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information provided by VISTA does riot indicate that these sites have adversely affectec
the rail segment.

6.3.2.6 Vransportation

This line is served by a train operating seven days a week between Madison
and South Pekin, lliinois. It also carries coal trains from the Monterrey mine which, after
the merger, wou!d be interchanged to the Norfalk Southern at DeCamp. The line was used
in 1954 to transport 26 passenger raii cars which were repaired at a facility in
Edwardsville. There are no alternatives available to divert this traffic.

The effect of abandoning the Edwardsville to Madison line would be to
eliminate the existing rail car shipments. Since it is not possible to divert these shipments
to trucks, there would be no effects on the local highway system.

6.3.3 Fotential Environmental impacts of No-action Alternative

Under the no-action alternative, the overhead traffic on this segment would
be rerouted to another UP/SP line. As such, there would be no new potential
environmentai impacts.

6.4 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

To assist in assessing the potentiai environmental impacts of the proposed

UP/SP merger, Dames & Moore sent letters requesting information to various Federal,
siate, and local agencies. In these letters, information was requested for the areas of: air
quality, noise, land use. biological and water resources, historic and cultural resources,
transportation systems, energy, and public health and safety. Copies of all
correspondence received and telephone conversation notes recorded in response to the
requests for inicrmation are included in Part 8 of this Environmental Repor:.

There are three segments proposad for abandonment in lilincis. For abandonments

in this state, the following agencies responded: lilinois Department of Conservation,




Natural Resources Conservation Service, COE (Rock Island District), and U.S. Fish and

Wildiife Service (Rock Island, IL field office).
A summary of comments received through October 30, 1995 is listed below.
The USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service provided a list of
threatened and endangered species found within Madison County, lllinois.
They state that because of the area covered from DeCamp to Madison (300
square milzs) and because of the diverse topography it dissects, the
potential for disturbance to threatened and endangered species was high.
They additionally provided copies of USGS topographic sheeis and
indicated five environmentally sensitive areas and refuges within five miies.
There may also be wetland and other natural habitats for these species

within these corridors. They stated that they know of no other major

environmental concerns related to this proposed abandonment.

The Rock Island field office of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service provided
information concerning species that are listed or proposed to be listed, and
which may be present in the area of proposed action within Menard,
Sangamon, Macoupin or Madiscn counties of lllinois.

The lllinois Department of Conscnratinn axamined the lllinois Natural
Heritage Database and reported known occurrences of threatened or
endangered species, lilinois Nature Preserves, and lllinois Natural Area
Inventory sites associated with portions of these abandonments. They
stated that, as autiior.. ¢~ by the lllinois Endangered Species Protection Act,
a preposed land-altering action cannot start until the completion of the
consultation process.

The Natural Resources Conservation Service, Carlinville office stated that

several plant and animal species listed as threatened or endangered occur
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in the project area of Macoupin County. Specifically, the pondhorn mussel
(Uniomerus tetralasmus) was sited; however, no direct or indirect impacts
from the abandonment was identified. Three areas of land, identified as
wetlands were stated to be adjacent to project areas. U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers permits are required if wetlands are manipulated. Additionally,
areas of trees and native prairie grasses near ine railway were characterized
as valuable habitat. No nearby refuges were identified. A potential for
improved farmland drainage, when abandoned track and beds are removed,
was recegnized. Permission from the NRCS is needed on a case by case
basis, if drainage is to be improved. Conservation plans may need to be
developed for sioping areas of track bed if they are to be conveited to
cropland.

The Rock Island District of the U.S. Army Corps of Eng'neers, Plannirg
Department, stateu /.at the declared abandonment lines do not involve COE
administered land. They stated that no Federal levee systems would be
impacted; however, details on bridge structure abandonment on the Barr-
Girard line (over the Sagamon River) were requested. Contact information
to coordinate impacts to historic properties as well as federally listed

endangered species was given.
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TABLE 6-1

LAND USE INFORMATION ALONG SEGMENTS
PROPOSED FOR ABANDONMENT IN ILLINOIS

: e :

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Structures Near Site Occurrence Within
Length in
Within 500 Urbanized Prime Coasta
‘;mina Land Uses Feet Areas ‘sz Farmiand | | Zone
Barr - Girard | Cropland pasture, commercial and 194 0 No No
services, other urban or built-up land,
residential, mixed urban or built-up land,
deciduous forest land, confined feeding
operations
"3 Camp - Cropland and pasture, residential, 171 0 No No
Edwardsville | deciduous forest iand
Edwardsville | Residential, industrial, forested wetland or 259 12,300 No No
- Madison nonforested wetland, streams and canals,
commercial, transportation, cropland and
pasture, deciduous forest land
L T e T S T T =zl
=
[lMPA\CTS .
Segment Compatible with Surrounding Land Loss of Prime Farmiand
Uses
Barr - Girard Yes - Not significant No - Not significant
I DeCamp - cdwardsviile Yes - Not significant No - Not significant I
I Edwardsville - Madison Yes - Not sian icant o No - Not sg‘ nificant I
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TABLE 6-2

WATER RESCURCES AND WETLANDS INFORMATION
ALONG SEGMENTS PROPOSED FOR ABANDONMENT IN ILLINOIS

Barr-Girard

Number Alonggn Segment 1
Intercepted by the Adjacent to the

of Water Rowurt:o1

Biue-line streams

Waterbodies

0
Canals, cuiverts, ditches )

DeCamp-Edwardsville

Blue-line streams

Waterbodies

Edwardsviile-Madison

Waterbodies

Blue-line streams

Waterbodies

Wetlands

Tidal channels

Canals, culverts,
ditches

0
Blue-line streams 3
0
5

Canals, cuiverts, ditches

permanent and intermittent wa‘ercourses, including creeks, streams,
rivers, washes, and sloughs

permanent and intermittent bodies of standing water including ponds,
lakes, reservoirs, rayous, catchments, and beaver ponds

areas depicted with the USGS wetland symbol, primarily including
marshes and v/et meadows

tidal channels including iniets, harbors, bays, and sloughs subject 1o
tidal influences

human-made water conveyances




TABLE 6-3

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION
ALONG SEGMENTS PROPOSED FOR ABANDONMENT IN ILLINGIS

EXISTING CONDITIONS:

Vegatation Types Known and Potential Critical Hapitat Parks, Forests,
Segment Along and Adjacent | Occurrence of Rare, Threatened Along the Rrfuges,
to the Segment and Endangered Spacies Segment Sanct .aries V. ithin
5 Miles

Barr to Girard * Rudera! Loggerhead shrike Lincoin - New Salem
Baid eagle iate Park
Indiana bat
Prairie fringed orchid

DeCamp to Fat pocketbook mussel Cahokia Mounds
Edwardsville and Butterfiy mussai State Park (near
Edwardsville 1o Elaphant-ear mussel Edwardsvilie to
Madison Ebonyshell mussel Madiscn)
Pallid sturgeon

Lake sturgeon

Sturgeon chub

Bigeye shiner

Eastern massasauga
Illinois chorus frog
Timber rattiesnake

Great Plains rat . nake
Upiand sandpiper
Red-shouldered hawk
Little blue heron

Snowy egret

Peregrine falcon
Biack-crowned night-heron
Bewick's wren
Yellow-headed blackbird
Least tern

Great egret

Common moorhen
Pied-billed grebe

King rail

Indiana bat

Gray bat

Decurrent false aster
Hill's thistle

Large ground plum
Prairie fringed orchid
Prairie spiderwort

Royal catchfly

Sour dock

Spring ladies' tresses




TABLE 6-3

(concluded)
P
EXISTING CONDITIONS: j
POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO: Bl
Vegetation Types/ Rare, Threatened and Critical Habitat Parks, Forests,
Segment Wildlife Habitats Endangerad S_pocin Refuges,

Barr tc Girard Not significant + _Prairie fringed orchid" nNone None
DeCamp to Not significant » Hill's thistle* None None
Edwardsville and * large ground plum*
Edwardsville to + Prairie fring »d orchid*
Madison *» Prairie sy~ arwort*

+ Royal catchfly*

» Sour dock”

* Spring ladies’ tresses*

+  Whitlow grass

* Potentia. impacts may not exist for these species as visual confirmation has not been completed. It is assumed that salvage
operations would be limited to the existing ROW. Therefore, impacts 1o rare, threatened, and endangered spacies, as viell as to

parks, forests, refuges, and sanctuaries wouki be negligible. Abandonment of the rail iines would result in

resources.
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TABLE 6-4

HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE ISSUES ALONG
SEGMENTS PROPOSED FOR ABANDONMENT IN ILLINOIS

ERTmEn S

Right-of-Way Issues ' Adjacent ls>ues (Within 500 Feet) Area Issues (Unmappable Sites)

Onsite ‘
LUST COMMENTS CERCLIS CERCLIS ERNS |SWLF

Barr - - None
Girard, IL

Decamp - - CNW Rail Line at mile post
Edwardsville?, IL 116.6 reported a gasoline spill
{1987).

Edwardsville - - None
Madison?, iL L

'~ Issues identified tnrough VISTA database search.

2. Areaissues (unmappable sit'ss) which could not be specifically identified as occurring either along DeCamp to Edwardsville or Edwardsville to Madison have
been listed under the Edvardsviile to Madison, IL rail segment.




KEY FOR LAND USE FIGURES

URBAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE
C

i

-

/C

MU
ou

Residential

Commercial and services
Industrial

Transportation, communi-
cations and utilities
Industrial and commerciai
complexes

Mixed urban or built-up land
Other urban or built-ur !z d

AGRICULTURAL LAND

CP
CH

CF
CO

WATER

WS
WL
WR
WB

Cropland and pasture

Orchards, groves, vineyards,

nurseries, and ornamental
horticultural areas

Confined feeding operations

Other agricultural land

Streams and canals
Lakes

Reservoirs

Bays and estuaries

WETLANDS

WE

Forested wetlands, and/or
nonforested wetlands

RANGELAND

Rh  Herbaceous rangeland
Rsb  Shrub and brush rangeland
Rm  Mixed rangeland

FOREST LAND

FD  Deciduous forest land
FE  Evergreen forest land
FM  Mixed forest land

BARREN LAND

Bsf  Dry salt flats

Bb  Beaches

Bs  Sandy areas other than
beaches

Br Bare exposed rocks

Bm  Strip mines, quarries, and
gravel pits

Bt Transitional areas

B Mixed barren land

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES

% Potentially Eligible Historic
Resource




Figure 6A Overview of Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, lllincis
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Figure 8.1+1 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, lllinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 6.1-3 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, Jiinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 8.1-5 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, lllinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 6.1 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, Illinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 8.1-7 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, llinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 6.1-8 Proposed Abandonment: Bar ~ Girard, lliinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 6.1-9 Proposed Abandonment: Barr ~ Girard, llinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 8.1-10 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, linois. Location and Land Use.

NN
. AHA b R R

Lo 876
FGaRE, RS Sy 1
IS I e e | b e

B

\\R

7000 FEEY

Base Map: USGS 7.5 Topographic Quadrangles: Virden North, Minois (Provisional Edition 1983);
Virden South, ilinois 1979

363




Figure 5.1-11 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, llinois. Location and Land Use.
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Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI Inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The following example illustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L.2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicaies “Lacustrine.” The next symool “2" indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB" indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3” indicates that the subciass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates
“acid.”
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Instructions for using the legend:
The NWI inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetiand
characteristics. The foilowing exampie illustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L 2AR3a” begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
"AB" indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3” indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbo! “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates

“acid.”




Figure 6.2-1 Proposed Abandonment: Bamr — Girard, inois. Wetland Information.
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Figure 8.2-2 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, lllinois. Wetland Information.
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Figure 6.2-3 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, illinois. Wetland Information.
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Figure 6.24 Proposed Abandonment: Bar - Girard, Itinois. Wetiand Information.
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Figure 6.2-5 Proposed Abandonment: Bar - Girard, lltinois. Wetiand Information.
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Figure 8.2-6 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, lllinois. Wetland Information.
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Figure 8.2-7 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, iflinois. Wetfand Information.
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Figure 6.2-8 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, lllincis. Wetiand Information.
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Figure 6.2-9 Proposed Abandonment: Bar - Girard, lllincis. Wetland! Information.
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Figure 8.2-10 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, lilinois. Wetland Information.
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Figure 6.2-11 Proposed Abandonment: Barr - Girard, lliinois. Wetland Information.
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Figure 6.2-12 Proposed Abandonment: Bar ~ Girard, lilinois. Wetland Informatior,
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KEY FOR LAND USE FIGURES

URBAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE Residential
Commercial and services
Industrial
Transportation, communi-
cations and utilities
Industrial and commercial
complexes

MU  Mixed urban or built-up land

OU  Other urban or buiit-up land

AGRICULTURAL LAND

CP  Cropland and pasture

CH  Orchards, groves, vineyards,
nurseries, and ornamental
horticultural areas

CF  Confined feeding operations

CO  Other agricultural land

WATER
WS Streams and canals
WL Lakes
WR Reservoirs
WB Bays and estuaries

WETLANDS

WE Forested wetlands, and/or
nonforested wetlands

RANGELAND

Rh  Herbaceous rangeland
Rsb Shrub and brush rangeland
Rm  Mixed rangeland

FOREST LAND

FD  Deciduous forest land
FE  Evergreen forest land
FM  Mixed forest land

BARREN LAND

Bsf  Dry salt flats

Bb Beaches

Bs  Sandy areas other than
beaches

Br Bare exposed rocks

Bm  Strip mines, quarries, and
gravel pits

Bt Transitional areas

B Mixed barren land

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES

L Potentially Eligible Historic
Resource
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Figure 6.3-2 Proposed Abandonment: DeCamp - Edwardsville, lflinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 6.3-3 Proposed Abandonment: DeCamp - Edwardsville, lllinois. Location and Land Jse.
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NWI LEGEND

E — ESTUARINE
r & R

1 — SUBTIDAL 2 ~ INTERTIDAL
A b

T T ' r T T T —_

T T T T
UB — UNCONSOLIDATED AB — ACUATIC BED RE — REEF  OW — OPEN WATER/ AB — AQUATIC BED RF -~ MEEF SO — STREAMBED RS - ROCKY  US — UNCONSOLIDATED EM — EMEAGEMT §S - SCRUS-$HAUB FO - FORESTED
80TTOM Undnown 8otiom SHORE $MORE e

| Cobble Gravel Algs! 2 Mollusc \ Algal 2 Mo/ yee - 1 Badrock - 1 Peramtent 1 Brosd- Leaved 1 Brosd Lesves
2 Sance Rocted Vascular 2 Worm 3 Rooted Vasculer 3 Worm 2 Nonparaisiemt Dociduous
3 Mud Flociing Vescular 4 Flosting Vasculer 1 Mesdle - Lanved 2 Noadie Leaved
4 Crganic & Urdnown Sudmws pore 6 Untnown Subre:gan: Daciduous

8 Unénewrn Surfsce 6 Undnown Surface 3 8rowd Loaved 3 Broad Leaved

. 5‘.'.'3'.12....

sen
L]

8 Decrtvoun
7 Evergreen

L — LACUSTRINE
A

-

f
1 — UMNETIC 2 — UTTORAL
A A

T e T T -

14 \J
US — UNCONSOLIDATED  AS — AQUATIC OW — OPEN WATER/ R — ROCK UB — UNCONSOLIDATED RS — AOCKY US ~ UNCONSOLICATED gM - EMERGENT OW — OPEN walER/
BOTTOM | 114} Undnowr: Botiom BOTTOM BOTTOM 8ED SHORE SHOAE Undnown luvw:

1 Bedrack - 1 Bedrock Catbie Grovet Nonpersist:
1 Rudble Sand 2 Rubk < 2 ent
Mg
evm

wgetsied

MODIFIERS

in order 1o more ads ¥ doocribe v ard de .mum.d"nwﬂavw.w«mﬂwv
801! ot upecel mo therg may be apphied a1 the closs o lower level e Merarchy The fermed moddiar ar 0180 be appiied 1o 1he scologicsl systemn

WATER REGIME WATER CHEMISTRY SOiL SPECIAL MUDIFIERS

Non-Tidel Tidal Coastal Halinity Inland SQIini.ty pH Modifiers for

ail Fresh Water S :
Sarwrated H Subrdei 9 Poctialty Drainad/Ouched + Acuficis! Substraie
. Seasonsity Floodsd leteguinrly Exposed * . 9 44 ® Acw 1 Farmed s Spod
Seosensity floaded Ruguisrly Flooded * Al 0 Fresh 1 Crweumngutr gt s Excovered
Well Ovemed @TOOe By leroguterty Flooded © Akgiine
Seasonaliy fiooded, Satureied/ Semper manent
fuwuul Seasonsl

Terngorarity Fiooded Artidc.aily Floodee _ zm..‘“ Beaver h Dited/,
Euseline

v Flooded ] "Thete water regumes are only used wn
Intermatenily Exposed Expoved/ Permanent 1daly intiuenced teashweter sysiame
Unkngwn

Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI Inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The following example illustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “| 2AB35" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L”
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that the System type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB" indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symboi “3" indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symboi “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates
“acid.”




SYSTEM

SUBSYSTEM

CLASS

Subciass

SYSTEM

SUBSYSTEM
CLASS

Subclass

SYSTEM

CLASS

Subcless

NWI LEGEND

M — MARINE

e S — AA__.>,.__.____M._‘_<~_4

o i
2 — INTERTIDAL

- r T T

REEF OwW OPEN WA TER AB AQUATIC BED RF
Unknown 8otrom

1 — SUBTIDAL

e ST S

R8  AOCK UB - UNCONSOLIDATED
aomTom BOTTOM

—-
AB

bl

AQUAYIC BED RF REEF  AS - ROCKY SHORE US - UNCONSOLIDATED
SHORE

1 Bedrock
2 Rubble

1 Cobble G wi
2 Sane

3 Mue

4 Oogan

1 Algal

3 Rooted Vasculer

S Untnown
Subrvergein

1 Corat
I worm

1 SBedrock
2 Rutble

! Corat
3 Worm

1 Codbie Grave!
2 Seno

3 Mug

A Drganc

1 A
3 Rooted Vescuter
5 Undnown Sudmergent

R — RIVERINE

S —

i i
1 — TIDAL

Ae

T o S

2 — LOWER PERENNIAL

UNCONSOUIDATED
BOYTOM

¥ S—

3 — UPPER PERENNIAL

AQUATIC 8ED

-+

4 — INTERMITTENT
US  UNCONSOLIDATED
SHORE

—
5 — UNKNOWN PERENNIAL

ROCk “TEM - EMERGEMT

80TTOMm

us ‘s8 STREAMBED aB As AOCKY

OW — OPEN WATER/
SHORE

Ui tnow  Borpen

! Bearock
2 Aubble

! Cobble Gravel
2 Sang

3 Mud

4 Organc

! Bedrock

2 Rubbie

3 Cobble Gravel
A Sanrd

5 Mua

8 Orgonic

7 Yegerarsd

1 Algat

2 Aqusiic Moss

3 Rooted Vascular

4 Flosting Vascuist

S Unknown Svomergent
& Unknaw Suriace

| Bedrock
2 Rubdble

| Codble Gravel
2 Sana

3 Muo

4 Organc

S Vegetsted

2 Nonpersistent

"STREAMBED 1 imired 10 TIDAL and INTERMITTENT SUBSYSTEMS and comprine s the only CLASS

W ihe INTERMITTENT SUBSYS TEM
"*EMERGENY s imiad 1o TIDAL and LO'WER PERENNIAL SUBSYSTEMS

P — CALUSTRINE

T T - e ¢ T

UB — UNCONSOUIDATED AB — AQUATIC 86D US UNCONSOLIOATED ML - MOSS M — EMERGENT
BOTTOM SHORE LICHEN

T T
S5 — SCRUB-SHAUS  FO - FORESTED

-
OW — OPEN WATER/
(/o wn Bottom

1 Cobble Grave!
2 Sana

3 Mua

4 Organc

1 Aigal

2 Aquatic Moss

3 Rooted Vescular

4 Flosting Vascular

5 Unknown
Submergent

8 Unknown Surtace

| Cobbie Gravel
2 Sand

I Mug

4 Orgenc

§ Vegetatea

! Pacsestont

1 87034 Lesved
2 Monperuistent Dac:

Iuous
2 Nowdie Lesved
Decrduous
3 8r08d - Leaves

2 Lichen

7 Evergreen

Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI Inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbois to indicate wetland
characteristics. The foflowing example iilustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as "{.2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, ‘L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB"” indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3" indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates
“acid.”
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Figure 6.4-2 Proposed Abandonment: DeCamp - Edwardsville, lllinois. Wetland Information.
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Figure 6.4-3 Proposed Abandonment: DeCamp - Edwardsville, llinois. Wetland Information.
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KEY FOR LAND USE FIGURES

UREAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE Residential

C Commercial and services

| Industrial

3 Transportation, communi-
cations and utilities

I/C Industrial and commercial
complexes

MU  Mixed urban or built-up land

OU  Other urban or built-up land

AGRICULTURAL LAND

CP  Cropland and pasture

CH  Orchards, groves, vineyards,

nurseries, and ornarnental
horticultural arcas

CF  Confined feeding operations
CO  Other agricultural lainu

WATER

WS Streams and canals
WL Lakes

WR Reservoirs

WB Bays and estuaries

WETLANDS

WE Forested wetlands, and/or
nenforested wetlands

RANGELAND

Rh  Herbaceous rangeland
Rsb Shrub and brush rangeland
Rm  Mixed rangeland

FOREST LAND

FD Deciduous forest land
FE Evergreen forest land
FM  Mixed forest land

BARREN LAND

Bsf  Dry salt flats

Bb Beaches

Bs  Sandy areas other than
beaches

Br Bare exposed rocks

Bm  Strip mines, quarries, and
gravel pits

Bt Transitional areas

B Mixed barren land

HISTCRIC AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES

L4 Potentiaily Eligible Historic
Resource




Figure 6C Overview of Proposed Aandonment: Edwardsville - Madison, llinois

14g, 78Ty~

V' ND ABANDONMENT
X (75440

ST. CLAIR CO.

ILLINOIS.




Figure 6.5-1 Proposed Abandonment: Edwardsville ~ Madison, llinois. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 8. 2 Proposed Abandonment: Edwa dsville - Madison, lliinois. Location and Land Use.

P MATCHLINE 1 ;\

P o

’4‘/

3/, “BSt Cecillp |
582 / Ch
PARE. i
St James’lﬁq '
Ch/e’ sl

SCALE 1:24000

L

4 A:\\ Base Map: USGS 7.5" Topographic Quadrangles: Wood River, fllinois - Missouri 1994: Eawardsville, lllinois 1991;
@ Nonks Mound, llincis 1954 (Revised 1983): Calinsvils, flincis 1991

395

= —————]
6000 7000 FEET




0

Missoun 1994;

(Revised 1993)

396

Monks Mound, lliincis 1854
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Figure 6.5-5 Proposed Abandonment: Edwardsville - Madison, lliinois. Location and tand Use.
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NWI LEGEND

SY® Em M — MARINE

e . ———— ——

SUBSYSTEM 1 — SUBTIDAL 2 — INTERTIDAL
s IR - 2 s : i A G T 4 T 1

CLASS RB ROCK Ul UNCONSOLIDATED AB AQUATIC BED RF REEF Ow OVEN WATER AR AQUATIC BED R REEF RS - AROCKY SHORE uUS - UNCONSOULIDATED
80TTOM 80TTOM Unknown Botiom SNORE

Subclass )} Bedrack 1 Cobbie Giavei 1 Algat | Corat | Algal | Corat 1 Bedroch 1 Cobbie Greve!
2 Aubbie 2 Sand 3 Rooted Vescuiar 3 Worm 3 Rooted Vescuisr 3 Worm 2 Aubdie 2 Send
3 Mud 5 Unknown S Unknown Subdmergern 3 Mud
4 Orgaric Sibenmegert 4 Organc

SYSTEM R — RIVERINE

e —

oottt s S s s - ey
SUBSYSTEM 1 — TIDAL 2 — LOWER PERENNIAL 3 — UPPER PERENNIAL 4 — INTERMITTENT 5 — UNKNOWN PERENNIAL

"UEM — EMERGENT OW — OPEN WAaTER/

CLASS AB  ROCK UB  UNCONSOLIDATED ‘SB  SIREAMBED A8  AQUATIC BED RS AOCKY US - UNCONSOLIDATED
SHORE Urkiiown Bortom

BO”‘OM BOTTOM SHORE

Subciass 1 Bedrack 1 Cabbie Gravel 1 Bedrock ' Aigsi ! Bedrock | Cotle Gravel 2 Monpersistent
2 Rubble 2 Sang 2 Aubble 2 Aquatic Moss 2 Rubbie 2 Sans
3 Mua J Cobble Gravei 3 Rooted Vascuiar 3 Mug
4 Organic 4 Sand 4 Flosting Vasculy: 4 Organ
S Mud 5 Unknown Submergent S Vegetate
8 Organic 8§ Unknown Surtece
7 Vegetaiad

"STREAMBED s mited 10 TIDAL and INTE RMITTENT SUBSYSTEMS ang Campeises ihg onty CLASS i the INTERMITTENT SUBSYSTEM
"TEMERGENT s imuted 10 TIDAL ana LOWER PERENNIAL SUBSYSTEMS

SYSTEM P — PALUSTRINE
Lo y T T b . T T

CLASS RB . ROCK UB ~ UNCONSOLIDATED AB — AQUATIC BED US - UNCONSOLIDATED ML - 0SS €M — EMERGENT  SS . SCRUS.SHAUS FO ~ FORESTED OW — OPEN WATER/
BOTTOM oTTOM SHORE LICHEN Unenown Borrom

Subcisss ! Bedrock | Cobbie Gravei 1 Aigat 1 Cobdle Grave! 1 Moss ! Perpsteny 1 8r00d Leaved 1 Broad- oeved
2 Rubble 2 Sana 2 Aquatic Moss 2 Sand 2 Lichen 2 Monperssrent Buous
3 Mud 3 Rooied Vascu!ar I Mud 2 Howdle Losved
Dec

4 Organic 4 Floating Vescular 4 Organic Bucas
S Unknown 5 Vegetared 3 Biosd Lesved

Submergent Evargroan

6 Unknown Surlace 4 Noedis Lasves
Evergroen

5 Dead

8 Decidvous

7 Evergroen

Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI inventory uses a hierarchy of aiphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The foliowing example iliustrates how the hierarchy works. For a nypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbois
“AB" indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3" indicates that the subclass is “Rocted
Vascular.” The last symbo’ “a” is explained in the Modifiers pa:. of the sy=t>m; the modifier indicates
“acid.”
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8.3.4 Historic and Cultural Resources

Barrow, Pauiine, (Louisiana Historic Preservation Office), 1995. Telephone conversation
with Der.ise Bradley, Dames & Moore. October 30.

High, George (Dames & Moore), 1995. Memo to Tom Olson (Dames & Moore) on field
reconnaissance. October 3.

UP, 1995. Information on lowa Jct. to (Lake Charles) Manchester, LA proposed
abandonment.

8.3.5 Safety .
VISTA Information Solutions, Inc., 1995. Reports for all rail line abandonments pertaining

to NPL, CERULIS, ERNS, SPL, LUST, and SWL located in the 500-foot bui 2r zone
of each rail line. Information coliected between September 11 and October 18.




TABLE 8-1

LAND USE INFORMATION ALONG
THE IOWA JCT. - MANCHESTER, LOUISIANA ABANDONMENT

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Structures Near Site Occurrence Within 1

Length in
Within 500 Urbanized Prime
Feet Areas (Feet) Farmland Coastal Zone

Manchester - lowa | Cropland and pasture, Yes No
Jet. residential, streams and
canals

ble with Surrounding Land Uses Loss of Prime Farmiand

Manchester - lowa Jct. Yes - Not ajniflcam No - Not significant




TABLE £-2

WATER RESOURCES AND WETLANDS INFORMATION
ALONG THE IOWA JCT. - MANCHESTER, LOUISIANA ABANDONMENT

Number Along the Segment 1
of Water Resource1 Intercepted by the ment Adjacent to the ment

Canals, culverts, ditches 0

; g
Type: :
Canals, culverts, ditches = human-made water conveyances

TABLE 8-3

BIOLOGICAL R, DURCES INFORMATION ALONG SEGMENTS
ALONG THE IOWA-JCT. TO MANCHESTER, LOUISIANA ABANDONMENT

IEXlSTING CONDITIONS:

Vegetation Types | Known and Potential Occurrence | Critical Habitat Parks, Forests,
Segrent Aiong and Adjacent of Rare, Threatened and Aleng the Refuges,
& to the Segment Endangered Species Se..nent Sanctuaries Within
in the Regi 5 Miles

lowato » Ruderal « Bald eagle’
Manchester |}« Agricultural + Leasttern
« Coastal marsh

POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO:

Vegetation Types/ |Rare, Threatened and Endangered| Critical Habitat | Parks, Forests,
Segment Wildlife Habitats Refuges,
i Sanctuaries

lowa to Not significant
Manchester

" Potential impacts may not exist for these sites/species as visual confirmation has not been completed.




TABLE 8-4

HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE iISSUES ALONG
THE IOWA JCT. - MANCHESTER, LOUISIANA ABANDONMENT

L,

Right-of-Way issues ' Adjacent Issues (Within 500 Feet)

__Area Issues (Unmappable Sites)

COMMENTS NPL |CERCLIS| TSD | ERNS | SWLF | LUST

' - Issues identified through VISTA database search.




KEY FOR LAND USE FIGURES

URBAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE Residentia!

C Commercial and services

i Industrial

T Transportation, communi-
cations and utilities

I/1C Industrial and commerciai
complexes

MU  Mixed urban or built-un land

OU  Other urban or built- ip land

AGRICULTURAI .AND

CP  Cropland and pasture

CH  Orchards, groves, vineyards,

nurseries, and ornamental
horticultural areas
CF  Confined feeding operations
CO  Other agricultural land

WATER
WS Streams and canils
WL Lakes
WR Reservoirs
WB Bays and estuaries

WETLANDS

WE Forested wetlands, and/or
nonforested wetlands

RANGELAND
Rh  Herbacecus rangeland
Rsb  Shrub and brush rangeland
Rm  Mixed rangeland

FOREST LAND
FD  Deciduous forest iand

FE  Evergreen forest land
FM  Mixed forest land

BARRKEN LAND

Bsf  Dry salt flats
Bb Beaches
Bs  Sandy areas other than

beaches

Br Bare exposed rocks

Bm  Strip mines, quarries, and
gravel pits

Bt Transitional areas

B Mixed barren land

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL
RESOURC”".

L Fotentially Eligible Historic
Resource
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Figure 8.1-1 Proposed Abandonment: lowa Junction — Manchester, Louisiana. Location and Land Use.

Base Map: USGS 7.5' Topographic Quadrangles: lowa, Lovisiana 1955

1

SCALE 1:24000

L INCIHOL YN




o
w
£
'\‘
- -
L]
=
I
e

. Figure 8.1-2 Proposed Abandonment: lowa Junction - Manchester, Louisiana. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 8.1-3 Proposed Abandonment: lowa Junction - Manchester, Louisiana. Location and Land Use.
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Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI Inventory uses a hierarchy of aiphabetical and numericai symbois to indicate wetiand
characteristics. The following example illustrates how the hierarchy woris. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated hy the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbois
“AB” indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbo! “3" indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates

“acid.”
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Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI! Inventory uses a hierarchy of aiphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The following example illustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicales “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB" indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3" indicates that the subciass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates
“acid.”




Figure 8.2-1 Proposed Abandonment: lowa Junctior ~ Manchester, Louisiana. Wetland Information.
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Figure 8.2-2 Proposed Abandonment: lowa Junction - Manchester, Louisiana. Wetlat ¢ information.
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Figure 8.2-3 Proposed Abandonment: lowa Junction - Manchester, Louisiana. Wetland information.
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9.0 TEXAS

9.1 SEABROOK TO SAN LEON

The Seabrook to San Leon, Texas rail line proposed for abandonment is 10.5
miles long (Figures 9A and 9.1-1 to 9.1-4). Seabrook, Texas is located in Robertson
County, approximately 20 miles southeast of Houston. San Leon, Texas is located in
Gaiveston County, approximately 30 miles southeast of Houston. The proposed
abandenment is along a portion of the SP Galveston line that has been out of service for
several years.

9.1.1 Prc posed Action and No-action Alternative

9.1.1.1 Proposed Action

The proposed action would involve the abandonment of 10.5 miles of rail line
following procedures described in Section 2.0. This segment formerly served as access
to the Texas/Galveston area. It has been out of service for several years. There is no
local traffic. Service to the Texas City/Galveston area is available on a parallel UP route.

9.1.1.2 No-action Alternative

If the merger is approved and implemented, it is anticipated that any
overhead traffic wouid be moved from this line to another UP/SP route whether or not the
abandonment is implemented.

9.1.2 Description of Existing Environment and Potential
Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action

9.1.2.1 Land Use
Information for existing land use conditions is presented in Table 9-1 and on

Figures 9.1-1 through 9.1-4. Potential land use impacts are listed in Table 9-1. No

significant land use impacts are expectez.




9.1.2.2 Water Resources and Wetlands

Existing water resources and wetlands information is summarized in Table
9-2. NWI data along the Seabrook-San Leon, Texas abandonment were collected, as
available. Those data are shown on Figures 9.2-1 to 9.2-4. Significant impacts are not
expected.

9.1.2.3 Biological Resources

Existing biological resources information and potential impacts are
summarized in Table 9-3. Rare, threatened, and endangered species known to occur in
the vicinity include American alligator and Texas prairie dawn. The actual occurrence of

these species along the line has not been evaluated. Significant impacts to the alligator

are unlikely. Overall, potentially significant impacts to biological resources due to this

proposed abandonment are not expected. '

The occurrence and potential for impacts to both species would be further
assessed during a field visit. If disturbance associated with salvage operations is
restricted to the existir. 3 ROW, the likelihood of significant impact to these species wouid
be very low; in most areas along rail lines, the ROW is dominated by rudera! and
introduced species.

9.1.2.4 Historic and Cultural Resources

The Galveston Line (Seabrook to San Leon) had its origin as the North
Gaiveston, Houston and Kansas City Company ("NGH&KC") incorporated in 1882. The
property passed through two receivers and on February, 1893 was purchased by the La
Porte, “ouston and Northern ("LN&N") which opened the line on May 12, 1896. In 1905,
the property was purchased by the Galveston, Harrisburg and San Antonio ("GH&SA™),
which was already under the control of SP.

There are two 1907 through plate girder swing bridges (at MP 31.99 and MP
38.77). The bridge at MP 31.99 connects to a wooden trestle bridge (1944); the bridge at
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MP 38.77 has a wooden trestle bridge (both 1947) at either end (Forst, 1995). Based
solely on age, the two 1907 bridges are potentially eligible for the NRHP: however, SP
currently has no other evidence that these bridges meet NRHP criteiia. The Texas SHPO

was contacted, and has requested that the adcress, construction date, architect/builder,

brief history, photographs of at least two elevations, and location map for all pre-1950

truss, steel, stone, or concrete bridges be provided (Texas State Historical Commission,
1985). There are four wooden bridges built between 1932 and 1940 that, based on this
SHPO guidance, are not considered eligible for the NRHP. A record search for recorded
NRHP eligibie historic and cultural resources was initiated, but the results have not been
received. Further consultation with the Texas SHPO is expected concerning mitigation
measures for bridges and structures if any are determined eligible.

Since salvage operations associated with abandonments usually cause littie
disturbance to lands within or adjacent to the railroad ROW, impacts to archaeological
résources are not normally anticipatec (ICC, 1976:6.36). Where significant ground
disturbance is necessary, impacts to archaeological resources could possibly occur An
example of this would be the ground disturbance associated with the removal of bridges.
To date, however, no evidence of archaeological resources on the line has been
discovered.

9.1.2.5 Safety

Hazardous waste sites near the abandonment identified from the database
search are included in Table 9-4.

9.1.2.5.1 Conditions of the Rail Segment
The SP rail line from San Leon to Seabrook, Texas is identified as having

had a 2,500-gallon diesel fuel spill in Dickinsorn in 1990, which was remediated.




9.1.2.5.2 Conditions Adjacent to the Rail Segment

The database search indicated one RCRA-TSD, three LUST, and four ERNS
sites within 500 feet of the rail segment; and two CERCLIS, two RCRA TSD, 27 ERNS, one
SPL, three LUST, and one SWLF sites have been reported within the vicinity of the rail
segment. Information provided by VISTA does not indicate that these sites have adversely
affected the rail segment.

8.1.2.6 Transportation

The Seabrook-San Leon line has been out of service for the past two years;
accordingly, there are no rail operations on the line. Service to the Texas City/Galveston
area will be provided via the parallel UP route.

9.1.3 Potential Environmental Impacts of No-action Alternative

Under the no-action alternative, any overhead traffic on this segment would
be rerouted to another UP/SP line. There would be no new adverse environmental
impacts.
8.2 SUMAN TO BitYAN

The Suman to Bryan, Texas rail line proposed for abandonment is 16.2 miles
long (Figures 9B and 9.3-1 to 9.3-4). Suman, Texas is located in Robertson County,
approximately 80 miles northeast of Austin. Bryan, Texas is located in Brazos County,
approximately 75 miles northwest of Houston. The proposed abandonment is along the
SP Hearne Line, within the Hearne Subdivision. It serves as part of the SP route between
Daiias/Fort Worth and Houston.

9.2.1 Proposed Action and No-action Alternative
9.2.1.1 Proposed Action
The proposed action would involve the abandonment of 16.2 miles of rail line

following procedures described in Section 2.0. This segment currently serves as part of
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the SP route between Dallas/Fort Worth and Houston. In 1994, local traffic was 26 cars
of wood particle board. Overhead traffic would be moved over a parallel UP route.
9.2.1.2 No-action Alternative
if the merger is approved and implemented, it is anticipated that any
overhead traffic would be moved from this line to another UP/SP route whether or not the
abandonment is implemented.

9.2.2 Description ot Existing Environment and Potential
Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action

9.2.2.1 Land Use

Information for existing land use conditions is presented in Table 9-1 and on
Figures 9.3-1 through 9.3-4. Potential land use impacts are listed in Table 9-1. No
significant land use impacts are expected.

9.2.2.2 Water Resources and Wetlands

Existing water resources and wetlands information is summarized in Table
9-2. NWIl and FiRM data along the Suman-Bryan, Texas abandonment were collected, as
available. Those data are shown on Figures 9.4-1 to 9.4-4. Significant impacts are not
expected.

9.2.2.3 Biological Resources

Existing biological resources information and potential impacts are
summarized in Table 9-3. Potentially significant impacts to biological resources due to this
proposed abandonment are not expected.

9.2.2.4 Historic and Culturai Resources

The Hearne Line (Suman to Bryan) had its origins as part of the Galveston

& Red River Valley Railway, originally chartered in 1847, to begin building a railroad

between Houston, Texas and Denison, Texas. The railroad franchise and property were

sold at foreclosure during the Civil War in 1861 to the Houston & Texas Central. The line

477




began operations from Houston to Bryan in August 1867 and steadily progressed to

Dallas, Texas by 1872 and finally Denison, Texas in 1873.

There are three deck plate girder bridges (1899) (Forst, 1995). Based solely
on age, these bridges are potentiaily eligible ‘or the NRHP; however, SP currently has no
evidence that any such bridges meet NRHP criteria. The Texas SHPO was contacted, and
has requested that the address, construction date, architect/buiider, brief history,
photographs of at least two elevations, and location map for all pre-1950 truss, steel,
stone, or concrete bridges be provided (Texas State Historical Commission, 1995). There
are two wooden oridyies (1940, 1942) that, based on this SHPO guidance, are not
considered eligible for the NRHP. A record search for recorded NRHP eligible historic
and cultural resources was initiated, but the results have not been received. Further
consultation with the Texas SHPO is expected concerning mitigation measures for bridges
and structures i’ any are determined eligible.

Since saivage operations associated with abandonments usually cause littie
disturbance to lands within or adjacent to the railroad ROW, impacts to archaeological
resources are not normally anticipated (ICC, 1976:6.36). Where significant ground
disturbance is necessary, impacts to archaeological resources could possibly occur. An
example of this would be the ground disturbance associated with the removal of bridges.
To date, however, no evidence of archaeological resources on the line has been
discovered.

9.2.2.5 Safety

Hazardous waste sites near the abandonment identified frora the database
search are included in Table 9-4.

9.2.2.5.1 Conditions of the Rail Segment
Information reviewed indicates that the rail baliast in some sections of the

Suman to Bryan, Texas segment includes copper siag ballast.
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9.2.2.5.2 Conditions Adjacent to the Rail Segment

The database search indicated five ERNS and five LUST sites have been
reported within the vicinity of the rail segment. Information provided by VISTA does not
indicate that these sites have adversely affected the subject rail segment.

9.2.2.6 Transportation

This line is currently served five days a week by the SP train between
Dallas/Fort Worth and Houston. Local traffic on the Suman to Bryan line consisted of 53
cars of wood particle board during 1994. The diversion of this traffic to truck would result
in an additional 212 trucks per year on local highways. Available aiternatives; for diverted
traffic include US 90, which paraliels the line near Suman and access to State Route 507
at Bryan. i ansportation impacts of this diversion are expected to be minimal.

This line serves as part of the SP through route between Dallas/Ft. Worth
and Houston. Through traffic would be rerouted over the parallel UP line after the merger,
50 there would be no adverse rail transportation impacts of the abandonment.

9.2.3 Potential Environmental Impacts of No-action Alternative

Under the no-action alternative, the overhead traffic on this segment would
be rerouted to another UP/SP line. As such, there would be no new adverse
environmental impacts.

9.3 TROUP TO WHITEHOUSE

The Troup to Whitehouse, Texas rail line proposed for abandonment is 7.5
miles long (Figures 9C and 9.5-1 to 9.5-3). Troup, Texas and Whitehouse, Texas are
located in Smith County, approximately 100 miles southeast of Dallas. The proposed

abandonment is along the UP Tyler Industrial Lead.




9.3.1 Proposed Action and No-action Alternative

9.3.1.1 Proposed Action

The proposed action wouid involve the abandonment of 7.5 miles of rail line
following procedures described in Section 2.0. This segment currently serves as the UP
route to the Tyler area. Following the merger, the route to the Tyler area would be over
the nearby SP line. There is no local traffic.

9.3.1.2 No-action Ailternative

If the merger is approved and implemented. it is anticipated that all overhead
traffic would be moved from this line to another UP/SP route whether or not the
abandonment is implemented.

9.3.2 Description of Existing Environment and Potentiai
Environmental impacts of Proposed Action

9.3.2.1 Land Use

information for existing fand use conditions is presented in Table 8-1 and on
Figures 9.5-1 through 9.5-3. Potential land use impacts are listed in Table 3-1. No
significant land use impacts are expected.

9.3.2.2 Water Resouices and Wetlands

Existing water resources and wetlands information is summarized in Table
9-2. NWi data along the Troup-Whitehouse, Texas abandonment were collected, as
available. Those data are shown on Figures 9.6-1 to 9.6-3. Significant impacts are not
expected.

9.3.2.3 Biological Resources

Existing biological resources information and potential impacts are

summarized in Table 9-3. Potentially significant impacts to biological resources due to this

proposed abandonment are not expected.




9.3.2.4 Historic and Cultural Resources

This line was constructed in 1872 hy the Houston and Great Northern
Railroad, subsequently MPRR. There are seven wooden pre-1950 bridges (UP, 1995).
Based on guidance from the Texas SHPO guidance, none of these bridges are considered
eligible for the NRHP (Texas State Historical Commission, 1995). A record search for
recorded NRHP eligible historic and cultural resources was initiated, but the results have
not been received.

Since salvage operations associated with abandonments usually cause iittle
disturbance to lands within or adjacent to the railroad ROW, impacts to archaeological
resources are not normally anticipated (ICC, 1976:6.36). Where significant ground
disturbance is necessary, impacts to archaeological resources could possibly occur. An
example of this would be the ground disturbance associated with the removal of bridges.
To date, however, no evidence of archaeological resources on the line has been
discovered.

9.3.2.5 Safety

Hazaidous waste sites near the abandcnment identified from the database
search are included in Table 9-4.

93.2.5.1 Conditions of the Kail Segment

The UP Railroad Troup Yard, adjacent to the Troup to Whitehouse, Texas
rail segment, was identified as a closed LUST site (Agency ID 101705).

9.3.2.5.2 " onditions Adjacent to the Rail Segment

The database search indicated four ERNS sites and seven LUST sites
potentially located in the vicinity of the rail segment. Information provided by VISTA does

not indicate that these sites have adversely affected the rail segment.




9.3.2.6 Transportation
This line is served by a turnaround local train between Troup and Tyler. No

rail to truck d versions will result on the Troup to Whitehouse lince since it carries no local

traffic. This line serves as the UP route to the Tyler area, which would be served via an

alternate SP line after the merger.
9.3.3 Potential Environmental Impacts of No-action Aiternative

Under the no-action alterriative, the overhead traffic on this segment would
be rerouted to another UP/SP line. As such, there would be no new adverse
environmental impacts.

9.4 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

To assist in assessing the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
UP/SP merger, Dames & Moore sent letters requesting information to various Federal,
state, and local agencies. In these letters, information was requested for the areas of: air
quality, noise, 'and use, biological and water resources, historic and cultura! resources,
transportat.on systems, energy, and public health and safety. Copies of ali
correspondence received and telephone conversaticn notes recorded in respense to the
requests for information are included in Fart 6 of this Environmental Report.

There are three segments proposed for abandonment in Texas. For
abaridonments in tnis state, the following agencies responded: State of Texas, Attorney's
General's Office and the Texas Historical Commission.

A summary of comments received through October 30, 1995 is listed below.

The State of Texas, Attorney General's Office stated that the information

requested ;or the Environmental Report is not provided by their office.

Contacts for regulatory agencies with jurisdiction over th. 2 matters were

provided.




The Texas Historical Commission, Austin office requested information
relating to the location, date of construction, architect, history of building,
photographs, location map, and any data relating to all pre-1950 trusses and
bridges of steel, stone, or concrete.
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TABLE 9-1

LAND USE INFORMATION ALONG SEGMENTS
PROPOSED FOR ABANDONMENT IN TEXAS

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Structures Near Site Occurrence Within

Length in
Within 500 | Urbanized Areas Prime Coastal
Existing Land Uses Feet {Feet) Farmland | Zone

Seabrook - San Leon  |Cropland and pasture, bays and
estuaries, transportation/
communication/utilities, residential,
commercial and services

Suman - Bryan Deciduous forest land, mixed
rangeland, cropland pasture

Troup - Whitehouse Mixed forest iand, commercial,
cropland and pasture, forested
wetland or non forested wetland

IIMPACTS

Seabrook - San Leon Yes - Not significant No - Not significant

Compatible with Surrounding Land Uses Loss of Prime Farmiand

Suman - Bryan Yes - Not significant No - Not significant

ITroup - Whitehouse Yes - Not significant No - Not significant




TABLE 9-2

WATER RESOURCES AND WETLANDS INFORMATION
ALONG SEGMENTS PROPOSED FOR ABANDONMENT IN TEXAS

Seabrook-San Leon

1 intercepted by the Adjacent to the
of Water Resource Segment

Blue-fine streams

Waetlands

Tidal channels

Canals, culverts, ditches i

Suman-Bryan

Blue-line streams

Waterbodies

Troup-Whitehcuse

Blueline streams

Waterbodies

Wetlands

Biue-line streams

Waterbodies

Wetlands

Tidal channels

Canals, culverts,
ditches

permanent and intermitient watercourses, including creeks, streams, rivers,
washes, and sl ighs

perm=-ent 8~ , intermittent bodies of standing water including ponds, lakes,
reservoirs, « ayous, catchments, and beaver ponds

areas depicted with the USGS waetland symbol, primarily inciuding marshes and
wel meadows

tidal channels including inlets, harbors, bays, and sloughs subject to tidal
influences

human-made water conveyances




TABLE 9-3

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION
ALONG SEGMENTS PROPOSED FOR ABANDONMENT IN TEXAS

EXISTING CONDITIONS:

Vegetation Types Known and Potential Occurrence | Critical Hab itat Parks, Forests,
Segment Along and Adjacent to of Rare, Threatened and Along the Refuges, Sanctuaries

the Segment Endangered Species Segment Within 5 Miles
in the Region
Seabrook-San |+ Ruderal « American alligator None None

Leon « Coastal marsh + Texas prairie dawn
 Grassland
» Post oak savanna

» Ruderal

+ Agricultural

» Deciduous woodiand
» Pine forest

Troup-
Whitehouse

+ Bald eagle

i Suman-Bryan

« Ruderal
« Agricultural
« Blackiand prairie

« Bald eagle
+ Whooping crane
« Navasota ladies'-tresses

« Post oak savanna

{POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO:

Vegetation Typas/
Wiidlife Habitats

Rare, Threatened and Critical Habitat
Endangered Species

i the el

Parks, Forests,

Segment Refuges, Sanctuaries

Seabrook-San None

Leon

Not significant *+ American alligator*

+ Texas prairie dawn*

Troup- Nct cignificant None None

Whitehouse

Suman None None None

Not signiﬁcam

Potential impacts may not exist for these species as occurrence has not been verified. it is assumed that salvage operations
wouid be limited to the existing ROW. Therefore, impacts to rare, threatened, and endangered species, as well as to parks,
forests, refuges, and sanctuaries would be negiigible. Abandonment of the rail lines would result in bineficial effects to these
rasources.




TABLE 9-4

HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE ISSUES ALONG
SEGMENTS PROFOSED FOR ABANDONMENT IN TEXAS

San Leon -
Seabrook?

S

Right-of-Way issues ' Adjacent Issues (Within 500 Feet)

Onsite
LUST COMMENTS CERCLIS| TSD

2500 gallon diesel! fue! spill in
Dickinson (1990).

Suman -
Bryan

Rail ballast in some sections
include copper slag.

, Troup -
!.\'Vh itehouse

Closed LUST site at UP
Railroad Troup Yard.

1 Issues identified through VISTA database search.

. Final assessment pending additional VISTA information.




KEY “OR LAND USE FIGURES

URBAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE Residential

C Commercial and services
| Industrial

¥ Transportation, communi-

cations and utilities
I/C Industrial and commercial
complexes

MU  Mixed urban or buiit-up land
OU  Other urban or built-up land
AGRICULTURAL LAND
CP  Cropland and pacture
CH  Orchards, groves, vineyards,
nurseries, and ornamental
horticultural areas
CF  Confined feeding operations
CO  Other agricuitural land
WATER
WS Streams and canals
WL Lakes
WR Reservoirs
WB Bays and estuaries
WETLANDS

WE Forested wetlands, and/or
nonforested wetlands

488

RANGELAND

Rh  Herbaceous rangeland
Rsb Shrub and brush rangeland
Rm  Mixed rangeland

FOREST LAND

FD Deciduous forest land
FE  Evergreen forest land
FM  Mixed forest land

BARREN LAND
Bsf  Dry salt flats
Bb Beaches
Bs  Sandy areas other than
beaches

Br Bare exposed rocks

Bm  Strip mines, quarries, and
gravel pits

Bt Transitiona! areas

B Mixed barren land

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES

k2 Potentially Eligible Historic
Resource




Fiyure 8A Overview of Proposed Abandonment: Seabrook - San Leon, Texas
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Proposed Abandonment: Seabrook ~ San Leon, Texas. Location and Land Use
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Figure 9.1-2 Proposed Abandonment: Seabrook — San Leon, Texas. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 9.1-3 Proposed Abandonment: Seabrook ~ San Leon, Texas. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 9.14 Proposed Abandonment: Seatrook ~ San Leon, Texas Location and Land Use.
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Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI Inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The following example iliustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
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“acid.”
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Figure 9.21 Proposed Abandonment: Seabrook — San Leon, Texas. Wetland Informatior:
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Figure 9.2-2 Proposed Abandonment: Seabrook — San Leon, Texas. Wetland Information.
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Figure 9.2-3 Proposed Abandonment: Seabrook ~ San Leon, Texas. Wetland Information.
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Figure 9.24 Proposed Abandonment: Seabrook - San Leon, Texas. Wetland !nformation.
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“EY FOR LAND USE FIGURES

URBAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE Residentia!

C Cornmercial and services

| Industrial

T Transportation, communi-
cations and utilities

I/C Industrial and commercial
complexes

MU  Mixed urban or built-up land

OU  Other urban or built-up land

AGRICULTURAL LAND

CP  Cropland and pasture

CH  Orchards, groves, vineyards,

nurseries, and ornamental
horticultural areas
CF  Confined feeding operations
CO  Other agricultural land

WATER
WS Streams and canals
WL Lakes
WR Reservoirs
WB Bays and estuaries

WETLANDS

WE Forested wetlands, and/or
nonforested wetlands

RANGELAND

Rh  Herbaceous rangeland
Rsb  Shrub and brush ranigeland
Rm  Mixed rangeland

FUREST LAND

FD  Deciduous forest land
FE  Evergreen forest land
FM  Mixed forest land

BARREN LAND

Bsf Dry salt flats

Bb  Beaches

Bs  Sandy areas other than
beaches

Br Bare exposed rocks

Bm  Strip mines, quarries, and
gravel pits

Bt Transitional areas

B Mixed barren land

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES

? Potentially Eligible Historic
Resource




Figure 9B Overview of Pruposed Abandonment: Suman - Bryan, Texas
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Figure 9.3-1 Proposed Abandonment: Suman ~ Bryan, Texas. Location and Land Use.
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rigure 9.3-2 Proposed Abandonment: Suman - Bryan, Texas. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 8.3-3 Proposed Abandonment: Suman - Bryan, Texas. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 9.3-4 Propcsed Abandonment: Suman -~ Bryan, Texas. Location and Land Use.
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The NW! Inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbois to indicate wetland

characieristics. The following

example iilustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland

type inaicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the: first symbol; that is, “L"

indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2* indicates that the system type is
“AB” indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3"
Vascular.” The last symbol “a”

“acid.”

“Littoral.” The symbois
indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates




Figure 9.4-1 Proposed Abandonment: Suman - Bryan. Texas. Wetland Information.
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Figure 9.4-2 Proposed Abandonment: Suman - Bryan, Texas. Weiland information.
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Figure 9.4-4 Proposed Abandonment: Suman - Bryan, Texas. Wetland Information.
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KEY FOR LAND USE FIGURES

URBAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE  Residential

C Commerciai and services

| Industrial

¥ Transportation, communi-
cations and utilities

I/C  Industrial and commercial
compiexes

MU  Mixed urban or built-up land

QU  Other urban or built-up land

AGRICULTURAL LAND

CP  Cropland and pasture

CH  Orchards, groves, vineyards
nurseries, and ornamental
haorticultural areas

CF  Confined feeding operations

CO  Other agricultural land

WATER
WS Streams and canais
WL Lakes
WR Reservoirs
WB Bays and estuaries

WETLANDS

WE Forested wetlands, and/or
nonforested wetiands

RANGELAND

Rh  Herbaceous rangeiand
Rsb Shrub and brush rangeland
Rm  Mixed rangeiand

FOREST LAND

FD Deciduous forest land
FE  Evergreen forest land
FM  Mixed forest land

BARREN LAND

Bsf  Dry sai flats

Bb Beaches

Bs Sandy areau other than
beaches

Br Bare exposed rocks

Bm  Strip mines, quarries, and
grave! pits

Bt Transitional areas

B Mixed barren land

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES

® Potentially Eligible Historic
Resource




Figure 8C Overview of Proposed Abandonment: Troup - Whitehouse, Texas
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Figure 9.5-
g 1 Proposed Abandonment: Troup - Whitehouse, Texas. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 9.5-2 Proposed Abandonment: Troup ~ Whitehouse, Texas. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 9.5-3 Proposed Abandonment: Troup - Whitehouse, Texas. Location and Land Use.
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Instructions for using ine legend:

The NWI Inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The foliowing example iliustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetiand
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that the sysiem type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB” indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed.” The symbol “3" indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates
“acid.”




NWI LEGEND
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Instructions for using the legend: T FI——
The NWI inventory uses a hierarchy o' alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The following exa "ple illustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothatical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2" indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB" indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed." The symbol “3" indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates

“acid.”




Figure 9.6-1 Proposed Abandonment: Troup - Whitehouse, Texas. Wetland Information.
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Figure 9.6-2 P.op.,ed Abandonment: Troup - Whitehcuse, Texas. Wetland Information.
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Figure 9.6-3 Proposed Abandonment: Troup ~ Whitehouse, Texas. Wetland information.
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10.0 UTAH

10.1 LITTLE MOUNTAIN JCT. TO LITTLE MOUNTAIN

The Little Mountain .lct. to Little Mountain, Utah rail line proposed for
abandonment is 12.0 miles long (Figures 10A and 10.1-1 to 10.1-4). Little Mountain Jct.,
Utah is located in Box Elder County, approximately 20 miles north of Salt Lake City. Little
Mountain is located in Webe.” County, approximately eight miles north of Salt Lake City.
This line currently serves as the UP rout2 to Little Mountain.

10.1.2 Proposed Action and No-action Alternative
10.1.1.1 Proposed Action

The proposed action would involve the abandonment of 12 miles of rail line

following procedures described in Section 2.0. This segment currently serves as the UP

route to Little Mountain. There is no local traffic. Foliowing the merger, Little Mountair
would be served via the SP main iine.

10.1.1.2 No-action Alternative

If the merger is approved and implemented, it is anticipated that all overhead
traffic would be moved from this line to another UP/SP route whether or not the
abandonment is implemented.

10.1.2 Description of Existing Environment and Potential
Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action

10.1.2.1 Land Use

Information for existing land use conditions is presenied in Table 10-1 and
on Figures 10.1-1 through 10.1-4. Potential land use impacts are listed in Table 10-1. No
significant land use impacts are expected.

10.1.2.2 Water Resources and Wetiands

Existing water resources and wetlands information is summarized in Table
10-2. NWI data along the Little Mountain Jct.-Little Mountain, Utah abandonment were
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collected, as availabie. Those data are: shown on Figures 10.2-1 to 10.2-4. Significant
impacts are not expected.

10.1.2.3 Biological Resources

Existing biological resources information and potential impacts are
summarized in Table 10-3. Sensitive biological resources in the vicinity include wetlands
habitats, as well as habitat and migration routes for wintering and migratory birds;

however, we have not determined that they are actually located on this line. Potentially

significant impacts to biological resources due to this proposed abanrJdonment are not

expected. General miti jation measures discussed in Section 11.0 could help maintain
potential impacts to wetlands, and wintering and migratory birds at non-significant levels.

10.1.2.4 Historic and Cultural Resources

This line was constructed in 1971 by the Oregon Short Line Railroad. There
are no bridges or structures 50 years old or older located along this segment (UP, 1995).
Since salvage operations associated with abandonments usually cause little disturbance
to lands within or adjacent to the railroad ROW, impacts to archaeological resources are
not nyrmally anticipated (ICC, 197€:6.36). Where significant ground disturbance is
necessary, impacts te archaeological resources could possibly occur. An example of this
would be the ground disturbance associated with the removal cf bridges. To date,
however, no evidence of archaeological resources on the line has been discovered.

10.1.2.5 Safety

Hazardous waste sites near the abandonment identified from the database
search are included in Table 10-4.

10.1.2.5 7 Conditions of the Rail Segment
No hazardous \vaste sites were identified on the Little Mountain Branch, Utah

rail segment based on the avanable information.




10.1.2.5.2 Conditions Adjacent to the Rail Segment

The database search identified one LUST site and 12 SWLF sites potentially

within the vicinity of the rail segment. Information provided by VISTA does not indicate
that these sites have adversely affected the rail segment.

10.1.2.6 Transpoitation

The Little Mountain Branch is currently served by a daily turnaround local
train operating between Ogden and Little Mountain. No local traffic originates or
terminates on this line. This line serves as the UP route to Little Mountain, which can be
séwed via the SP main line after the merger. Therefore, there would be no adverse
transportation effects of abandoning the Little Mour:itain Branch.

10.1.3 Potential Environmental Impacts of No-action Alternative

Under the no-action alternative, the overhead traffic on this segment would
be rerouted to another UP/SP line. As such, there would be no new adverse
environmental impacts.
10.2 SUMMARY OF COMMENTS

To assist in assessing the potential environmental impacts of the proposed
UP/SP merger, Dames & Moore sent letters requesting information to various Federal,
state. and local agencies. In these letters, information was requested for the areas of: air
quality, noise, land use, biological and water resources, historic and cultural resources,
transportation systems, energy, and public health and safety. Copies of all
correspondence received and telephone conversation notes recorded in response to the
requests for information are included in Part 6 of this Environmental Report.

There is one segment proposed for abandonment in Utah. For the abandonment

in this state, the following agency responded: Box Elder County Commissicners.




A summary of comments received trirough October 30, 1995 is listed below.
The Box Eider County Commissioners, in response to the merger and the
abandonment of the Littie Mo.untain segment, stated that they were unaware
of any protected species, that critical habitafs within five miles would be
upland birds, and that there i3 a state park in the area They also stated that
this segment crossed a county road and that this crossing should be
removed per the county's approval.

10.3 REFERENCES

10.3.1 Land Use

U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1994. State soil geographic (STATSGO) data base. July.

U.S. Geological Survey, various dates. Land use and land cover maps.

U.S. Geological Survey, various dates. 1:24,000-scale maps.

10.3.2 Water Resources and Wetlands

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, various dates. National Wetlands inventory maps.
u.

S.
S. Geological Survey, various dates. 1:24,000-scale maps.

10.3.3 Biological Resources

England, Larry, 1995. Personal communication with Brian Leatherman, Dames & Maoore,
from United States Fish and Wildlife Service, Salt Lake City, Utah, October 5.

Perkins, Jane, 1895. Personal comme nication/correspondence with Brian Leatherman,
Dames & Moore, from Utah Division of Wildiife. October 8.

Robinette, Kevin, 1995. Personal commu.ication/correspondence with Brian Leatherman,
Dames & Moore, from Utah Divisivn of Wildlife. October 10.

10.3.4 Historic and Cultural Resources

UP, 1995. Information on Little Mountain Jct. to Little Mountain, UT proposed
abandonment.




10.3.5 Safety
VISTA information Solutions, Inc., 1995. Reports for all rail line abandonments pertaining

to NPL, CERCLIS, ERNS, SPL, LUST, and SWL located in the 500-foot buffer zone
of each rail line. Information collected between September 11 and October 18.
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TABLE 10-1

LAND USE INFORMATION ALONG
THE LITTLE MOUNTAIN JCT. - LITTLE MOUNTAIN, UTAH ABANDONMENT

M IR =
Occurrence Within I

EXISTING CONDITIONS

Structures Near Site

Length in
Within 500 Urbanized Prime
Existing Land Uses Feet Areas (Feet) | Farmland

Little Mountain Jct. -  |Forested wetland and/or nonforestad 21 0 No
Litile Mountain wetland, cropland and pasture,
transpontation/communications/utilities

RS

IMPACTS

liegment Compatible with Surrounding Loss of Prime Farmland
Land Uses

Little Mountain Jct. - Little Mountain  {Yes - Not significant No - Not Significant




TABLE 10-2

WATER RESOURCE?S AND WETLANDS INFORMATION ALONG
THE LITTLE MOUNTAIN JOT. - LITTLE MOUNTAIN, UTAH ABANDONMENT

s of Water R° -
| Biue-iine streams
[Waterbodies

Waetlands

Canals, culverts, ditches
I Mudfiats

Salt evaporators

1
Blue-line streams permanent and intermittent watercourses, including creeks, streams, rivers,
washes, and sloughs

Waterbodies = permanent and intermittent bodies of standing water including ponds, lakes,
reservoirs, bayous, catchments, and beaver ponds

Wetlands areas depicted with the USGS wetland symbol, primarily including marshes and
wet meadows

Salt evaporators areas used for public facilities or commercial purposes

Canals, culverts,
ditches human-made water conveyances




BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES INFORMATION

TABLE 10-3

ALONG SEGMENTS PROPOSED FOR ABANDONMENT IN UTAH

EXISTING CONDITIONS:

Segment

Little Mountain to
Little Mourttain

Vegetation Types
Along and
Adjacent to the

ment

+ Marsh
+ Woetland
» Riparian

Known and Potential
Occurence of Rare,
Threatened and Endangered
Species in the Region

Parks, Forests,
Refuges,
Sanctuaries Within
5 Miles

Harold S. Crane
State Waterfow!
Management Area,
Willard Bay State
Wildlife Management
Area

POTENTIAL IMPACTS TO:

Segment

Little Mountain to
Little Mountain

Vegetation Types/
Wildlife Habitats

* Patentially
significant impacts
to wetlands (see
also section
10.1.22 and
mitigation in
section 11.0).

Rare, Threatened and

Parks, Forests,

Retuges,
Sanctuaries

Not significant

* Itis assumed that salvage operations would be limited 1o the existing ROW. Therefore, impacts to native habitats would
be negligible. Abandonment of the rail lines would result in beneficial effects to these resources.




TABLE 10-4

HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE ISSUES ALONG
THE LITTLE MOUNTAIN JCT. - LITTLE MOUNTAIN, UTAH ABANDONMENT

Right-of-Way Issues ' Adjacent Issues (Within 500 Feet) Area Issues (Unmappable Sites)

Onsite RCRA SPL/ RCRA SPL/
LUST COMMENTS CERCLIS| TSD | ERNS | SWLFILUST CERCLIS| TSD |ERNS|SWLF

None el I 12

' - Issues identified through VISTA database search.




KEY FOR LAND USE FIGURES

URBAN OR BUILT-UP LAND

RE Residential

C Commercial and services

| Industrial

2 Transportation, communi-
cations and utilities

(@ Industrial and commercial
complexes

MU  Mixed urban or built-up land

OU  Other urban or built-up land

AGRICULTURAL LAND

CP  Cropland and pasture

CH  Orchards, groves, vineyards
nurseries, and ornamental
horticultural areas

CF  Confined feeding operations

CO  Other agricultural land

WATER

WS  Streams and canals
WL Lakes

WR Reservoirs

WB Bays and estuaries

WETLANDS

WE Forested wetlands, and/or
nonforested wetlands

RANGELAND

Rh  Herbaceous rangeland
Rsb  Shrub and brush rangeland
Rm  Mixed rangeland

FOREST LAND

FD Deciduous forest land
FE  Evergreen forest land
FM  Mixed forest iand

BARREN LAND

Bsf  Dry salt flats

Bb  Beaches

Bs Sandy areas other than
beaches

Br Bare exposed rocks

Bm  Strip mines, quarries, and
gravel pits

Bt Transitional areas

B Mixed barren land

HISTORIC AND CULTURAL
RESQURCES

L Potentially Eligible Historic
Resource




Figure 10A Overview of Proposed Abandonment: Little Mountain Junction - Little Mountain, Utah
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Figure 10.1-1 Proposed Ahandonment: Littie Mountain Junction - Litile Mountain, Utah. Location and Land Use.
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Figure 10.14 Proposed Abandonment: Littie Mountain Junction - Little Mount2/n, Utah. Location and Land Use.
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Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetland
characteristics. The following example illustrates How the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicaied by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2” indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB” indicate that the class is “Aquatic Bed." The symbol “3" indicates that the subclass is "Rooied
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates
“acid.”
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Instructions for using the legend:

The NWI Inventory uses a hierarchy of alphabetical and numerical symbols to indicate wetiand
characteristics. The following example illustrates how the hierarchy works. For a hypothetical wetland
type indicated as “L2AB3a" begin by finding the system type indicated by the first symbol; that is, “L"
indicates “Lacustrine.” The next symbol “2" indicates that the system type is “Littoral.” The symbols
“AB" indicate that the class is "Aquatic Bed." The symbol “3" indicates that the subclass is “Rooted
Vascular.” The last symbol “a” is explained in the Modifiers part of the system; the modifier indicates
“acid.”
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Figure 10.21 Proposed Abandonment: Little Mountain Junction - Little Mountain, Utah. Wetland Information.
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Figure 10.2-2 Proposed Abandonment: Little Mountain Junction - Littie Mountain, Utah. Wetiand information.

: LLARD BAY
}TATE WILDLIFE MANAGEMENT AREA

A

vu.uum BAY
I

A WILDUIFE  MAN

! NbEPIRX‘!‘F %

__elzﬂ_“

San

. RSO,

& CHLINE 2

B o
—

SCALE 1:24000

A
A Base Map: USGS 7.5’ Topographic Quadrangles: Plain City SW, Utab 155i; Plain City, Utah 1992

)
Q\,I/ 540




Figure 10.2-3 Proposed Abandonment: Little Mountain Junction - Little Mountain, Utah. Wetland Information.
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Figure 10.2-4 Proposed Abandonment: Little Mountain Junction - Little Mountain, Utah. Wetland Information.
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11.0 PROPOSED MITIGATION MEASURES

Based on a review of (1) the resources at and near the proposed

abandonments; (2) standard practices and measures used on previous projects; and (3)

agency suggestions and recommendations received in communications, the following

mitigation measures would be implemented as appropriate before and during

abandonment activities. Several resource areas, including land use, air quality, noise, and

energy, were identified as unlikely to be significantly impacted by abandonment activities.

No mitigation measures are suggested for thicse resource areas.

11.1 WATER RESOURCES AND WETLANDS

in and near wetlands areas, mechanized equipment should be confined to
the minimum area required to complete abandonment activities.

In and near wetlands areas, mechanized equipment should be properly
serviced to lessen the potential for leakage of petrochemicals (such as
diesel and lubricants) either directly into a water resource or onto the ground
surface where precipitation run-off would introduce the chemicals irito the
water resource.

Reclaimed materials should not be stockpiled within water resources or
wetlands areas.

Additional BMPs should be implemented, if necessary, to minimize impacts
to water resources and wetlands.

Prior to the start of abandonment activities, the appropriate agencies should
be contacted to determine the need for permits, including a National
Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES) stormwater permit and a
COE Section 404 permit.




11.2 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

BMPs should be implemented for the use of mechanized equipment and
ground-disturbing activities, if necessary, to minimize impacts to vegetation
types and wildlife habitats. The BMPs should be similar to those described
for minimization of impacts to wetlands.

To further assess the potential occurrence of any rare plants, if appropriate,
vegetation types would be surveyed in areas of potential disturbance due to
salvage operations during an appropriate time of year for species
identification.

If rare, threatened, or endangered species are discovered at or near the
abandonments, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife and appropriate state agency
should be contacted regarding the need to develop additional mitigation
measures, or to enter into formal or informai endangerod species

consultation.

11.3 HISTORIC AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

L]

Furtner consultation with the SHPO may be necessary to determine what, if

any, mitigation measures are appropriate for bridges or structures, if any, are
determined eligible.
if previously unsuspected archaeological remains are found during ground

disturbance, the SHPO should be contacted.

11.4 SAFETY

Prior to the start of abandonment activities in the vicinity of any known
hazardous waste sites, appropriate agencies should be contacted to assess

procedures necessary to address issues related to the sites.




11.5 TRANSPORTATION

L

Appropriate signs and barricades should be used to control traffic

disruptions during abandonment activities at and near road crossings.

Roads disturbed during abandonment activities should be returned to their

original condition.




12.0 SUMMARY OF BENEFICIAL EFFECTS

Completion of abandonment activities would result in beneficial effects

associated with the cessation of railroad operations. Generally, there would be less

human-caused disturbances, and in some cases, a gradual re-establishment of natural

vegetation. Potential beneficial effects which would vary from line to line, may include the

following:

Reduction in human-caused disturbance to water and biological resources,
including ground-surface disturbance, noise, nighttime lighting, and human
presence. This would include bencficial effects to both common and
sensitive resources.

Natura! re-establishment over time of native vegetation.

Reduction in the likelihood of spills onto sensitive habitats and into
stre amcourses.

Reduction in loss of wildlife due to animal-train collisions.

Removal of 550 road crossings, resulting in beneficial safety effects in the
form of potentially fewer accidents/incidents.

Rerouting of train traffic onte shorter or more efficient rail lines, resulting in
beneficial transportation effects.

Adjacent land uses wouid experience reduced noise exposure.

The cessation of rail traffic would result in a reduction of air emissions in the
area. However, the traffic wiuld be diverted to other rail lines or to trucks.
Therefore, it is anticipated that .ne net beneficial effect on ambient air quality

would be minimal.




