GT | Class | Price NT | Price GT] Totul SNT | Total $ GT
1101b Int 565 183 92 1039 15 927 81 Relay $550 $571.531
112Ib Int 19 187 26 355.80 317.68 Relay $600 $213,481
1221b Int 01 20398 2040 18 21 Rclay $500 $10.199
1301b CWR 2 217 36 434.72 388.14 Relay $650 $282,568
131lb CWR 48 21903 1051 35 938.71 Relay $650 $683.380
131l Int 12 21903 262 84 234 68 Relay $600 $157.703
1101b Int 265 18392 487 39 43517 Reroll $335 $145.781
1311b Int 09 21903 197 13 176 01 Reroll $135 $58.963
90lb Jnt 688 150 48 1035 30 924 38 Rerall $315 $309,666
90lb Int 227 14573 330.80 295 36 Scrap $240 $70,886
Totals 28.35 5214.88 4656.14 Total Rail Value $2,504,159

Weight | JJCWR| Miles | NI/Mile | Total NT | Total Gl | Class | Price VT | Price GI'] Total SNT' | Total $ GT
1 10Ib Jnt 83 570 473 10 42241 Relay §350 $165,585
1121b Int 19 840 159.60 142.50 Relay S350 $55.860
1221b Int 0l 860 860 768 Relay £350 $3,010
1301b CWR 2 825 165.00 147 32 Relay S350 $57.750
1311b CWR 48 825 396 00 35357 Relay $3150 $138,600
1311b Int 12 932 111 84 99 86 Relay $350 $39.144
131lb Int 09 932 83 88 74 89 Scrap $265 $19.847
90Ib Int 638 500 34400 307 14 Scrap 5265 $81.393
90Ib Int 227 500 113 50 101.34 Scrap 5265 $26,855
Totals 28.358 1855.52 1656.71 Total OTM Value $588,043
IR T i<s](REmoval ‘& IM i ket RN ER RN
Class Miles [Total Ties| Price Ea. Total R S i=1a A ppliances M
#1 Helny 10%% 284 8505 3 $63.040 Type | Quantity| Unit Price Total
#2 Relay 25% 284 212625 $6 $127.575 Lrghts 12 $2,500 $30,000
L.andscape 25% 284 212625 54 $85.050 Gates 0 $3.500
Scrap 40% 284 34020 S0 Total all Signals $30,000
Total Tie Value §280.665

TITO Total \T

Total GT

Weight Qty.
1311b No 10 8 465 37.20 33.21 rclav  $8,000 $64,000
1121b No 10 3 452 13.56 1211 scrip $265 $3,208
1101b No 10 3 450 1350 1205 scrap $265 $3,194
1101b No 10 | 4.50 450 402 scrap $265 $1,065
90Ib No 10 2 1.93 386 145 scrap $265 $913
Totals 17 72.62 64.84 Total OTM Value $72.381
N Vi G datonCos I .
= ; 5
Unnt Cost Quantity Total VI 53.475.248
Dismantie T'rack (CWR) NI $65 2047 NI $133,0598
Dismantle Trk (Jointed) NT $50 J3I3ONT 52169406
Transport Rail & OTM NT 835 JI43INT 82500058 . <
Remove Ties EA s2 85,050  $170.100 0 ) (Sl 51,057,696
Transport Ties EA 53 51,030 S153.090
Remove Relay Turnouts kLA £2,500 17 $42.5000
Remove Crossing Signal EA $1,500 12 $18.0000 "
Restore Crossings EA s2000 [ 37 | $74800.0 §2,417,552




EXHIBIT G-ROBERT M. FRELICH, JR. VERIFIED
STATEMENT
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Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X)

MID-MICHIGAN RAILROAD, INC._ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION-"
IN KENT, IONIA, AND MONTCALM COUNTIES, Ml

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF ROBERT M. FRELICH, JR.

My name is Robert M. Frelich. Jr. and I am Director of Finance of RailAmecrica.
Inc. ("RailAmerica™), a shortline holding company that controls Mid-Michigan Railroad,
Inc. ("MMRR?™). The purpose of this verified statement is to describe how I developed
the revenues and costs of MMRR over the 24.70-mile rail [ine between Lowell, milepost
103.20, and Greenville, milepost 78.50, at the cnd of the line in Kent, Ionia, and
Montcalm Counties, Ml (the “Linc”).

[ have been Director of Finance for last two years and was Dircctor of Planning
for prior ninc years with RailAmerica. As Director of planning, [ was responsible for
planning, analyzing traffic profitability and financial results. acquisition modeling, and
budgeting for RailAmerica’s subsidiary railroads. My prior experience with Southern
Pacific was as Director of Budgeting lor Operating Department.

My current duties include responsibility for planning, cost modcling, profitability
analysis, analyzing financial results, acquisition modeling and budgeting of railroads for
two regions.

1. Background. The Surface Transportation Board (the “Board™) has developed
a very sophisticated methodology in 49 C.F.R. Part 1152 Subpart D for calculating
revenues and avoidable costs of a line of railroad that a railroad is sccking to abandon.
The predicate for using these procedures is maintaining data in accordance with the

Branch Line Accounting System (the “BLAS™). Only Class I railroads are required to



maintain records in accordance with the BLAS. As a Class III railroad, MMRR does not
maintain its records in accord with the BLAS.

Using the data and resourcces available to me from the MMRR, [ have tried to
present the Board with an accuratc analysis of the revenue gencrated by the Line and thel
costs of operating the Line. In conducting this analysis. I have developed a Forecast Year
based on trafTic from customers on the Line who will continue you use rail service.

2. Forecast Year Traffic. The main customer on the Line, Frigidaire
Corporation moved its facility to South Carolina and Mexico in early 2006 and made its
last shipment over the Line in April 2006. Since Frigidaire stopped using rail service on
the Line, the only user of service has been Crop Production Service (“CPS™). In 2006,
CPS shipped one car in December. CPS has not used rail service on the Line in 2007 or
2008 to date. Therefore, I will calculate the revenues and costs of operation based on the
annual shipment of one carload.

1. Revenue. Revenue generated by CPS on the Line in 2006 was $494.00.

2. Avoidable Costs. In calculating the avoidable costs of operating over the
Line, I will determine the costs of operation and use the costs to maintain the Line
prepared by Mr. Garvin.

a. Costs of Operation. The cost to operate a train on the Line depend on
the amount of time spent on the Line, the numbers of trips on the Line, the number of
employees and their compensation. the number of locomotives used and their cost, the
cost of fuel, and the overhead costs that include general and administrative costs,

depreciation, and thc maintenance of way costs as developed by Mr. Garvin.

101



An average trip to scrve CPS takes about six hours round trip. Each time CPS is
served, it requires two trips. one to drop oft" a car and another to pick up the car. Because
MMRR is serving CPS once per year, MMRR cannot combine trips to pick up and
deliver cars at the same time.

In 2008, there are two people in the train crew serving CPS. | foresee a two
person train crew for at least the next two years, including the Forecast Year. Hourly
wages for each crew member is $17.21 per hour and their benefits are equal to about
71.02 percent of wages. Therefore, for the two six hour trips to CPS, MMRR s employee
costs are $706.38 (2x2x6x17.21x1.7102).

MMRR uses one 2000 horsepower locomotive to serve CPS. Daily rental of the
locomotive from RailAmerica is $114.00. The locomotive burns about 6.5 gallons per
hour based on grade and amount of tonnage being hauled, and for 2007, the average cost
per gallon was $2.27. T do not foresee the cost of fuel dropping in 2008. The locomotive
fuel cost for two six hour trips is $177.06 ((2x6x6.5x2.27) and the locomotive rental is
$57.00 (114x2x6/24)).

Based on the above costs; $706.38 (crew costs) plus $177.06 (locomotive fuel)
plus $57.00 (for locomotive rental) and $470.22 (50% for overhead), the total yearly
costs are $1,410.66

b. Maintenance of Way Costs. Mr. Garvin has developed an annual
maintcnance of way cost of $123,500 for the Line, which I adopt and will use.

¢. Summary of Avoidable Costs. The annual operating costs on the Linc
are $1,410.66. Annual maintenance of way costs on the Linc are $123,500. Total

avoidable costs on the Line are $124,910.66
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3. Avoidable losses. The annual revenue projected for the Line is $494.00.

Annual avoidable costs are $124,910.66. resulting in an avoidable loss of $124,416.66.
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VERIFICATION

I, Robert M. Frelich, Jr., verify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the
United States that the foregoing is true and correct. Further, I certify that T am qualified
and authorized to file this Verified Statement.

\Z Q,AL% |

Executed on February 15, 2008.

Robert M. Frelich, ("
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EXHIBIT H-TODD N. CECIL VERIFIED
STATEMENT
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Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No. 14X)

MID-MICHIGAN RAILROAD, INC.~ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION-
IN KENT, IONIA, AND MONTCALM COUNTIES, Ml

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF TODD N. CECIL

My name is Todd N. Cecil. I am employed as Vice President-Real Estate. for
RailAmerica, Inc., and the Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc. (“MMRR"). My credentials are
provided in the attached Exhibit. The purpose of this statement is to provide the Surface
Transportation Board with the valuation of the real estate on the 24.7-mile rail line
between Lowell. milepost 103.20, and Greenville, milepost 78.50, at the end of the linc in
Kent, Ionia, and Montcalm Counties, MI (the “Line™).

I have negotiated a Memorandum of Understanding (the “MOU™) with the West
Michigan Trails and Greenways Coalition to sell the real estate in the Line and the 15.83-
mile rail line between southeast of Lowell, milepost 137.83, and east of Prairie Center,
milepost 122.00, the end of the line, in Kent and Tonia Counties, Ml for interim trail
use/rail banking. Based on these negotiations, 1 expect to sell both lines for about
$2,300,000. Based on the acreage and other relevant factors, the Line contains about 56
percent of the value in the transaction or $1,288,000. In my professional opinion, this is a

very reasonable valuation for the Line.
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VERIFICATION
I, Todd N. Cecil, verify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United
States that the foregoing is true and correct. Further, I certify that I am qualified and
authorized to file this Verified Statement.

Executed on February 15, 2008.

/

Todd N. Cecil
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EXHIBIT-QUALIFICATIONS OF MR. CECIL

My office address is 1355 Central Parkway South, Suite 700, San Antonio, Texas
78232. I have been employed by RailAmerica since its acquisition of RailTex, Inc. in
February 2000. Prior to that time I was employed by RailTex for seven years {since
February 1993), most recently in the position of Vice President — Real Estate.

My current duties and responsibilities include the management, development and
disposition of the various real estate interests included within RailAmerica’s international
railroad portfolio. These real estate intercsts are located all throughout the U.S., Canada
and Chile. Included in my duties are the appraising of various interests in railroad-owned
real estatc, reviewing the appraisals of others, and handling negotiations for sales, leases,
acquisitions and other real estate transactions.

My prior railroad-related real estate experience consists of ten years with various
subsidiaries of CSX Transportation, Inc. (including Chessie Resources, Inc., CSX
Resources. Inc., Chessie Systems, and CSX Real Property, Inc.) between 1980 and 1990.
During this period I rose through the corporate ranks to the level of Regional Manager,
Great Lakes, with responsibility for the management of all CSX real estate holdings in
Michigan, Ontario, and portions of Indiana and llinois (including Chicago).

Also, for three years between my ecmployment with CSX and RailTex (1990-
1993). I was employed by Trerice Tosto, a metro-Detroit full-service real estate company
in the position of Vice-President of the Appraisal and Consulting Division. During this
time I was involved in the appraisal of many types of income producing propertics

(including industrial. commercial, residential and special purpose properties), and also



provided corridor and other real estate valuation consulting services to railroad and utility

companics.

I am a 1977 graduate of Bowling Green State University (Bowling Green, Ohio)

with a Bachelor of Arts Degree in Geography (Regional Planning). I also eamned a

Master of Arts Degree in Geography from the same university in 1980.

I have successfully completed numerous rcal cstate appraisal courses offered by

the Appraisal Institute (formerly the American Institutc of Real Estate Appraisers)

including:

Real Estate Appraisal Principles

Basic Valuation Procedures

Capitalization Theory and Technique - Part 1
Capitalization Theory and Technique - Part 2
Capitalization Theory and Technique - Part 3
Case Studies in Real Estate Valuation
Valuation Analysis and Report Writing
Investment Analysis

Standards of Professional Practice

Real Estate Disclosure

Litigation Valuation

Internet Search Techniques for Real Estate Appraisers
GIS Applications for Real Estate Appraisal
Appraising From Blueprints and Specifications
Analyzing Operating Expenses

Business Practices and Ethics

In summary, my professional railroad rcal estate experience includes over 20

years of appraising, selling, leasing, and managing railroad properties. Included in this

experience are numerous railroad corridor valuation and disposition projects. These
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properties include numerous railroad corridors and railroad corridor segments (including
urban, suburban, and rural) running through diverse neighborhood types and consisting of
a wide spectrum of highest and best uses.

[ have also prepared and reviewed appraisals and valuation studies of virtually all
types of property (commercial, industrial, residential, special purpose, railroad corridors,
etc.) located 1n over (wenty (20) states located throughout the country, in Canada, and in
Chile.

In addition, over the years I have been involved in negotiating hundreds of
purchase. lease and sale transactions involving railroad real estate properties. This
experience has provided me with unique insight into the value potential of railroad real
estate, the potential motivations of purchasers for these properties, as well as a feel for

the marketability of railroad properties of nearly all potential land uses.
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EXHIBIT I-ROBET DINE VERIFIED STATEMENT



Docket No. AB-364 (Sub-No 14X)

MID-MICHIGAN RAILROAD. INC._ABANDONMENT EXEMPTION-
IN KENT. IONIA, AND MONTCALM COUNTIIES. MI

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF ROBERT DINE

My name is Robert Dine. | am employcd as Assistant General Manager, for the
Mid-Michigan Railroad, Inc. ("MMRR™). My address is 432 East Grove Street,
Greenville, M1 48838. The purpose of this statement is to confirm that thc last traffic to
move over the 24.7-mile rail linc between Lowell, milepost 103.20, and Greenvilic,
milepost 78.50, at the end of the linc in Kent, lonia, and Montcalm Counties. MI (the
“Linc™) occurred in December 2006.

1 am responsible for all operations on the MMRR. Part of my responsibility is to
be aware of the traffic moving over all of the Iines the MMRR. 1 have revicwed the
MMRR s records and can conclude that no traffic moved over the Line in 2007 and none
has moved so far in 2008. In addition. the beginning of the abandonment in Lowell is
north of any existing shippers who use the Line so that they will continue to receive

service afier the Line is abandoned.
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VERIFICATION
I, Robert D. Dine, verify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United
Statcs that the foregoing is true and correet. Further, I certify that 1 am qualified and
authonzed to file this Venficd Statement.

Executed on February 8, 2008.

e et

- ! ) \
Q - I- s " .. ¥
Robert D. Dine
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EHHIBIT J-COLOR EXHIBITS
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Greenville 81.10

Bridge Inspection Report .
Mid-Michigan Rallway 3 X
Greenville \
— Michigan
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
inspection [ Dyate: may 22,2008 | I==RSAN = 3
imber Trestie Structure ¥y
_Structure PT Deck Typ | Bailast | Crossing | River . -
#Spans| 13 Length] 176 Access | < 1/2 mile
# Tracks_ 1 __Height FlowDr| R-L Greenville 81.10
Year Built | 1943 Alighment C Flat River
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Falr ___ Stnngers|_ Poor Bndge Seats/Caps| _Bad
Channel/Road|  Poor __ || Floor Beams 1 Abuts/Backwalls] Poor _
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab| _||_Pers, Towers, Bents| Poor
Dack Top Flange Misc B
Ties Fair Bottom Flange ___ _Guard Rail
Tie Spacers| Web/Diagonals| -
Track Fair ___Beanng Stiffners _
Footwak| Bracng|
" Handral Beanngs Overall Rating: Poor
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes: _ _ -
_P11-P12 | - Bent 11 cap crushing - urgent replacement still required _

_| - Bent 8 - piles 2 and 6 punky - other piles sound OK

——

- Bent 11 - urgent plie cap replacement from last year not 'yet done - cap crushin

|- Bent 8 - piles 2 and 6 punky (piles 4 and 5 seem to be OK)

F

P10
i Delcan 2005 Notes:
P01 - Approaches Iow
P06-P0O9
_ ___ | -Bent7-piles 2and 3 punky, plle 4 OK __
- _|Delcan 2004 Notes:
PO - Approaches uneven
P03 - Ballast deck ties OK
P04

- Inspected under traffic - no pumping evident near first approach

"| - Bent 7 - pile 2 hollow, pile 6 OK

- Bent 6 - pile 4 hollow, plle 6 OK

-Bent 8 - - piles 2, 4 and 5 are punky near waterline

-Bent 9 -pile 6 punky near waterline

- Bent 10 - pile 4 Is punky near waterline

~| - Debris in channel on right

- Bent 11 - plle cap crushed - urgent replacement required

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

Description

_|Replace pile cap on bent 11 - $5,000

Post bent 8 - piles 2 and 6 - $5,000

s |Post bents - $20,000
_ Bandlng program m for bent 14 pillecap

Printed 28/07/2006

Page 15 of 31
123

Delcan Inc



Greenville 81.60

- Bridge Inspection Report - Er ot
] Mid-Michigan Railway
Greenville
Michigan
Inspected By: Stan Relmer
inspection Date: May 22, 2006 — | BELCAN 7
Steel Structure (Girders/Beams e
Structure| DPG |  DeckTyp'| Open | Crossing | Stream - el
#Spans| 2 _ Length| 100 Access | < 1/2 mile - —
_# Tracks 1 Heght| | FlowDr| R-L | Greenville 81.60
Year Built | 1910 Alignment T Stream
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Fair Stnngers| || _ Bndge Seats/Caps| Falr
Channel/Road Fair Floor Beams| Fair Abuts/Backwalls| Poor
Approach Fair Glrdersrl'russISIab _Fair__ || Piers, Towers, Bents| Poor
Deck . Top Flange Fair visc
Ties (Open Deck) Fair _Bott_gm I_-'_Ignge _Fair__ Guard Rail A
__Te Spacers|_ __ Fair Web/Diagonals| Fair_ |
_ _____Track| _ _Fair _ || _ BeanngStffners| Fair I
_ _Foolwalk Bracing| Fair
Handrail Beanngs]| Falr Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes: o
_ P01 __| -First approach a bit low this year —
P03 | - Open deck - 12 - 12 reject ties this year
P09 | -Pier 1 - right side - monitoring cracking -OKfornow
| |Delcan 2005 Notes: ___ - '
- Approaches OK o -
_ - /99 reject ties (6%) o _
__ __ |Delcan 2004 Notes: o
Po1__ | - Approaches a bit low o
P03 |-5/M9rejectties (%) - _
P12,P08 | - Pier 1 - crack below right bearing on upmile face only - monitor _ ]
P08 -Abutment1 rlght bearing seat - some cracking at previous repalr - monltor _

— |UmA 2003 Notes:
12199 ties po poor. E Extensive delamlnation of abutment 1 concrete. Backwall Is

Description

irs to pler and abutment #1.
MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

horizontally cracked 1/2" In 2 locations. Pler 1 concrete Is scaling. Plan on concrote

Crack on upmileage face of Pier 1

Printed 28/07/2006
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Greenville 87.40

i Bridge Inspection Report ; el
. [Mid-Michigan Railway ' < Gad
", |Greenville rf'
Michigan
Inspected Stan Reimer
Ins ectlonBDyate_ May 22, 2006 — | DELCAN
imber Trestle Structure with Steel Mainspan(s
Structure | PT/DPG | _ DeckTyp| Open | Crossing| River
# Spans 7 Length 186 Access'| < 1/2 mile
# Tracks 1 — " Height FlowDrr | — Greenville 87.4
Year Built|{ 1914 Alignment T Flat River
General Superstructure Substructure P
Scour Falr | _ Stnngers| Poor ||  Bndge Seats/Caps| Fair
Channel/Road Fair _ Floor Beams _ Abuts/Backwalls|  Fair
Approach Fair grde_rsﬂ' Truss/Slab]  Fair Piers, Towers, Bents| Fair
Deck B - Top Flangel Fair [[Misc
Ties (Open Deck) Poor Botiom Flange] Fair_ GuardRall]
Tie Spacers Fair I Web/Diagonals| Falr _ .
Track Fair —_Beanng Stiffners| _Fair__|| L
- ~_Footwalk | _Bracing| Fair
Handrail Bearings| Fair Overall Rating: Falr
COMMENTS

Photo # {Remarks
| Deican 2006 Notes: _

P12 |- Span 7 - stringer 1 rotten and beglnnlng_ to crush - other stringers OK for rnow_
| PO5,P06 | - Span 1 - stringers 2 and 8 split but OK for now - -
P03 |- Open deck on DPG mainspans - 18 reject ties on malnspans

Delcan 2005 Notes:
- Approaches OK
- 18/99 reject ties (18%)_
- Span 1 - stringers 2 and 8 split
- Span 7 - Stringer 1 rotten __
Delcan 2004 Notes:
_P01_ | -Approaches mgh
P03 |- 17/99 reject ties (17%)
_P04_ |- Ballast deck ties on approach spans poor
P12_ |- Span 1 - stringer 2 splitting vertically

Printed 28/07/2006 Page 17 of 91 Delcan Inc
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Greenville 88.20

Bridge Inspection Report ~a X}e
MId-MIchIgan Railway
Greenville
inspected B :tI: mna? i I
ns y: n Reimer
inspection Date: May 22,2006 | DELCAN e
Steel Structure {(Girders/Beams
Structure jteel Tres Deck Typ ( _Ballast | Crossing | River
[ # Spans 17 Length 225 Access | Road _
_# Tracks 1 — Heght| Flow Dir Greenville 88.20
YearBuilt| 1918 Alignment C Fiat River
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Fair__ Stnngers] Good || Bridge Seats/Caps| Fair
Channel/Road Fair ) Floor Beams Abuts/Backwalls| Falr
roach| Fair Girders/Truss/Slab| Piers, Towers, Bents|  Fair
Dack Top Flange Misc
Ties (Open Deck) Good Bottom Flange Guard Rail
Tie Spacers Good Web/Diagonals _
_ Track Good Beanng Stiffners I |
_Footwalk Bracing|  Fair
Handrail Beanngs QOverall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes: o
= No change in condition since 2005
_ - Since major repairs were relatively recent, detalled Inspection of piles not yet rqd
— | Deican 2005 Notes: — . ]
- No changes since 2004 inspection _ _ _
Delcan 2004 Notes: _ -
P01 - Approaches OK }
P06 - Steol frame be bents Instatled on cut timber piles - sill p plates at varying elevations
P05,P07 | - Bents 4 and 16 not replaced after fire -
P02 | - Open deck - all ties are new and in good condition _
o UMA 2003 Notes: )
This bridge was burned down 2 years ago and repaired by steel frame bents and
stecl stringers. New deck. All fair. No action required
_ MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS
Urgency [Description
I No actlon necessary _ —
L
Pnnted 28/07/2006 Page 18 of 91 Delecan Inc
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Greenville 89.30

_
Bridge Inspection Report

Mid-Michigan Rallway

Greenville
— Michigan <3
inspected By: Stan Reimer 2
inspection Date: | May 22, 2006 DELCAN S
Timber Trestle Structure with Steel Mainspan(s
Structure | PT/Beam Deck Typ | _Open _| Crossing| River
_# Spans 17 Length 277 | Access | Road _
# Tracks 1 Height FlowDr| R-L | Greenville 89.30
Year Built ? Alignment T Flat River
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Fair Stnngers| Poor Bridge Seats/Caps| Poor
Channel/Road|  Fair || _Floor Beams | Abuts/Backwalls|  Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab Piers, Towers, Bents| Poor
Deck Top Flange Misc
Ties (Open Deck) Fair Bottom Flange Guard Rail -
Tie Spacers Fair Web/Diagonals
Track Fair Beanng Stiffners
Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Poor
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2008 Notes: _
P08 |- Span 1 sinkhole in ballast deck i
P06 | - Stringer 1 in span 1 - recently replaced - new stringer width is less
P11,P12 | - Timber sill plates of bents 12 and 13 are on concrete slabs $0 not as urgent
Delcan 2005 Notes: _ _
I P02 - Bent 3 cap replaced —
| PO3_ | -Span1 -stringer 1 replaced -
P12 | - Stringer 1 crushing over bent 16 (not bent 18)

Delcan 2004 Notes:

_ P01 |-Approachesabitlow
P03 - 0/28 reject ties (0%) for beam span
P22,P23 | - Ballast deck ties poor
P04 |- Sinkhole through ballast trough floor near bent 2
P05,P06 | - Span 1 - stringer 1 crushing and rotating out at bent 1 - to be replaced
P09,P10 | - Bent 3 pile cap crushing - urgent replacement _
P11 - Most bents are steel pipe piles with concrete plle caps - debris in river on right
P12 | - Stringer 2 from bents 3 to 5 - end rot _
P13 | - Bent 5 - timber blocking on concrete caps is rotting _
P14 - Bent 13 - timber sill plate rotten and to be replaced
P16 - Bent 14 - timber sill plate rotten and to be replaced
P16,P17 | - Bent 14 - pile cap starting to t 4 is rotten and hollow

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

Urgency |Description
1 year |Replace stringer 1 over bent 16 - $5,000
3 years |Replace sill plates for bents 13 and 14 - $10,000
3 years |Replace plle caps for bents 1, 14 and 16 -$15,000 _

Printed 28/07/2006 Page 19 of 91
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Greenville 89.31

Bridge Inspection Report

.! MId-MIchIgan Rallway
$4.c.|Greenville v o
e aza]Michigan
Inspected B_y Stan Reimer DELCAN =
Ingpection Date: “May 22, 2006
O/H Highway Structure
Structure | OH Via Deck Typ- = _ | Crossing{ Hwy
# Spans 0 Length 0 Access | Road —_—
#Tracks’| 1 __Height — | FlowDrr Greenville 89.31
Year Built ? Algnment T Hwy. M-44 O/H Via
General Superstructure P Substructure B
Scour Falr Strngers __Bridge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road|  Good _ ||~ FloorBeams| [ Abuts/Backwalls R
Approach|” Fair __Girders/Truss/Slab] Good || Piers, Towers, Bents| Good
Dack L Top Flange Misc
Ties (Open Deck)|__ Bottom Flange| Guard Rail] _
Tie Spacers| _ Web/Diagonals — A1
_ Track ___ Beaning Stiffners N
Footwalk Good _ Bracing
Handrail Bearings Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS
Photo # |[Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes:

- No change In condition since 2005

Delcan 2005 | Notes

Dalcan 2004 Notes:

UMA 2003 Notes:

- No change in condition since 2004

- Concrete deck on steel girders_

- Not inspected

Description

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

Printed 28/07/2006
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Greenville 91.60

~ Bridge Inspection Report
ﬁ Mid-Michigan Rallway
— Greenville :
— Michigan
inspected By: Stan Relmer -y .
iﬁsp_ectlon Dyate: May 22, 2006 | DELCGAN 1
imber Trestle Structure BXE 3 "
Structure | PT _ _Deck Typ | _Ballast | Crossing | Stream 3 ', G
#Spans| 6 | _ length 82 Access | Road _ _
# Tracks 1 Height| FlowDrr] R-L Greenville 91.60
Year Built ? ~ Alignment T Stream
General P Superstructure Substructure
Scour|] Fair || _ Stnngers| Fair Bndge Seats/Caps| Poor
Channel/Road| _ Fair FloorBeams|] _ |  Abuts/Backwalls| Falr
roach| Fair __Girders/Truss/Slabl| || Piers, Towers, Bents| _Bad
Deck Top Flange| Misc
Ties Fair Bottom Flange 1 Guard Rail
___Te Spacers “ Web/Diagonals| _
Track Fair _ ]|__ _Beanng Stiffners — — 4
Footwak| Bracing| Fair
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS
Photo # [Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes:

- this bridge has urgent work that has not been done

|_ _Po4_ |-Bent1-stumps 1 and 5 are rotten _ _
P05 - Bent 2 - piles 3 and 4 are posted, plles 1, § and 6 are rotten - - urgent repair rqd
“POB__ | -Bent4 - piles 1,2, 3 and 6 are reject - needs framing too o
| P09,P10 | - Bent 7 pile cap is rotten on left o _
Delcan 2005 Notes: .
P03 | -Bent1-stump 4 s rotten _
P04 | -Bent2-plles 1, 2, 5 and 6 are rotten - frame bent now o
P07 _|-Bent§-piletis gone, piles 2 3 and 4 are punky _
P0S-P10 | - Bent 7 - plle cap rotten o o
Delcan 2004 Notes: . _ _
_P01__ | - Approaches OK o -
- Ballast deck ties OK .
_ P06__ | -Bent2-plles 1, 2 and 5 are hollow, piles 3 and 4 are posted -
P07 _ |- Bent 3 - Pile 4 completely hollow o
P08,P10 | - Bent 4 - pile 3 is rotten near waterllne. _plle 2 is punky _
P11 ~-Bent 5 - plle 1 Is crushed, others sound punky - frame within 1 year
P16,P18 | - Bant 6 - pile cap split and to be banded, post 1 s spllt and to be banded

i | -Bent7 - pile cap Is

is split on right

Description

nt |[Framebents 2, 4and 5 - $30 000

Printed 28/07/2006

Replace bont 7 pule cap - ss 000
Banding Program - Bent 6 - cap and post1

Consider replacement with culvert for $35,000

Page 21 of 91
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Greenville 91.70

v Bridge Inspection Report
"[Mid-Michigan Rallway
fiei i [Greenville

Lkd Mlchlgan

Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Inspection TJEta:— May 22, 2006 — 1 DELCAN ;
Culvert
Structure ' x 12' RCE  Deck Typ - Crossing [ Stream
# Spans 1 Length 13 Access | Road _
#Tracks 1 — Height | FlowDr| R-L _ Greenville 91.70
Year Built ? Alighment T Culvert
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Fair __Stnngers Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road| __Fair Floor Beams| Abuts/Backwalls| _ Fair
roach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab|  Fair Piers, Towars, Bents
Deck Top Flange Misc
___Tes (Open Deck) : :Bonom Flange _ __Guard Rall _
___Te Spacers | _WebDiagonais| |} -
Track|  _Fair Beanng Stiffners N
Footwalk| f Bracing|
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS

Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes: =
_P01-P04 | - No change in condition since 2005

Delcan 2005 Notes:

= No change In condition since 2004

Delcan 2004 Notes:

| P01 ) - Approaches OK
P06 | - Good condition but overgrown

UMA 2003 Notes:

- Not inspected _ __

Urgency |Description

No action necessary

Printed 28/07/2006 Page 22 of 91 Delcan Inc
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Greenville 94.70

Bridﬁslnspectlon Report
id-Michigan Railway
. reenville
2 5 Michigan e
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Flspoctlon Date: May 22, 2006 OELCAN
Steel Structure (Girders/Beams
Structure pon Bridg Deck Typ - Crossing | Stream
# Spans 0 Length 0 Access | Road
#Tracks | 1 Height FlowDir| Greenville 84.70
Year Built ? Alignment T Road Bridge
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Stringers . _J. Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road I Floor Beams Abuts/Backwalls
Approach Girders/T russ/Slab Piers, Towers, Bents
Deck Top Flange __Misc
Ties {Open Deck) Bottom Flange Guard Rall
Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals n _
B Track __ Beanng Stiffners
Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Poor
COMMENTS

Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2008 Notes: _
P03 | - Timber bearing biocks for rail stringers are rotting at ends - OK for now

Delcan 2005 Notes:
- No change In condition since 2004
Delcan 2004 Notes:

P01 | - This Is a road bridge adjacent to and crossing the tracks
_ PO4 - Superstructure is steel ralls on top of timber abutments, timber deck
- Consider closing this bridge or turning It over to road agency
- Otherwise, consider replacing with a culvert when bridge starts to fail
- Bridge is posted for 15 tons
UMA 2003 Notes:
- Not inspected

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

Description
No action necessary

Printed 28/07/2006 Page 23 of 91 Delcan Inc.
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Greenville 95.50

- Brltige Inspection Report
Mid-Michigan Railway
k\ Greenville
Michigan
Inspected B Stan Reimer b
inspection Dyate May 22, 2006 DELCAN I
imber Trestle Structure
Structure | PT Deck Typ | Ballast | Crossing | Stream
#Spans|_ 1 | Length 13 Access | < 1/2 mile
_# Tracks 1 Height FlowDr| R-L Greenville 95.50
Year Built| 1929 ~Alignment T Cattle Pass
General B Superstructure Substructure
Scour Fair _ Stnngers| Poor [  Bndge Seats/Caps| Fair __
Channel/Road! _ Fair Floor Beams _Abuts/Backwalls) Falr
Approach Fair Girders/T _rt_:_sslSlab‘ Piers, Towers, Bents| Poor
Deck B TopFlange] ~  |Misc
_ Ties Fair Bottom Fiange| - Guard Rall|]
Tie Spacers|_ Web/Diagonals -
_ Track] _ Fair_ Beanng Stiffners| — —
Footwalk] __Eraclngﬂ
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Poor
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
___|Delcan 2006 Notes: _ .
P05 | - Stringer 5 rotten at bent 1 . .
P06 | - Bent 1 cap rotten on left .
=Bent 1 plles 2 2 and 4 are rotten, plle 3 is posted .
— “|Deican 2005 Notes: . o
POB - Stringer 5 Is rotten o _
P03-P04 - Bent 1 pile cap rotten _ o
P05 | -Bent 1 - piles 2 and 4 are hollow _ —
Delcan 2004 Notes:_ _ _
P01 _| - Approaches s 0K . _
- Ballast deck tles s OK L
| - Bent 1 - piles 2 and 4 holiow_ —
- Bent 1 cap starting to rot on left _ . -
“Jjuma 2003 Notes:
Bent 2 was replaced with a frame bent. Bent 1 cap 1 Is rotted on left side. € 9-8x16

stringers. Piles 2 & 4 are hollow at top. Pile 3 is posted. Bent 1 needs to be

Description

framed within 3 rs

Frame bent 1 - $10,000

“|Replace Stringers $10,000

Printed 28/07/2006
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Greenville 97.90

B _ Bridge Inspection Report
; 2 -[Mid-Michigan Raliway
"l IGreenville
e Pt [Michigan )
Inspected By: Stan Reimer g
tion Date: May 22, 2006 DE
Structure §'x8'RCH Deck Typ - Crossing_ ety
# Spans 0 Length 0 Access | < 1/2 mlle _ —
| #Tracks | _ 1 _ Height FlowDr| R-L Greenviile 98.00
Year Built ____Alignment c ] Culvert
General BESREHZIYIE Superstructure JREHSIE= Substructure JEIFI
Scour, Fair _Stnngers Bndge Seats/Caps|__ _
Floor Beams|_ Abuts/Backwalls| _ Falr
Approach| Fair Girders/Truss/Slab|  Falr Piers, Towers, Bents
ok IEGEE Top Flangs ]
| Ties (Open Deck) [ Bottom Flange
Tie Spacers L Web/Diagonals
Track Falr Bearnng Stiffners
Footwalk _ Bracing
| Handrail Beanngs Falr
_ COMMENTS _ |
Photo # |Remarks
___ ___|Delcan 2006 Notes: - .
P01-P04 | - No change in condition since 2005 _
___ ___| -Overgrown with brush .
Deican 2005 Notes: _ —
_ = No change In condition since 2004 —
Deican 2004 Notes: _
P01 | - Approaches OK |
P02 | - Some spalling in headwall of outlet on left i

UMA 2003 Notes:
- Not inspected

Description

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

No action necessary

Pninted 28/07/2006
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Greenville 99.50

Bridge Inspection Report M S
Mid-Michigan Railway y e e
Greenville L
Michigan Nt
Inspected By:  _ |Stan Reimer DELCAN
Inspection Date: May 22, 2008
Timber Trestle Structure ey
‘Structure [ PT Deck Typ.[ Ballast | Crossing | Stream T
# Spans 1 Length 13 Access | < 1/2 mile
#Tracks| 1 Height FlowDr| R-L Greenville 99.50
Year Built| 1929 Algnment| T Cattle Pass
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour| _  Fair Stnngers| Fair § Bndge Seats/Caps| Falr
Channel/Road|  Fair Floor Beams _||__  Abuts/Backwalls| Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab Piers, Towers, Bents| Poor
Dack ~___ TopFlange Misc
—  __ Ties| Fair Bottom Flange| GuardRaill]
Tie Spacers| Web/Diagonals -
Track Fair __Beanng Stffners ( I
Footwalk Bracing
Handrail T Beanngs Overall Rating: Falr
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes: —_
_P01-P05 | - No change In condition since 2005 -

Delcan 2005 Notes:
- No change in condition since 2004
Delcan 2004 Notes:

- Approaches OK

- Ballast deck ties OK

- Bent 2 - pile 3 spiit and to be banded

UMA 2003 Notes:

9-8x16 stringers. Bent 2 pile 1 needs to be on plan to post. Both caps are fair.

Ballast are tipping.

Description

Banding program - bent 2, pile 3

Printed 28/07/2008
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Greenville 99.60

Bridge Inspection Report

Greenville
Mlchlgan

Mid-Michigan Rallway

Inspected Ey:

Stan Reimer

Inspe

tion Date:

May 22, 2006

imber Trestle Structure

Structure
# Spans

Deck Typ

Crossing

1 Length

13 Access.

# Tracks

Height

Flow Dir

Year Built

Channel/Road

Alignment
GIFIF/B

Scour

T

Stnngers

Cattle Pass
Substructure

Floor Beams

___ __
Greenville 99.60

[ Bndge Seals/Caps| Fair _
Abuts/Backwalls| Falr
i Piers, Towers, Bents| Bad

GIFIPIB

Approach Girders/Truss/Slab
ek IERRE Top Flange EI_ GIFIP/B
. __Ties Bottom Flange Guard Rail
Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals
Track Fair Beanng Stiffners
Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Bearing
COMMENTS _
Photo # |Remarks
_|Deican 2006 Notes:
_P04,P06 | - Stringer 1 is hollow and stringer 9 sounds punky - other stringers are OK
POS - Bent 1 - plles 1, 2, 4 and 5 are hollow andJor rotten - needs framing _
Delcan 2005 Notes:
P06,P06 | - Stringer 1 and 9 are rotten
_ P04 - Bent 2 - piles 1, 2, 4 and § are hollow
1 |Delcan 2004 Notes:
P01 - Approaches OK
P02 | - Ballast deck tles OK i}
P04 | -Bent2 -plie 8 hollow )
P05 - Bent 1 - plle 4 punky _
P06,P07 | - Stringers discolored, stringer 8 starting to rot B
_|UMA 2003 Notes:
Bent 1 plle 4 Is hollow. Bent 2 plle 1 Is bad; 2,4 & 5 are hollow, 3 Is fair; 6 Is solid.
Stringer 8 Is hollow. Bent 2 needs to be framed within 1 year. _
____MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS ]
| Urgency |Description
_1year_|Frame bent 2 - $10,000
3 years |Replace 2 stringers - $10,000 _ .
Pnnted 28/07/2006 Page 27 of 91
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Greenville 99.85

- Bridge Inspection Report
.Mid-Michigan Rallway
" {Greenvllle
% Michigan
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Inspectlon Date: May 22, 2006 DELCAN
Culvert
Structure | CMP Deck Typ - Crossing | Stream
I # Spans’ 0 Length 0 Access | Road _
# Tracks 1 Height FlowDrr | _ R-L Greenville 98.85
Year Built ? Ahgnment T Culvert
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Fair Stnngers Bridge Seats/Caps _
Channel/Road Falr Floor Beams __ Abuts/Backwalls| Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab| Fair Piers, Towers, Bents
Deck Top Flange Misc
Ties (Open Deck) Bottom Flange Guard Rail
Tie Spacers | Web/Diagonals
i Track Falr | Bearing Stiffners
Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
Delcan 2006 Notes:
| -No change In condition since 2006 .
Delcan 2005 Notes: )
| | =Nochange in condition since 2004
Delcan 2004 Notes: —
PO1 - Approaches OK } _
- Pipe culvert
UMA 2003 Notes:
- Not inspected ) i
Urgency |Description
_ No actlon necessary . i
L.
Pnnted 28/07/2008 Page 28 of 91 Delcan Inc
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Bridge Inspection Report

Greenville 99.90

:JMid-Michigan Rallway

Greenville
b 5505 s, IMichigan
Inspected By: Stan Reimer
Inspection Date: May 22, 2008 DELCAN
Culvert
Structure |  CMP Deck Typ - Crossing | Stream
# Spans 0 Length 0 Access | Road
#Tracks| 1| Heght FlowDr | R-L Greenviile 99.90
Year Built ? Algnment T Culvert
General P/B Superstructure Substructure
Scour Falr Stnngers Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road Fair I ___Floor Beams Abuts/Backwalls| Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab ) Fair Piers, Towers, Bents
Deck Top Flange Misc
Ties (Open Deck) Bottom Flange _ Guard Rail
Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals . I
Track Fair Beanng Stiffners .
__ __Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Fair
COMMENTS
Photo # |Remarks
_|Delcan 2006 Notes:

- No change in condition since 2006

Delcan 2006 Notes: L
- No change In condition since 2004
Delcan 2004 Notes:

- Approaches OK

- Pipe culvert

UMA 2003 Notes:

- Not Inspected

P04

MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

Descrlpt=ion
No action necessary I

Urgency

Printed 28/07/2006
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Greenville 103.00

Bridge Inspection Report

4., [Mid-Michigan Rallway : Mol T i
32 Greenville S
D s 3 !Ichlgan
Inspected By: Stan Relmer
inspection Date: May 22, 2006 DELCAN d
Culvert 2, P78 ;
Structure | CMP Deck Typ - Crossing | Stream |w2es __@-'ﬁ, ;
# Spans L Length 0 Access | < 1/2 mile - -
# Tracks 1 Height _ FlowDrr| L-R Greenville 103.00
Year Built ? Ahgnment T Culvert
General Superstructure Substructure
Scour Falr Stnngers Bndge Seats/Caps
Channel/Road Falr Floor Beams [____Abuts/Backwalls| Fair
Approach Fair Girders/Truss/Slab| Fair Piers, Towers, Bants
Deck Top Flange Misc
Ties (Open Deck) Bottom Flange Guard Rail
Tie Spacers Web/Diagonals _
Track| _ _ Fair Beanng Stiffners
Footwalk Bracing
Handrail Beanngs Overall Rating: Falr
COMMENTS

Photo # |Remarks
Deican 2008 Notes:
P01-P04 | - No change in condition since 2005

Delcan 2005 Notes:

= No change in condition since 2004
Delcan 2004 Notes:

P01 - Approaches OK
- Twin pipes
UMA 2003 Notes:
- Not inspected

—— MAINTENANCE RECOMMENDATIONS

Urgency |Description
No action necessary

Prnted 28/07/2006 Page 30 of 91 Delcan Inc
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