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including a copy to Donna Withers, a Fish and Wildlife Biologist with the FWS in Nevada. 

Reno Mitigation .^tudy 
On .August 12, 1996, the Surface Transportation Board issued a decision approving the 

UP/SP railroad merger. The decision included a condition that required SE.A to conduct a 
focused 18-month mitigation study. The purpose of this study is to develop specific, local 
mitigation to further address potential environmental impacts of the merger-related increased 
train traffic on the existing UP right-of-way through the City of Reno and Washoe County. The 
LT railroad plans an ave'age daily increase of appro.ximately 12 trains, ior a total of 
appro.xi.mately 25 through trains in the City of Reno and Washoe County (i.e., trains that neither 
originate or terminate in the Washoe County area). SEA is cuixently in the process of conducting 
the required mitigation study. 

As part ofthe Reno Mitigation Study. SEA is investigating the potential effects of 
merger-related increased train traffic on the Cui-ui and the Lahontan cutthroat trout, which 
inhabit Washoe County, DeLeuw, Cather & Company, the independent third-party contractor 
who is assisting SEA in conducting this mitigation study, has consulted with Larry Marchant, 
Hatchery Supervisor with the U.S, Fish and Wildlife Service Lahontan National Fish Hatchery in 
Gardner\-ille, Nevada, and .A.!bert John, Production .Manager with the Paiute Tnbe's Pyramid 
Lake Fishery in Sutcliffe, Nevada, legarding the extent and locations ofthe two fish populations 
and the status of recover>- plans. Both Mr. Marchant and Mr, John have advised SEA's 
consultant that the species' populations are increasing. Mr. Marchant noted that the Lahontan 
cutthroat trout in particular has re-established itself in several lakes and streams of its former 
habitat range. 

In a risk assessment' for Sierra Pacific Power Company, Jam.es Carr. Ph.D,, P,E,, with the 
Department of Geoiogical Engineenng at the University Nevada at Reno, analyzed the potential 
for transported hazardous matenals to contaminate the Truckee River, This risk assessment used 
accident data, such as accident location and severity, and the type of substance involved to 
develop the probable occurrence of ra'i spills along the Truckee Rjver, Dr, Carr reportiS in this 
assessment that the risk for occuirence of nver contamination forfaii transportation is once every 
154,15 years, while the risk for occurrence of river c jntam.ination resulting from highway 
transportation along Interstate-80 is once every 93 years. This conclusion suggests that rail 
transpor.ation of hazardous materials has less associated risk than highway transportation, and by 
inference that diverting hazardous matenals from truck to rail would reduce the risk for nver 
contamination. 

This conclusion also has been corroborated in discussions with Federal and local 
govemment olTicials in the kcno-area. Specifically, SE.A's consultant discussed rail spiiis of 
hazardous matenals with Pete Tuttle, Fish and Wildlife Biologist with the FWS Contan.ination 

'Ca.T, Jarr.es R,, Ph,D, Addendu.m to "Development of an Integrated Computer Platform 
I'or the Evalualion of Contamination Mitigation Scenarios along the Tmckee River-Risk of 
Transporting Hazardous Substances Adjacent to the Tmckee River." November 22, 1996, 
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SuR.^ACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmer.tal Analysis 

June 17, 1997 

Carlos H, Mendoza 
State Super̂ •isor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Nevada State Officf 
4600 Kietzke Lane. Building C - 125 
Reno,Nevada 89502-5093 

K E C u I V i-: 0 _̂  

rtF.::o /••/.VL;" ;;r/.~/o,v 
It-..I V '• 'O-';? 

Dear Mr, Mendoza: 

Re: Union Pacific/Southem Pacific .Merger; Finance 
Docket No. 32760 - Reno .Mitigation Study -
Request for U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Comments Regarding Special Status Species 

The Surface Transportation Board's Section of Environmental Analvsis (SEA) is 

Z i ) T o u ' l e ^ l 7 recently-approved Union Pacific 
^^^^ P"^°^= °f '̂ -̂̂ ^̂ 's to provide the U S Fish 

and W ildhte Serv-ice ,FWS) an additional opportunity to comment on certain special s ams 
species in the vicinity ofthe Tmckee River in the Reno, Nevada area 

Background 

nn rh ^ K ^ " ^ its enviromnental review ofthe UP/SP railroad merger, SEA prepared and served 
on the public an Enviromnental .Assessmem (EA) on Apnl 12. 1996, While prepanng the EA 
SEA sent consultation letters to the appropnate Federal, state and local agencies to gather ' • 
information about threatened or endangered species in Nevada. Also, SEA served the E A on the 
aLci'es ' appropnate Federal, state and local 

TU ^ " ^' SEA received comments in r'-sponse to the EA from the Citv of Reno 
1 he City of Reno expressed concem for two special status species: (1) the endai gered Cui-ui' 
(Cnasmisres cujus), and (2) the threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (Oncorhvnchus clarki 
hcnshawi also known as Saimo clarh henshawi). None ofthe other consulted aoencies 
mcluding the FWS, filed comments on the EA that expressed concems regarding possible 
merger impacts to threatened or endangered species in the vicinity ofthe Tmckee River in the 
Washoe County. Nevada area. Ailer review of al! ofthe comments on the EA and further 
independent analysis, SEA prepared a post-EA that addressed the comments on the EA and 
included recommended mitigation measures. SEA served the post-EA on June 24 1996 



appears that tins was an i,^ -propnate measure to be used as a bas-^ -> seek concunence from the 
USFWS for the simple jn that this basis (1) completely ignore., .ne Califomia portion of .he 
Tmckee River and (2) represents the risk posed from 14 trains per day. not the post mercer 
impacts of 24 trains per day. The City would appreciate yrur written'opinion addressing this 
issue 

As Mr. Demuth probably explained to you, the City is under a verv difficult tim.e 
schedule due 10 ihe very- late release of the USFWS's info.-mal consultation conclusions to the 
City by the STB. All responses should bc submitted to the STB during early September, 1997 to 
ensure that the information is considered. As such, I would be happy io facilitate delivering any 
written opinion you are inclined to offer to both the STB and the USFWS for their timely 
consideration. 

Thank you in advance for you: time and continued interest in this very important local 
environmental concem tliroughout the Tmckee .Meadows. Should you have any questions or 
need any other information, please call me at 334-2006 (direct line) or you may contact Mr 
Mark Demuth at 829-1126. 

Sincerely. 

Mem Belaustegui-Traficanti 
Deputy City Attomey 

cc: Charles McNeelv, Citv Manager 
Mark Demuth, MADCTON 
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\ ' IA F.ACSI.VIILE AND U.S. .\LAIL 

September 2. 1997 

RE. July 0. 199^ Infomial Consultation on the Union Pacific'Southem Pacific Railroad 
.verger, 199o Report: Developmert of an Integrated Computer Platform for the 
tva.uaiion of Contaminant Mitigation Scenanos along the Truckee River Risk 
of Transporting Hazardous Substances Adjacent to the Truckee River 

Dear Dr. Carr: 

On behalf of the City of Reno, I would like to thank vou for meeiina with VIr Mark 
Demuth, an environmental consultant for the Ci'y, on August 29, 1997 to â iswer his questions 
conceming your above noted 1996 repon. The data vou have collected in vour report is 
important infonnation which Lhe City will be able to analvze in addressin̂ '̂aH ofthe 
environmental i.mpacts on t.he citizens ofthe Tmckee .Meadows and the Imckee River resulting 
from the Lnion Pacific.'Southem Pacific Railroad merger. Mr. Demuth tells me it was a pleasiSe 
wcrking with you and your time and efforts are sincerely appreciated by the Cit> of r.eno, 

Nlr, Demuth also indicated Lhat you misht be willing to offer a bnef lene- ifrequ°ste^ 
explaining the use (or misuse) of your findi.-.qs in vour above noted 1996 report bv th» Surf-̂ c'e 
i 'S^r^'^' , '^ '- ^^^^^thei r June 17, 1997 ler.er to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
[cbbWS) I have attached a cory ofthe STB's June i 7, 1997 lener for ease of refere.nce. 

.7'^^ particuiariy i.nterested in ycur wntten response to the STB's reauest that the 
USFW S concur wun the STB's findi.-.g that "...an accidental upstream spill from a'UP freight 
•j-a:n would not etfect the L̂ ireatened or endanizered fish species..." based upon " the risk for 
occun-ence ol river conta.minat!on for rail transponation is once ever%- 154.15 [sic] years" It 
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Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief Pijc I-5-I.28I 

Based cn the information provided in the letter, UP/SP Progress Reports CUP/SP-284, Up/sp-
290, UP/SP-300), and the disoissions with Harold McNoutly of Section Environmental 
Analysis, thc Service concirrs that the increase trafne fron: Lhe UP/SP merger is not likely to 
adversely affect cui-ui and LCT as long as the train safety in^rovcments arc conthned and thc 
f mer '̂cncy response plan Ls implemented i f needed. Therefore, formal consultation pursuant 
to section 7 of the Act is not required. L i thc unlikely event of 2 spill, consultation would bc 
conducted under thc emergency provisions for consuitaticn as discussed in 50 CFR § 402.05 

This response constitutes informal consultation under regulations prcmulgated in 50 CFR § 
402, winch establish procedures governing interagency consuitaticn under section 7 of the Act. 
If new biological Informadon becomes available ccnceming listed cr candidate species which 
may bc affected by your activities, your agency should ccntact the Service regarding 
consiiltation. 

Please contact Stephanie Byers at (702) 784-5227 if you have any questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

X^Chcster C. Buchanan 
v' Acting Stale Supervisor 



Elaine K. reiser. Chief File No. 1-5-1-281 

approximately 30 days after the adult cui-ui have fmi.Vncd spawning. A more detailed account 
o'f the species' life history is provided in the revised Ctii-ui Recovery Plan (Ser/ice 1992). 

LCT arc also obliga'Lcry stream spa-A-ncrs. Historically, populations of LCT Ln Pyram.id T^Vp 
reportedly migrated, over 100 nulcs up thc Truckee River and into Lake Tahce. Spawning 
generally occurs in riffle areas from April thrcugh July, depending cn Cow, elevation, 
photoperiod, and water tcmpc-^mre. To dale, approximately 30 LCT have been passed 
upstream of Marble Bluff Dam. However, high water temperatures (above 60° F) in the lower 
Truckee River may preclude LCT eggs from hatching. LCT mamrc between 2 and 4 years of 
age and may live 5 to 9 years. Post-spawning mcrtaiirv' rates as high as 90 percent have been 
reported for LCT; consecutive year spawning is rare. An excellent account of the species' life 
histoi7 is provided in. the Final LCT Recovery Plan (Service 1995). 

Thc Surface Transportaticn Board's Section of Environmenlal Analysis maintains that an 
increase in train traffic will not appreciably increase thc likehhcod of an acciden'^ 
hazardous material spill in the Truckee River. In a recent risk assessment conducted for 
them, it was reported thai the risk of river contamination from rail transportarion is once every 
154.15 years. Additicnaiiy, there have been no catastrophic rail spills affecting ihc Truckee 
Fiver in over the past 10 years. The only rail spills to require c!ean-up action were for those • 
that did not result in contaminarion of the river. Since 1971, only 26 incidents have occurred 
along the Truckee River Ln Califomia and Nevada, thc most serious of which was a 40 gallon . 
spill of hazardous material -cf which none entered the river. Thc information subnaitted 
sucgesis that based cn ihc infrequency of derailments and the geography of the area, it is 
unlikely that hazardous material wouid enter thc Truckee Eliver from a rail accident. 

To further reduce thc likelihood of a hazardous material spill affecdng the listed -species found 
in the Trjckee Pj'/er, improved train safety actions have been enacted and an emergency 
response plan has been developed. Track and tank car inspections have been increased and 
im-^rcvcd. Hazardous material v.ill be hauled in doubled steel drjms. Al l sign?J crossing 
devices contain visible insn-jcdons designadng an SOO number to be called if thc device is 
maif^cticniiu:. Every communir/ that UP/SP opera'-cs thrcugh has been issued an emergency 
responŝ 'e n'omber as part of dicL' -Qperarion Respond" program. LT/SP has rcaUocaSrd theL-
ha:idaus material response personnel to those areas most in need. Lastly. UP/SP has begun 
reriacing all rails wr± head-hardened rail on aU moun'-am curves to further prevent 
deraihr.ents cr accidents. 
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FISK AND \vTLDLIFE SERVICE 
NEVADA STATE OFFICE 

4600 KIETZKE LANE, SUriE 125C 
RENO, NE\^ADA 89502-5055 
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XLTY ATTORNEY 

July 9, 1997 
File N'o. 1-5-97-1-281 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Envu"cnm.cntal Analysis 
Surface Transportation Beard 
1925 K Strcctl N."W. 
"^'ashir^on, DC 20423-OCO 1 

Dear Chief Kaiser: 

Subject: Informal Consultation on the Union Paci5c/Souihcm Pacific Railroad 
Merge: 

Thc Fish and 'Wildlife Service received your June 24, 1997. letter regarding the merger of the 
Union Pacitic (LT) and Southem Pacific (SP) railroads which will approximately double train 
Lrafrlc along the Truckee River and through the cities of Sparks and-Reno. Your letter 
requests our concurrence th,-ir the prcposcd merger wil l .not adversely affect the end.ingcred 
cui-ui {Chcsmiszes cujus) and threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT) (Or.corhyr.chus clcrki 
kcnshswi) which spawn in ihcTmrLee River and reside in Pyramid.Lake downstream 
apprc.ximately 15 miles from the closest LT tracks. This material was submiUcd to us for 
informal consultatian pursuam to section 7 of tiie Endangered Species Act cf 1973, as 
amended (Act). 

Thc cui-u: was listed as endangered on March 11. 1967. without critical habitat (32 ES, 4001). 
Cui-ui are large (up to 28 inches and 8 pounds), long-lived (40-r years) lake suckc-s endemic 
to PNTamid LaJce and the Truckee River in 'Vr'ashoe and Storey Counties, Nevada. They arc 
cbligatcry stream. spav,T-ers, and each spring mamrc adults gather in a prespawning aggregate 
near thc mouth of the Tnxkce River. Typically cui-Lii occur in the Truckee River from March 

imTTTT-: distance arrproxLmatelv unstream of thrcugh June and may cccupy the nver at a 
Numima Dam, The acmal spav,Tiing migranon t>-p:cally begins in either .A.prii cr 
decendmg uncn timing c: spring mncff. river access, and water temperature, and 
soa^-nin^ occurs over a 1 to 2-week period.. Larval cui-ui can te expected in the river for 

-ay, 
generally 

- f n -



Congressman John Ensign 
August 20, 19S7 
Page 2 

is now a part of the public record, based upon the limited premise that the USFWS render 
an opinion seeking concurrence that "the proposed merger will not adversely affect the 
endangered cui-ui {Chasmistes cujus) and the threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT) 
(Oncorhynchus clarki henshawi)". Certain information previously placed in the 
Environmental Assessment (EA) record by the City, tends to contradict the following 
USFWS conclusion: 

Based on the information provided in [SEA's] letter, UP/SP 
Progress Reports . . , and the discussions with Harold 
McNoulty [s!c] ofthe Section Environmental Analysis, the [Fish 
and Wildlife] Service concurs that the increase traffic from the 
UP/SP merger is not likely to adversely affect the cui-ui and 
LCT as long as the tram safety improvements are continued 
and the emergency response plan is implemented if needed. 
Therefore, formal consultation pursuant to section 7 ot the 
[Endangered Species] Act is not required. 

Now, more than ever, the City believes that oversight of this mitigation study by the 
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) is critical and would be beneficial to reaching an 
appropriate resolution of these important environmental issues. The City would welcome 
any assistance in this regard that your office may be able to offer. I would be happy to 
answer any questions you or your staff miay have on this or any matter concerning the 
UP/SP merger. 

Sincerely, 

CHARLES McNEELY / 
City Manr^ger 

End. 
cc: Jeff Griffin, Reno City Mayor 

Pierre Hascheff, Council Member-at-Large 
Tom He^-don, Council Member, Ward 1 
Candice Pearce, Council Me.mber. Ward 2 
Bill Newberg, Counci! Member, Ward 3 
Judy Pruett, Council Member, Ward 4 
Dave Aiazzi, Council Member, V^̂ ard 5 



P.O. Box 1900 
Reno, Nevada 89505 August 20, 1997 

Congressman John Ensign 
414 Cannon House Office Building 
Washington, DC 20515 

Re UP/SP Merger, Renc Mitigation Study; Endangered Species Act, Informal 
Consultation from United States Department ofthe Interior Fish and Wildlife Service 
Nevada State Office requested by Surface Transport.ation Board-Section of 
Environmental Analysis 

Dear Congressman Ensign: 

In my continuing effort to keep you informed of the progress of the Reno Mitigation 
Study being conducted by the Surface Transportation Board-Section on Environmental 
Analys s ("SEA"), I am for^vardlng to you a copy of a July 9, 1997, informal consultation 
(Fils No, 1 -,5-97-1-281) generated by the United States Department of the Interior Fish and 
Wildlife Service Nevada State Office ("USFWS") concerning endangered species <n the 
Truckee River environ - the endangered cui-ui and the threatened Lahontan cutthroat 
trout 

Even though this informal consultation is dated July 9, 1997, the City did not 
receive a copy until August 18, 1997 The City did not receive any prior notice of this 
informal consultation (wtiich was requested by SEA on June 24, 1997^ and was not offered 
an opportunity to provide documentation to be considered in the final analysis, even 
though the City's task force members expressly requested that these very issues be placed 
on a *<-3sk force agenda for discussion and consideration. The fact that this informal 
consultation was not disclosed to the City until forty days after ;t was finalized (and less 
than a month before the draft mitigation plan for Reno is scheduled to be released by SEA) 
'-aises serious concerns the background information submitted to the USFWS to obtain ifs 
concurrence. The City's environmental consultants immediately contacted the USFWS on 
August 19, 1997, and offered to provide further documentation which was not previously 
made available to them during their analysis The USFWS has readily agreed to meet 
With City officials on Tuesday, August 26, 1997, I will keep you apprised of the results of 
that m.eeting. 

SEA s conduct is troubling particularly because the City of Reno had previously 
requested tnat the endangered species issues be addressed at a task force meeting and 
yet this request was not honored by SEA. It is also ti-oublmg that this informal consultation 
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Elaine K Kaiser, Caicf T-, , 
Hie No. 1-5-1-281 

Based on the information provided in thc letter, LT/SP Progress Repons (UP/SP-284 Up/cp 
290, UT/SP-300), and the discussions with Harold McNoutly cf Secnon Environmentkl 
/jialysis. thc Ser̂ ^cc concurs that the increase traine frcm thc UPL1P merger is'nat'likely to 
adversely affect cui-ui and LCT as long as thc train safet;/ improvements are continued and the 
emergency .^onse plan is implemented i f needed. Therefore, formal consitlLition pursuant 
to section 7 of thc Act is net requL-cd. In tiic unlikely event of a spill, consultation would be ' 
conducted under thc emergency provisions for consultation as discussed in 50 CFR § 402 05 

This response conslimtes infcmul consultation under regulations promulgated in 50 CFR § 
402, which establish procedures governing interagency consultation under section 7 ofthe Act 
I f new biological information becomes available conceming listed cr candidate s-?ec:es which 

be affected by your activities, your agency shouid ccntact thc Service regarding 
•ation. 

jhtact Stephanie Byers at (702) 7S4-5227 i f you have any questions or commenls. 

Sincerely, 

X^^Chester C. Buchanan 
V Acting State Supervisor 



Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief File No. 1-5-1-281 

approximately 30 days after the adult cui-ui have fmished spawning. A more detailed account 
of'thc spccrcs' life history is provided in the revised Cui-ui Recovery Plan (Service 1992). 

LCT are also obligatory stream spawners. HistoricaUy, populaticns of LCT Ln Pyramid Lake 
re-o'tcdly'migrat^ over ICO mil'es up thc Truckee PJver and into I ^ c Tahce. Spawnmg 
gc^<-rally occurs in riffle are.^ frcm April through July, depending cn flow, clcvadon, 
photopcriod, and W^JZT Lcmremmrc. To date, approximately 30 LCT have been passed 
unstream of Marble Bluff Dam. However, high water tcmpcramres (above 60' F) in he lower 
Truckee River may preclude LCT eggs from hatching. LCT mamre between 2 and 4 years of 
a<̂ c and'may live 5 to 9 ve^rs. Pcst-spawning mortality rates as high as 90 percent have been 
-ported for LCT; con5ee.:t:v= yzzz spawning is rare. An excellent account of the • ecies' life 
histoiT is provided Ln thc Final LCT Recovery Plan (Service 1995). 

Th- Surface Transnortaticn Board's Secdon of Environmental Analysis maintains th.-.t an 
incr-as- m train t rkf ic wlU noc appreciably increase thc l ikcl icod cf an accidental 
hazaidous material spill Ln the Trackee River. In . recent nsk assessment conducted for 
the-- it was rccortcd tbat the risk of river contamination from rail transportaticn is once every 
154^15 vears Addidonally. there have been no catastrophic rail spills affecting the Triickee 
Rive- in' over the past n years. The oniy rail spills to require clean-up acnon were for those 
lhat did not result in contamination of the river. SLncc 1971. only 25 incidents have occurred 
alo-- the Tr^icKee Piver Ln California and Nevada, the most senous of wmcn was a 40 gallon 
stDilTof hazardous matenal x:f which none entered the river. The infonnation submitted_ 
suee-sts that based on lhe infrequency of derailments and the geography of the area, it is . 
unl ie iy Lhrl hazardous material world enter the Tnicitec River from a raU accident. 

' To f - the - reduce thc likelihood of a hazardous material spiU affecting the Ustcdspecies found 
in th-^Trickee Pdver, Lmprovcd train safetv- acdons have been enacted and an_ emergency 

' ^ H - r^s b ^ - -'-vc-crcd Track and tank car inspccdons have been mcreased and 
^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ u ; ^ ^ be hâ uled m doubled steel dfums. Al l signal crossing 
r v ^ c d ' o n ^ L r o l c mstrucdons dcsignadng an 800 number to be called if l l ^ device is 
t l ^ ^ X ^ Ever; comm-mirv that UP/SP operates through has been issued an emergency 
maituni-.-.cuiiife- J.-KI~.J ^ .̂/..̂ ^ . . jn TTTJ.'QP V-TC r'nV\nrs^'' their 

u-,- =c. „,-f n't"^'-' "O'-eraaon Respond program. L r / b r nas reauoca-.- ^--^ 
response number as pan c. t^--. u,.crauu.i t & up'S^ has beeun 
ha:^-do'us material response personnel to those arras mos. m n.ed. ^ i . U^, S Dcgun 
r S c m g all rails with head-hardened rati on aU mountam cur.es to lurmer prevent 
dcraiim.ents cr accidcn*.s. 



United Stares Department of the In_4^P^ ̂ "^Q^^EY 

m I 8 1997 

FISK AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
NE\'ADA STATE OFHCE 

460-3 KIETZKE LANT. SUITE 125C 
RENO, N E W J : > A £9502-5055 

Elaine K, Kaiser, Chief 
Secdon of Environmental Analysis 
Suriacc Transportation Board 
1925 K Street! N.W. 
Wasmngton, DC 20423-OCOl 

Dear Chief Kaiser: 

Subject: 

July 9, 1997 
File No. 1-5-S7-I-2S1 

Informal Consultation on the Union Pacific/Southem Pacific Railroad 
Merger 

Thc Fish and Wildlife Se:̂ n''Ce received your Jimc 24, 1997. letter regarding the merger ofthe 
Union Pacific (UP) and Souihem PaciSc CSP) r-iiroads which will approximately double train 
traffic along the Tmckee River and through the cities of Sparks and-Reno. Your letter 
requests our concurrence that the proposed merger wiU not adversely affect the endangered 
cu:-ui (Chzsmiszes cujus) and threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT) (Oncorhynchus clarki 
ker,sk:r//i) which spawn in theTmr'icee River and reside in Pyramid.Lake downstream 
apprcximately 15 miles from the closest LT tracks. This material was submitted to us for 
informal consultation pursuant lo section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (Act). 

Thc cui-ui was listed as c: 
Cui-ui are large (up to 2S 
to PvTamid Lake and the ' 
obligatory stream spav.T:; 
near the mou± of the T n 
Lhrcngh June and may ccc 
Numma Dam. The actua 
dependrng upon timing c: 
spavr-ning occurs over a 1 

1.1-r.r d on March 11. 1967. without critical habitat (32 EE 4001). 
inches and 8 pourxds), long-lived (40-!- years) lake sjckers endemic 
rruckee River in Washoe and Storey Counties. Nevada. They arc 

and each spring mature adults gather in a prespawning aggregate 
ckee River. Typically eui-ui occu:- in the Tmckce River from March 
upy the river at a minimum distance approxhnaiely upstream of 
1 spav-Tiinx migration tvpically begins in either April or May. 
srring mncff. river access, and water tcmren 
to 2-weê . penod. 

id generally 
Lar/al cui-ui can bc expected in the nver for 
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is now a part of the public record, based upcn the limited premise that tne USFWS render 
an opinion seeking concurrence that "the proposed merger wiil not adversely affect the 
endangered cui-ui {Chasmistes cujus) and the threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT) 
(Oncorhynchus clarki henshav/i)". Certain information previously placed in the 
Environmenta! Assessment (EA) record by the City, tends to contradict the following 
USFWS conclusion: ' 

Based on the information provided in [SEA's] letter, UP/SP 
Progress Reports . . , and the discussions with Harold 
McNoulty [SIC] ofthe Section Environmental Analysis, the [Fish 
and Wildlife] Sen/ice concurs that the increase traffic from the 
UP/SP merger is not likely to adversely affect the cui-ui and 
LCT as long as the tram safety improvements are continued 
and the emergency response plan is implemented if needed. 
Therefore, formal consultation pursuant to section 7 of the 
[Endangered Species] Act is not required. 

Now, more than ever, the City believes that oversight of this mitigation study by the 
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) is cntical and would be beneficial to reaching an 
appropnate resolution of these important environmenta! issues. The City weuld welcome 
any assistance in this regard that your office may be able to offer, I would be harpy to 
answer any questions you or your staff may have on this or any matter concerning the 
UP/SP merger 

Sincerely, 

CHARLES McNEELY 
City Manager 

End. 
cc: Jeff Griffin, Reno City Mayor 

Pierre Hascheff. Council Member-at-Large 
Tom Herndon, Council Mem.ber. Ward 1 
Candice Pearce, Council Member. Ward 2 
Bill Newberg, Ccunci; Member, Ward 3 
Judy Pruett, Council Mem.ber, Wai-d 4 
Dave A;az2i, Counci! Mem.ber, Ward 5 



P,0, Box 1900 
Reno. Nevada 89505 August 20, 1997 

Senator Har'7 Reid 
324 Hart Senate Building 
'vVashington, DC 20510 

Re UP/SP Merger; Reno Mitigation Study; Endangered Species Act Informal 
Consultation from United States Decartment ofthe interior Fish and Wildlife Service 
Nevada State Office requested by Surface Transportation Board-Section of 
Environmental Analysis 

Dear Senator Reid: 

In my continuing effort to keep you informed of the progress of the Reno Mitigation 
Study being conducted by the Surface Transportation Bnard-Section on Environmental 
Analysis ( SEA'). I am forwa.^ding to you a copy of a July 9, 1997, informal consu;tation 
File No. 1-5-97-1-281) generated by the United States Department of the Intenor Fish and 

Wildlife Service Nevada State Office ("USFWS") concerning endangered species in the 
Truckee River environ - the endangered cui-ui and the threatened Lahontan cutthroat 
trout. 

Even though this informal consultation is dated July 9 1997 the City did not 
receive a ccpy until August 18, 1997. The City did not receive any prior notice of this 
informal consultation (which was requested by SEA on June 24, 1997) and was not offered 
an opportunity to provide documentation to be considered in the final analysis even 
though the City's task force members expressly requested that these ven; issues be placed 
on a task force agenda for discussion and consideration. The fact that this informal 
consultation was not disclosed to the City until forty days after it was finalized (and less 
than a m.onth before the draft mitigation plan foi Reno is scheduled to be released by SEA) 
raises senous concerns the background infonrr.ation submitted to the USFWS to obtain its 
concurrence Tne City's environmenta! consu'tants immediately contacted the USFWS on 
August 19. 1997, and offered to provide further documentation which was not previously 
made availaole tc them dunng their analysis. The USFWS has readily agreed to meet 
with City officials on Tuesday, August 25, 1S97, I will keep you appnsed of the results of 
that meeting 

SEA'S conduct is troubling particularly because the City of Reno had previously 
requested that the endangered species issues be addressed at a tasi^ force meetino and 
yet th,s request was not honored by SEA. It is also troubling that this informal consuiration 
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Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief T-T x-
Filc No. 1-5-I-2S1 

Based on the infonnation provided in thc ietter, UP/SP Progress Repons (MP/^P-')M np/cp 
290. UP/SP-300), and thc discussions with Harold McNoudy cf Section Envirom^entll 
Analysis, thc Ser\'icc concurs that thc increase traffic from thc UP/SP nte-r-- is not'likelv to 
adversely affect cui-ui and LCT as.long as thc train safety improvements aTe ccntinu-d and thr 
emergency response plan is implemented if needed. Therefore, fonnal consultation pursuant 
to section 7 of the Act is not rcquL-cd. In the unlikely event of a soil', consultation would be ' 
conducted under the emergency provisions for consultation as discussed in 50 CFR § 402 05 

Tills response constitutes informal consultation under regulations promulgated in 50 CFR § 
402. which establish procedures governing interagency consuitaticn under section 7 of the Ac* 
Lf new biological information becomes avaiiabie conceming listed cr candidate species which 
may bc affected by your activities, your agency should contact thc Service regarding 
consultation. 

Please contact Stephanie Byers at (702) 7S4-5227 if you have any questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

•-/^ecMy--

l;^Chester C. Buchanan 
v Acting Statc Supervisor 



Elaine K. Kciscr, Chief File No. 1-5-1-281 

approxhnately 30 days after thc adult cui-ui have fmished spa-ATiing. A mere detailed account 
of thc species' life history is provided in thc revised Cui-ui Recovery Plan (Service 1992). 

LCT are also obligator/ stream spav,-Ders. Historically, populations of LCT Ln Pyramid Lake 
reportedly mig^-atcd over lC-0 miles up thc Truckee River and into Lake Tahce. Spawnmg 
gcncraUy occurs in riffle areas frcm April ihrough July, depending on flow, elevation, 
photcreriod, and water tempcraan-e. To date, approximately 30 LCT have been passed 
upstrc'am of Marble Bluff Dam. However, high water tencpcramres (above 60° F) in the iower 
Truckee River may preclude LCT eggs from hatching. LCT mamre between 2 and 4 years of 
age and may live 5 to 9 years. Pcst-spav,-ning mortality rates as high as 90 percent heve been 
reported for LCT; consecjtive year spawning is rare. An excellent account ci thc species' life 
histor>' is provided in the Final LCT Recovery Phm (Service 1995). 

Thc Suriacc Transportation Board's Section of Environmental Analysis maintains that an 
increase in train traffic wiil not appreciably increase thc hkelihood of an accidental 
hazardous material spiU in tiu: Truckee River. Ln a recent risk assessment conducted for 
them, it was reported tbat die risk of river contamination from rail transponation is once every 
154.15 vears. A.dditionally, there have been no catastrophic rail spills affecting ± e Truckee 
River in over die past 10 years. The only rad spiiis to require c!ean-up action were for tiiosc 
that did not result in ccntaminarion of the river. Since 1971. only 26 incidents have occurred 
along the Truckee River Ln California and Nevada, thc most serious of which was a 40 gallon . 
spilfof hazardous material xif which none entered the river. Thc information submit'j:d 
susgests tiiat based on the infixquency of deraihnents and thj; geography cf the area, it is . 
uniilrcly Lhat hazardous material would enter thc Truckee River from a rail accident. 

' To frurther reduce the likelihood of a hazardous material spill affecting the listed Succics found 
in die Truckee River, improved tram safety actions Iiave been enacted and an emergency 
respor.sc phm has been devclcpcd. Track and tank car inspections have been increased and 
improved Hazardous material wiil be hauled m doubled steel drums. All signal crossing 
d-vices contain visible instructions designating an 800 number to be called if the device is 
malfunctioning. Evcrj- commczixy that UP/SP operates through has heen issued an emergency 
resnonse number as pan cf theu -Operation Respond" progmm. UP/SP has reaUocacd th^L' 
ha:^-dous material resronse cc-som.-! to those areas most in need. I ^ d y , LT/S? has beg-on 
renlacing all rails witi: head-hardened raii on ail mountam curves to furdier prevent 
deradmenis cr accidents. 
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July 9. 1997 
File No. 1-5-97-1-281 

Elaine K, Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transponation Board 
1925 K Street! N.W. 
WashLngtcn, DC 20423-OQOl 

Dear Chief Kaiser: 

Subieci: Informal Consultation on the Union Pacific/Southern Pacific Railroad 
Merge: 

The Fish and Wildlife Ser.ice received your June 24. 1997. lette: regarding the merger of the 
Union Pacitlc (CP) and Southem Pacific (SP) raiiroads which will approximately double train 
traffic along the Truckee River and through the cities of Sparks and-Reno. Your ietter 
requests our concurrence that the proposed merger wdl not adversely affect the end.ingered 
cui-ui î Chcsrr.iszes cujus) and threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT) (Oncorhynchus clcrki 
her^hccwi) which spawn in thc~Tn.i-"icee River and reside in Pyramid.Lake dov-nstrcam 
apprcximately 15 miles frcm the closest UP track-s. This material was submitted to us for 
informal consultation pursuant to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 
amended (Act). 

Th.c cui-ui was listed as endangered cn March 11. 1967. without critical habitat (32 EB, 4001). 
Cui-ui are large (up to 2£ inches and 8 pounds), long-lived (40-;- years) lake suckers endemic 
to PvTamid Lake and the Truckee River in Washoe and Storey Counties, Nevada. They arc 
cbligatcry stream spawnc.ns. and each spring mamre adults gatiier in a prespawning aggregate 
r-car thc moutii of the Tn:ci:ee Pdver. Typically cui-ui occur in the Truckee River frcm March 
tiircuth June and may occupy the river at a rpin-m.v.m distance apprcximately upstream of 
Numana Dam, The acmal spav.-ning migration typically begins in eitiicr April or May. 
decendms: un-on timing c: spnng runcfr", river access, and water tempcramre. and generally 
spav-ming occurs over a 1 to 2-wcek period. Larval cui-ui can be expected in thc river for 
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IS now a part of the public record, based upon the limited premise that the USFWS render 
an opinion seeking concurrence that "the proposed merge- wili not adversely affect the 
endangered cui-ui {Chasmistes cujus) and the threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT) 
(Oncorhynchus clarki henshawi)". Certain information previously placed in the 
Environmental Assessment (EA) record by the City, tends to contradict the following 
USFWS conclusion: 

Based on the information provided in [SEA's] letter, UP/SP 
Progress Reports , , , , and the discussions with Harold 
McNoulty [sic] ofthe Section Environmental Analysis, the [Fish 
and Wildlife] Ser\r'ice concurs that the increase traffic from the 
UP/SP merger is not likely to adversely affect the cui-ui and 
LCT as long as the tram safety improvements are continued 
and the emergency response plan is implemented if needed. 
Therefore, formal consultation pursuant to section 7 of the 
[Endangered Species] Act is not required. 

Now, more than ever, the City believes that oversight of this mitigation study by the 
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) is critical and would be beneficial to reaching an 
appropnate resolution of these important environmental issues The City would welcome 
any assistance in this regard that your office may be able to offer. I wouid be happy to 
answer any questions you or your staff may have on this or any matter concerning the 
UP/SP merger. 

Sincerely, 

CHARLES McNEEL^ 
City Manager 

End 
cc: Jeff Griffin, Reno City Mayor 

Pierre Hascheff, Council Member-at-Large 
Tom, Herndon, Council Member, Ward 1 
Candice Pearce, Council Member, Ward 2 
Bill Newberg, Council Member, Ward 3 
Judy Pruett, Council Member, Ward 4 
Dave Aiazzi, Council Member, Ward 5 



Si 
P.O. Box 1900 
Reno. Nevada 89505 August 20, 19S7 

Senator Richard H, Bryan 
269 Russell Senate Office Building 
V'/ashington, DC 20510 

Re, UP/SP Merger, Reno Mitigation Study; Endangered Species Act. Informal 
Consultation from Unted States Department ofthe Interior Fish and Wildlife Service 
Nevada State Office requested by Surface Transportation Board-Section of 
Environmental Analysis 

Dear Senator Bryan: 

In my continuing effort to keep you informed of the progress of the Reno Mitigation 
Study being conducted by tne Surface Transportation Board-Section on Environmental 
A,;a.vsis ( SEA'), I am fonA^arding to you a ccpy of a July 9, 1997, informal consultation 
(File No 1 -5-97-1-281) generated by the United States Departm^ent of the Intenor Fish and 
Wildlife Service Nevada State Office ( 'USFWS") concerning endangered species in the 
Truckee River environ - the endangered cui-ui and the threatened Lahontan cutthroat 
trout. 

Even though this informal consultation is dated July 9, 1997, the City did not 
receive a copy until August 18, 1997 The City did not receive any pnor notice of this 
inform,ai consultation (which was .'•equested by SEA on June 24, 1997) and was not offered 
an opportunity to provide aocumentation to be consioered in tne final analysis, even 
though the City's task force mem.bers expressly requested that these very issues be placed 
on a task force agenda for discussion and consideration. The fact that this informal 
consultation was not disclosed to the City until forty days after it was finalized (and less 
than a month before the araft mitigation plan for Reno is scheduled to be released by SEA) 
raises serious concems the background information submitted to the USFV^S to obtain its 
concurrence The City's environmental consultants immediately contacted the USFWS on 
August 19, 1997, and offered to provide further documentation which was not previously 
made available to tham during tneir analysis. The USFWS has readily agreed to meet 
with City officials on Tuesaay, August 26, 1997. I will keep you appnsed of tne results of 
that meeting. 

SEA's conduct is troubling particularly oecause the City of Reno had p-eviously 
requested that the endangered snecies issues be addressed at a task force m.eeting and 
yet this request was not honored c v SEA. It'S also troubling that this informal consultation 
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Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief ^^^^^^^^^ 

Eased on die infoimation provided in die letter, UP/SP Progress P^ons (L'P/SP-284, Up/sp 
290, UP/SP-300), and the discussions with Harold McNoutly of Section Environmental 
/malysis. die Ser\'icc concurs tiiat thc increase traffic from the UP/SP m.erger is' not likely to 
adversely ajiect cui-ui and LCT as.long as die train safet:/ improvements are continued â id the 
emergency response plan is icplemented if needed. Therefore, fonnal consultation pursuant 
to section 7 of thc Act is cot required. In thc unlikely event of a spill, consultation would be ' 
conducted under the emergency provisions for consultation as discussed in 50 CFR § 402 05 

This response constitutes informal consultation under regulations prcmulgated in 50 CFR § 
402. which establish procedures governing interagency consultation under section 7 of tiie Act 
I f new biological information becomes available concerning listed or candidate scecies which 
may bc affected by your activities, your agency should ccntact the Service regarding 
consultation. 

Please contact Stephanie Byers at (702) 784-5227 if you have any questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

_Chester C. Buchanan 
Acting State Supervisor 



Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief File No. 1-5-1-281 

approximately 30 days after the adult cui-ui have fmish.ed spawuing. A more detailed account 
of die species' life history is proN-idcd in die revised Cui-ui Recovery Plan (Ser.ice 1992). 

LCT are also obligatory stream spav,-cers. Historically, populations of LCT Ln Pyramid T^Vi-
reoortcdly migrated over IL-O miles up thc Tmckce PJver and into Lake Tahce. Spawning 
gcncraUy occurs in riffle areas from April through July, depending on flow, elevation, 
photopcriod, and water tcmpcniDitc. To dale, approximately 30 LCT have been passed 
upstream of NIarble Elufr' Dam. However, high water tcmpcramres (above 60° F) m die lower 
Truckee River may preclude LCT eggs from hatching. LCT mamre between 2 and 4 years of 

"•e and mav live 5 to 9 years. Post-spawning mortality rates as high as 90 percent have been 
le^orted for LCT; consecutive year spawning is rare. An excellent account of thc species' life 
history is provided in tiie Fmal LCT Recovery Plan (Service 1995). 

Thc Surface Transportation Board's Section of Environmental Analysis maintiiins ihat an 
increase in train traffic will not appreciably increase thc likelihood of an accidental 
hazardous material spill Ln tiie Truckee River. Ln a recent risk assessment conducted for 
them, it was reported that the risk of river contamination from rail transponation is once every 
154.15 years. AdditionaDy. tiiere have been no catastrophic rad spills aft'cctmg ± e Truckee 
River in over the past 10 years. The only rad spdh; to rcquure clean-up action were for those 
that did not result in contamination of the river. Smcc 1971, only 26 incidents have occurred 
alons thc Truckee River Ln Cahfnmia and Nevada, die most serious of which was a 40 gallon . 
spiirof hazardous material x}f which none entered ti3c river. Thc itiformation submitted 
suggests xhzt based on die infrequency of derailments and the geography of tiie area, it is 
urJikcIy that h.azardous matenal would enter thc Truckee River from a rail accident. 

' To furdier reduce thc likehhood of a hazardous material spdl afr'ccting the listed spec ies found 
in thc Truckee Paver, improved tram safety actions have been enacted and an emergency 
rescor.sc plan has be^n developed. Track and tank car bspections have been increased and 
improved. Hazardous material v.ill be hauled in doubled steel drjms. Al l signal crossing 
devices contain visible ins-̂ -Jctions designating an 800 number to be called if die device is 
malfunctioning Everv communitv dial UP/SP opemtes tiirough has been issued an emergency 
resocnse number as p i t of tiicL' "Operation Respond" program. VP/SP has rcaUocatrd tiieu 
ha:k-dous material response penonncl to tiiosc areas most in need. Lastiy. LT/S? has begun 
r-'-lacing all rails with head-hardened rail on all mountain curves to furdier prevent 
deraihnenrs cr accidents. 
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July 9, 1997 
File No. 1-5-97-1-281 

Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street] N.W. 
Washington, DC 20423-OGOl 

Dc Chief Kaiser: 

Subject; Informal Consultation on the Union Pacific.'Southeru Pacific Railroad 
Merger 

The Fish and Wildlife Serice received your June 24, 1997. letter regarding the merger ofthe 
Union Pacitlc (DP) and Southem Pacific (SP) railroads which wdl approximately double train 
traff.c along the Truckee Pdver and through the cities of Sparks and-Reno. Your letter 
requests our concurrence that the proposed merger wi i l not adversely afr'ect the erjiangered 
cui-ui (Ckr.STr.ijtes cujus) and threatened Lahontan curdircat trout (LCT) (Oncorhynchus clarki 
k£r.skawi) which spawn in lhc~Tnt.~kee River and reside in Pyramid.Lake downstream 
approximately 15 miles frcm tiie closest LT* tracks. This material was submiued to us for 
informal consultation pumiant to section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973, as 

ame (Act). 

Thc oii-ui was listed as endangered cn Maroh 11. 1967. without critical habitat (32 £ S 4001). 
Cui-ui are large (up to 28 inches and 8 pounds), long-lived (40-i- years) lake suckers endemic 
to Pyramid Lake anti die Truckee River in Washoe and Storey Counties, Nevada. They arc 
obligatory stream spawners. and each sprmg mamre adults gatiier in a prespawning aggregate 
near the mouth of the Tmckee Fdvcr. T>'p:cally eui-ui occur in the Tmckce Fdvcr from March 
tiircugh J'.me and may cccupy the river at a minimum distance approximately upstream of 
.N-um: 
ceper 
sca7.i 

Dam. The acmal spa-R-ning migmtion r.'picaily begins in either April or May. 

imcn timing c: spru runoff, river access, and water te: 
le occurs ever a 1 to 2-wcek period. I-ar.-al cui-ui can 
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is now a part of the public record, based upon the limited premise that the USFWS render 
an opinion seeking concurrence that "the proposed merger will not adversely affect the 
endangered cui-ui (C/7asmysfes cujus) and the threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (LCT) 
(Oncorhynchus clarki henshawi)". Certain information previously placed in the 
Environmental Assessment (EA) record by the City, tends to contradict the foilowina 
USFWS conclusion: 

Based on the information provided in [SEA's] letter, UP/SP 
Progress Reports , . . , and the discussions with Harold 
McNoulty [sic] ofthe Section Environmental Analysis, the [Fish 
and Wildlife] Service concurs that the increase traffic from the 
UP/SP merger is not likely to adverse'y affect the cui-ui and 
LCT as long as the train safety improvements are continued 
and the emergency response plan is implemented if needed. 
Therefore, formal consultation pursuant to section 7 of the 
[Endangered Species] Act is not required. 

Now, more than ever, the City believes that oversight of this mitigation study by the 
Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) is critical and woulo be beneficial to reaching an 
appropnate resolution of these important environmental issues. The City would welcome 
any assistance in this regard that your office may be able to offer, ! would be haopy to 
answer any questions you or your staff may have on this or any matter concerninq the 
UP/SP merger, ^ 

Sincerely bincereiy, 

CHARLES McNEELY^ 
City Manager 

Enci 
cc. Jeff Gnffin, Reno City Mayor 

Pierre Hascheff, Council Member-af-Large 
Tom Herndon, Council Member, Ward 1 
Candice Pearce, Council Member, Ward 2 
Bill Newberg. Counci Member, Ward 3 
Judy Pruett, Council Membe,̂  Ward 4 
Dave Aiazzi, Council Memiber, Ward 5 



F,0, Box 1900 
Reno. Nevada 89505 August 20, 1997 

Congressman Jim Gibbons 
1116 Longworth House Office Building 
Washington DC 20515 

Re UP/SP Merger, Reno Mitigation Study; Endangered Species Act Informal 
Consultation from United States Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Service 
Nevada State Office requested by Surface Transportation Board-Section of 
Environmental Analysis 

Dear Congressman Gibbons: 

In my continuing effort to keep you informed of the progress of the Reno Mitigation 
Study being conducted by the Surface Transportation Board-Section on Environr^iental 
Analysis ( SEA"), I am for^^arding to you a copy of a July 9, 1997, informal consultation 
(Fiie No 1 -5-97-1-281) generated by the United States Department of the Intenor Fish and 
W,ldlife Service Nevada State Office (' USFWS' ) concerning endangered species in the 
Truckee River environ - the endangered cui-ui and the threatened Lahontan cutthroat 
trout. 

Even though this informb, ; ^ .ation is dated July 9, 1997 the City did not 
receive a copy until August 18, 139/, ine City did not receive any pnor notice of this 
informal consultation (which was requested oy SEA on June 24, 1997) and was not offered 
an opportunity to proviae documentation to be considered in the final analysis even 
though the City's task force members expressly requested that these very issues be placed 
cn a task force agenda for discussion and consideration. The fact that this informal 
consultation was not disclosed to the City until forty days after it was finalized (and less 
than a montn before the draft mitigation plan for Reno is schedulea to be released by SEA) 
raises senous concerns the background inform.ation supmitted to the USFWS to obtain its 
concurrence. The City's environmental consultants immediately contacted the USFWS on 
August 19, 1997. and offered to provide further documentation which was not previously 
maoe availaoie to them dunng their analysis. The USFWS has readily agreed to meet 
v.'ith City officials cn Tuesday, August 26, 1997, I will keep you apprit<?d of the results of 
that meeting, 

SEA s conduct is troubling particulahy because the City of Reno had previously 
requested that the endange'ed species issues be addressed at a task force meeting and 
yet this request was not honored by SEA, It is aloo trouoling that this infortnal consultation 
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Elaine K, Kaiser. Chief File No. 1-5-1-281 

Based on die information provided in the letter. UP/SP Progress Reports (LT/SP-284. UP/SP-
290, UP/SP-300), and thc discussions wiih Harold McNoutiy of Section Environmental 
Analysis, die Service concurs that the increase ti^c frcm die UP/SP merger is not likely to 
adversely affect cui-ui and LCT as long as die train safety improvements are continued and the 
emergency response plan is implemented if needed. Therefore, formal consultation pursuant 
to section'7 of the Aa is nol required. In die unlikely event cf a spill, consultation would be 
conducted under thc emergency provisions for consultation as discussed m 50 CFR § 402.05. 

This response constitutes informal consultation under regulations promulgated in 50 CFR § 
402. which establish procedures governing interagency consultation under section 7 of die Act. 
If new biological information becomes available conceming listed or candidate species which 
may be afr"ecied by your activities, your agency should contact die Service regarding 
consultation. 

Please contact Stephanie Byers at (702) 784-5227 if you have any questions or commenls. 

Sincerely, 

rhester C. Buchanan 
Acting Statc Supervisor 



Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief File No. 1-5-1-281 

aporoximatcly 30 days after tiie ad-ult cui-ui have finished spawning. A more detaUed account 
of'die species' life hiztozy is provided in die revised Oui-ui Recovc-v' Plan (Service 1992). 

LCT are also obligatory stream spawners. Historically, populations of LCT Ln Pyramid Lake 
reportedly migrated over 100 miles up die Tmckce River and into Lake Tahoc. Spawning 
gcncraUy occurs in riffle areas from April tiuough July, depending on flow, elevation, 
photopcriod, and water tempcramre. To date, approximately 30 LCT have been passed 
upstream of Marble Bluff Dam. However, high water tcmpcranircs (above 60° F) in die lower 
Tmckce River may preclude LCT eggs from hatching. LCT mature between 2 and 4 years of 
age and may live 5 to 9 years, Post-spawnmg mortality rales as high as 90 percent have been 
reported for LCT; consecutive year spawning is rare. An excellent account of die species' life 
history is provided in die Final LCT Recovery Plan (Service 1995). 

The Surface Transportation Board's Section of Environmental Analysis maintains diat an 
increase in train traffic wdl not appreciably increase thc likelihood of an accidental 
hazardous material spill in die Tmckee River. In a recent risk assessment conducted for 
them it was reported dial die risk of river contamination from rail transportation is once every 
154 15 years Additionallv, Uiere have been no catastrophic rad spUIs aft'ecting die Tmckce 
River in over die past 10 years. The only rail spiiis to require clean-up acnon were for diosc 
that did not result in contamination of die river. Smce 1971, only 26 incidents have occurred 
along uhe Truckee River in Califomia and Nevada, die most serious of which was a 40 gallon 
spill 0 ' hazardous material xjf which none entered die river. The infonnaaon submitted 
sugg-sts dial based on die infrequency of deradments and die geography of die area, it is 
unlSceiy dial hazardous matenal would enter die Tmckee River from a raU accident. 

" To furthe- reduce die likehhood of a haz;.nlous material spiU affecting die Lsted s^^ics found 
in die Tmckce River, unproved tram safety actions have been enacted and an emergency 
resnonsc plan has been developed. Track and tank car inspections have been mocascd and 
imDrcvcd Hazanlous material will be hauled in doubled steel dmms. AR signal crossmg 
devices contain visible instmctions designating an 800 mimbcr to be called if die device is 
malfunctionmg Every communis dial LT/SP operates dirough has been issued an emergency 
™ : n S e r a s ^ of dicL^ "Operation Respond" program. UP/SP has rcaUocattd dieir 
h^^^ous matenal rLponse personnel to diosc an:as mosl in need. Lasdy, UP/SP has begun 
nrplacmg all rads widi head-hardened rail on aU mountam curves to further prevent 
derailments or accidents. 
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nSH A-ND \\TLDLIFE SERVICE 
N'E\'ADA STATE OFHCE 

4600 KIETZKE LANE, SUFFE 125C 
RENO, NEVADA 89502-5055 

July 9. 1997 
File No. 1-5-97-1-281 

Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief 
Secuo-'' of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transponation Board 
1925 K Street. N.W. 
Washhngton. DC 20423-0001 

Dear Chdef Kaiser: 

Subject: Informal Consulution on die Union Pacific/Soudiern Pacitic Raihoad 

Merger 

The Fisb and WUdlifc Ser̂ ĉe received your June 24, 1997. letter regarding die merger of die 
Union Pacillc (UP) and Soudiem Pacific (SP) raikoads which will approximately double tram 
traffic along die Tmckee River and tiurough die cities of Sparks and-Reno. Your letter 
reauests our concunrnce diat die proposed merger wdl not adversely affect die cr.dangcred _ 
c"i-ui (Ch^iisies cujus) and du-catencd Lahontan cutdu^at trout (LCT) (Oncorhynchus cLirki 
h^nshawf) which spawn in dic-Tnu-kce River and reside m Pyramid Lake downstream 
anproximatelv 15 miles from the closest VP tracks_ This matenal was Eubnuti^_to us for 
infonnai consultation pursuant to section 7 of Ihc i^ndangerea Species Act of 197^, as 
amended (Act). 

The cu-ui was listed as endangered on Maroh 11. 1967. widiout critical habitat (32 ER 4001). 
Cui-ui are large (-up to 28 inches and 8 pounds), long-lived (40+ years) lake suckers endemic 
S P ? 4 ^ d Lake 2 d die Tmclcee River in Washoe and Storoy Counties, Nevada. They are 
cbli^aiotv stream spawners. and each spring mamre adults gadier in a prespawmng aggregate 
rea moudi of Se Tmckee River. Typically cui-ui occur m die Tmckee .aver from March 
u?c--h June and may occuny die nver at a minimum distance approxmiatcly upstream of 
toiia Dam, The acmal spav.mng migration tv^^caily begms m eidier Aprd May. 
c e ^ ^ g upon timin. of spnng mnoff. nver access, and water lemperHmre. and genei^ y 
" n ^ ^ e c ^ s over"a 1 to 2-week period. Lar.-al cui-ui can bc expected m die nver for 



r 
I f you need any addit i o n a l hazardous materials s t a t i s t i c s , you 
may contact me at. Research and Special Programs Administration, 
DHK-63, 400 7th Street, S.W., Washington, DC 20590, '.e; op.';;-.r-e 
(202) 366-4555. 

Sincerely, 

/JiZ^^niL C-f^ 
Kevin M. Coburn 
Information Systems Manager 
Off i c e of Hazardous Materials 

Planning and Analysis 

Enclosure 



us Deoorrmont 
of Transpoftcrion 

Research ond 
Special Programs 
Administration 

400 Sfvenin Sire?• s w 
Vliil-i.nglon, 0 C 20590 

Mr. L l Eoccia 
De Leuw, Cather & Company 
1133 15th Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20005-2701 

Dear Mr. Eoccia: 

This IS i 
m f crmati 
or Southe 
Truckee R 

T.he .Resea 
Depart.men 
hazardous 
regulated 
These mc 
a venting 
e.nt i r e cc: 
incidents 
IS conduct 

or r l ^ l \ ° - ""̂ ^ ^^"^^^ requesting 
rn °ac'?ic r L f T " ' ^P^^^^ on Union Pacific 

hi? t '̂-"-̂ ^ Wichita, KS, and along the 
-ver between Truckee, C.̂, and Fernley, NV. 

reh and Special Programs Administration, U.S 

^a'e^:a-fr^''''°" ' information from 
.^a.eriaxs c a r r i e r s on unintentional releases o' 
hazardous materials be^na t-ans-^n^-oH ,^ 
•r'pn-c rr,-., K t̂̂ ~..(3 ^-ansporced m com.T.erce 
-aen.s moy be as i n s i g n i f i c a n t as a vapor -e^ease ̂ ^-rr 
r a i l tank car or as serious as t.he spU age'o? t ' . ; 

s s - o r e d % " ' ' ' ^ ' ^ ^ - ^ L o r n ^LoJtec 
-s s.ored m a com.puter database system a.nd r e t r i e v a l 
-ed by an on-site contractor. - e c e v a . 

I 2 ' i " : ' r ' p hazardous materials t ranspor ca t l o . i.c^oo--. • 

SCxs - ' ^ L - i s ^ c ^ r p r i L f : f " m ^ information System comprised of intormation collected on thP 
«̂ ?°-'t for,m (DOT For." .- 5800 1, 

mrt^^^, I m.^ascaL-e highway carriers ce'-r;=in 
materials, report to th i s system. ce. .am 

computer generated reoorts of t b ^ m-^de-s 

Pac--0';°:! a.^d's^uthern 
Vo^i '- Zt:^""^ <='iter:a f c r location. The - le 

f ' l e ; - UP'^P'N5''RP?'??.'' occurring m Wic.^it;, .KS . The 
:: : ' ̂ --SP_NV.RPT (22 reports) and UP SP ca.Rp- (4 rern>-o 
reno:'; '"5'^''' occurring, along tne TruEkei Ri';;. ' Kone ;J i^e 
repo^.s indicate that the material entered any waterw^^^^s;::r 
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tiie potential for a spill event, (SF notes that UP's planned improvement 
activities will not occur in close proxim;'y to either species' habitats and wouid 
not affect the fish or their habitats), 

SEA plans to issue a Preliminary Reno Mitigation Study in early-September for public 
review and comment, SEA initially consulted FWS for comments on biological resources. At 
this juncture, we are requesting that FWS provide SEA with specific comments it may have on 
the potential effects ofthe merger-related tram traffic increases on the Cui-ui and the Lahontan 
cutthroat trout. Please submit your comments by Tuesday, July 8, 1997, so that SEA has 
sufficient time to review your comments before we complete the preliminary mitigation study. 
Your comments should be addressed as follows: 

Elsine K, Kaiser. Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N,W. 
VVashington, DC 20423-0001 

Attention: Finance Docket No, 32760 
Environmental Filing 

Should you have any questions or concems regard;ng this matter, please contact Winn B. 
Frank, the project director for the independent third-party contractor at (202) 775-3382. We 
appreciate your cooperation and assistance in the preparation of die Reno Mitiganon Study. 

Sincerely y<,urs, 

Elaine K, Kaiser, Chief ' 
Section of Environmental Analysis 

Enclosure: Letter of .May 30. 1997 from U,S. Department of Transportation, Research and 
Special Programs Administration 

rficvfws nnen'̂ o7a 617 

-4 
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Respons.- and Bob Sack, Environmental Supervisor with (he Washoe County Environmental 
Health Depanrnent, Mr, Futtie stated that tiiere have not been any recent rail spills hTrequ red 
FU S action. However, Mr, Tuttle repons, that there had been a tmck spill ,n the Washoe Countv 
are la.^ year. Over the past ten years. Mr Sack repons that there have been no catastrophic r u ' 
spiiis affecting the Taickee River. There have been rail spills, not derailments, tha requir d 
clean-up action by the Washoe County Environmental Health Depanment. AccordingTo Mr 

-̂-'̂  -i-- • 
In addition, SEA requested information on rail hazardous matenals spills from the U S 

w f l t l T c ^ ? T ' Z ^ " ' ^ ' ^ SP̂ ^̂ '̂ Administration (RSPA). 
Since 1971. this DOT oflice has collected information on umntentional releases of regulated 
hazardous matenals being transponed in commerce. The RSPA conducted a search dunng May 
and June^i 997 to assist SEA in detennming the history of spills on UP or SP tracks along the 
Truckee River. The RSPA repon noted that since the agency began to maintain the histow of 

o T Z T ' T T ' " ' ^ r . ^ ' " ' '"'"^^ '^^'^ the UP ar.d SP lines in the area 
of die Truckee River m California and Nevada. Ofthe 26 events, the RSPA report indica-s- (1) 
most were minor instances involving loose finings or valves, (2) four required response by' 
Disposal Control Serv.ces. and (3) the largest event involved a 40 gallon spili ofa hazardous 

fro^Rlp^°s Attached) ' " " ' " ' " ^ ^ ^ ^ ' ^ ^ ^ ^ "'"^""^^^ '"^"""8 • letter 

This infonnation suggests to SEA that based on spill historv, the inftequencv of 
d^'ailments. and the geography of die area, ,t is unlikely that an accidental upstream spill from a 
LT freight tram would aftect the threatened or endangered fish species mentioned by die City of 

t M T ' - t ^^P'^'-'^' the CP plans to improve tracks and rail beds 
which should further reduce the nsk of rail spills along the Tmckee Puver, hi addition LT has 
developed an emergency response plan to respond to spill events in cooperation with local 
emergency sen. ice agencies. 

In sum It appears that the LT/SP railroad merger-related train traffic increases through 
Reno and V\ ashoe Count)' would have a negligible impact on the Cui-ui or the Laliontan 
cuttiucat trout tor the followmg reasons: 

1 PvTamid Lake, die major habitat for Cui-ui. is 15 miles from die UP tracks; 

2. There is no history cf major derailment spills along the Truckee River, which 
feeds into Pyramid Lake; 

3 The UP has an emergency response program in place, and in the event that a spill 
occurs, they can respond quickly with app.'opnate remediation measures; 

4 The Washoe County Environmental Health Department and other loca! aeencies 
have emergency response plans and staff to respond to eme.-gencies; and'' 

5. The UP IS improving tracks along the Tmckee River, which will further reduce 

- 3 -



includmg a copy to Donna Withers, a Fish and Wildlife Biologist with the FWS in Nevada. 

Reno Mitioation Study 

On August 12, 1996, the Surface Transportation Board issued a decision approving the 
LT/SP railroad merger. The decision included a condition that required SEA to conduct a 
focused 1 S-month mitigation study. The purpose of this study is to develop specific, local 
mitigation to further address potential environmental impacts ofthe merser-related increased 
train traffic on the existing LT nght-of-way through the City of Reno ana Washoe County, The 
UP railroad plans an average daily increase of approximately 12 trains, for a total of 
approximately 25 through trains in the City of Reno and w ihoe Countv (i.e., trains that neidier 
originate or terminate in the Washoe County area), SEA is cunently in the process of conducting 
the required mitigation srudy. 

As part ofthe Reno Mitigation Study, SEA is investigating the potential effects of 
merger-related increased train traffic on the Cui-ui and the Lahontan cutthroat trout, which 
inhabit Washoe County, DeLeuw, Cather & Conipany. die independent diird-party contractor 
who is assisting SEA in conducting this mitigation study, has consulted widi Larrv Marchant. 
Hatchery Supervisor with the U,S, Fish and Wildlife Semce Lahontan National Fish Hatcher^ in 
Gardnerville. Nevada, and Albert John, Production Manager widi fhe Paiute Tnbe's Pyramid 
Lake Fishery in Sutcliffe, Nevada, regarding the extent and locadons ofthe two fish populations 
and the status of recover,' plans. Both Mr Marchant and Mr John have advised SEA's 
consultant that the species' populations are increasing, .Mr, Marchant noted that the Lahontan 
cutthroat trout in particular has re-established itself in several lakes and streams of its former 
habitat range. 

In a risk assessment' for Siena Pacific Power Company, James Ca.T. Ph,D,, P,E,, with die 
Department of Geological Engineenng at die University Nevada at Reno, analyzed'the p'otendal 
for transported hazardous matenals to contaminate the Tmckee River This risk assessment used 
accident data, such as accident location and seventy, and the type of substance involved to 
develop the probable occun-ence of raii spills along the Tmckee Rjver, Dr. Can- reports in this 
a.ssessment that the nsk for cccuTence of nver contamination-forrail transportation is once every 
154.15 years, while the nsk for occurrence of river contamination resulting from highway 
transportation along Intersrate-80 is once every 93 years. This conclusion^suggcsts diat rail 
dansportation of hazardous materials has less associated nsk dian highway transportation, and by 
inference that diverting hazardous matenals from tmck to rail would reduce the risk for river 
contamination. 

This conclusion also has been .orrcborated in discussions with Federal and local 
govemment officials in the Reno-area, Specifically, SEA's consultant discussed rai! spills of 
hazardous m.atenals with Pete Tuttle, Fish and Wildlife Biologist widi the FWS Contamination 

Can. j.'n-es R., Ph,D, Addendum to "Development of an hitegrated Computer Platform 
for the Evaluation of Contamination Mitigation Scenanos along the Tmckee Rjver-Risk of 
Transporting Hazardous Substances Adjacent to the Tmckee River," No% ember 22, 1996. 

2-



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Washington, DC 20423 

Section of Environmental Analysis 

June 17,1997 
R F. C e 1 '̂ 1- y., 

l i i L - i v J ' 

Carlos H, Mendoza 
Statc Supervisor 
U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
Nevada State Office 
4600 Kietzke Lane, Building C - 125 
Reno, Nevada 89502-5093 

',-,:)A 

Re: Union Pacific/Southem Pacific Merger; Finance 
Docke: No, 32760 - Reno Mitigation Study -
Request for U,S, Fish and Wildlife S'̂ T-.iCe 
Comments Regarding Special Status Species 

Dear .Mr, Mendoza: 

The Surface Tr^msportation Board's Section of Envircnmental Analysis (SEA) is 
conducting a Reno Mitigation Study in comiection with the recently-approved Union Pacific 
(LT)/Southem Pacific (SP) raihoad merger. The purpose of this letter is to provide the U,S, Fish 
and Wildlife Service (FWS) an additional opportunity to comment on certain special status 
species in the vicinity ofthe Tmckee River in ihe Reno, Nevada area. 

Background 

Dunng Its environmenta! review of the LT/SP railroad merger, SEA prepared and served 
on the public an Environmental Assessment (EA) on April 12, 1996, While prepanng the EA, 
SEA sent consultation letters to the appropnate Federal, state and local agencies to gather 
information about threatened or endangered species in Nevada Also, SEA served the EA on die 
FWS oftices m Sacramento, Portland, and Reno, and other appropnate Federal, state and local 
agencies. 

On .May 3, 1996, SE.-\ received comments in response to the EA from the City of R-ino, 
The City of Reno expressed concem for two special status species; (1) the endangered Cui-ui 
(Chasmistes cujus). and (2) die direatened Lahontan cuttnroaf trou; {Oncorhynchus clarki 
hcnshawi also known as Salmo clarki henshawi). None of the other consulted agencies, 
including the FWS, filed comments on the E.A that exp.'-essed concems regarding possible 
merger impacts to threatened or endangered species m Ihe vicinity ofthe fmckee River in the 
V.ashoc County, Nevada area. Afier review of all ofthe comments on the EA and further 
independent analysis, SEA prepared a post-EA that addressed the commenls on the EA and 
included recommended mitigation measures. SE.A served the post-EA on June 24, 1996, 
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Wichita 3ays 
train report 
lias big flaws 
• Consultants, planners begin building case to take to 
Surface Transportation Board and maybe fedeial court. 

?y Titn Cross 
l l * Widi i ta Eogle 

A federaJ repoit on Union Pacific 
-taiiroad's operaiioris underestimates 
he impact of increasing the number 
t trains tlirougn Wichita, city offi-
lals and their consuJtant said 
uesday. 
Ttils report leaves a whole lot to 

« desired," said Mayor Bob Knight. 
City officials took aim Tuesday at 

ne Preliminary Mitigation Plan, 
vhirh was prepared by a consultant 
or Uif federa Surface Transporta-
lon Eoart: and made public last 
vecK. 

Tht bigge;̂  mistaJce consultants 
nade. city ' ,a.nners charged, was as-
ainimg tliat £lie Union Pacific will be 
iJ5le to speed up its non-stop trains 
hrough the aty trom an average of 
;3 mph to an average of 30 mph. 

That would be hard to do, planners 
aid. because the speed limit along 
•nuch of the Union Pacific route 
hroueh the dtv is 30 mott To av-

Get involvied 
A public hearing cn the'. 
federal report on the Unifl*!',̂ ' 
Pacific Railroad's operation 
ts scneduied for 7 pjn.'. , ,̂ v". 
Sept. 30 in ttie Mary Jane„..; 
Taall Theater at Century ll;; ' 

erage 30 mph, city plannen said, thc 
trains could never slow down. 

TTiey can t possibly do it," said Bill 
Stoclcwell. the city's chief transporta
tion planner, dunng a presentation to 
tha City Council on Tuesday. 

Union Pacific officials responded 
by saying they were not interested In 
debating the details of a report that 
the railroad did not write. 

1 think that speed s obtainable," 
saM Mark Davis, a spokesman for 

TRAINS. Papx 16A 

From Page 13A 
Union Paolic I f the ciijf oassome is
sues they want to talk about, they can 
brtn« them up with the Surface 
TransportalkiD Board." 

A pubbc hearing on the mitigatioa 
remrt B scheduled for 7 pjiL Sept 30 
hi me Maiy Jane Teall Theater at 
Ceatury 3-

But Krighl Viiii he B not opdmistic 
the city will get a fair hearm* trom 
the Surtace Transportathxi Boart. 

He saiil be would *not speculate* on 
vYtwther the dty wffl tak« Stt case lo 
lederal court if it ts not satisfied with 
the boarTs final ruling- That ruling 
likdy wiB come in Febniary. 

But Tuesday's report by Stockwell 
and Steven Kalisb. a Washington-
baaed attorney and transportation 
specialist, was the flrat gltapse of 
how the aty will try to buiM a case to 
take before the Surface Transpona
iion Board and possibly federal ap
peals court. 

Among thc other key crittcisms 
Siockwen and Kaiish raised: 

• The report assumed, without any 
certainty, that uie Union Padflc will 
odd no more man i f i noiwaop trams 
a dav to the averaie of 4 0 that at-
retidy come through Wichita. 
There's no guar.iniee of that' Kaiish 
said. They doot have to do that, no: 
es-enforoneday-

In fad, Kaiish said, the railroad will 
be free—at test as tianp stand now 

— to add OS 
' many tratiB as it 

sees fit If the 
Surface Trans-
portation Board 
war ted to put a 
limit on thc 
nomber It trains, 
it woukl have to 
Issue an orde 
saying so. Kaiish 
said 

• The report 
paid DO aoeodon 
to the fact the 
Federal RaOroad 
AdRuaistraticn is 
looking into se
rious safety prob-

The attorrwy 
says he has 
concems 
atxxjt The 
STB's report 

lerns in tbe Union Pactflc opcratiofls. 
They have rtal pmblems keeping 
trains on h-acks.' Stockwell said. 
•We're coocenied about wliether one 
will derail and where it misht der^ 
These trans fretpjendy cany haz
ardous matenaK" 

• The report did not put enough 
emphasis, city officials say, on the 
lad that there win bc a 50 percent ir. 
crease — froor. as hours to 103 hours 
— in the amount of time lhat CTOB-
uip are blocked each day. That coukl 
nave a negaove impact city officials 
said, on emergency vehicles an-
swertngSil calls. 

TlM repon also coockided that the 
total traffic delay (the number of ve-
Udes stopped each day mulhpbao by 
the omonot of time they are stopped) 
WiU decrease from 97,95 aoun to 91.2 

can go up while the other goes dowr 
means grasping a complex cafcuto 
tion called a "qoeuiag fominla. 
which takes into accoont tbe amoup! 
of time vehiclcj ara delayed by tank 
backed up nt brain aooiogs In addl 
tioe to the delay caiaed by the hak 
itselt 

The tobil tiafiic delay figuras In 
ciude tbe queuing effect — the othe 
figures don't. Enerfency vehldea an 
affected differently beonse tbey gr 
to the front of iha ant anyume the> 
are stopped. 

aty officials Tuesday focused oi 
the ({uatton of averaga spaed. wWd 
they said waa audal because v 
many other condtBtoos in the t t ^ 
were based on it 

'If they can't average 30 mpb. die 
thc caknilatkxis about air poUutkir, 
vehicle delays and btockage of cmer 
gency vefakaes — and all those Und 
of calculafioos — an fnilty and cha 
lengable," Stockwen sakL 

The Federal Railroad Admlmstr 
lion unposes the speed ttmit oa tb 
Union Pacific tracks from roogU 
37tb .North to Pawnee, Stockwell sak 
(jQsed on the condltloo of tbe tracks 

They are not to exceed 30 mph 
he said "So we dont believe they ca 
average 30 mph." 

Even If Wichita olDdais are co 
reet. u wookl not aecessaiiiy mak 
much difference, sokl Phil Biaum. 
consultant wtx> worked on the mn 
gaiiofl report A speed somewti: 

I sfcirwer than 30 mpb might be go» 
enough. 

-You haye to conskler whrt 
meaos to mitigate a problem,* h 
sakl. Tbe Surface Transporotto 
Bocud requirements dont neceml) 
call tor getting back to the same coi 
ditions that existed before tb 
merger.' 

As for the (stimate of adding an r 
erage of S.8 trains a day. Braum sai 
ttiat was informahon ttie raUroad so-
pUed. _ 

That is tbe number they inchiic 
in a vertilied statement tbat is in tbe 
operating plan for a flv^year pertoc 
he said. 

And tbat is what tbe railroad i 
tends to do, Davis sakL 

Tf we wanted to operate a kit moi 
trams on that Uoe tt woukl r e i ^ 
lot of capital improvcflients. t n 
there to Fort Worth, to operate mo 
traijis,- Davis sakL 

*Wi alrealy have a itxire dire 
route through Kansas Qty that ^ 
can operate faster over." 

DavK agreed, though, that at tt 
•iroe the»« is no lederal order tb 
would prevent the railroan fro 
changing its plana The only limit 
effea be said, ts one saying the n 
ra«l may operate ao more than 
average of 6.-1 trans o day thrtw 
Wichita while the case is under 
view. 

Jim Craaa wiitas a 
ia^iaaMH.Hai 
26S4674. 
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City planners say faster trains 
would save drivers 1 minute 
• M^th says one tiling, but 
people •who live and •work 
neai' tracks say another. 
By Itm Cfo*m 
T i l t Wich i ig t a j < » 

Speeding up Union Pacific trains 
that pass nonstop througti Wirhita 
could shave about one mioute off 
what would otherwise be about a 
louTHnrunute wait at railroad crossings, 
Wlchila city planners say. 

How much better tbat Is seems to 
depend on a person's pouit of view. 

'It doesn't amount to a hill of beans, 
doea It?' said Arien Mitchell, who 
owns Mitchell Veterinary Supply Ca 
at 21st and .Mosley, near tbe railroad 
tracks. 

Mitchell said he and his ostomers 
havr complaioed about Lrains since 
Che store opened In 196S, and it hasn't 
raade any difference. 

The trains are a pain.' he said. 
But not far away, at Squeek's Day

light Donut Shop, 707 E. 21st owner 
Barbara Crouse has a different 
opinion. 

Those trains never bothered me in 
.moflcst place,'sbesakLI dont mind 

Longer trains, shorter waits... 
TlM Surfac* Transportation Board's conauHanti uy iTVTtomts 
wU tpMMl IaM tmw waitkig fer a typical Union PadBc thrautfi-
traki after Improvenients «r« made te btcieaM train apMd. 

MnamoKfR 

UliWtnhilBactfe 

•V«rt - l e r ^ Ol train * (speed ol tram X 88) -t- .88 
• •FxiormiiayMralMikininiMt- ' i l 
at • 1M «iM,th* ivtwao MM* M 

fiiK-ifirMrTOtTiii-r-ii 

waldng on cheia ITS never that kmg. 
Sometimes It's five or 10 minutes.' 

Crouse counts among her cus-
toraera engineers and aews for 
Unkm Peohc and other railroads that 
operate on the tniJks near her store. 

Tbey just park their trains out 
there and come ID for coffee.' she 
said 

Durtog the past year. Crouse, 
MllcheU and many Wichita motonsts 
have becn.sratctung closely as,tha 

71M Ullf 

federal Surface Transportation Board 
and the Union Paofic luiaJyzed Wl. 
cmtl tma tratfic 

In a report iast week, consuttanis 
for the Surface Traasponation Board 
focused on what would happen in Wi
chita if the Union Pacific Increased 
the number of trains. 

Before the Union Pacific merged with 
Souttiera Pacific last year, there waa 

'. SaaTHAINS, PG«a 12A 

TRAINS 
Fmm Poge 9A 
an average of iO Union Pacific 
'through' trains (bains that arent 
stopping here) each day In Wichita 
The railroad intends to increase that 
number lo zn average ol 9.B trains 
per day. 

The math is fauiy simple for calcu-
lahng the dmc it takes a train ol a 
certain length, traveling at a certam 
speed, to clear a crosstng. 

»^_Lookltg at tae problem that way, 
i ^ e foUowing calculation is possible 
iibased or. Informafloo in the Prelimi

nary Mihgabon Plan released last 
week by the Surtace Transportabon 

•"•BoartJ, 
• Average length of a Union Pa-

SiifUr througn train wifl be 5,618 feet 
5 • Speed will be 30 mph. 
M • Including the time jt takes for the 
ggates to go dowTi before the hain 
JjMsses and hack up oflerwant the 

f
.rtrain woukl take 3 minutes, 6 seconds 

0 dear an uitersecdon. 
(jjmpanng that with the old aver-

SjBges — a train 3,380 feet long tjav-
âUng at 13 mpb — the time lo clear 

ijhe mtersecuon was 3 roinutea, 50 sec
onds 
^ That's a savings of 44 seconds at 
b̂ie crossins gates. 

hard to convince some people 
^rho live and work near tne tracks 

•No way irs only tfiree or four min 
utes,' saM Bob PateL manage- of the 
Pawnee lan at 532 E, Pawnee, Jiear 
the railroad tracks. It's IS minides at 
least I know because 1 am stopped 
sometimes when 1 drop my kids off at 
jcbooL' 

Not Ur away, at VPs Retail Uquor, 
944 £ Pawnee, owner Hamendra 
Bbakta thinks the lederal figure of 
four minutes is underesdnuUlog the 
dfil/»y. 

I t seems so much longer than 
that.' he sakl Thafs Just ooe song on 
thc tadia I never hmed it. But people 
sit there and tam their cars off, Tiiey 
listen to three or tour songs on the 
radio and commercnls, toa* 

One reason motonsts report delays 
lodger than three or four minutes is 
that the figures in the federal repon 
apply only to Umon Pacific's through ' 
trains. 

The federal report is intended to 
analyze the impect of the asiiiHianal 
Cralns. not to pinpoint bow often Wi-
chltn drivers are stopped or how long 
they spend waiting at crostiogs. 

Among the things the fflidgatico re
port does not take into account are 
traias operated by BurUngton 
Northern Santa Fe, Kansas South
westem Railway and the Central 
Kams Railway. 

iiiD Crass wi4lis aboî  mMOn and 
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EDITORIALS 

Railroad is too modest about its role 
Merger aftermath: OfTer of $35 million stili isn't enougli to help Reno with its problems 

Ofliciais. ofthe Union Pacific Railroad are far too 
modest. 

To hear them tell it, the transcontinental rail
road that crossed the Truckee Meadows put Reno on 
the map but had no effect on where buildings were built 
and where people put down roots. No, it was the city of 
Reno all by itself that caused growth on both sides of 
the railroad tracks and created thc traffic delays, pollu
tion and emergency-access problems that today plague 
Ihe city. That's thc message a 1,'nion Pacific official 
pointedly left with thc Surface fransportation Board 
and residents at a hearing Thursday on the STB's mini
mal preliminary requirements for mitigating the city's 
problems caused by ttic merger 

Goodness, such astoniNhing 
self-effacement for a Fortune 
500company. Lost somewhere 
in the discussion, after all. was 
this small detail: It was the 
Union Pacific's predecessors 
that decided to run thc tracks 
down thc middle ofthe Truckee 
Meadows, just three blocks 
from the Truckee Ri\ er at thc 
farthest .And it was the railroad 
that sold the land it received 
from the federal government for 
development on both sides of 
thc tracks in Reno (unlike 
Sparks, where the deciMon ofthc railroad to build 
homes for its employees on the north side of the tracks 
with cross streets blocked by the freight yards has large
ly kept de\ elopment to just one side) 

But if Union Pacifu :s modest about its past, ii is 
aiso modest about obligations. Even the minor changes 
recommended by the STB — including the absurd idea 
that speeding up train> will solw most of the problems 
— arc more lhan the railroad sa>s should he rctjuiied 
of II The merger is onl> a change of ownership, the 
STB was told If the railroad IS successtul. it will i>iil\ 
return to the number of irains ihroueh the cit\ lhat uc 

experienced in the good old days. So what if the trains 
are longer, higher and st.-ictly freight; so what if a con
dition of the merger's approval was permission for 
other railroads to use its tracks through Reno. 
Modestly, Union Pacific says it's not responsible. 

Yet, the railroad is not too modest to threaten Reno, 
Demand too much, the official said, and the freight will 
end up on those trucks that clog Interstate 80, spewing 
significantly more pollution into our air. 

But Linion Pacific isn't asking for much in return. All 
It wants IN for the city of Reno to come back to the nego
tiating table, Ihe STB was told. Yet lime and time again, 
the railroad has made it clear lhat it will contribute only 

S35 million — no more — to a 
project to lower the railroad 
tracks, estimated to cost more 
than S180 million. It will do 
that because it's a good corpo
rate citizen, the railroad says, 
not because it believes it has 
played any role in Reno's prob
lems. 

While Ihe railroad is blaming 
the city for the breakdown in 
negotiations. Reno has been 
moving ahead Earlier this year. 
It won permission from the 
Legislature tc raise the local 
sales tax to pa> a portion ofthe 

costs of the track-lowering project. And last week, the city 
approved a deal with a brokerage. PaineN '̂ebber, to 
obtain a loan from the federal government to pay for the 
project. Thc idea of contracting pnvateh for a loan of 
public nionev seems ridiculous, bul it has worked else
where and has the potenlia! to get the track-lowering pro
ject back on track 

But soir cone is gcing to have to pa\ that loan back. 
The cit\ alrcad} has promised that il will take on a sig-
nifi .ant p.:n ofthe load. It's time now that Union Pa
cific join in, for an unmodot amount significantly 
higher than $.̂ 5 million. 
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Union Pacific Facing Claims 
Continued Fyom Page A3 

operating officer is Ronald J, Bums - who 
resigned last November as the president of 
Union Pacific Railroad The resignation 
came as a surprise, because the railroad 
had just bought Southem Pacific and was 
looking fur new blood. 

But a spokesman for Entergy said the 
decision to sue Union Pacific was made by 
rumpany officers responsible for fuel sup
ply. "Ron Bums was briefed on the matter 
arid supported lhat decision," the spokes 
man said, adding that the 45 year-old Mr, 
Burns was out of the country and unavaila
ble to comment. 
Air Liquide Suit 

Another company. Air Liquide America 
Cflrp , said it also planned to put Us 
expenses at Union Pacific's doorstep. The 
Houston maker of liquid gases said it has 
infurred more than SGCKI.CKX) in product 
losses and other costs because of the 
railroad service delays in the Gulf Coast 
and western U.S, "We're stili totaling our 
business losses." said Joe Cacciotti, prod 
uet supply manager for Air Liquide, a unit 
of.\ir Liqutde SA of Pans, 

Yesterday, a Union Pacific spokesman 
declined to comment on any of the expense 
claims or lawsuit 

In New York Stock Exchange composite 
trading. Union Pacific shares fell 56,25 
cents to close at S6'-'.50. 

Meanwhile, the ripple effects from Un
ion Pacifie s giant case of gridlock contin
ued to gather speed iil̂ e a runaway train. 
Problems in the supply i f raw goods and 
the delivery of finished products were 
being felt particularly in those industries 
heavily dependent on rail transportation, 
including auto makers, chemical and pa
per priKliicers, retailers and utiiities. 
'Extrenu' Delays' 

l-ta\er Corp., thf American unit of 
Germans 5 Bayer AG, says the chemical 
company has em-oiintered "extreme de 
lavs, " especially at its {Hilymers plant 
outside Houston. Bayer has switched 
where possible to other railways and 
trucks to ship the polyni<>rs. but ii is 

finding capacity shortages there, too, 
" Everything is somehow linked," 

Bayer spokesman Meinolf Sprink said of 
the transportation network, "It's like a 
huge parkmg lot," 

Willamette Industries Inc. a forest 
products company with plants in the 
Northwest and Midwest, said inventones 
are swelling at its paper mills and dwin
dling at bag and box plants because the 
former can t get material to the latter. The 
company has started using trucks to ship 
paper oiit of its Midwest mills to bag and 
box plants, a more expensive form of 
transpc)r:ation, 

G<'neral Motors Corp - which relies 
on the railroad to bring parts into its 
plants and to ship vehicles and parts out of 
them once they are assembled - says it 
hasn't lost any U,S, production due to 
tlie problems. 

Still, ' Our guys are calling it a logistics 
nightmare, • according to GM spokesman 
Tom Klipstine. He said a GM logistics 
team IS being dispatched constantly to 
trouble spots. 

Ford Motor Co. said Union Pacific's 
problems had delayed delivery of some 
bumpers to its Wayne asse-nbl. plant in 
Michigan, which builds Escort models. 
Ford had to shut down its factory lines 
for eight hours on Sept. 29 and 30, costing 
',he production of 600 vehicles. The factory 
has since made up the loss with overtime. 

Family Bargain Corp. a San Diego 
apparel retailer with 168 stores m seven 
western and southwestern states, has had 
to shift some of its clothing deliveries from 
eastern manufacturers over to trucks ""be
cause of the lack of reliability of getting 
product on a predictable basis" Ihrough 
Union Pacific, said Jonathan Spat?, execu
tive vice president and chief financial 
officer. 

The shift has increased Family Bar-
gam s freight expense by atxiut Zift and 
that cost penalty will continue ""as long as 
have to use I trucking! alternatives,"' said 
Mr. Spatz, 

Houston Lighting & Power Co,, a unit of 
Houston Industries Inc. said the fuel sup

plies for its four coal fired power plants 
stand at about 140,000 ;o 150,000 tons 
compared with a desired level of aboui 1.4 
million tons and a normal minimum level 
of 600,000 tons. 

To help the supply situation, Hous
ton Lighting has begun bnnging in more 
shipments via Burlington Northem Santa 
Fe Corp 's rail unit. The utility spokes 
woman says the supply situation is "im 
proving " but declines to be more spe 
cific 

C4)nAgra Inc. a grain and commod
ities merchant and food manufacturer 
based in Omaha, Neb,, said it is shifting 
more of its shipping to trucks, although 
some of Its units report a tmcking capacity 
shortage in the Northwest and Ihe South 
east, A spokeswoman said ConAgras 
barge business, which cames the com 
pany's own bulk commodities and those of 
other shippers, " is busier" because of the 
Union Pacific bottlenecks Some goods 
that must travel by rail are being delayed, 
she said, but added that Union Pacific 
"has been very responsive' to ConAgra 

At Atlanta's Georgia Gulf Corp , "We 
are certainly being affected," says Will 
Hinson, manager of legislative, commu
nity and public affaii"S. The chemical com 
pany says at its piant m Plaquemine. 

I La., which has access only to Union Pa 
cific's lines, shipments that used to take 
one week now are taking 20 to 30 days. 

Meanwhile, Bayer it hasn't passed any 
added costs to customers, and .Mr, Sprink. 
the spokesman, said customers don't 
blame Bayer for Union Pacific's prob
lems. 

But Bayer isn't promising delivery 
dates • because you never know if you can 
make it." he said. "We and the other 
companies don't expect you ĉ n lix this 
problem very quick, " Mr Sprink added, 
"It will take months before it wiil be 
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xUnion Pacific Faces Claims Over Delays 
Chevron and Two Others 

,v Seek Damage PaN inents; 
Claims Likely to Mount 

* WALL STHKfrr Jm msAL , \ f u j Roundup 

V Already confronted with mounting 
•̂complaints from customers. Union P-icifir 

..-Itorp, IS beginning to face sor.iething 

.''worse; Demands for reparations, 
\, At least three companiis, including 
Chevron Cxirp, and one headed by a former 

' president of the railroad, HOH" say they 
• ]»ant Union Pacific to make them wliole for 
• .damages caused by service foul ups on the 
'•nations largest railroad While the 
^ amounts requested are small, analysts say 
_»lt IS almost certain Union Pacific will face 
"•Sizable and growing claims because the 
.""delays and snarl up in trains have bogged 
• 'down the op>erations of hundreds of U.S. 
• x̂ mpanies. 

""There s definitely something to be 
,said for companies demanding Iheir 
".Share."" said Anthony Hatch, of NatWest 
; -.Secunlies Corp. " There is a lot of anger out 
.-there. 

For Ihe past two months, much of Union 
•[Pacific's system has become entangled m 
;̂ .gridlock, following its S3,S billion takwner 
*«f Southern Pacific Rail Cxirfi More than 
J 10.000 rail cars a day are stalled on the 
-Union Pacific s>slein throughout much of 
"the Gulf Coast and western US. because of 
: a shortage of kKomotives. crew members 
•"and track space. 

The company insists it has a recovery 
; program under Aa\ , and a s|K)kesma'n 
sa.vs. A\e are moving tens of thousands of 

Trouble Spots Develop for Union Pacific 

cars [D their correct desiinatiuns everv 
day. But the company concedes the prob
lems won t be ironed out until earlv next 
year. 

In the meantime, the backup has forced 
a wide range of companies to cu! or siow 
production, and turn to more expensive 
forms ot transportation, including truck 
and barge. Yesterday. Chevron, one of 
Union Pacific s bigger customers, said it 
planned to seek compensation for the extra 
costs of moving its chemical shipments bv 
truck 

Chevron wouldn I say how much that 
could add up to. but ii does move about 
lO.iXV rail cars of chemicals on Union 
Pacific's svstem each year, said Mike 

Parker, the company 's general manager of 
supply Cham, He added that Chevron 
•vould try to negotiate a friendly settle
ment, but said: "We have re.isonable 
expectations thai they need to be held 
accountable for Their failure has wst us a 
lot of money "" 

Other companies haven't been as pa 
tient. and filed suits. Entergy Corp., a New 
Orleans energy company, said two of its 
subsidiaries have already filed a $1 million 
lawsuit in federal court charging that 
Union Pacific has " failed to meet terms " 
of a long term contract to deliver coal to 
two [X)wer plants ,n Arkansas, 

The company s president and chief 
>VcH.S(' Turn lo fan.' Ai,, Column I 
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YOUIt TURN 

Federal agency 
explains position 
on train merger 
By Elaine K. Kaiser 

HiMc IS a brief update on the 
Reno Mitigation Studv that the 
Surface 1 ransportation Board 
directed its Section ofHnviron-
mental Analysis (SUA) to prepare 
as part of its approval ofthe 
Union Pacific Southem Pacific 
mcrgci In its t^ccision, thc board 
imposed a numher ot cnMron-
mental conditions that included 
lhe Keno niitigation stucl>, 
w hose purpose is solely to deter
mine what additional mitigation 
measures ma\ be w arranted to 
rurihcr address thc en\ ironinen-
lal efleets ot'incieascd trafllc 111 
Reno and W ashoe t oiint\ lhat 
Jirectlv result from the merger 

UnSept 16.StA issued the 
I'reliminarx Mitigation Plan 
(I'M PI tor pcblic rc\ lew and 
comment. St \"s mitigatton 
studv process is on-going, and 
St -\ wekomes continued public 
input. St A is accepting public 
comment on the PMP and its 
preliminarv recommendations 
through Oct 16 After considei-
ine public comments and con
ducting further anaKsis, as .ip-
propriaie, St A v̂  ill prepare a 
final mitigation pUuKfMPi the 
public w ill also hav e an opportu-
nitv to reMê «. and comment <""i 
the FMP, to be issued in Decem
bei The boaid will not make its 
decision until niKl-Marcti 19SS 
alter review ing the PMI', the 
t N i i \ public comments an .i 
St,A"s final rccommendalKMi-

Theie has been nnicli negative 
local press surroun.lmg pielini!-
naiA lecommeiid.ii.on^ to miii-
gate pou-niial em irMnmemal C-
I'ccis oil Keno — especiallv 
because a depressed n ainw.tv 
« as not proposed, w hid; the cu\ 
ot'Reno \ icws asilie o!ilv real sc-
utioii I lie proposal lor in-

c;c.iscd train speed has been ;!s-
-.•ilcvi as madeguaie aiui uns.iti.-

The PMP acknowledges thai a' 
depressed railway is an effective 
mitiganon. Thc board has broad 
authonty to impose merger con-
ditions. However, that authonty is 
not limitless. The condu ions im
posed must be reasonable and di
recllv relate to the increase in tram 
trafTic resulting from the merger. 
So the study does not indude pre
existing conditions associated 
V. ith+ioteis.casmos and other 
lounst-relaied businesses adjacent 
to the rail line as those are not a 
result ofthe merg..r However, in 
Decision No 71, the board said 
affected panies could mutually 
reach agreemen;s and jointly fund 
more far-reaching solutions, 

SEA dtx's ofler mitigation that 
it bciieves responds to the area's 
concerns within the confines of 
the board's authority. Further
more. SEA"s preliminary mitiga
tion measures include track, sig
nal, and railroad operating 
improvements that would in
crease tram speed to 30 mph. con-
sisteni w nh safe operating prac
tices Vehicular delay is reduced 
10 less than pre-merger levels, and 
air emissions from deiaved vehi
cles are further icdnced. 

\ paramount concern for SE.A 
was safetv According to the Fed
eral Railroad Administration's 
accident prediction formula, 
w i!h adequate warning devices al 
crossings, train-vchicle accidents 
are nol a function of train speeds 

Some of SEA's recommended 
safetv measures mclude addi-
iional crossing gates at nine 
crossings to reduce risk of tram-
vehicle accidenis. new pedestri
an overpasses or underpasses at 
Virginia and Sierra Streets, new 
warnine siens and pedestrian 
crossing e.itc " skirts" at six loca
tions, nev". emcrgcncv response 
notification ecjuipment, at the 
citv s option, 10 notitv dispatch
ers of the location and move
ments of trains, and train defect 
detectors SEA's recommended 
mitisaiion measures would be 
solefv funded b\ the U'nion Pa
cific' and St A estimates lhat the 
total cost to Union Pacific would 
be approximatelv S."! million. 

However. SE A continues to 
believ e that the best solution to 
address local concerns involving 
pie-e\isiine conditions leguiie 
negouaiions and .-lereements 
among the ciu, l mon Pacifu 
and an\ other micrcsied parties. 

Elaine K Ka sens chief Section 
ot Envtron-nertai Alaiysis. Surface 
Tra".s;jona:;c- Board m Washing-
to-- DC 



Rail 
From page 1B 
trains, said ihc J I B proposdl rf-
quir.ng an invtsimcnt ofSlT mil
lion for bcutr (racks lo rur taslcr 
;.-5ins and i\»o pedeslriar overpass
es do»n!own showed a bias againsi 
railroad 

-Reno grew around us," Siarzcl 
said "V ê did noi change Reno 
created Ihe problem '" 

Raising lhe spffd limii is no so
lution, said Bill Osgood, Down
town Improiemcni Asso-ialion ex
ecutive director 1 hree variables 
conlrol lhe amoi;nt of time trains 
block taiiroad crossings The 
trains" speed, ihcir length and fre. 
guencs. 

He said controlling the speed ol 
Ihe Irains is oniv one variable and 
the STB "cannot and will not"" put 
an* limits on Ihe two others 

Thai was seconded b.v Jim Gub-
••els, a local ambulance official, 
who said moiv people will die if 
ambulances can't reach them in 
nme because of trains blocking rail 
crossings 

Jerrv Lang, acting L'nion Pacil'ic 
railroad manager, said the i>ilroad 
won"l be running trains two to 
Ihree limes longer, as one cngmc-ci 
had lold STB ofliciais Wcdnesdjv 
Lang said engineers are being 
iramed lo run second engines near 
Ihe end of trains lo help them gci 
over the Sierra Helper engines 
now are required at Colfav and 
Trui> »e, and Ihc railroad wants to 
elimino:e those 

Sparks rcsidcni Bill Newman op
posed the depressed tracks and 
doubled II could bc built :or SiS: 
million, which is based on 199b f i^ . 
ures and includes contingencies 

'"fhe ia«pa>cr gels no benefii ' 
he said 

Others questioned the saniu of 
running irains — and trains carrv-
ing hazardous materials — ihrough 
Ihe casino disirici in downtown 
Reno 

Slef Fowler, a four-vcar Reno 
resident, asked what would happen 
:o downtown Reno i f a chlorine 
tank exploded 

-VVliai would be the cost m hu
man life"' V\hai arc 'he cleanup 
costs'' Is UP !-esponsible"-"" 

Sparks resident Bob Sondeifan 
said explosive experts blew up a 
r50-pound bomb Wednesday that 
was found in Roseville. Calif 
Workers found the Vieinarr, VNar-
cra bomb while icanng up old 
tracks If such a bomb were in the 
Sparks sard near the Sparks Gaso
line Tank Farm and e.xplodcJ, "wc 
wou.d have lost Sparks " 

Rob Pvzcl, senior planner for 
Spa,'ks, said his cilv favors the 
STB s proposed plan'to run faster 
trams as long as two overpasses or 
underpasses are built in Reno for 
motor vehicles 

Reno-Sparks Tnbal Cha irman 
Arian ,MeIcndcz said the STB 
broke lederal laws in ignoring Ihe 
coloni's inieresis in the railroad 
proceedings uniil this Julv The 
tribe will be joming as a friend in 
Reno's lawsuit m federal coun in 
VVashington, DC , seeking a full 
cnM,'onmcnial-impaci siatcment 
on the merger's impacts on Reno 

With the STB in lown for the 
pubhc hearings. Citizens Men, ihc 
Fiogrcssixe Leadership .Mliance of 
.Nevada and Ihe Tcamsiers Union 
had press conferences and pickets 
throug.houi the djs The STB hiicd 

two Reno police ofTicers lo keep or
der ai us meetings 

At one point. Citizens Alerl and 
thc Team.sters picketed in ihe lob-
b> al City Hall, wiihir earshol of 
the hearing in council chambers 
Froicsiers chanted "Union Pacitic 
IS horrific,"" and police chased 
them outside 

"We just want to dramatize ihr 
hazardous maienals and nuclear-
waste hauling,•• said Bob Fulkcr-
son, of thc alliance "Union Pacific 
can'i be irusieJ with hazardous-
and nuclear-waste hauling wuh 
seven dealh^ in the last ihrcc 
months."' 

The Federal Rail Administration 
111 September chastised the rail
road, saving 11 has seen a complete 
breakdown in salciN pioceduro 
since the merger Bui ihc railroad 
claims Us safei> record continues 
Io i.Tipicve b\ 20 percenl a sear, in-
cludingthisonc 

Thc STB Wlli be doing more rc-
seaich on the poieniial for a haz
ardous spill along the Truckee Ris
er, which provides 80 pcrceni of 
Reno-Sparks' water supph That 
could result in additional iningj. 
lion measures, STB cnvironmenial 
slalTer HjfolJ .McNuiH sjid earliei 
this week 



FRIDAlf.0C10BtR10,1997 
RENO GAZETTE-JOURMAL 

Increased numbers of trains draw protest 

David B. Parker'^e'wGa,'e -T 

MAKING A POINT: Teamsters official Hugo Hernandez prolests as an eastbound tram travels mto Reno 

Depressed tracks favored 
by speakers as rail solution 
• Trains through 
downtown Reno: 
Groups protest. 

By Susan Voyles 
RENOOAZETIE-JOl KN VL 

Most people, includini; railroad 
workers, told federal consultants 
Wcdnesdav that a depressed rai';-
wav, vv hicli costs S1S2 million, is 
Ihe best solution tor handling mo:e 
trains ihrough Reno 

But a railroad official said lo a 
panel of Surface rransportati.vi 
Board engineering consultants tha; 
running faster trains would solve 
thc doubling of tratfic thtciugh the 
ciivcau.sed by Union {'acific^ pur
chase of the "Southern i'acitlc his! 

"l'nion Pacific has offered 
million That's a start. Let's finish 
it," locomotive engineer Steve 
Brow p. said during hearings at citv 
hall on the STB'proposal '"The 
cjuestion IS who is going to pav for 
it Local government and the rail
road should." 

To help pay for the S1S2 million 
project, the .\evada Legislature ap
proved laws enabling J.owntovvn 
tiotel room taxes to be raised and 
the county to impose an eighth ol a 
cent increase in sales taxes, which 
would yield S82 million, fcarlier MI 
•.he year. L'nion Pacific oflered 
million, leaving a $6."̂  miHiongap. 

City officials hoped the board, 
which makes a final decision on 
mitigation measures m February or 
March, would require L'mon Pacif
ic to pay for at least some under
passes for ears and pedestrians to 
offset the increase in train traffic 
•"MITI thc currcM! 14 a to 2s .i 

day. The STB consultant, DeLeuvx 
Cather & Co. of San Francisco, 
proposed two pedestrian overpaNS-
es and moving trains at 50 mph, in
stead ofthe cuirent 20 mph. to re
duce delays at 16 grade crossings. 

Sparks railroad yard boss Nor
man Holmes said he supports a de
pressed railway, adding that city 
officials have done enough grand
standing. 

.•\nd .Man Crawley, a .̂ 5-vear 
railroad employee, said he wants to 
know when downtown casinos will 
be paving their Tair share for the 
trenching project ""Let's stop the 
garbage about telling lies about 
each other." 

But Robert Starzel. vice presi
dent ofthe L'nion Pacific's western 
region and the only witness among 
nearly JO in an afternoon hearing 
who favored speeding up the 

See RAiL on paaeSB 



YOUR TURNi ij lohhq 

CH.^RL 

McNEELY 

Railroad plan 
hearings crucial, 
so please attend 

With all the 
discussion 
about more, 
longer and 
faster L'nion 
Pacific trains 
coming 
through 
Reno, It's 
critical lhat 
all citizens 
keep a lev* 
vital factors 
in mind 

This dis-
.ussion IS ragmg because ihe fed
eral Surface Ifansportaiion 
Board (STB), responsible for 
monitoring railroad safety, has 
issued a preliminarv plan for 
dealing with the dangers these 
irams will bring to thc 1 ruckee 
Meadows. 

But Its plan will noi protect 
vou from these dangers V\ hy'' 
Because the onlv safe way to ac
commodate these trains — Ihe 
wav that the plan ignores — is to 
"depiess" the tracks Ihrough 
downtown Reno 

Eciuallv important,these 
aren't just "downtown Reno" 
concerns — thev aflecl everyone 
who lives in the Truckee Mead
ows. Let's look at the issues. 

First, vs nh more and faster 
trains, the chances foi pedestrian 
and vehicular accidents will in
crease . accidents iinolv ing not 
Hist Renoiles and tounsts, but 
teen-agers, grandparents and 
otheis from tluougliout the 
Truckee .Meadows (In the last 
thiee months alone, l'nion Pa
cific has been involved in a num
ber of'.ram crashes, killing sev en 
people naiionvMOe.) 

Second, these longer trains 
could block 10 or more railroad 
crossings in our v allev al one time 
Imagmc the iir,pact on police and 
fue emergency calls or on an 
ambulance rushing a cniicalK 
iniured child from Sparks or 
NerdiioaRenohospiial. 

Third, next year L nion Pacific 
wiil begin transporting nuclear 
fuel through our region Because 
the tracks are dose to thc Truck
ee River, the probability of haz
ardous wastes spilling into this 
primary wat'-r supply will in
crease. 

Fourth, more and longer trams 
nu'an increased deiavs al cross
ings, causing ^ ehicles to emit an-
oilier -12̂  tons of pollutants into 
tlic aireverv vear Those emis
sions w ill spread throughout the 
v.illev 

Fifth, responsible public poli
cv demands that an environmen
tal impact statement, or studv, be 
completed regarding anv tram
way plan So doesn't common 
sense make vou wonder why the 
STB doesn't insist that Union 
Pacific piov ide one lo assess the 
Hue impacts'' 

Sixth, rmancing is key I he 
iiainwav will cosi $182 million, 
Wc believe the railroad should 
coniribuie a minimum of $ 100 
million. Union Pacific wanis to 
provide a maximum of $.̂ 5 mil
lion. 

These uains will help Union 
Pacific make three quarters ofa 
billion dollars iii addiiional piof-
itsevery vear W in, in lhe name 
of common sense, should the ma
ior beneficiary of anv partner
ship gel awav wuh paving less 
than 20 percent of us cost ' 

^̂  e are now working w uh 
PaineV^ ebber lo fmd a wav 
around this financial dilemma, 
but It's a burden the railroad 
should be facing rather than vou. 
the citizens. 

Fortunatelv, the STB's plan is 
only preliminary , if vou 
express \our v lews to the Sl B, i! 
must consider them You can do 
this in two wavs 

Fust, attend thc public meet-
iiius to be held toda>, Oct 9 at 
2 '<0 and ' p.m. at citv hall, 490 
Centei St , Reno 

Second, w I lie the S I B bv Oct. 
I.s S.iv that It mus! require an 
env ironmental imp.ict slateinciii 
.md that Umon Pacific must pav 
Its fan shaie of the pmiect The 
address •> Otfice ofthc Secieiarv. 
Surface Ti .msporiatioii Boaid, 
Finance Docket ,>2"Mi. 1925 K 
Sireei, — Room TOO, ashing-
ion,DC 2042.V 

^ our family's saletv and qualitv 
of life are al risk — don't lose these 
opportunities to protect them. 

Cnaries McNeely is city manag
er :o' '.̂ e City ot Reno 



City, union 
jointly rip 
proposal for 
faster trains 
By Suaan Voyl«« 
R t N O G A Z i r T h - J O L K N A l . 

Reno ofTic.als and l'nion Pacific 
workers on Wednesday ripped new 
holes in the Surface Transportation 
Boarcl"s proposal lo handle in
creased rail tralTic by speeding up 
irains through thc env 

When the plan was presenlcd lo 
lhe Reno railroad task force, Reno 
environmental consullanl Mark 
Demuth attacked a siudv thai 
formed the basis for the recommen-
daiion to raise the train speed limit 
from 20 mph to 30 mph 

The study savs faster trains 
would cul bv 30 seconds — from 2 
minuies to ^0 seconds — the time 
motorists spend idling iheir engines 
at 16 grade crossings Demuth said 

SIDE OF THE T R A C K S 
pass Dy in ao/.n;owr. He^o 

Pedestrians wail tor a Union Pacific tram lo 

PUBUC HEARINGS 

Public hearings on the Surtace 
Transportation Board s proposed 
mitigation plan will be held at 2 30 
p m and 7pm today m Reno Ciiy 
Council chambers, 490 S. Cenler St 

I precede Hourlong open liouses AII 
Dot'i meeings 

Washoe County Commissioners 
Wlli review ano comment on ihe 
study at 7 p m Tuesday night 

his analvsis of the same data 
showed the studv exaggerated the 
benefits of faster trains bv as much 

as 3'' ; ercent .\nd an STB consul-

See TRAINS on page 6A 

Trains 
From pj(;e 1,^ 
lar.i conceded his numbers were off 
as much as 2'' percent. 

The STB proposal is intended to 
ease the impacts an expecied dou
bling of rail liaffic through Reno 
du :o L'nion Pacillc's 1996 pur
chase of Southern Pacific Corp , 
creating the nation's largest rail
road Citv officials expected a sys
tem of underpasses for motor vehi
cles or the trenching of tracks 
through downtown, but the STB 
studv has said faster I rains w ould be 
sufficient. 

Faster won't help if trains arc 
longer Union Pacific engineer Guv 
Zewadiki of Reno said he wen 
Ihrough training last vear to operate 
trains much, much longer than the 
current ones, which average about 
6,000 feet, more than a mile, 1 n length 

"Umon Pacific has training pro
grams on a simulator to run trams 
IWO to three times as long as thev are 
now," Zewardski said "I don't 
think anvthing is a mitigation if the 
length of ttams is longer and \ o -
double the trains." 

The federal governm.ent is pro
posing the higher speed limit to olT-
sei an expected increase m trains 
from 14io25adav throughRenobv 
year 2000. Of ali the cities in the 
country affected bv the merger, 
Reno and Wichita, Kan , were sin-
gledoul I'orspecial treatment loolT-
set the impacts of lhe merger 

Harclc McNultv, a member of thc 
STBer,v ironmental stalT, presented 
the task t'crce with some poten'.iallv 
good news Wednesda> He said 
there may be new mr.igaiion mea
sures to protect the 1 ruckee Rr.er 
from toxic spills, depending on 
renewed discussions vsiih fedcr.i: 

wildlife officials and reopening 
studies before a final draft report m 
Pecember 

The river is the region's major 
water supply and home of the en
dangered cui-ui fish. McNultv said 
the new review will concentrate on 
stretches from Truckee. Calif, to 
Wadsworth where the railroad is 
within 220 feet ofthe nver. 

But Demuth said that's not 
enough. He said the studv must bc 
expanded so the 2,000-foot canyon 
drops along the route between 
Truckee and Reno are included, A 
railcar w nh hazardous materialscan 
drop 2,000 feet and land m the nv ci 

The higher speed limit proposal is 
a result ofa DeLeuw, Cather & Co 
studv !"oi the STB thai calculated the 
speeds of 622 trains that came 
uiroughRenoin February, when the 
L'nion Pacific's Feather River 
Canyon route was knocked out of 
commission because cf flood dam
age The number of trains would 
approximate the increased tram 
tralTic Reno can expect once a limit 
of 14 trains a da> is removed next 
February 

Bul Demuth found that almost 
half the trains m the study were al
ready hitting speeds over 20 mph 
and wouldn't produce a gain of 10 
mph — or 50 percent — if the speed 
limit IS raised to 30 mph, 

,\fter a lengthy exchange. Gui 
Shearin, pnncipal planner for lhe 
firm lhat prepared the S'l B's draft 
plan, conceded his numbers could 
beolTasmuchas 2" perceni 

Steve Bradhurst, another envi
ronmental consullanl and former 
Washoe Couniy chairman on the 
lask force, argued the studv put 
forth onlv the besl case scenario for 
the railroad and no worst case 

" ^fler a while, we could see .̂ O.M' 
Oi "0 uains Ihrough hcie Thcic'>,i 

limit to what this community can 
w ithstand," Bradhurst said 

Bu; no limits on the number or 
length of trains will be put on the 
railroad despite ns impaci on Reno. 
McNully responded. 

'"The railroad is an integral partcf 
oureconomic svstem. Our standard 
of living depends on i l , " ,McNully 
said, adding the railroads can't pos-
!,iblv bc run on varying limits 
imposed bv ciues across the country. 

With faster trains, the STB s'ud) 
savs almost all the mitigation issues 
can bc addressed fot Reno M .or-
ists won't wait as long for trains lo 
pass, pollution levels from idling 
engines will drop and emcrgcncv 
vehicles won't be held up as long at 
blocked crossings 

Dave .Mansen, who oversaw the 
slud> for DeLeuw, Caiher & Co., 
said even seven overpasses or un
derpasses would still not produce 
the same results as speeding up the 
trans. Increased speeds is part ofa 
$15 million package lhat also in
cludes imiproved tracks, rail cross
ings and two pedestrian overcross-
mgs downtown 

But anyone wuh common sense 
would favor one or two overpasses 
rather than a higher speed limit that 
may nol solve the problem past year 
2000, said Frank Parllow, a busi
ness consullanl and retired Army 
general who once negotiated with 
lhe Russians about nuclear 
weapons 

If the government ordered the 
railroad lo pa> I'or two overpasses 
at a cost of about S"0 million. Part-
low said the citv would have a bai
gaining chip in negotiating lo get 
the railroad to pav more than lhe 
S35 million it otTercd for trenching 
ihe railway through dow,nown 
Reno That would resolve the 
dow mow n problem, he said 
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Union official criticizes rail safety in Nevada 
By Susan Voyles 
- • '- • V ' l i ! S -.ll ll RS'M 

Union Pacific's quesiionabic 
safety record extends to Nevada, 
says a railroad union official who 
cites two dose calls within the last 
\car 

In one incident, defused bombs 
had broken through a container on 
a P.al car of a train that had just 
come through northern Washoe 
County and thc Feather River 
Canyon, said Mike Fetters, U'nited 

I ransportation U'nion iegislaiive 
>'.irector for Nevada, 

"When UP starts talking safely, 
i would liiok at them with a jaun-
vhced eye," Fellers told thc council 
1 uesdav 

In a second incident, l etters 
^aid no m-house or outside etner-
i;ency officials were called to check 
: irain derailment near Las V'cgas 
,ifier two railroad tank cars con-
aining chlorine had tipped over. 
U'nion Pacific officials down-

piaved both incidents, saying the 
public was nevcrcndangercd. 

Nationwide, seven people have 
,:ied in L'nion Pacific rail acci-
.:cnts this year and a number of 
••.wn derailments have occurred 
-ven after federal investigators 
• ide the line in .August, Thc Feder

al Kail ,Adminis!ration recently 
concluded the railroad has experi
enced "a fundamental break
down" in safety procedures after 
Its merger was approved with 
Southern Pacific a year ago. 

State and local officials have 
said thev want the nuke train com
ing through Reno early next year 
delayed or re-routed until Union 
Pacific proves it can i^n a safe rail
road. 

Fetters, a Union Pacific conduc
tor in Las Vegas, said the public has 
a right to know how the railroad is 
run "The railroad does write my 
check," he said "Fm a 2)-ycar rail
road employee. But Fm concerned 
about public safety Fm really tired 
of Union I'acific and tbe railroad 
industiv L'ulting corners for prof
its " 

Ov er last 1 hanksgivmg weekend, 
Fetiers said a L'nion Pacific car 
loaded with defused bombs passed 
through norlhcrn Washoe Couniy 
on the Feather River route to 
0.",kland. Calif 

.According to a follow-up repoit 
written m January by Federal Rail 
Administrator James Schultz for 
the western slates, the bombs had 
shifted position and broke through 
a container door and were pariiallv 
on thc floor of Ihc flat car. 

Ads alert public to danger 
he most graphic and hardest 

hitting highwa'y rai! crossing public 
safety campaign in history is now 
running in Nevada. 

"Highways or Die-̂ ays" includes 
television and radio public service 
announcements promoting safety 
at highway-rail crossings and is co-
sponsored by Nevada Operation 
Lifesaver, the Federa' Railroad 
Administration and the rail industry 
Operation Lifesaver is a national, 
non-profit safe!",'education organi
zation whose goal is lo reduce co'li 
sions and fatalities at highway rail 
crossings and on railroad rights-of-

way "Some people say these spots 
are shocking," said Geri' Hall, 
president of Operation Lifesaver 
Inc "We think they need to be We 
want the public to think when they 
are around railroad tiucks This is 
their wake-up call," 

The campaign will be distributed 
nationwide by the end of the year 
and in Canada and Mexico in the 
future. 

Nationally in 1996 Ihere were 959 
Americans killed on railroad rights 
of -way and at highway-rail cross
ings 

Associated Press 

Federal rail investigators got a 
tip and stopped the train in Stock
ton, according to Schultz's memo. 
Railroad officials were planning to 
move Ihc Irain despite knowing 
about thc bombs almost loose on 
the floor. Schuliz said 

But Furtney, the rail spokesman, 
said that's no' exactly so, "W'e 
called the FRA immediately," and 
made sure the bombs got to Oak
land safely at .. iuced speed. 

Bui in his memo. Schuliz said 
100 "solid" violations could have 

been written because of Ihe inci
dent. "The UP needs a big-time 
wakeup call wuh this case. The way 
we sec it. if they can't take care of 
Class A c>plosives. it makes you 
wonder what they are doing vvith 
other H.M (hazardous materials)" 

Fetters also described a May 2 rail 
incident in vvhich three chlorine 
tanks derailed, with two of them 
overturned at the Arden yard south 
of Las Vegas, An outer layer of one 
tank was punctured but didn't leak. 

Since there were no leaks and 

none anticipated, idilroad spokes
man Furtneysaidlhe railroaddidn't 
have to notify anyone, "They did it 
by the book," 

But a memo from railway safetv 
engineer G,M, Christ in Las Vega's 
shows he was gravely concemed. He 
said noone from the'railroad'shead-
quarters contacted appropriate offi
cials in Nevada about the incident. 
They included the railroad'shazmat 
response team, a private hazmat 
company, the Nevada Division of 
Emergency Management, the Clark 
County Fire Depanment, Ihe ship-
peror himself 

In his memo, Christ said the fire 
department's hazmat engineer was 
not called. His job would have 
been to determine if the tank cars 
could be safely moved, 

"It would appear the railroad lo-
tally disregarded procedures to no
tify anyone involved in the safety 
chain designed to protect the cnvi'-
ronment and the general public of 
Nevada from a situation that could 
hav e caused a senous release of a 
hazardous material with harm to 
both human life and the terrain." 
Christ's memo said, 

" \ revision of the requirements 
and procedures for railroad notifi
cation of incidents is urgently war
ranted" 



Safety officials prepare for worst-case accident 
By Benjamin Grove 
Kl N ( i < . \ / [ n i . JliL RNAL 

A railroad car with 30.000 gal
lons of acid waste that derailed in 
downtown Reno could poison the 
Truckee River, create giant 
plumes of toxic smoke and ignite a 
fire that burns for several days. 

That's a worst-case scenario 
But emergency-management offi
cials say they need lo be belter pre
pared, especially now that more 
trains are expected to run Ihrough 
the Truckee Meadows 

That could mean more hazard
ous materials barreling through 
downtown Reno, within feet ofthc 
city's busiest casinos. 

••|r<. a mailer of when, nol i f ," 

Battalion Chief Tom Donnelly of 
the Reno Fire Department said, 
"How nasty a problem it is is hard 
to predict. But it will happen" 

On Tuesday, 18 officials — 
from fire and police departments 
to utility, weather and transporta
tion departments — nict to dis
cuss how to handle a spill 

"^'ou either run the incident or 
It runs you," Donnelly said. 

The group met as part ofa week-
long emergency training class of
fered through Truckee Meadows 
CommunityCollege, 

"We're looking al how to pre
pare, how to reduce dangers, how 
lo respond lo the disaster and how 
to recover from it," said Bob Cul-
lins, emergency manager of the 

• ''It's a matter of 
when, not if. How 
nasty a problem is 
is hard to predict. 
But it will happen.' 
fom Donneily 
Reno banallon fire chief 

Las Vegas Fire Department who 
leaches the class 

Reno and Sparks have had no 
significant derailment disasters 

But a .merger last year between 
Union Pacific and Southern Pacif
ic could mean more trains — from 
14 to 24 a day — traveling Ihrough 
the area, 

OlTicials say some of those trains 
carry hazardous materials, from 
phosphoric and sulfuric acid to 
diesel and propane. 

Local fire departments initially 
would take charge ofa spill. But sev
eral dozen agencies also would 
respond,crealingihe need fora-A-ell-
defined emergency plan. 

Officials discussed a hypothetical 
case ofa sulfuric acid spill, OiTicials 
said they would first "size up" the 
extent of the disaster and determine 
immediate risks. Then they would 
establish a disaster perimeter, evac

uate endangered residents, and 
begin notifying other agencies, 
including the Environmental 
Piotectior, Agency, 

Officials said they learned some 
lessons from a somewhat disjointed 
response to January flooding, 

"The flood identified the Uct that 
we need people to work together," 
Deputy Chief Lee Leighton ofthe 
Sparks Fire Depanment said. 

Officials in the class lamented the 
absence of casino owners and city 
politicians from discussions about 
planaing downtown disasters, 

"We need to go on a road show to 
sell to businesses and loca! gov
ernments where we are going and 
how important this is locommunity 
planning," Leighicn said. 
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how' much city officials deplore 
lhe proposed solution, 

Thc city has won one small bat
tle, Afier the STB fed the wrong 
information to wildlife officials 
about thc frequency of potential 
hazardous spills in the Truckee 
River. STB environmental chief 
Elaine Kaiser reopened talks with 
wildlife officials on the potential 
problem. 

The $100,000 ciiy council ap
proved also covers SI4,000 for an 
ongoing public-awareness cam
paign on Ihe merger. ,About 
89,000 brochures are now in the 
mail to city residences Thc bro
chures include postage-paid post
cards people can send to the SIB 

John Frankov ich, speaking for a 
citizens-business group, urged thc 
council to keep up Ihc fight 

" I believe and manv people be
lieve the very future of this com
munitv is ai slake," he said 

Paui Lamboley, Reno's lawyer 
in VVashington. DC. lold the 
council that he and I'ity Manager 
Charles McNeely are very con
cerned about anv potential con-
fiict of interest by the consultants 
used 10 prepare STB's suidv and 
proposed solutions 

City officials repcaiediv have 
asked whether DeLeuw Cather dc 
Co have been paid diiccily bv the 
railroad and how frcqiiciillv pa\-
mentsare made 

But that information h.i-
nol been forthcomine from the 
STB 

Lam'- lev has filed a list of 
cjucstu. I , in the city's lawsuit ask
ing the lailioad to reveal how 
much It has paid DeLeuw Cathei 

"Mavbc «c can clean up tiic 
confusion over that," lambolcv 
said 

F).ivc M.mscii, a principal with 
DcLcu" ( .iilici who attended the 

council meeiing, declined to re
spond about the potcniial conflict 
of interest. His finri specializes in 
railroad engineering work, 

Mansen ard STB staffers will 
present its list of 1"̂  recommenda
tions, including speeding up 
trains, lo lhe 'vcno railroad task 
force today at noon in City Coun
cil chambers, 490 S, Center St, 

Two public hearings are at 2 30 
p m, and 7 p,m, Thursday in coun
cil chambers, 

Hourlong open houses will pre
cede both hearings. 

If Reno residents do not send in 
commeni cards or attend the 
meetings, deputy cily attorney 
Mem Belaustegui said she expects 
the STB will simply cross out the 
word preliminary on the cover of 
Its 3-inch report and call it the fi
nal mitigation plan 

Frank Partlow, a retired ,Armv 
general who negotiated with the 
Russians on nucleai weapons, sauJ 
he can't believe the STB staffers 
are recommending onh SI5 mil
lion to improve its rail lines 
through Reno to speed up trains as 
the solution. 

Any reasonable person reading 
the board's app.'oval ofthe merger 
last year would conclude the gov
ernment was ordering at least two 
or three overpasses or underpass
es. Partlow said. 

Those would cost 
in the S70 million range 

The railroad, which fi'sl raised 
proposing putting the tracks in a 
trench, initialh offered S35 mil
lion for the S182 million project 

Reno won approval enabling 
higher loom and sales taxes to 
raise S82 million for the project, 
but the railroad has balked at pav
ing more 

"The preliminarv plan screws 
negotiations," Partlow said 
"Thev took S70 (million) to S".'̂  
million and took it down to Sl.^ 
million Cuicss what happens to 
ncgoiiatioiis'' We're screwed If 

the railroad would pay a little 
more, we could resolve the prob
lem once and for all," 

Union Pacific spokesman John 
Bromley said the railroad would 
be happy to discuss the trenching 
project now that the city has some
thing new to put on the table, 

"A willingness to talk about the 
new- plans',' 'Vou bet," he said, 

Reno budget manager Siuan 
Schillinger said PaineWebber 
would be estimating the fair share 
of each principal in the project. 
Any federal loans won in Congress 
obviously would have to be re
paid. 

PaineWebber has put together a 
similar deal for the Los Angeles 
area, arranging financing for a 
$2,1 billion railroad project in
volving a 10-mile trench for which 
construction is to begin next sum
mer 

For Reno, PaineWebber would 
be paid Sl.'̂ O.OOO from the loan 
proceeds if it succeeds in securing 
a federal loan and the project goes 
ahead. 

It would be paid no more 
than $20,000 for out-of-pocket ex
penses i f i l fails. 

In five years, the number of 
irains through Reno is expected to 
jump from 14 to 24 a day, 

Reno Mav or Jeff Griffin says the 
actual number could hit 38, espe
cially if the Port of Oakland is 
dredged lo handle fully loaded con
tainer ships from the Pacific Rim 

Ciriffin and others continued on 
lhat theme Tuesday, saying Oak
land has approved $600 million 
for thai project. Other ports on 
West Coast are jammed with the 
container business. 

And Union Pacifi.'s purchase 
of Southern Pacific gives the com
panv a new route rignt ihrough the 
middle ofthe country to delivei 
those goods. 

UP emplovs more than 5 3,000 
people and operates on more than 
36,000 miles of track in 25 state:-



Coimcil steps up rail fight 
Mock accident tests emergency response 

S T A G E D A C C I D E N T : Firefighters carefoiiy staged In aownto/,r, Renc Tuesaay to neip safety ofti 
rerr.c.ed an accident victim, piayeo Dy Amy Smiih, cia'saeterm.ne response difficulty once Union Pacific 
after Cultmg o'f lhe '-"D c' " ie ca- "^^e accde-- ABS increases the nijr^beroM'ainsruriningtnrougMOwn 

Cit> to spend another S100,000 in court appeals 
By Su»an Voy le* l ^ B H I USSL-I!**̂  h i - i ^ l - ^ ' 
RENOGXZETTEJOLkSXl 

Reno Citv Council worked ail 
the angles tuesday in its fight to 
get Union Pacific railroad and thc 
I federal govern 

mem to do moic 
than just speed 
up trains when 
more come 
Ihrough the cu;. 

It approvec 
hiring 
PaineWebber t,-
arrange a feder.i, 
loan and '*ouic 
pav the broker-

ageaS 150,000connnssionifitsu^ 
ceeds in gaining Congressiona: 
help tha', would launch a $ 182 mil
l ion project 10 depress the tracks 
downtown 

The council approved another 
$100,000 in citv monev, most of 
which will go for lawyer and court 
costs to continue lhe cilv's tighl at 
the f̂ cderal appeals court in W asn-
ington, D C 

So far. $?00.000 in 
ifdcvel.'pnient monies have been 
spcr,! thc cii', s I'lgh: 

• Safety 
record ! 
Ra-ircad has 
operating 
problems m 
Ne.ada 
P a g e 3A 

A C R O S S T H E T R A C K S : F -e' :,' . - • , ; - " . ' ^ - 'e cy. r.o.v lo cope 
witn tne possit>ility ot trams DlocKing access to the scene 

Union Pacific became the na
tion's largest ra' ' 'oad last vear 
with Its $? 4 bil l ,-, rurcha5e of 
Southern Pacific Railroad Reno 
wants a full env ironmental-impact 
siudv on the potential damage 
from'the n-.eri.:erlo Renc. its water 
Supply from the Truckee River 
and hiibita; for cui-ui fibh 

The fedcrai Surface Tra:',^r,H;.i-

lion Board has proposed speeding 
up trains to 30 mph to handle a 
doublir,f of volume through thc 
citv. The counci termed lhat pa
thetic, absurd and feeble 

C'o'uncil commenls will he sum-
iiiari^ed, transcribed and video
taped t'oi the STB, so they'll know 

Sec TRAINS or, p J " 8A 



Backcd-up trains and lost supply shipments have hurt some northern Nevada comDanies 
" " ' ' " " V ^ . . . , I l l l k - ^ J I T C - S o - " - 'We acuially had ,o . o c e " I f we do change, , d o n ' , i h ink . . . . . . . . . " ^ " ^ " ^ ^ ^ 

Oy Ar ic J o h n s o n 
! O I ^ ^ N M 

I ci lcra! icgiil^iiofs arc i i ivcsiigat-
ing Ihc L n i o n I 'acif ic ra i l road's 
sc\crc h.ick-ups as local ofTicials 
fear increased r a i l r o a d t raf f ic in 
Keno Will he an answer to the proh-
Icm 

Ihe Surface Transpor ta t ion 
Hoard reccnilv said i l was looking 
l ino rail prohlcms that have "most 
rcccnily have involved Ihc Iiries of 

thc t n ion Pacif ic and Southern 
Pacit'ic rai l roads." 

l n ion PaciTic. which merged 
wi th Southern Pacif ic a year ago. 
has had a myr iad of problems rang
ing f rom lost cars to miles o f 
hacked-up trains The si iuai ion has 
created serious problems for com
panies, inc lud ing those in Reno 
and Sparks, dependent on rai l 
delivcnev for raw maienals 

"They have lost se^c^al cars . " 
said Jeffrey Rowan, operat ions 
manager at Co lor i te Polymei> in 

Spaiks "We acuially had lo move 
It to private tracks and of l load it at 
our supplier's expense ,ind hasc il 
Irucked •' 

Reno Mayor Jeff Gri lTm said he 
understands there have been prob
lems, and he said U n i o n Pacific's 
back-ups could ul l imatcly result in 
a substannal incrc.ist in i ra f l lc 
through Reno as a way to help 
decrease Ihe tram congestion. 

l o h n Bromley, U n i o n Pacif ic 
spokesman, said he d idn ' t expect 
irafTic logreai ly increase 

I f we do change, I don ' i th ink 
anyone w i l l nonce, " he said " . 
We arc try ing to reduce the number 
of trams, not increase t h e m " 

But Gri fTin fears ihe r o j i e 
through Reno wi l l become the 
answer for Un ion Pacif ic 's wots 
He pointed out thai crews are 
dredging Oakland, Cal i f . 's harbor 
' 0 allow larger ships to dock 
Because U'nion Pacific serves that 
area, it could mean greater loads 
for the trains and that would create 
increased train trafTic. Gri lTin said 

U'nion Pacif ic has experienced 
growing pains m ils scar oid merg
er w i th Soi i ihern Pacific Faced 
wi th mourning sers ice complainis 
I rom shippers. Union Pacific Tiled 
a service recovery plan Wednesday 
lhat spelled out its plans lo move 
up to 40,000 cars ofr the rai lroad 
U'nion PaciTc hopes to have much 
o f those problems fixed in the next 
90 days, ofTicials said 

For Colorite's Rowan, i i may not 
be soon enough. He said he is wan
ing for a shipment of raw materials 

lhat left lhe supplier in \ugus i It 
normally lakes I Oto 15 days 

The company makes plastic 
medical supplies, such as blood 
bags The shipping problem has 
gotten so bad Ihal Color i le almost 
shut down. But the parent compa
ny, PureTec Corp o f New Jersey, 
IS a big shipper and pressured 
Un ion Pacific to find the materials 

For Color i te , "1 wou ld have to 
say 20 percent o f our logis i ic i l ime 
has been dedicated io th is prob
lem," Rowan said 
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Wichita and Reno 
might join forces 
By Susan Voyle* 
KhNOG*ZbT1t-JOCKNAL 

Wichita, Kan , ofTicials want lo 
forge a coalition of cities seeking 
railroad reform after its hearings 
with the Surface Transportation 
board a week ago 

STB staff IS recommending ihe 
same solution for Wichita as Reno 
to cope wilh twice as many irauis 

- - Simply raise the speed l imit 
'.^: through tswn 

"Just spc;d up the trams, and 
everything is taken care o f 
Wichita Mayor Bob Knight said of 
the effects of the merger be ween 
Union Pacific and Souihem Pacific 

.'y'. " I did talk to Jeff Grifl'iii ihis week 
: ^ and seme other mayors having par-

ticularly onerous challenges prescni-
'-' ed by U'nion Pacific to see if some 

collaborative efforls are warranied," 
Knight said "1 ihink we're going to 
explore lhat as much as we c a n " 

Reno and Wichita are the only 
cities lhe board singled out for 
plans 10 mitigate thc effects of the 
merger it approved in August 1996 
Reno will have hearings this WCCK 

For both cilics, thc STB's order 
said studies wil l identify "the 
appropnate number and precise 
locaiion of highway-rjil grade sepa
rations and rail-pcdesirian grade 

' separations" 
Two pedestrian crossings j rc 

-.-• being proposed lor the heart of 
downtown Reno, but the board rec
ommended no overpasses or under
passes foi vehicles At thc Wichita 
hearing Sept 23, the Wichiia Eagle 
reported STB siaffors appeared 
wil l ing to considei only small 

I'i? cnanges in the plan to speed up 
trams 

'••-» Vet at the same time, staffers are 
' ~ urging the cities to negotiate a bet

ter deal with ihe railroad 
The situation is very sir>,nge, says 

Mern Belaustegui, Reno deputy 
cits uUornev. 

"They gise the railroad every 
incentive not lo negotiate with us 
Then Ihcv tell us our best avenue is 
10 ncgoliatc with ihc ra i l road" 

Reno would prefer Ihc railroad 
contribute ""^re ' ' lan ilie $35 mil-
l.on olTerev , " depressed tracks 
ihrough dov^- 'i Wichita would 
like 10 see eiv i . ;d rails on the east 
side of us dow ntow n. 

These projects would largely 
eliminate the problem of more 
trains through the two cilics Both 
Reno and Wichita officials say reg-
ulatois are being shortsighted in 
basing their studies on rail traffic 
only during Ihe next five years 

"We feel Ihey have overstepped 
iheir powers They should bc 
restrained," said Bill Stockwell, 
chief transportation planner foi 
Wichita and Sedgwick County. 
"We've asked your mayor to jo in 
w ith us in a coalition of other cities 
across the country thai feel dam
aged and abused by railroads in 
general in perhaps seeking some 
legislative changes to the Surface 
Tiansponaiion Board 

Reno Mayor Gr i f f in said Reno 
dcfiniiclv is interested in a coalition 
and hopes to meet w ith W icliiia res
idents in \ \ ashington, D C , when 
he meets with Nevada's congres
sional delegation looking for sup
port lor lhe city's railroad poals 

"The idea of increasing irain 
speeds IS absurd " GrilTin said " l i s 
geometric in terms of impacts such 
as frequency of accidents Thc 
STB makes no reference to ihe 
number or length of Irains " 

Thc plan doesn't compel the rail
road 10 speed up the trains l i does 
call for city dispatchers to monitor 
the trains to help them in routing 
emergency vehicles. Gnf f in doesn't 
consider that fair 

Bolh Gnfl'in and Knight contend 
the newly formed STB is acting 
more like a lobbyist for lailroads an 
industry regulator The Union 
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COMINO UP THIS WEEK 
• T u c t d a y i Reno City Councii 
meets at noon lo draft its position on 
the Surface Transportation Board s 
draft recort calling lor speeding up 
trains to cope with increased traffic 
resulting trom railroad merger It 
also considers hiring PaineWebber 
to put together a financing deal lor 
depressing tracks Stafl is looking 
lor $100 000 to pay for court costs 
on a federal case seeking environ
mental st jdy and to heip pay (or 
campaign against the railroad In 
brochures being sent to 90,000 resi

dents, the city has included postage 
paid ix)S!caras tor people to seno 
tneir comnents to the STB 
• Wednesday: Surtace 
Transportation Board staff presents 
Its study a! noon at a railroad tas* 
fO'ce meeting m Reno C'ty Couic ' 
chambeis 490S Cenie-St 
• Thursday: Surface 
Transportation Board has t *c pubLc 
hearings on its draft study The first 
meeting begins at i JO p n in C'ty 
Council Chambers ano tne secona a; 
6 p m 

I'acific merger was its first action in 
August 1996 Die Wall Sircci 
Journal has characlcri/cd lhe for
mation ofthc STB IS a railioad lob-
bving victory Thc altcriialivc was 
10 put thc Justice Department in 
chaige of mergers in reasMgniiig Ihc 
duties ofthc now-defunct liucrslalc 
Coiiunerce Commission. 

Keno »,lllls lo slarl thc ICMCW 
process all over by seeking a full 
envi ron mcni a 1-1 mpacl statement 
W ith lhe ST'' slart not recommend
ing overpasses or underpasses as 
recjuucd in the inergct decision, 
Belaustegui si id thai significanily 
boosts the c.ly's ease for fair treai-
meni T!;^ board's action is in stark 
contrast to another railroad merger 
inN olving Conrail on thc East Coast 
in which the board ordered a full 
env ironmental review 

The merger is increasingly under 
attack The Federal Rail 
Administration has taken the 

WHAT IS PA IMWtHBi r 
PameWetiDer G'Oup inc is one oi 

the nation s largest securities firms 
providing services of retail brOKer-
age — the buying ana selling of 
stock — and investmen! bankmc 
bona traamg and municipal securi
ties underwriting 

The company has more than 2 
million Clients woridAiOe Its sales m 
fiscal year enamg DecemDer 1996 
were $5 7 billion with a net incotie 
of $364 miiLon PaineWebber stock 
has tripled in value over tne past 
three years Genera! Electric owns 
23 percent of the company 

unprecedented step o''assigning a 
regulator in Union Pacific offices 
after seven people died in accidents 
ihis year and investigators deiailcd 
a "fundamental breakdown" rang
ing from defective lovomolives to 
exhausted crews 
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trains IS expected to jump 14 to 24 a 
day Reno Mayor Jeff GrifTin says 
the actual nunibcr could hit 38 or 
more, especially if the Port of 
Oakland is dredged to handle larger 
ships. 

If Union Pacific contributes $35 
million to the trenching project — 
what It initially offered earlier this 
vear — and local sales and room 
taxes raise $82 million, the question 
becomes this; Where would the 
remaining $65 million for a $182 
million project come from? If it 
came from a federal loan, who would 
repav the loan? 

Reno City Manager Charles 
McNeelv said Union Pacific rail
road wouldn't be off the hook. 

"We still have a $65 million gap," 
he said "The question is how do we 
close that gap. For some of it, we will 
need thc railroad lo do that," 

PaineWebber would be paid 
S150.000 i f l l succeeds in securing a 
federal loan and the project goes 
ahead, l l would be paid no more 
than S20,000 for out-of-pocket 
expenses if it fails, 

U S. Sen. Harry Reid, D-Nev ., 
said through a spokeswoman that 
bringint in PaineWebber is a good 
signlr. getting the city and railroad 
back to thc negotiating tabic 

One avenue Reid will explore is 
authorization for a loan in a massive 
highway bill now before Congress, 
spokeswoman Jenny Backus said 

Union Pacific railroad spokes 
man John Bromley said Friday that 
railroad executives were travelira 
and not vet aware of the proposal. 

"If the Citv Council does that, we 
would certainly welcome a call or a 
Icti M to discuss it," 

In January. Union Pacific Pres
ident Jeirv Davis asked Reno of
ficials for help in lobbying fcr S182 
f illion in statc and federal money 
lor thc trench. Thc railroad had said 
11 would pay S'5 million.bu; ncgoti-
.iiions broke off in June vvhcn thc 
r;iilroad refused to pay more 

Despite ihe setback, the W ashoe 
Countv delegation and locai offi-
c'.iK still ptcs"scd for local financing 
ci-iiions llic Ns-vada I ccislatuie 

authorized Washoe County to raise 
the sales tax by one-€ighth of a penny 
and for the city to raise its room tax 
to help pay for the railroad trench, 

A year ago. the Surface Trans
portation Board ordered specially 
tailored plans to offset Reno's in
crease in trains in approvingthe rail
road merger. The recently released 
draft includes two pedestrian walk
ways and speeding up the trains, 

PaineWebber's $2,1 billion fi
nancial package for Los Angeles is 
expected lo cover a 20-mile up
graded railroad line from the ports 
of Long Beach and Los Angeles to 
two major railroad yards in down
town LosAngeles, Tlie railroads.the 
ports, nine cities, the state of 
California and federal government 
are involved in the project overseen 
by Alameda Corridor Transporta
tion Authority, 

The financial package includes a 
$400 million long-term federal loan 
w llha low interest rate, S400million 
from the two ports, $800 million in 
revenue bonds; and local money, 
including $.''50 million in regional 
transportation funds 

With the authonty securing 
added right-of-way for the piojecl. 
the railroads will pay 60 percent of 
the costs lo rciire the bonds and 
loans through fees based on the 
number of containers shipped. 

Thc centerpiece of the Los .An
geles project is a 10-mile trenched 
trainway along Alameda Street, 
Construction would begin next 
iummer. That would allow trains to 
run at speeds of 40 mph and leave 
street traff • -fbovc alone But thc 
biggest bei -vould be getting 
trucks that aed to air pollution and 
traffic jams off thc freeways, said 
Jeffrey Holt, PaineWebberfirsi vice 
president for municipal securities 

Trucks now carry 80 percent to 90 
percent of all thc cargo containers 
f om the ports to thc central railroad 
virdsoperaicdby Union Pacific and 
SantaFe.'Burlingtoti In all, about 
27.000 containers a day are nioveu 
throueh thc ports. 

The'trench would bc longer but 
nearlv identical to one proposed m 
Reno: Two sets of track and an 
access road at the boiiom of a tre nch. 
The one in Los Angeles would l c 25 
feet deep, the one m Reno, ,̂ 0 Ic-ei 
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Brokerage firm dangles possibility 
of federal loan for building trenches 

T H U N D E R I N G T H R O U G H • I : A tram rolls tbrough do/<ntown Reno ic t:'cker a feder,ii loan lo tn-.n i Irenches for railroaa tracks ai.a reciuC' 
j ' C • C v " , - . • n i l " '~ • - " ' . ' . ' e ' - ! ••• " • " 1 , - ' , - ^ I , •• • • t '.-l ' " i r r j t ' - ' r . .•>>> t h f r > . 

City considers PaineWebber otTer lo arrange aid 
Pî isressing tracks through 
downtown Reno 
• tsiima-,8a cost itt^ ••n.'.iion 
• The trwKti would tie buiK on 

' prB!»:Tt rv)ht-3l-way. It would 
a>.xj! 30 feel (Jeep diid 2 ,1 m«s 
iong an«! cwtis.unoef -̂O ^treets 

.inlfia<|0iWU3wn "ore, ' , , 

^ y proposed trench j 
w o u l d r u n t h r o u g h j 
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d o w n t o v w P R e n o 

By Susan Voy les 
K • ' , i i i \ . ' . : : . n i< \ \ i 

Hrokcr.igc \: ii\ l'.iiiH-Wchbei 
m.iv hoK! llic kcv Ic gcl l in ! ; .i 
irciieli dug I'or i. i i ln •.! ;r. icki tliai 
run ti i iough tlu hecit i rRcno 

Rcii.i c i',v C\uir,i.ii wi l l Ci'i - id-
I.-1 an oltcr tucv ia- l i om ih i rni 
;o to arrange tor n federal an 
-ceded 10 put l l 'c irucks in ;i " I-
•nile long ircnch i he amou of 
i;c loan nol Iv i ' i i dciermii:cd 

Such J p io iec i . estimated to 
n vt S1S2 mi i l io, ! , i> evpccied lo 
c:;iiii i iJte manv of the licadaciicv 
,i>vociaUi.! " I l h tunning a rail-
o.id lh;>-iigli llie i c i i l c i o f tlu-

i 'ai i !c\\ e.ii'oi in i l logel lKi .i 
>;;r.ilai c^'.il loi thc I os ,-\ngelcv 
. " C I : r ' I - . • in i - h i - i i - m i ; I'.M ,i 
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Trcncl i ing ilic ra i l ioad tr.',.k 
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ve.ii hetweeii L'nion P.ICII 'K ati 
Soiitliern Pacific ra i lwad i 

111 I'lv,' \c; ' !v, t!-,e i iunil-„ 
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Disastrous delays 
by trains a matter 
of time, city says 
By Susan Voyle* 

• \ ( i i i \ / l ; M - Ki i R \ , \ L 

Ifa tiam in downtown Reno had 
'Mocked fire crews from reaching 
the I Klorado Motel <V, Casino on 

I uesdav night, the fire would have 
''cen imivli wiusc, citv olTicialssay 

n the lirst lire trucks on thc scene 
id to watt lor a tram to pass or 

;iKikc a detour, "it could well have 
meant cxlcnding thc fire into thc 
I Idorado towers, " said Fire Chief 
f harlcs Lowden, who could see thc 
- "-foot names as he left for thc fire 

•m his northwest home, 
",liist CIIV ision fire trucks sitting 

-, the laiiroad crossing while a 
• am IS going hv and m the distance 
.>u have the Lldorado going up in 
\imes, " City Manager Charles 
McNeelv said 

"That building would have been 
•igiiilcd \\ e were lucky it didn't 
ippcn riiank God But il's 
icv iiahle Sooner or later, it's just a 
laiierol time. " 

I nion Pacific says Reno officials 
rc going to extremes to argue their 
Isc. 

"I prcieiid no expertise, but at 
cvcral task-force meetings why 
d citucis ask, 'Gee, why are fire 
luscs loc.ited on both sides ofthe 
acks,'' " said Mike Turtnev, 
mon P.icifc spokesman, 
roriunaic'v, no train blocked thc 
,iy, and evervihing else worked 
se clockwork, Lowden said, F'lre-
ighters arrived withm a few min-
ics and knocked the fiie down 

\ iihm 1 5 miiiutes 
"The building codes worked 

veil, and securitv did a terrific 

Seven firetrucks and three ladder 
rucks were sent to the fire That in-
.luded three engines and two lad-
ier trucks from s.....on« south of 
the tracks The Eldorado sits along 
;he north side ofthe tracks, 

" - " f .1 trai.I been traveling 

EETINQS ft COMMENTS 

• What: The Surface Transportadon 
Board will have two meetings m Renc 
r.ext week to tiear trom the public 
about plans to double the speed ot 
trams to lessen ths effect ot the 
Union Pacilic Scuthern Pacific 
merger 
• First meeting: 2 30 to 4 30 p m 
Thursaav a! Reno City Hail council 
chamt:ers 
11 Second meeting: / to 9p m 
Thursaa'/atCit r Hail An hour long 
open house precedes both 
rreetina''-
• To make written comments: 
^^rite lo 0'!,ce ot the Secretar 
Surface Transportation Board 
Finance Docket 32760. l925KSt 
NW, Boom 700 Washington, D C 
Attention EiaineKaiser, 
environmentai analysis chie! 

through Reno, crews at the closest 
station at Second and Evans streets 
would have been forced to use the 
Wells underpass as a detour, add
ing 12 blocks to the trip, Lowden 
said 

The incident points out the need 
to lower thc tracks ihrough down
town Reno — and not just speed 
up the trains as c federal govern
ment propost>, McNeely said Thc 
.Surface Transportation Hoard's 
staff wants to nearly dojble the 
tram speed limit to .''0 mph 
through Reno to handle a doubling 
of train traffic from L'nion Pacif
ic's purchase of Southern Pacific, 

With a fire like the one Tiiesd;.> 
night, fire engines from stations on 
both sides of the tracks needed to 
respond quickly to prevent a disas
ter. Lowden said 

Sparks and Truckee .Meadows 
fire crews were called to back up 
the stations left unmanned, 

McNceiy said he is not surprised 

Tim Ounn/Rfno ij jzeii^ J'M, 

ASSESSING THC DAMAGE: Counterclockwise from Icp l( 
ElOoradc officials Rob rv^oucno vice president of operations. Jo 
Frankovich, attorney. Bill McGrath. attorney. Bruce McKay, director 
administration and Herb Withcspoon director of engineering, talk w 
owner Don Carano outside the hotei-casmo Wednesday morning 

by the railroad spokesman's atti
tude 

"It shows the railroad's inscnsi-
fiviiy When it comes to lives and 
safely, it's Reno's problem. " 

,\t the Eldorado, fire hoses were 
draped over the railroad tracks to 
connect with hvdrantson the sotith 
side ofthe tracks 

If the tracks were 
put in an open tunnel as the city 
wants, the hoses would have been 
laid on a bridge above Ihe tracks 
Part ofa fiie engine also was silting 
on thc tracks. 

Lowden said his department no
tified the railroad lo stop any trains 
from entering Reno before hoses 
were laid across the tracks 

If the tracks weren't there, thai 

. i ^ i i ' i * -

m-
•• ,i',t, .:• 
-. 'l.-Jr s: 
•i.'t\..-, 
'I'.Vtiu . 
:*t-i...... 

• -I't. ifi 

,̂  

would bc one less worry in an cm 
gencv 

Furtney disagreed, saying an < 
duty railroad worker called 
Spaiks railroad yard first "o rep 
the fire and fire hoses over 
tracks 

"That was thc first they he, 
about It." Furtney said, "Tl 
should look at their own intei 
notification, Ifa fire were a btgo 
we should know about it a ir 
quicker," 

But Lowden said he was mc 
toring radio leoorts while travel 
from his home in northwest Ri 
to the Eldorado, and he's sure 
railroad was notified before th 
hoses wee laid, 

" I have absolute faith m that," 

• 
P.l'i-

t^'C... 



Watch Out Reno, You're Abput 
To Get Railroaded. 

Stopping A Rurviuiay Train. 
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The Problems More Trains BrInQ To Our. Community 

Urohl(m #1: Um^fr aiJ /ostfT traias 
could block tTOisin^s anu dtliy poUcf, ftrf 
and mtdual response. 
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UMiite cotiU cause a major caiastropKr. 
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rTt>b>a »3: Irwreased train tra/fic uili 
jeopordizc (WT comrnunit\'s quality 0/ (ifi 
— tainting tK* TrvtUr Meadou-i' hiuc 
ikies and cUar uater. 
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Migraine 
You know tbat preliminaiy trsia-

tralflc-mltigatioD report tMt a U.S. 
Surface Transportatiaa Board con

sulting team put tether for Wichita? 
Turns out It looks a lot like tHe preUminary 
report the same team put together for the 
other big dty bracing itself for a maiudve 
train migraine, Reno, Nev., 

A9 Tbe Eagle's Tun Cross reported last 
weelc massive secaons d the WkMa report 
trade word far word, Une for line, with tbe 
Reno report 

And both repons anive at the same CQD-
clusioa: The most tmtigatioc' of the effects 
of increased freight train traffic along the 
Union Pacific lines that ran through both 
towns is (drum rcll please) faster trains. 
Never mind that the two towns are laid out 
in different ways or tbat increased train 
traffic would aftect them in very difterent 
ways. 

Meanwhile, a CUy of Wichita analyds (tf the 
STB consultants' report shows that their rec
ommended 30 mph average tiatn speed 
through town (as opposed to the current av
erage of 10 mph) is simply not aHalnabie. 

Tbe top speed the trains can go is 30 mph, 
and that's only on part of the DP line through 

Tuesday train hearing 
due big citizen turnout 

WkMa To hit a 30 mpb average speed 
through tcwn, north to south, UP trains would 
have u) go 30 mpt: the whole way through, or 
taster than 30 mph p^i of the way througii, 
and that's ]ust not piiydcaBy possible... 

... Hmmm. Given an tUs, you dont suppose 
that the mitigation stndy is—how can we say 
this — less than honest? Do you? 

Tins Is a penxiptiaQ that tbe STB consul
tants need to address, tf tbey can. 

The good news is that theyll have an op
portunity to address it Tuesday at Century IPs 
Mary Jane Teall Theater, fie^nning at 6 pja, 
Wlchltans wfll have an opporhmity to view 
?rB consultant's displays relahve to the re
port Then, from 7̂  pjn, tbeyTl have an op-, 
portnhity to ask questions about and present 
reacdons to tbe mitigatioa report 

It^ hard to tefi whether dttbea readioa to 
the report at this pofaUc hearing could per
suade the threê nember Soifece Transporta-
hoo fioard — which will make its final zniti-
gatian deosiao in Febniary — to (rfler 
Wichita more realistic aod fairer mitigatioa 
tban is contsmplaied in the rqx3rt. 

But ifs worth a tiy. At the very least, maybe 
Wichita's coming traia h»fl4iBrhp coukl be 
something les than a Tnigrf*inp 

cmmsorrsviEw «7- yi- -^1 

m. m STB STUDV? 
GOT HOLES IN IT so BIS 
\DU COUID DRIVE A 
FREIGHT TRAIN lWW«ffr*L 
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OUR VIEW 

Hogwash 
Turns out we Wichitans have been 

looking at this Uiiion Pacific bram-in-
crease thing all wrong. According to 

consultants for the U.S. Surface Transporta
tion Boanl, UFs pending doubling of train 
traffic through Wichita wont be a problem 
at all tor the rootorists. pedestrians, emer
gency vehicles and others who OMne iato 
daily contact with trams and railroad 
trades, 

Ifs all in how you look at it, and by the sTB 
consultants' lights, fblks 
hereabouts have been 
taking far too dim a view 
of tbe UP's staled inten
tion to send many more 
trUns Wichita every day. 

Right now, say the con
sultants in their pî limi-
naiy î eport of the !>rB 
mihgabon study of the el-
feds of the train in-
atsase, Wichita motorists 
spend a cumulative 98 
homs per day waiting for 
trsins to clear railroad 
crossmj? so they can drive across the bracks. 
But if the UP spends SIO milhon upgrading the 
tracks and installing crosin^ for vrtfldes 
and pedestrians at street-track intersections 
that now are improteded, and then speeds up 
tts traljK, the total cumulative daily wait for 
Wichitans would drop to 92 hours — even 
though twice as many UP trains would be 
going tfarougb. _̂  

Well, the STB's consultants and staff mens-
bas must think Wtebitans are unconsdoos. 
This report is the biggest piece of hogwash to 
Moaoate from Washington to a long time -
and cooskkstog that DC lw«washhas,^ elevated to an art fbrm during the 18908, that's 
saying something. 

For openeis. STB staffers act as ^ motoî  
delays are the only issue that toe UPs 
pending increase in train traffic woukl CTeate. 
^^Haboat notoe? What about polMloo? 

Wichita will have to gp 
down fighting on trains 

What about the increased safety risk to re 
dents of oeighbottoods adjacent to the trad 
— a concem underscored recently by i 
alarmmg increase m UP ficddents national!: 

Qeariy, as far as the STB staff and consi 
tents are concerned, such quahtyof-Ufe issu' 
are beneath concern. Otherwise, they woo 
not have conduded that the benefits of tl 
roughly $88 inillion in brtdges and elevati 
tracte that some folks in WldJita hoped — 
no avail — that the stady would recomme 

are i70t wtxrth the cost 
Wichitans want tho 
grade separatiuns, app 
entJy, they're going 
have to pay for tbf 
themsdves. 

No wonder there's 
much resonance 
Maytx- Bob Knight's 
servation that this wb 
STB "mitigation' proc 
— triggered by U 
merger with Souths 
Pacific last year — 
been skewed in favoi 

the railroad from the get-go. Wichita ne 
had a chance of getting anythhig more ft 
the process than the token geshare prope 
in the STB shidy. faster trains. 

Now, totopitallrtttheSTBstaflissa? 
that if tĥ eê nember board to which it rep 
ogns off on the mitigaddn study on sche 
in February, the dty would have no real t 
IW a federaK»urt appeal of sudi am 
ThaTs because tbe "fad:̂  toed in tbe sn 
port would augur against WkjUta wtnniii 
appeals court ^ Maybe sa But it woukl be better fbr Wk 
to tty to exercise the court opttoa rather 1 
as Mayor Knight puis tt, 'YoD over on ' 
Tljen, if it tams out that train aftM-train 
trafai after train goes rolling through tov 
30 omh every single day o< the y ^ ^ 
tans will at least have the sallsiachc 
having gone down fighting. 
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Reno disputes railroad statements m aa 
• Union Pacif ic: 
Lawsuit was 
dismissed on 
technicality. 

By S u s a n Voyles 
R[NOCiAZEnE JOL RNAL 

Citv olTicials are distrcssci.1 b\ a 
Thursdav ncA'sparer ad in which 
thc Union PaLific Railroad claims 
Reno's initial lawsuit to ect an en
vironment impact statement o\er 
the railroad merger was "thrown 
oiitofcourl." 

Court documents show the case 
was dismissed without prejudice 
on a technicality and the city was 
urged to file a new case at thc ap
pellate level. 

In the full-page advertisement, 
the railroad savs thc cily has taken 
an extreme positions, makes accu
sations and has spent hundreds ot 
thousands of dollars on a lawsuit to 
obtain a full environmental review 
ofthc l'nion Pacific's merger v̂nh 
Southern Pacific, 

In the ad, the railroad says thc 
citv's "chosen path will cause long 
deiavs, waste •taxpavers" dollars 
and in the end it will piobably 

And to back tliat up, the ad says 
the city's first lawsuit was thrown 
out of court, 

Uut that's not what happened, 
said deputN city attorney Mem Be
laustegui. A vear ago, I'.S. Judge 
Howard McKibben dismissed the 
request for the environmental re
view because thc federal Surface 
Iransportation Board appro\ed 
the railroad merger bctore the 
ludgc acted on the request, U'lth 
the mercer decision already made, 
the ludge rderied the city to the ap
pellate courts, 

"This is e\tremel> frustrating, 
Belaustegui said. sa>ing this isn't 
the fust time the railioad has mis
led people about the dismissal. 

In a letter to Nevada Sen. Bill 
Raegio last Februar\, ihc railroad 
said lhe case was lismissed with 
prejudice, meaning the issue 
couldn't be raised again. That was 
wrong and ihe railroad had to fol
low iTup wuh another letter and an 
apol.3gv. 

Union Pacitic railroad spokes-

TO COMMENT ON BAILROAP BEPOBT 

• People who d like to 
comment on the preliminary 
railroad mitigation report for 
Reno advocating a couple of 
elevated pedestrian crossings 
sfiould write to the Surface 
Transportation Board bofore 
Oct 15, 

The STB is requesting one 
onginal and 10 copies: 

• Ofnce of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit, Finance Dock
et No. 32760 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K S t . NW, 
Washington, D C 20423-0001 

Mark the lower left-hand corner 
of the envelope: Attention. Elaine 
K, Kaiser, Environmental analy

sis 

man Mike Furtney acknowledged 
the letters to Raggio, But he still 
said the case was thrown out of 
court . 

Furtnev said railroad legal advis
ers believe the city's case will ha -e 
• verv little chance of success 

Ci'tv officials have said its case 
was sienificanilv boosted when 
STB staff ordered a full environ
mental impact statemeni in June of 
another merger involving Conrail 
on thc Fast Coast, No one had 
asked foi lhat study. 

In approvina thc mergCi in ,Au-
gust 1996. the transportation 
board ordered a special mitiga

tion study for Reno because of its 
unique problems with the rail
road. Preliminary results 
released this week call for speed
ing up the trains and building two 
pedestrian overhead crossings 
dow ntown as a way to contend 
with a doubling of trnin traffic — 
measv.'cs city officials contend 
are inadequate 

Reno's case is now evpected to 
be heard by thc U S Circuit Court 
of Appeal > m Washington, DC. in 
March, presumably after thc trans
portation board makes its final de
cision on mitigation measures tor 
Reno, 

. i . V ••:. - t^; ' 



Jim Cross writes about politics and public issues. He can be 
reached at 268-6574. 
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Officials in both cities were surprised how much the two reports 
-- wntten by the same consulting firm -- resembled one another, 

"Their report is pretty similar to ours." said Bill Stockwell, a 
transportation planner with Wichita's Metropolitan Area 
Planning Commission. 

"It looks like one size fits all," Farr said " I don't know how 
people in Wichita feel, but we're very disappointed." 

One significant difference in Reno is that the L'nion Pacific's 
tracks run alongside casinos such as the Flamingo Hilton and 
Harrali's. an entertainment district that is a major pan ofa local 
economy that depends heavily on attractmg visitors from across 
the nation and the world, 

"We have 30().()(K) pedestrians cross the tracks each year." 
Demuth said, "We're a tounst-onented town. People are trying to 
get from one casino to another," 

The federal repon for Reno does call for construction of two 
crossings dowTitown to take pedestnans over or under the tracks. 
The railroad would contnbute a total of about $3,3 million to the 
two pedestnan crossings. 

The railroad also would spend an estimatt̂ l $7 34 million on 
new equipment to help increase the average speed of trains from 
20 mph to 30 mph, 

Dunng negotiations in past months, the U"ion Pacific has 
offered to contnbute $35 million to the $1 .S3 million project to 
lower the tracks. But Reno officials have said they would not 
agree to the railroad paving less than $11;0 million of the cost. 

Reno officials also are fighting tlie Union Pacific over the effects 
ofthe increased train traffic on the city's environmental 
problems. 

The city is out of compliance. Demuth said, with federal air 
quality regulations for ozone, Dunng winter months, citizens 
already are required to buy specially refined fuels that cost extra. 
And on certain days they have been prohibited from using their 
fireplaces. 

"The additional trains are gomg to add something like SOO tons 
of pollutants to the atmosphere." Demuth said. 

Reno has filed a lawsuit that is still pending in federal court over 
the impact ofthe Union Pacific's merger with the Southem 
Pacific and its plans to increase the number of trains through 
Reno. The city of Wichita filed a lawsuit, dropped it, and is 
evaluating whether to file another one at some point in the 
future, 

"It may tum out the only solution will be in the courts," Demuth 
said. 

9/18/9712:04 AM 
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Reno, Wichita fuming over 
train reports 

Updated 
THURSDAY 

September 18, 1997 
12:12 a m, CDT 

FEEDBACK 

Consultants propose same basic solution In both 
cities - speed up trains. 
Consultants propose same basic solution In both 
cities - speed up trains. 

Pick a section ^ Consultants propose same basic solution In both 
cities - speed up trains. 

\ Go there j 

By Jim Cross 
The Wichita Ea^le 

The city of Reno is fanng no better than Wichita, officials in 
Nevada said Wednesday, in its battle with the Union Pacific 
railroad and the federal Surface I ransponation Board, 

j^News & views |TJ 
The city of Reno is fanng no better than Wichita, officials in 
Nevada said Wednesday, in its battle with the Union Pacific 
railroad and the federal Surface I ransponation Board, 

1 Go there | 

Just like Wichita. Reno received a federal consultant's report 
Tuesday with recommendations on what to do about the citv's 
railroad problems. 

And. just like Wichita. Reno didn't like what was in the report, 

;;At first. I was speechless." said Reno Fire Marshal Lsxry Fan-
Then 1 was angry. Now 1 just feel total disbelief." 

RELATED STORIES 
Speed it up 
What the Wichita 
report said 

Union Pacific's plans to route more trams through both Wichita 
and Reno have caused both cities to peution the Surtace 
Transportation Board for help. 

The similanties in the two cases are striking. Among them are 
these; 

• In both cities there will be a significant increase in train 
tratfic. In Wichita, the number of Umon Pacific trains will 
increase trom four or five a day to nine or 10, In Reno the 
number nses from 13 to 24, 

* In both cities, consultants are recommending speeding up 
trains to 30 mph as the best way to solve most ofthe potential 
problems. 

*J" consultants did not suppon proposals by local 
officials to spend millions to separate trains from autos and 
pedestnans. In Wichita, officials had an $88 million proposal for 
constructing underpasses and overpasses along the railroad's 
route tlirough Uie center of town. In Reno, officials had a $183 
million proposal to dig a ditch through town so that tracks would 
pass below city streets. 

"It looks like what we are going to get is the least expensive 
solution for the railroad in everv case." said Mark Demuth a 
pnnciple with Reno's consultmg finn, MADCON Consultation 
Senices. 

1 013 
9/18/97 12:04 AM 
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IDPOFTHEIffiWS 
Reno, Wichita 
fume over train 
study 
The city of Reno is farir.g 
no better than Wichita 
officials in Nevada said 
Wednesday, in us battle 
with the Union Pacific 
railroad and the federal 
Surface Transportation 
Board, Just like Wichita, 
Reno received a federal 
consultant's report 
Tuesday with 
recommendations on what 
to do about the city's 
railroad problems. 

And, just like W^irhita 
Reno gidn't like what" 
in the repon. 
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Consultants toid 
Wichi,d to speed up 
trains 

iembers of the Veterans oir 
Foreign Wars Post 6746 in 
Augusta carry the casket of 
I>oren Rooks to his burial 
sile Wedoe.<iday at Elmwood 
Cemetery, ilinan Cum photo/ 

Augusta 
mourns its one 
homeless man 
Scarcely .anyone paid 
anention to Loren Rooks 
when he was alive. To 
many, he was little more 
•i.an a passing reminder 
that Augusta had one 
homeless man. But now 
that Rooks is dead, his 
life has suddenly turned 
fascinating. 

No one knows how he 
died. 

Updated 
THURSDAY 

September 18, 
1997 
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Two cities 
filming 
overtrain 
reports 
• Consultants propose 
the same basic solution 
in both Wichita and 
Reno: Speed up trains. 
By Jim O058 ^ " / Q - f 7 
/ • ' i f VVic'iitc C t j i c 

Thc or.' of Rena Nev, a fanng no 
better tnan Wichita officials in 
Nevada said Wednesday, in its battle 
N̂ llh the L>.ion Pacific' railroad and 
the federal Surface Transportaaon 
Board 

Ju$< like Wichita. Reno received a 
fedemJ consultant's report Tuesday 
witti recommendations on whal to db 
about the c:c%' s radnjad problems. 

And, just like Wic'rita. Retio djdn; 
like wfiat was in :ne report 

'At fli^c i Wi-as speecfiless," said 
Reno Fire Manihal Larrv Farr, Then 
I was angrv- Now I just feel total dis
belief,-

Union Pacific's plans lo route more 
trains ttrnjugh both M'icinta and Reno 
have caused bote oues (o pctiaon the 
Surtace Transponation Board fcr 
,1eip 

The similarHes m the rwo cases 
are striking. Among them are these; 

• In botn aties there »Til be a sig
nificant mr-ease in train traffic In 
Wichita, the number cf Union Pacific 
trains wiij increase from four or five 
a day to nine or 10, lr Reno the 
number nscs frcm 13 to 21 

• In both cties, consultants are rec
ommending speedLng up L'̂ uis to 30 
mph as the best way to solve most of 
L'le potental proble.ns, 

• In both Cities, consultants did nw 
suppon proposals by local offinaJs to 
spend miUlor̂  to separate trains trom 
3tJtQj and pedestnans. In Wictuta, of-
ficiais had ar. SSS miiLon proposal for 
ccttstniciin° underpasses and over
passes along the .-aiiroad's route 
Ihrough L̂-.e center of town. In Rena 
officials had a SiS3 miiiion proposal to 
dig 3 djich rnrough town so that 
racks wouic pass below c.ty streets. 

'It looks like wMat ue are going to 
set a Lhe ;east expensive soluuon for 
;.̂ e railroad in every case.' said Mark 
Demuth, a pnnciple with Renos con
sulting firm, .\1ADC0N Ccnsultatjon 

Cfficiols in both ciiies were sur
prised .*iow much the reports — 
"-•niten by the same consull/ng firm 
— resembled one another. 

Their report is pneffy sinvlar to 
0UI3, said Bill Slockwea a traas-
portation planner with Widuta's Met-
ropoiitan Area Piannjn^ Commission 

It looks like one sue fits alL* Farr 
MM. -I don t know bosv peoole in Wi
chita feel, but we-re'^S^ 
pointed ^ 

One sî mfjcsnt differeoc? m Reoo 
IS that the Umo.i Pacific's tracks ^ n 
jUongside casinos such as the 
Flamingo miton and Harm's, en
tertainment district that is a maior 
part of a local economy that depends 
heavily on attracting vtafoi, from 
across the nation and the world 

'We nave 300,000 pedestnans cross 
("cks each year." Dcnuith said. 

>*'e're a iounst-onented (own People 

a^̂ tS.-° 
1 

Jhe federal repon for Reno does 
cau for construction of tM-o crossmfis 
do>v7itOH-n to take pedestrians over ^ 

tracks. The rmliwd would 
contnbute a totaj of about SiJ miliioD 
10 the two pedestrian crosings. 
^ « raiiriMd also would spend an 
estimated S734 miiUon on new c<juja-
ment to help increase the averaee 
speed 0/ trams firom 20 mph to 30 
mph. ^ 
:punng uegotiabons in past months, 

the Umon Paoflc has offered lo cwT-
tnbute S35 million to the SlS3 mmnn 

project to lower the trticks But Rpno 
offioay .*iâ -e said they woow not 
agree to me rajroad paying less thaa 
SiOC million 0' the cost 
^ Reno offjcials also aie fighting the 
uhior Pacific over effects of the 
mcreased train traffic on the ai/s en-
virenmentaJ pmoiems. 

The city IS out of compliance. De
muth said, with federal air qualitv-
regulations for ozone. During winter 
months, atizens already are required 
to buy speaaUy refined fueL that cost 
extriL And on certain days they have 
been prohibited from usinc their fire
places. 

The additional tisins are gom^ to 
add something like 800 tons of poUu-
tancs to the atmosphere,' Dera'Jth 
said. 

Reno has filed a lawsuit that is still 
pending in federal court over the im
pact of the Umon Pacific's tcerger 
with the Souihem Paafic and its 
plans to increase the mimt>er of trains 
through Reno. The city of Wichita 
filed a iâ v"suit, dropped it, and s evai-
ujting whether to file another one at 
some point in the future. 

'It may turn out tbc otKy soludon 
will be in the courts." Demuth said. 
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Reid blasts report 
backing fast trains 
By Susan Voyles 
R£,VO GAZtTTE-JOURNAL 

The Surface Tiansportation 
Board's staff report advocating 
increasing the speed ot trains 
through Reno is absurd, L' S, Sen, 
Harry Reid, D-Nev.. said 
Wednesday 

"If this staff report is ailov êd to 
stand, Reno will have been rail
roaded b> the railioad This 
report is pathetic," Reid said. 

"The only thing 1 saw of sub
stance IS the trains go faster 
Using their logic, they could go 90 
mph through town "' 

Released this week, the prelimi
nary stalT report is now in the 
public comment phase and w ill be 
re-wTitten before the board is 
scheduled to make a decision in 
March. 

Reid said the STB should 
require a full environmental 
impacl statement rather than ar, 
earlier r.view that was not as 
extensive 

Reid said it's too earlv to talk 
about dismantling the board 
because it was formed last year 
and the Reno merger studv was 
the board's first action, Thc STB 
replaced the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 

Reid and Sen, Richard Bryan. 
D-Nev., have called on the 

Council on Environmental 
Quality to get involved, Kathleen 
McGinty. the director and 
President Clinton's chief environ
mental adviser, can't order an EIS 
study but she can prevail upon the 
board to do on;, Reid said, 

,-\s a member of the appropria
tions subcommittee on trans
portation, Reid said he also could 
have some influence. His commit
tee will look at the board's budget 
next year. 

But more important. Reid said, 
the city and the railroad need to 
get back to the bargaining table to 
taJk about putting the tracks in an 
open tunnel — a $183 million 
project, 

Thc railroad has offered $35 
million for the project, the city 
has come up with S83 million, 
leaving a $65 million gap in fund
ing. If thc railroad comes up some 
of that gap money, Reid said he'd 
try to get some grants to help with 
thc project, 

Larr> Kirk, a Reno railroad 
buff and a retired university pub
lic information officer, said he 
bciieves much could be accom
plished if the name-calling ended, 
apologies are offered, and people 
start talking again, 

"Let's put the issues on table 
and start over, I think we can 
solve this thing. The railroad 
might even up the money," 
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Casinos may be railroaded out of town 
if trains block tourists, executive says 
• South of the tracks: Flamingo Hilton 
(iM says heavy loss of profits could force 
do -v ntown casinos to pack up and leave. 

By SuMn iroyl** 
H i : i l T I I KMJKNM 

ptoplc. Mil) Kljmingo Hilton gen
eral manage! Andy Auelin 

Ifthe numher of iramb jumps .o 
C asinos souih of lhe iratks in 40, 50or 70 a day as » reiull of Ih.-

downtown Reno face an uncertain merger of Union Pacific and 
future if lourisij find their way Southern Pacific Asselin said the 
bliKked b) trains and homeless tracks would be blocked three to 

C ouplinn thai with the homeless 
problem and lhe high-stakes com 
petition ^iih I as Vegas and other 
destinations Asselin predius 
some casinos south of the tracks 
could fold 

"These are corporations They 
can pack up and leave If Fittger-
aids, lhe flamingo or the Com-
Moci or Riverboai ot Marrah s 
finds It d jesn t pas to do business, 
pij.rs ci ?se ' he said "We're in a 
tough market the wav it is This 
would create major consequences 

• S e n a t o r b l a s t s r a i l 
r e p o r t : he. 1 ,a,3 .'i j i ion ' 
increasing Iraio speed Ihroujh 
Reno IS absurd 

PmqmUt 

for the ciis as a whole " 
( its officials and casino esccu-

tivrs were stunned al the tederai 
Surface Transportation Board 
staff report issued Tuesday saving 

See C A S I N O * on pa«c 3 * 

Casinos 
F r o m p,i(if i 
that specdii!|( up tiains to tl) mph 
and pedestrian overpasses are all 
that s necessarj lo ease Ihe impact 
of increasing I nion Pacific train 
traffic Ihrough Reno lo al leail 25 
a day 

"U s unheliesable," said Don 
( arano. a co-owner of the lldor-
ado and Silver Legacy hotel-casi
nos "Is this the same government 
that works for all ol US'* I know the 
railroad paid for the engineering 
study 1 guess they got what they 
paid for 

"1 just can't believe this is gi>ing 
to he the end ol it The railroad is 
going to have Io do better lhan 
this We have to gel together as a 
community and tell Washington 
what we thirik " 

W Ilh Its iS • billion purchase of 
the Southern Pacific Railroad lasl 
sear. I nion Pacific became the 
nation's laigcst railroad, employ
ing mi re than V̂OOO people and 
..pcialinn I'll ir.vii- ili.H' f^'"' 

miles of track in the western two 
thirds of the United Slates 

Asselin says he can't help bui 
wonder how a couple of elevated 
walkways across the tracks will 
help if 40 or more tiains a das 
blow through lown 

Union Pacific spokesman Mike 
l-unney said that is a gross e«ag 
geration He said 25 will be the 
statistical average and can't imag 
ine a day in a year when even ?S 
trains — as city olficials believe 
— will r\in through town 

"Thc lown has managed lo sur
vive with thc railroad lor 135 to 
I4IJ years and it will toiitinue to 
figure out a way to continue to sur
vive wilh the railroad " Furtney 
said 

But otherwise I unne> said lail 
ofTicials uc >t .1 digcliing Ihc rc 
port He repeatedly poinlj out the 
report is only preliminary 

Ell! 0:,;fod, Downtown Im 
provement Association eiecutivc 
director, said Ihe transporiation 
boaid treated Reno as if it were a 
cowiown wilh grain elevators and 
slau^hieilu'iisc-s Seven of I i von 

• '7 A,now tbc 
railraad paid for the 
study. I guess they 
gat what they paid 
for " 
Doi Carau, Eliaraio 

diiions lo miiigaic llie concerns of 
W IC hiia, Kan , are eiactly Ihc 
same â  Reno's 

Bul the davs ol ranchers hcidinj! 
i j i t le from the south meadows are 
long gone While cows don't mind 
the whistles and disiupuons, Os
good said Reno's tourius do 

Rail tralTic is a regional prob; 
ll people can't gel from one eno 
Reno to the other, Asselin said 
Slate .nd liKal officials recognized 
that as they backed a state law this 
vedi to bump the countv vales tas 
rate by one eighth ofa cent for a 
project 10 tunnel tht tracks 
thi,jugh iilii-^ n Reno 

Union Pacific firsi approached 
the city in lanuaiy with an ofTei of 
i l l . million to lower the I'acks 
But lhe railroad has said ,t won't 
spend a penny more and the deai 
is now on hold 

Surtace Transportation Board 
MafTcontend lowering the tracks is 
above and beyond whai the rail
road musi do to ofTset the impads 
ot Its merger 

( ouncilman lom Hemdon savs 
lhe project is not dead yet and 
could be revived if Reno con-
vin>,es a judge to oider a full envi
ronmental impacl statement 

II the trains pass ihrough Reno 
lusier the report says major piob 
lems such as tralTic delays and air 
pollution from idling car engines 
•*ir ,mprove 

With faster trains, the Stan re 
pon said the number of train vehi 
cle accidents is eipected to in
crease while no predictions were 
made for pedestrian accidents 
And there s where the elevated pe 
dcslrian crossings and safetv irn 
provements at street crossings 
come into p!j> 

TO COMMENT 

• Or tr.e pieliminary railroad miliga 
ticn report write 10 Itie Suilace 
TfansFortaiion Board beiore Del tb 
T he board is requesting one original 
an,3 lOcopies 
Address 
Otdce ot the Secretary 
Case Control Unit Finance Ooeket 
No 32760 
S jrtace Transportation Beard 
1925KSt N W 
Wasnington, D C 20423 0001 
Maili Ihe lower lelthand corner ol the 
envelope Atientor ElaineK Kaiser 
E nvi'onmcnial analysis chic-i 
Environmental filing Heoo 
• Reno cityoHicials aiso aiere 
questing commenls be sent lo tnem 
srj these letters can Ov included m 
tneciiy ssubmissKKi to tna board 
City olhoals went people to expcess 
Iheir concems over the health saiety 
and environmenlal impacts ot 
increased numbers lengths and 
speeds ol trains through Ihe city Ihe 
need Ior a lull envirrx^mental impacl 
slalemeni and tne importance ol low 

er.ng Ihe track s through Heno and 
Union Pacilic paying a lair sha-e lor 
the protect 
People wtiocan I send 10 copies to 
the Iransportation board can send • 
copy to Reno City HaU and copies w * 
be made loi mem and lowaided 10 
Washinglon 
A J )ress 
Con niunity relauons division 
Ci'ir.e ol Reno Crty Manage* 
Ann Railrosd 
P 0 Box 1900 
Reno, NV a950S 
• City oMiciais also are lequesling 
commenls about Ihe miiigalion pro 

ess be sent lo Nevada s I wo sena 
lors Hany Reid sits on fwo trans 
portation subcommitlees. including 
one lor app jpnations 
Addresses 
• U S San Richard H Bryan 
400 S Virginia S l , Suite 702 
Reno NV89501 
• U S Sen Harry Reid 
400 S Virginia St Suite 902 
Reno NVb9801 



Some Union Pacific croisingr 
h«v« Kates install*el under « 
federai Surface Transportat 

SiUa CwT>w ItTicMa eaf* 
> tnm at Lincoln, would 

',or«su/tartts for the 

TWAINS 
Fwrn P-ige lA 

I-T ocaais »ere pleased witn uit 
report 

^{ *ppeara tfte mrfv Is fau' «nd ic b 
tsaed af) ti-.t t i c u ' said Martt I3avis, 
a spokesman Icr ' aiea Pgctflc 

PoBDci le* inifij tfl* Wicljita 
ansa rea-lM c .rtntiy 

^ ^ l vfry un/ortunate,' said US 
Sep. Todd Tiafln, RCoddaia. Tm 
*«r» tti; Surface TningpcrtaHoE 
Boani fus^-: rt««rt Î e ead ol tim." 

Tm dismayed" saw Wichua .MsTor 
Bob K J . I ^ L "We assumed m«ri 
wDuid bf some .Tjoney identified tor 
s«vnr«J jnderpassei or overp«iB«s. 
Tbere Is notlunj" 

A4 the rcporrs stJe aigjens. u a 
preilmiiv ry, r.;* owt in me 
procea -ili be a public tleaniig al 7 
F in. Sep. 3C ID the Mary Jane Teafl 
Theater at Untury n Canvenuor, 
Ontt-. W Dcugui Doon wUl 
op«c ai for those wSo »T50 to 
i^-Tajiune n«(B, ctians atd other tx 

Tht p",i--pose of tbe heartag is fcr 
** publ,,; 13 and ool more about tae 
study ar; to provide iapm for tbe 
«»fl o( Surface Transportation 
Board (;• ronsider when i : prepares 
'Jie t ! ^ czr. o: the repcr> nex: 
raonib, 

A Bna; vote ty the tlifeefl;eraber 
board p •osiiiy »on t come be/ore 
Feb nor 

:/ aot r rine Uct that UK Umon Pa-
cJic meiged with tce Southern Pa
oflc last year - i n i needed the Sor
tie* Tn^pcrtaUoe Boara s authority 
to do it - lhe federa board would 
have no viy over whether L̂ e raii-
road Chose tc inaease traffic thnnigh 

«aat ought 10 b* done to 
unpact 

Bl- b, aty 0/ Wichita tooJt advan
tage of the merger procta lo lodge a 
complain! about the impart and tha 
Surfact Transportaijcii Board made 
Lhe rnjUpmoa study t coodiOoo ot its 
approvjig the ratrser 

Whai tbe trport reccmmtnds Is a 
senes ot ijiipn^remenB aimed at 
ipMtfin^ up trains 

The lis: includas the ioUomot 
liens 

• lmprovin< tracts and equipment 
to allow trains to run 30 mph ihrougc 
IM ctntcr or to«m and 60 mph m Iti* 
axmry Trains ajreatly operate at 10 
tc 15 mpb. 

• Eliminating crrw change* in Wi
chita, which would aJJow more trains 
to p*ss UuPugn without stopping. 

• Wlrir.g local emergency dis
patchers if.uj a train tracXing ry'ste.n 
that wmild pwe tnem inforraauen 
about what Intersectjoas are bloated 
at any time. 

• Installing pedestrian croasiog 
«ate at loth. Un, Sdnner and Mount 
Vernoo itieehi 

• Installinji cpssiog gates at 15 
ciotsin^ 

• UjjtalllBg eifctroojc moiutortng 
devices to detect problems thai c^uld 
tause dfrailmei-,ts. The report uses a 
complex /ormula that esomaiis the 
rsK o( a derailment wu] rae from aa 
derailmenis per year i£ 36 deraii-
meact and h-om ,003 harardoui ma 
lenals spills caoed by derailmer.ts lo 

The transportation baams pnvpte 
tonsultirg firm - Deleuw, Cather 
and Ca — cxinsidered cartjtructng 
ov«p«se» at PawTiee. Central 13th 
and 21$t but settled on other options. 

a^smgm front of ooeon„ne trains would be irMtaOed «« Union 
Pacrtic CTO^mes .uc*, « thia one ^ I3lh tirdMrVt^tp^pom. 

•On* ot th« reasons for mat is the 
«iU didni juyij-y the oeneflis,-
Daltno said 

Iba itpon said, however. t!)»; over
passes and uodeiptoei pnsbably 
would provide some benefis It would 
be up to the aty and Lie r»iift»as, itn 
Itpon saJd, to wort out where the 
stniclures were needed and how tiey 
woQld b« paid for. 

Another solution the aty had urged 
the tranjportaitoa board lo eocnder 
was constructin* « bypass to alio* 
•ĵ iBS to avoid t-he cry altogether. 

"Wesaid earty on we m-eren't r̂ aOv 
pang lo looK Into Llai,- Dslton said, 
'It wasn t reasonable in tisis case.* 

What tiai nol be«n mtaasbit. 
Knight snid. is the w^y ine Surface 
Traosportaiion Bo»nl's siaJ! has 
caiersd to the rallpoaas. 

This report could have been 
wnllen by the railroads." Knight said. 
"The wtiola sysiem has been geared 
la l a w ttse railroad ov r̂ oottns.' 

Spetding up the traim is «n Imae-
ceptahle' joiution. Kalgoi saxl. to the 
problems the ary may ttpenence in 
ctwning yeant In five y«»is. bt si«t 
the transportation board's orders in 
Utis case will trptnt Al that tim«i he 
»kl. Ibe railjDQd mav wen dedde to 
increase tb« number of trains 
LVough tte aty agaia 

Tra m no mood to roO over oa 
tha,' Knight said, 1 ibink the oty of 
Wkhita deeds to tie prtpered to do 
whatever it takes.' 

Cne option would oe for the cry to 
5ie a jawsutt m federal appeals coun 
— alter the transportaUon board 
takes a final vote — charging that lte 
ocnon was arbitraj-v 

But thai might be a bard i2S« to 
T̂̂ ake, Dalton said, 
"You can tee how thick this report 

is." he said. It's fuii o( fact*.' 

fim CStBa mitts about potitka and 
put** tnues. He can bc rcacM »t 
2li»«574. 
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U n n n P K f f k t r runs 

M rmich 3 0 m p h 
• t s i f t a d d tha 1 0 i o 
1S m o i i (h. i t I h sy 
n o w (k) . I n v 

t j f t cKs and 

Report takes 
simple route: 
faster trains 
• WUytn'o majrrr ntrtrggH 
bv federal coosuitanti 
rejocaon of overpasses 
ijadepasM aud bypasses 

• t Ow* 
?W WitfNl'v 1^1* 

lr «tfi McvnxBi' IA r v i ! * " " ' 

Hurt* irxTTMPd irtmr na I M IJ"™ 
a f l f l l a t i r « l fTKHDuwiM tor JK ( • d t t * 
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WHAT HAPPENS NOW? 

2 Cirv ̂ 1 4VS N- sum. ^ AAI 

'9/n,iaa 30 • Miry n Iaa rraaar 
r Cmtjy il U r w a i l i r Canicr 225*1 

Tfantaoruiaj- Boarc t tf^wii l » U L j a r i 
• PUac 

tna 

• raia*i ionaiTv ir fmritn i'a 

Addtionai nAgitians kl WlcMta 
• Barwaaout erarncs ICT nwanr-
i M i M n a « < i < m 

• • I W l ... »u Jieawa wi«« 
• UP> 

• Sflonaor a la a'a^ fninan adavn 
uaooia, 
• aiumi iUBr ninn<aon » a fnaie*<v 
MigOKca m laMiana at oraacmn 

I ins uP n^or^ai 
• aaa iralmui' rw«nr 
man ol «M«a IS nni Marx aovmrnt, 
• Otaii a opmru^ aoî airy a-a tar 
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Mixed 
Ciiiitiniit'i.i from I'aRc ! 

Thf rccoinmcndation thf city 
wa'̂  siK'kiiig is an option to lower 
thp tracks for a two-mile stretch 
between Keystone Avenue anil 
Sutro Street. 

According to the city, only by 

lowering the tracks will concems 
over ijollution, noise and safety 
be adeauately addressed 

The STB could have imposed 
this recommendation as a bind 
ing condition on the railroad. 
Instead, it was rwomniended as 
a "voluntary" arrtmgement 
which could bt> reached between 

the city and the railroad 
Any voluntary agreements 

betwfi'ii the two are unlikely 
since nepotiaUons broke down 
when the railroad offered to pay 
only $3,'') million toward the cost 
of lowering the track 

Tlie total cost is estimated at 
$182 miUion, 

Reno Mayor Jeff Griffin, w ho 
bristled at remarks in the STB's 
study said, "As a result of fund
ing difficulties, the city of Reno 
withdrew from negotiations 
(with the railroad) in 1997," 

" I emphasize these are pri
vate negotiations with UP, 
FYivate Their (UFs) task is sci
entific research," 

Report 
Ciintinucd from Page 1 

Take the citizens' input and 
draft it accordingly," Reno 
Mtiyor ,IelT(irifriii said 

While the STB offered plen
ty of recommendations, they 
were lambasted as a blatant 
disregard for the city's chiei 
concerns safety and the envi
ronmental effects of the merg 
er 

Gnffin said the report was 
further evidence of what the 
citv has been complaining 

about for months: the STB is 
slanted in favor ofthe railroad 
to the detriment of Rene's citi
zens, 

"This is continued evidence 
ofthe STBs bias in favor ofthe 
railroad , The STB ordered a 
qdick fix of racing trains 
through Reno It's a totally 
unbelievable solution and it 
doesn't have the citizens at 
heart," he said 

Griffin's remarks were 
made in reference to the STBs 
recommendation that the rail
road increase the train speed 
from 18 to 30 mph to lessen the 

amount of time vehicles wait at 
train crossings 

After a cursory glance 
through the hefly document, 
officials struggled to find some 
thing positive to say. 

"It's finished," Reno City 
Councilman Tom Herndon 
said 

" I am sure there is some
thing positive in there some
where." said Mark Demuth, a 
consultant hired by the city to 
work on the railroad mitiaga-
tion task force 

The city received the report 
a day and a half later than the 

date published in the Federal 
Register, which lists the official 
daily activity of the federal 
government. 

Griffin said if a public cam
paign against the report is 
ignored the city will pursue 
other measures, 

"It's incumbent on us to try 
and make our point either 
through the court of law or the 
court of ctmgress," he said, 

"They'll change the cover (of 
the report) from draft to final, 
that would be the response to 
no public comment," Demuth 
said 



STB report gives mixed messages 
BY 10A\.\A WELCH 

TMIHIIH.' Mail 

Speed is the panacea being offered by the 
Surtace Transportation Board to offset the 
I Hects of mcreased trains passing through the 
TtTickee Meadows followmg the Union Pacific 
and Southem Pacific railroad merger 

The STB's two-inch thick prelimmarv- report, 
which amved a day and a half later than sched
uled, can be summanzed by a dozen points. 

The effects on the environment ;md health 
md safety, key concems raised by Reno council 
members, can be mitigated by increasing the 
speed of the trains running through the city, 
according to the STB's report. 

Increasing train sjDeeds from 18 to 30 mph 
wnli reduce the number iit'cars idling at railroad 
crossings and will cut down on emissions of car
bon monoxide, the refKirt states 

Increased traui speed will also ensure emer-
u'ency response teams are not delayed at railroad 
crossings, 

A rapid response from emergency services is 
also contmgent on "emergency vehicle drivers 
beint; aggressive in s.eekmg unblocked rail cross
ings , p.issing tratfic congestion and net being 
hampiTed by traffic restrictions such as one-way 
,-treets and traffic signals," the report states, 

Ironic.allv, in the same section that recom-
iiu'iid.s inerea,-ing train ,-i)eed, llie report 
acknowledges that increased speed is directly 
linked to increased fatalities 

•' , accidents aie likely to be more severe with 
increased tram speed, " the report states. 

TTie onus on directing emergency vehicle dri
vers on routes to avoid backed up tratfic would 
fall to the emergency dispatch center, not the 
railroad. 

There is no mitigation here for public safety. 
It isju.st more work for dispatchers. . I am deeply 
disappointed after we spent time discussing 
emergency response and life-savini; .and we get 
notfiing." Reno's Fire Marshall Larrv Farr said 
"This will cost lives Reno should be outraged " 

"This is clearly not a UP mitigation, but UP 
telling us how to mitigate." said Mark Demuth, 
a consultant hired by the city to work on the rail
road mitigation task force, 

A suggestion that railroad safety could be 
improved by Union Pacific expanding its educa
tional program mto Washoe County s schools 
and to local businesses was met with mcredulity 
fi-om Demuth, 

The majority of people in danger of being hit 
by a train downtown are not ciLsino employees or 
school children but tounsus. Demuth said. 

The methodology used by the STB also came 
under fire 

"This ithe report) lacks science and depth." 
Demuth said. "There is no di.scussion on why 30 
mph was chosen,,. It favors the railroad," 

Demuth also questioned why the report bore 
>o miiny -^imilanties to the STB's railroad miti-
'̂ation tor Wichita. Kan . uhen it was alleged to 

be tailored to the unique circumstances of a 24-
hour city. 

Sec M i x e d Back Page 
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The next 'is days .ire critical 
Tills \<.,i> the "̂ U'ssairi' trom K 

Tiusdav who urged the public r i 
.md 'I'lnaient on a pr"liiiiinary r' i " r 
the .Siiri'.K': Tran,'()r?rt,u:'ni Board 

•i:.:l,iis 
i','irn .iboiit 

ssued by 
how tu 

mitigate the effects if the Uri;, n Pat'ili.' 
R.iilniad and .Southern Pacitic Railri.id mer-rer 

The mer '̂er. the biggest in railmad history, is 
expected to it lea,'<t double the numbi r if trains 
runnin:: thmutrh the Truckee .Meadi-w- b\ next 
yctir 

^r.ir^ir:.' 'ml i-:. thr :),iblic h.t.- ' i:r.-

respond to the preliniin.ir. report. Fuli- vvintr 
twii public hearint.'s '.n Oc? the STB will 
begin the process 'if compU nn:: » final Ir.itt .it' 
the report 

City officials ur<;ed tht pubiK tu contact the 
STB, the consrressi.,nal delegation, the gnv-.-r 
nur's itflce and tht- city durin;: the next month 
tu make knuwn ins concern,̂  ibmit the report 
The main reconiniendatton tiom the STB is ti 
increa.se the speed nf trains to move them 
thpiu^'h the city i'.isier 

" I .-n!y hope this draf> > n;>t that, a iralt 

Fortnor stiuthcrn Pacitic Railroad Nwitcher C.ci,;r.i;c .\hlbcr,!i Mocks ' .buiidsi trains tor 
thc Uraoi-. Pacific RaiiroaiJ at the Sparks railv-ird, 

Reno blasts federal report on trains I 

Report Rack Pi 
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Federal agency rips Union Pacific for safety violations 
By Katril««n Sullivan 
S « S f K « M IM 01 \ * M I M K 

SAStR-VNt IS lO —Thrci-da>b 
hrfoic a Union I'aiirii. railroad car 
loaded with l l^r ammunition de
railed in Pitl^bur^h a federal a^ciiv> 
laMigaird Ihe lompanv. which has 
had nine enipUnee deaths this 
veai using ii had 'a lundanicnial 
breakdown in hasK railroad opei-
atinf procedures and praclices es-
ientiaitoasarcoperalion " 

I nion Pacific isthecompans ex
pected lo transport spent nuclear 
fuel rods vkhich contain radioac-
tisc s^asle material, from thc BJ> 
area starting nett >ear 

Railroad 
From page I \ 
an $800,f)00 cor.iiihulion from the 
lailroad would sutVict foi Virginia 
Street Mos»evrr Fitigeralds olTi
cials hase said thee retained thr 
right to sas who gets to cross w hen 
the projetl Cil> ( ouncil approved 
Ihe proifcl this pasl winier 

So drunls and others conceiv-
ahlv would have to wait on the 
tidewilk while liams pass 

for Sierra Street the railrojd 
• ould have to build a pedestrian 
overpau estimated at i . i million 
or an underpass at i ' 4 million 

(itilTin Uld a li ng train stopped 
in Spaiiis wouid need a lot of fuel 
lo reach )0 mph Ihiough Reno as it 
stalls IIS climb lot he Sieria 

I ouncilman l o m Herndon said 
he suspects a t u m would need 
Iwue as manv engines which 
would mean twice as much pollu 
lion 

l ln ion Pacific railroad spokes
man Mike Furlnev said he's not 
"enough ol a railroad operator ' to 
sav whether all trains thai stop in 
Sparks cvHild get up lo speed And 
he refused lo all 'w anyone in the 
Sparks railioad v j id to answer lhat 
questii«n ' I don't want to pui anv-
bodv iheie on Ihal kindolspot 

In a memo in Ihe report from 
railroad engineers, Ihev said 
freight Irains can consisiently 

In a rcpori released List V^ednes 
dav Ihe I ederal Kailioad Adminis 
traiion said an invcsligation into 
l inion f'acificfound 

• Supervisors ordded crews lo 
move trams with detective equip
ment 

t t l - ' peicent of Ihe locomolives 
inspected were defi-clne 

• t mployees were lold not lo re
pon deleclsor injuries 

• Dispalchers and managers 
gave conflicting instructions Ihal 
could lesuli in head-on collisions 

"Findings ol widespread safety 
deficiencies in the areas of irainini^ 
dispatching and employee fatigue 
are of great coni ern to the F R A " 

I K \ adniinistratoi Jolene Moli-
tor IS said of the repon 

Ihe Federal Railroad Adminis-
nation oversees railroad regula
tions and safely on 300,000 miles 
of Irack nationwide 

Since January, nine Dnioii Pacif 
lc emplovces have died on Ihe job 
more than double lasl year's figure 
Ihe agency said 

Five of those died in Ihree colli
sions during the past three months 
and lour died in yard switching ac 
cidents the Sept lOreponsaid 

"( onducting an initial tev'»w ol 
the circumstances surrounding Ihe 

collisions and four yard inci 
dents FRA came lo Ihe conclusion 

that there is a fundamental break
down in basic railroad operanng 
priKedures and practices essential 
lo a sale operation, ihf agency 
said 

The agency gave Union Pacific 
su months lo resolve ils safely 
problems and summoned company 
and union officials lo a meeting 
Wednesdav that will he Ihe first in 
a series ol'discussions lo address 
safety 

James (lower an FRA spokes
man said Ihe Saturday derailment 
would be discussed 

l ln ion Pacific President Jeiry 
Davis said the company had ai
readv slaned addressing safely 

WHAT RENO OTFICIALS SAV 

Heno otiiciais say lowering tr>e 
tracks thrcxjgb downtown Heno 
IS shil ttve tiest soiution lor 
increased rail tratlic 

The $183 million protect mroukJ 
put Ihe iracKS in a ditch starting 
west ol Keyslofve Avenue arxl 
run |ust wesi ol Sutro Street 
The rail'oad initially ottered $35 
million lor Ihe proiect while city 
officials wanted them to (iay 
$100 million Negotiaiions txoKe 
oft in June 

Lowering ine facKs would ad
dress 

• N o i a * po l l u t i on . With no 
crossings through most ot down 
lown. trains wouldn t have to tilow 

the whistle as they do now Before 
reaching 16 intersections 

• Atr po l lu t ion. With motor ve
hicle Iraltic kepi moving on ttve 
streets atxjve ttiere d t)e no idling 
vehicles 

• Police lire and ambulances 
do nol have to wail for Irains to 
pass 

• The railroad benefiis It ccuid 
run as many trams as it needed 
through lown at whaievef speed is 
determined sate 

• Safety is somewhat improved 
in atoxic rail accident Moslctiem-
eais are heavier than air and would 
slay in the ditch But radiation Irom 
a nuclear accident would slili l>e a 
t i o r r o ' 

achieve the 30 mph alter running 
improvements al Ihe Sparks Yard 
through a computer model The 
railioad would spend $7 34 mil
lion for new switches and -Jlhci 
eguipnuni io meel thc proposed 
timetable 

Neilher Reno nor Ihe slate of 
Nevada can sel speed limits lor 
Itains although Ihe Nevada Public 
Service Commission determines 
whether a stretch of Irack is safe 
enough tor Irains lo operate at Ihe 
speed limit The railroad now has 
sei a ;0 mph speed limit ihrough 
Reno 

PSC spokesman Rick Flacliman 
said some trains coming oui of 
Sparks mighl nol be able to reach 
30 mph through Reno because of 
their heav v loads 

Bariing no heavy loads Maik 
Demulh the city s laMroad consul
tant, said i l l Ihc trains would have 
10 hit 30 mph lo gain the reduc
tions in sialling lime foi cars and 
air pollution 

And GrilTin said he siill believ .s 
lhe 24 trains a day — Ihe numtver 
on which the enure study was 
based — IS still an estimate Wnh a 
straight shot tvetwten Chicago and 

problems raised by the FRA 
"We must refofus everv Union 

Pacific emplovee's allention on 
saiety. t)avis said in a recent 
statement " let there be no doubt 
lhat this company's commitment 
to safety improvement is serious 
anJcomesstraight fromlhc lop ' 

In Saturday's accident, four cars 
— one car carrying live ammuni-
lion from thc Concord Naval 
Weapons Station and Ihree cairy-
ing scrap melal from a Pillsburg 
sieel plani — slipped off lhe tracks 
Four hundred homes were evacuat
ed as a precaution 

The derailment did not cause 
anv iniuties fires or enplosions 

California, he expects many more 
trains Ihrough Reno No condition 
cxiststoaddressihal 

"Allowing for increased speeds 
may sound like a met idea tHil you 
don't solve one problem by creal-
ing another one in lerms of safe-
iv " said I I S Sen Richard Brvan, 
D Nev 

"The bottom line is Ihe STB 
missed lhe mark by a mile What 
Ihey arc requinng of lhe railroad is 
even I'-w i*ijn lhe railroad has o f 
feted lo J, by way of miiigalion 
W heie Ihe cilv has asked for con
structive solutions, this repon pro
vides mere crumbs " 

I;nion Pacific had proposed 
mill ion to pay for lowering the 
tracks Ihrough Reno, a $183 mil
lion projcci Reno came up with fi
nancing fot SKO million, leaving a 
$68 million gap Reno wanted Ihe 
railroad to pay more, but it refused 
to budge 

Nevertheless. Herndon s d Ihe 
project Reno wants isn't dead The 
city's la-vsuil for a full environ
menlal impacl statemeni from Ihe 
Surface Transjvortation Board still 
IS working Its way through Ihe 
courts It would address most of 
Ihe railroad issues permanenilv 

Demuth said he was shocked that 
lasler trams was the basis for all of 
the federal t>card's recom
mendations He described speeding 
up the Irains as a foot note in Ihe lasl 
of seven railroad lask force meet-

1 he incident, however, reign ted a 
raging debate in Ihe coir nunily 
over plans to haul foreign speni nu
clear fuel rods from the C oncord 
Naval Wfiponc Station to the Ida
ho National rngineering I aborato-
rv fot storage 

The radioai,iive inatcrials are 
remnants of an agreement signed 
bv President Dwighi F isenhower in 
Itie I9^0s I noei Ihal pact, 41 
countries receive uranium from Ihe 
United Slates foi nuclear research 
In exchange those countries agreed 
nol to deselop nuclear weapons 
The agreement also reguiies the 
United Slates to take back and dis
pose of spent nuclear luel rods 

OTNER ISSUES 

• Other issues addressed m itie 
Surface Trans(XXtat>on Board 
report 
• No noiso mlUf lat ion The 
railroad wouid nol C>e required lo 
do anything to avord Wowing 
whistles beiore each of 16 rail 
crossirvgs in town 
• Now video • q u i p m o n t . 
Union Pacific must provide 
$300 000 worth ot cameras and 
video equipment al the Reno 
emergency dispatch center so 
dispatcfvers can monitcx the 
railroad s computerized signal 
system to see where ttve trams 

are blocKing intersections Actual 
video nxinitors would show real 
time conditions along tfie tracks 
in downtown 

This would help dispatchers 
get the lastesi response to lire 
police and medical emergencies 

But Reno Fire Marshall t arry 
Farr says putting added work on 
ttie styoulders of overworked dis
patchers IS no solution al all 
They re busy enough resprxiding 
to callers and getting help on ttie 
way 

'They don i need lo De looking 
up at a television ntonitor 

ings Heaswellasoihersexpectedan 
overpassor two to be recommended 

In Ihe report STB's environ
mental staff said Us initial approach 
was to address blocked train cross
mgs lhat delayed traffic and the 
idlingofcars Then the stafl decided 
increasing train speeds would do the 
samejobingettmgemergenc- vcni-
cles through town and address a i ' 
pollution 

" l i s an unmiiigaled disaster 
said John F rinkovich, a lawyer rep
resenting Ihc Eldorado Hotel-
Casino, on the icpon's recommen
dations 

"It just proves what I said all 
along It's a charade,' said Flarry 
Vork executive director of lhe 

Keno-Sparks Chamber of Com
merce "The rccommendalions are 
worselhanwhat lexpected " 

Sevenof 11 recommendationsfoi 
Wichiia Kan inasimilarrcponare 
identical to the ones for Reno, 
Demuihsaid 1 hai'sdespiie Reno's 
greaier numher cf tourist pedestri
ans, faster Irains and more Irains 
lhan go Ihrough Ŝ  Khiia 

In Ihc next 28 days, cily ofTicials 
hope ciii/ens will express Iheircon-
cerns to the Surface Transportation 
Board and then U S senators 

The STB is expected to make a 
final decision in March l998Thal $ 
when Ihe board's order limiting 
Union Pacific lo 14 trams a 
dav ends 
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"'It's simply a quick fix — a racing train through downtown Reno." 
—Mayor Jeff Griffin 

Feds: Faster train speed limit 
wiii cure Reno raii traffic iiis 
• Offlclala 
shocked! Fetieral 
panel wants speeds 
increased to 30 mph. 

Both side s of the track 
Souner- '='aafcr-unw Pac*. 'nargsr n»v IUWBH fti rate 

Reno o fT ic i i l i rc shocked 
T u e i d i v at I t cder t i repon i h t i 
M y t nrar lv d o u b l m i trains ipeca 
w i l l l o f t r r (he ef lcc i of d o u b l t n i 
lhe number of f re i |h t i rama 
throu|h the env eacn dav 

"t t l j imp ly a quick f n — • rac-
m j t ra in t h r o u | h downtown 
Reno Mavor JefT G n f f i n »aidai a 
nfvifi conference to d i * c u « prei im-
tnar\ recommcndatKms t rom Sur-
fare rrsn^portat icp BuardsialT 

ir L nion Pacific t p c f d * its trains 
to 30 mph Ih rou^^ d o » n i o » n 
Reno. on;v t * o ne» pedestrian 
overpasses and more |a ie arms ai 
nine c r o i i m f s are needed to han
dle thc t ram* (he r tp i )n s i *s The 
i m p r o v c m f n i i arc nctessarv 
olTset the t J e c t i c f L nion FacifiL 
and Souihem Pacific s me'ger ap
proved a vear a|o 

Ra i s i n i the average ipecd of 
trams f rom \% mph » o u i d im
prove stalled irafTic, air po l lu t ion 
and other problems i t om in
creased rail iratTic It also would 
eliminate the fwed for n r » venicle 
underpasses or overpasses ur l o * -
enng tracks t h rou fh do*n tov*n 
the repiin says 

Nfcith taster t r ims , deiavs ai Re
no i 16 downtown rai l road cross-
i n p Hould drop f rom I ^8 m in 
utes per vehicle n t w tc I 2"* 
mmuies a vehicle That would 
hold true af\er hoost in f the num
ber of trams f rom the current 14 a 
dav to at icasi 25 a day nest March 
when thc Surface T ranspona t ion 
Board ruies cn the m i t i | a i i o n er-
forts 

l r icreat i<i | t rams speed would 
reduce vehicle id i ins t ime and air 
pollution 

The repcn acknowiedfes it haa t ram accidenis w i l l increaK lay-
f>c answf 1 on whether pcJesinan- t n i no tprmuia e i i s t i to calculate 

that. I t predicts • j u m p m t ram-
rrotor vehicie accidents 

But to orTiet i hoM acctdcnts. the 
repon recommends 

Inside 
• Locals, .ourists 
sayi Trains will hnvc 
little effect on those 
walking downtown 
• Lowar tracks: 
Reno officials 
emphasize advantage 
of liepressed routes, 
• Nuclaar waste: 
Energy Department 
wants rail carriers to 
bvpass Reno, 
• Lack of safety: 
Federal panel harshls 
cnticizes Union 
Pacific for unsafe 
practices. 

Page 8A 

• It's a farce: 
Today's editorial says 
Reno is in deep 
trouble if study's 
recommendations 
aren't changed. 

Page I I A 

• Un ion Pacific mstail two rT.orr 
c r o t s m i arms at nine downtown 
i r i e r i e c t i o n i so dr ivers can i n g -
za i ih rough the blockade 

• Two new overhead or u n d e -
pastes for pedestnans downtown 
The r t p c n M s an escalator over-
paaa to bc bui l i bv Ftugert ids wi !h 

Sec H A I L K O A O on page S A 
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Railroad merger mitigation study a farce 
Transportation Bci<rd: If this draft is not 

S
o this 15 the Surface Transportation Board's grand 
scheme to mitigate the tremendous impacts thai tne 
L'nion Pacific-Southern Pacific railr̂ oad merger will 

have on Reno: 
• Double the speed of all trains to 30 mph to gel them 

through town faster (run for your lives, pedestrians) 
• Foree harried Reno poiice/fire dispatchers to also 

watch video ofthe trains so they can gauge where, when 
and how fast thc liains aie mov ing so the dispatchers can 
send ambulances, fite trucks and police cars racing 
around them, hopeiuUv in time (nervousi)reaxdo\vns, 
confusion, deadly errors.' Too bad). 

• lnsi:.ll electronic warning signs so dumb pedestrians 
will know lhat a train is coming (gee, Fred, w hat is that, 
large thing rushing toward us, anyway^) 

• Install pedestrian overpasses or underpasses at 
Virginia and Sierra streets 
I although Union Pacific will only 
have to build one, the other is 
already planned wuh pnvate 
funds and the feds will simpl> 
usurp It — whoopeel) 

• Educate pedestnans on how 
to use train crossings (>ou can see 
them rushing to sign up, can't 
>ou?) 

• Build new crossing gates at 
several streets (which pedestrians 
can walk aro'ind, except for the 
new pedestrian "skirts" to keep 
them from cI^•^ iing under ihe gates, which ihe\ can still 
walk around) 

• Create a community advisory panel (so residents can 
continue hollering at railroad and federal olTicials v̂ ho 
still won't listen) 

• Consult with Native ,^merKans(hey,everybody is 
going to go away happ\ from these discussions, too). 

Wonderful isn't It ' 
There is, of course, no mitigation — none other than 

the 30 mph speed — for emergencv vehicles stalled at lhe 
tracks while fires burn and people die — and the 30-mph 
speed might not be attained by man\ trains because they 
Wll! be starting up in Sparks and possibU slowing for 
other reasons. There is no other mitiganon lor air pollu
tion even though a ciiv consultant promises that once the 
number of trains doubles or inples, their emissions w ill 
force the Truckee Meadows into non-compliance wiih 
federal ozone restnctions There is no mandate to depress 
the tracks, or build vehicle underpasses (even though the 
Surface Transportation Board said earlier that "separated 
grade crossings will be needed to address safely con
cems," , , 

If this doesn't appall >ou enough, compare the board s 
Reno studv with a miugation study jusi done lor Wichita. 
Kan, The executive summanes read precisely the same 
for long stretches, and the majonty of recommendations 

changed significantly, Reno is in deep trouble 
are the same, even though Reno is a 24-hour town and 
Wichita IS not. and even though Wichita has only eight 
blow-moving coal trains a dav and no pedestrians Was 
Reno really studied for us unique problems,' It sure does
n't sound like it 

The Reno studv does make bnef mention ol an en
hanced rail safetv program, but of course the board does 
not dwell on thai, despite the fact that Union Pacific's 
saiety record is so bad that the Federal Railroad Ad
ministration IS silling a federal olTicial right in the rail
road's offices to shape It up. Nine emplovees have died 
this year as a result of collisions and other accidents The 
railroad administration lashed Union Pacific for telling 
emplovees nol to repon defects or injunes, for supervi
sors leilmg crews to move trains with defective equip
ment and for 57 percenl of locomotives inspected being 

defective The FRA found "a fun
damental breakdown in basic 
railroad operations and practices 
essential to a safe operation" 
This IS the railroad that will be 
shipping hazardous materials 
and nuclear waste through Reno 
And this IS the railroad that the 
transponation board wants us to 
trust The "What me worry " re
pon ofthe STB stands in marked 
and horrifying contrast to the 
"We are in charge " approach of 

'- ' " ^ '' the Railroad Administration 
One agencv does us dulv, ihe other walks awav 

In shori,'ihis draft repon is far worse than even the 
most pessimistic of us thought it would be. It ponravs the 
Surface fransponation Board as a creature ol the railroad 
industrv and nol a watchdog for the people, just as the 
Depanment ofEnergy is a creature ofthe nuclear power 
industry trving to ram a nuclear waste dump down our 
throats' If this repon stands unaltered, the railroad will 
pay almost nothing formitigation and Reno will be shaft
ed It is that basic 

Reno's government and citizens have only *8 davs to 
comment on this travesty in hopes of changing U. They 
need to do so in large numbers and with the utmost ur-
gencv: casino workers who could be injured or killed bv a 
hazardous spill or explosion, anyone else w ho works or 
visits downtown, people who dnve cars iher^. people who 
have frail relatives for whom a minute's delay by an 
ambulance could mean death. The board really doesn't 
want to hear from you. though, it requires comments to 
be made with an onginal and lOcopies: i,e. making it as 
difficult as possible for people. The city will make the_ 
copies if vou will send it the commenls. Contact our US 
senators and congressmen, too. Otherwise we will be left 
at the mercv ofa federal agency that doesn't give a damn 
about Reno and a railroad whose actions say it doesn't 
give a damn about safety. 
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Railroad report delayed one day 
BY JOANNA WELCH 

Thbune Suff 
A preliminary report from the 

Surface Transportation Board 
recommending how Union 
Pacific shou'a alleviate an 
increase in rail traffic following 
last year 's merger with Southem 
Pacific Railroad will be a dav 
late. 

Despite a notice in today's fed
eral register, which details the 
activities of federal agencies, the 
rejrort was delayed l^cause of a 
"glitch" between printing and 
delivery, Harold McNulty, direc
tor of the STB, said from his 
office in Washington D,C, today. 

The uich-thick report will be 
express mailed tonight and will 
arrive in Reno first thing 
Tuesday, McNulty said 

McNult>- declined to discuss 
the contents of the report, saying 
it would be inappropriate untS 

everyone has had a chai ice to 
review it. 

The delay is unlikely to help 
the already strained relations 
between Reno officials and the 
STB. 

Tbday was to mark the start 
of 30 days of public comment on 
the recommendatiorLS, Tlie city's 
plan to hold a press conference to 
hand out copies of the report and 
comment on the recommenda
tions was canceled, 

"We were keyed up for this, I 
am finstrated a federal agency 
cannot do more for the public-
Mark Demuth, a consultant for 
the city on the mitigation study, 
said toiday 

"We wanted to get it into the 
public's hands and find out what 
the public thinks," 

A statement from Reno read. 
The city questions why the 
announcement of the release of 

the study was in this morning's 
Federal Register when. McNulty 
says even he will not receive a 
copy of the study until to: ..arrow, 
McNulty would not share any 
details of the report with the 
city's attomey or anyone else " 

The city has been pushing for 
the railroad to bury the tracks 
through a two-mile stretch in 
downtown Reno at a cost of $182 
million. The railroad has repeat
edly said they wiil chip in no 
more than $35 million towards 
the cost. 

The $147 million shortfall 
has left negotiations between the 
city and the railroad at an 
impasse, which has been aggra
vated by complaints fixjm Reno 
City Manager Charles McNeely 
that the STB's hearings have 
been slanted in favor of the rail
road. 
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Reno misses day for railroad study comment 
Reno residents on Monday lost 

one of the 30 days to comment on a 
new railroad study when no copies 
were made available after it was 
listed in the Federal Register, 

The long-awaited report from 
consultants and statf for the Surface 
Transponation Board will outline 
steps Union Pacific could be forced 
to take to ease the impact of 
increased trams through Reno as a 
result of Its purchase of the 

Southern Pacific, The board is 
expected to make a final decision m 
February, 

Thc study IS being sent by 
Federal Express and is expected in 
Reno today 

The merger will mean the num
ber of trains ihrough downtown 
will jump from 16 to at least 24, 
The length ofthe trains also could 
increase, 

"The delay comes as a shock to 

the city," said Mayor Jeff Grifiln, 
"We feel like we are already under 
the gun, since the public only has 30 
days to respond to thc draft. Each 
hour IS cntical in the process," 

The Federal Register states citi
zens must send in 10 copies of their 
Statements, which Councilman 
Tom Herndon described as an 
"unreasonable and bureaucratic 
burden " 

Stafl reports 
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Transport Board 
is still studying 
the railroad issue 
By Elaine K. Kaiser 

1 .oiKcrrcd about the arti-
J.c. ••Reno sa\b fcdi-'ral officiais 
misleading over raii dangers," 
which appeared m the Sept, 11 
issue ofthe Reno Gazette-Jour
nal, 

1 '.vanl to take this opportu
nity to clani'v that the Surface 
Transponation Board's (Board) 
Section of Environment ,\n3!Nsis 
(SE.K) IS conducting an ongoing 
consultation with the U S, Fish 
and ".Vildlife Service (USFW S) 
and has conducted its own inde
pendent analysis on hazardo'is 
materials spills as the hasis for 
the Reno mitigation study. 

SE.\ has been conducting the 
Reno mitigation study over the 
past year as a condition ofthe 
Board's approval ofthe Union 
PacifiC'Southern Pacific merger 
in,August 1996, The purpose of 
the study is to develop tailored 
mitigation measures, m addition 
to the system-wide and corridor-
specii'ic environmental mitiga
tion measures already imposed 
by the board, to tunher address 
the environmental impacts of in
creased rail tra'Tic associated 
w Ith the merger jn Reno and Wa
shoe County, 

SE,-\'s preiiminary recomm.en-
dations for the Reno mitigation 
study will be issued for public re-
V lew and com.ment in t.he Pre
liminary Mitigation Plan' PMT\ 
scheduled .'or release on Sept, 15. 
The PMP cxamiines a range of 

• potential environmental issues, 
that include impacts cn biologi
cal resources and the Truckee 

• River and the potential To; haz
ardous materials spills and de-

, railm.ents, 
,-\s pan ofthe preparation of 

the mitigation study, SE,A has 
consulted wrh and will continue 

, to consult with many govern
ment agencies and interests, ;n-
cludmgihc c;:> Rer.o,*V\'ashee 
Countv^iiative .Amencan inter
ests, tlCe L'SFWS, and the Feder
al Raiirqad .Administration. 

Specitlcall/, SE.A has ''een 
' conducting intorm.ai consulta

tions with the L'SPU'S on the 
subject of endangered species 
and the potential r'or haza.'Jous 

, materials >piil|on threatened or, 
• endangered ipecies.Thiscpnsul-'' 

tation, to date, has consisted of 
letters, exchanges of technical • 
data and telephone discussions, 
SE.A'S consultation process with 
USF'A S IS ongoing. 

Our next step Is tb'issue the 
Pre.'i.minar. .Mitigation Plan on 
Sept, 15 to interested pa.-ties 
including L'SFWS, for review 
and comment. The L'SFWS will 
review the P.MP and the pro
posed mitiganon measures and 
will adviie SE,A if u has funher 
comments. 

The newspaper amcle makes 
the statem.ent that SE.A's study is 
based on a repon prepared bv 
Proiessor James Carr at the Uni
versity of N'evada. SE.A's analy
sis in the P.MP-snot based on • 
the Carr repon, 

SE.A has reviewed 
and considered that report along 
with other peniner.t .'•epons anj 
data. However, SE,\ has con
ducted Its own independent anal
ysis on the potential tor hazard
ous matenals spills and 
derailments, and that analvsis 
will be presented in the P.V'lP 
along WILT SE,\"s preliminarv 
recommendations for additional 
mitigation measures, 

1 would like to emphasize that 
the PMP !S preliminary and ;s 
being issued for t'uil public re
view and com.ment bv all inter
ested ponies and agencies, SE,A 
w ill consider all pubhc com
ments and then issue a Final 
.Mitigation Plan iF,MP) for addi
tional public review and com
ment. 

The board has ,made no de
cision regarding the types of 
funher mitigation measures to 
be imposed. The board will con-
sid-'rthePMPandtheFMP, 
SE,A'i nna' recommendations, 
and the public com-̂ eiits before i 
it makes its decision, which is 
scheduled forPebruarv/March 
!9?8, 

E'a ne K. Kaiser ;s chief. Section 
of E.ivironmenfa! Analysis, 
Surface TrarsDcrraticn Board in 



Kails 
From(M.;c 1 \ 
•V. I'.KMi ,is I!K' tJU'sl Mtin I ' l 'prc iu-
l;.c ,ii:,iitisl Kcn i ' h) STI) M:iff 
k,ii>er l o i i i a nm lie rci ichcd lor 
comment VVciini'si!,u 

1,1 J u l ' , T i l l \ laii, is:cr < ii. irlc^ 
XKNccly C J I K H I i h f STH ICMCW 
piovcsN ;i ch.ir;ulc niul s.iul ihc ilcck 
ii.is hccn stnckci,! ,ig;iiiiM Kcniv In 
ihc \c;ir rc^lc^^, m;in> issues such 
as pedestrian ,icccsv cmcrttcnis ac
cess, niiisc. air quality . i i u K i i \ hus-
cs li,i i l nm ai ic i l \ n i l Ihc S I H can
celed Ihe lasl iwi-i s(.hedulcd 
meelines 

I Ilv O I I ' ICMIS S,IKI must i inra i i 
«a> l i ia l S I H si, i l l i i rdcrcd a fu l l 
c m ironnienlal rcMcs^ i i I a merger 
i n x i h i n g Conra i l nn lhe l iasi 
( oasi. which n-.i one hail lenuest-
cd. while Reno is I'l^htint: in lederal 
ciuirf for ,1 similar res icw I he citv 
contends the in i l i , i l environmental 
rcpori waswocfi i l lv incomplete. 

( i t v lavvvci M e m Ik laus iegu i 
sail! the b.id t n l o ima t i i i n i i iven 
vv I idl lie ol l ic ia ls supports tiic ^itv "s 
court case The Keno Sparks Ind i 
an l ol'vnv which hasn l been con
sulted hy lhe SI H on the ' xic spill 
issue, intends to Iile a couit hriel in 
siippori o f the city's posit ion, said 
t , . 1 . I , , i n VI I.in M , - ' • n,!,•,• 

j These are the most comrr-on , 
, n^^ardous substances earned 
I or, the Union PaciliC'Southern 
i PacM.c railroad along the j 
I Tri;C''ee River 1 

• Sui'cinc acid ! 
• A tie — phospnonc ac'd and ' 

! diesel luel 
! • Anhydrous ammonn I 
j • Sodium hydroxide 
1 • Butyl ether j 
' • An eight-way tie — butane. ! 
calcium caibide carbon d'Sui- 1 

; tide methyl alcono' methyl ! 
j etner naptitha potassium i 
I hydromde and p'Opane ] 

; Sou'ce Dr Jan-esCair s 1996 j 
[ siudv on ha^aidous Tiafjr-^is irans-; 
• ported along the TfucKee River 

In a series of in i t iKai ion lask 
Iorce mcclii i i is in Keno m the pasi 
year. Hclausteuui ,ind olhcr city ot
i ic ials said they repeatediv have 
asked STB sialTlo .address a possi
ble l iMic rail spill on the Iruckec 
Hul city ,<llicials learned nolhir. t tol 
the exchange of Id le rs about thc 
risks to Ihe Tmckee River and 
wi ld l i l e unt i l late \ugi is i leaving 
litt le t ime for any input lot thc pre
l iminarv report to be released on 
\ l - , l . i , 

I sen i l \v i ld l i le . i l l ic ia ls w i i h -
dravv ihcir concurrence, ihey have 
no veto power over lhe STU s deci
sions \ t this point. Mian Pl is ie i . 
,iss(staitt w i ld l i fe service director 
in Nevada, said he has asked STH 
lor c la r i l i ca l ion hul lias icccived 
no response 

McNeely also has asked I ' S 
Sens Richard Hrvaii and l l a i r v 
Ke id to intervene bv u i t i in i ; the 
< ounci l on I , ivironmental l^ualitv 
to use ttsov.:rsight pinvcis 

I 'nder the f ndangered Species 
\ c l Ihe SI l i was lei ju i ie. ! lo get in
put f rom [he vviUllite service be
cause a toxic spil l , i lonethc Tiuck-
ee could l iarni Ihe cnd,Hii;cied i i i i 
Ul and l l i iea lencd l ahontan cul-
thro,II t iout. 

In a water supply studv lor Siei i . i 
Pacific I'ovvcr ( o . ( ,iri i,Hed the 
chances of ,i t ime i,iil spill on the 
TrucLee River as li, ippenins once 
evety I5-I vears onlv on ili, it por
t ion ol the river between the Neva
da state line and Reno 

Bu ! ho said that prohabi l i tv in-
cieascs to once everv .s.' yc i rs 
when portions o f the i i vc i lun i i ing 

What's next in rail controversy 
• Mond .Ty : Sur 'ace Transporta-
11 B o i ' : 'oieases preliminary re
port on steps Union Pan l i c must 
l a l " to of fset a near doubl ing ot 
t 'a in t ra l ' ic mrougn down town 
Reno as a result o ' its merger with 
Southern Pacif c Daily number Of 
tMins expected to rise trom 16 to 
at least 2 * five years Reno o 'h-
ciais will have a news con'erence 
to 'eg is ier their mitiai react ion to 
' f f , ' p p c ' t 

• T u e s d a y : U S Department o ' 
E - . i . g , p-oser ts Its planning and 
tia^ning e ' lor ts to the C ty Council 
for overseeing foreign nuc'ear 
waste to be shipped through Reno 
By rail ' o Idaho in early 1998 The 
male ' ia i wi l l consist of soent nu

clear waste rods from power plants 
in Asia to be stored m United States 
to keep It out of the hands of ter'or -
IStS 
• O c t . 7 : Council q'^ts cio-ionta-

n'-p'f^ min,^rv 5T9 'eoo f t 
• O c t . STB slatf meets // th the 
Reno rai lroad mit igation ta^n 
force at 1 p m m counc i cham-
be's 
• O c t . 9 : STB has two public 
meet'ogs m Reno to d'SCuss miti 
gafion proposal witn puDI'C 
• O c t . 15 : City commeMs due on 
•hn 1 qation plan 
• F e b r u a r y 1 9 9 8 : STB 'eieases 
.!<-, ',n.3' ' C Q C - i O r r r , i t :gat iOn 
• E a r l y 1 9 9 8 : As'an nuclear 
waste shipped through Reno 

next to the tracks m the si .vp Sicr-
la canyons in Cal i forn ia arc con
sidered. \ n d f a i r said thai proba
bi l i tv IS laised lo once everv 2'> 
years i f 1 ^ Irains .i dav ar.' t , i i tored 
into the equation .is opposed to thc 
c u i i e i i t 1-t 

(11 ,ill cities allecled bv the merg
er Reno was singled out lor the 
mi t iga t ion study because ol the 
f i rge number o l I rani crossings 
t l i ro i igh the heart ol the city and 
Ihec. is inodist i ic l 

Keno o l l ic ia ls are concerned 
about Ihe safety, nmsc and Ih-; po
ieni ial for dis,isier \side from the 
po ien i ia l deaths, an accident in
volving nude,II w.isie in liic heart 
of Keno would ki l l Ihe gaming in
dustry and affect p-opc'tv values 
lo r , i io i l -ni i lc radius, said C ouncil-
111,111 Tom Herndon 

Reno i>ol a laste o f wf;, t lhe i " -
Cleaved Ir . i i i i t raf f ic wi l l bc l;kc 
when I i i io i i I 'a i i l i c ran many 
more trains ihroi ieh Reno in lanu
arv and I ebruary during icp,iirv ' 
Ihe tracks on its l eather K 
( anyon route lareciv wasi^. , 
dunng scv ere l loi iding 

Train-related delays: February 1997 
V . . ' ^ | . I - , Q " r i r - ' r <; t - • ^ • ' f i i t - ; . - ! - t r l ' - . i - ' ' ' [ ) • ' o ' l . o r \ . t T ' l f . " R n O O 
rp'i.d**"*^ g'̂ t a '.,i*;r<»-j in nr-api^n'j r^nr,-" (rains * ^ . | i : j ) ,is J 

nutnb<»' ol t^at A<»'fl dfl'<iv»d c iran!.<<»r'ecJ 10 other units teca-j?* 
0' 5'n«'<j«rw:y ve^ncles stuck ,i( u t̂m ao«5tn'js Jn ,KJdit'on, 169 buse5 
deiay-.l cn T̂ êtr way to th* downtown C>li*3r« station 
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City: Feds lied on railroad spill risk 
• Mayor, officials claim: Transportation 
panel downplayed danger of toxic accident. 

By S u s a n V o y l e s 
h I \ . , , . \ / i n i . . i o i . ; R s , \ L 

Federal t ranspor tat ion of f ic ia ls 
misled wi ld l i fe olf icials on chances 
tor a loMc spill in the fn ickcc Riv
er to ECI ihcm to sign o f f on the 
I T - i " . IVicif ic r l d r ' M i l rn.- ' i ' f r . 

Reno pfTicials charged Wednesday 
Mayor Jeff Gr i f f i n and other cily 

of f ic ia ls arc upscl wi th mis infor
mation contained in a June 17 let
ter wr i t ten by l-lainc Kaiser, Ihc 
Surface Transpor iat ion Hoard en
vironmental chief, to wildlif '- o l f i -
uals l i ' cam support for Tn io i i Pa

ci f ic 's $5 4 h i i l ion purchase of 
Southern Paciric, creating thc na
tion's largest lai lroad 

"The S I n IS not really look ing 
out for our interests " G i i f l i n said 
Ml a br ief ing wi th reporters on 
Wcdnesdav 

Keno off ic ials arc pushing for 
l ' n i on Pacific lo contr ibute SlOO 
niiUion for a S18.I mi l l ion proiect 
to put Its tracks in a dnch Ihrough 
dow ntown I he rai l road has of
fered 10 pay $,'5 mi l l ion to case thc 
impact of ihe merger f rom added 
trams 

• F e d e r a l i n t e r v e n t i o n : 
Reg,jlalors set up shop mside 
Union P,3cific to monitor sa le l / 
p'acl ices 
• H a z a r d l i t t : Raii'oad cames 
number ol loxic substances 

P a g * 6 A 

Reno off icials fear the STB wi l l 
hold thc rai l road only to Ihc $.15 
mi l l ion It h.is offered, which would 
pav for one underpass or overpass 

in the d ' j» i , ,own area 
On Monday, Kaisct wi l l release 

thc prel iminarv results of a study 
on what L'nion Pacific should do 
to ease Ihc impact in Reno of the 
merger ,hc board approved a year 
ago Starting next year, L'nion Pa
ci l lc wi l l bc running 25 trains a day 
vs the current 14 i n i n s a dav 
through Reno 

In the four-page letter to I ' S 
Fish and Wi i liii'c Service o f l k i a K 
in Nevada, Kaiser said the risk o f 
the Trucket River being contami
nated because of a rail accideni is 

once every 154 ycais, based on a 
study by L'nivcis i ly of N'evada, 
Iscno geological engineenng Pro f 
Jamcs Carr 

Hut Carr said Wednesday that's 
wrong The risk of a maior spill af
fecting Reno's water supply i« once 
every 29 years, considering all the 
miles thc railroad parallels thc riv
er from Truckee and lhe near dou
bl ing o f trains result ing f rom 
L'nion Pacific's n'crger 

Cir i f f in said he sees Ihc misinfor-

See R A I L S on page 6 A 
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T A B L E 5.4 
M M B K R OF LINKS PER L E V E L OF SERVICE (v\J PEAK) 

2(MM) 2007 2015 

12,7 24,(1 .̂ 6.(1 12.7 24,0 36,0 12.7 24,0 36.0 12,7 24.0 .16.0 

A 

B 

t 

1) 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 

F 

y 

T A B L E 5.5 
M M B E R OF LINKS PER L E V E L OF SERVICE (PM PF\K) 

2(XH) 2007 2015 

12,7 24 .1 12.7 24,0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 12,7 2;.o .16.0 

A 

B 

C 

I) 20 -> 24 21 18 1 24 IV 

F 17 3 20 4 17 5 18 

F 1 4 4 fl 

T.ABLE 5.6 
N L M B E R OF LINKS PER L E \ EL OF SERMCE (OFF PLAK) 

2(MX) 2007 2015 

12,7 1 24,(1 12.7 24,0 36.0 12,7 24.0 36,0 12.7 24.0 36.0 

A 
1 

B 

C I i 12 i : 12 

I> 1 1 1 1 i : 24 i : i ; 24 12 i : 24 12 

F ! 1 i : i : 12 

F 

\1c\cr, Mohaddes .Associates, Inc 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 5 12 
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Reno Rail'oad Merger Study 
Figure 5 11 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 5 10 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 5 8 
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Air Qualitv - Vehicular Traffic Only 

Table 5.3 and Figure 5.9 through 5.12 show the annual emissions (in tons) for all scenarios. 

T ABLE 5.3 
TOTAL ANNUAL E.MISSIONS (TONS) 

Train Crossing 
Scenario 

(trains da>) 
1995 2000 2007 2015 

12 7 2,46 3 06 3 44 3 

24 0 4 64 5.78 6.51 7.16 

"̂ h 0 6 47 H.tr V 76 10 74 

Level of Sen ice 

Tables 5.4 through 5.6 show the sumniar>' of Level of Service for scenarios. For all vears. when 12.7 
trains per da> LTOSS, LOS is D. Howe\er. when additional traias are added. LOS worseni For 24 0 tra*ins 
per day in all study years. LOS is always E or better. When the number of trains are increased to 36,0 
per da\. then the LOS drops at a few locations to F. whereas the majority operated at LOS E, 

Me>er. Mohaddes .Associates. 1 nc. 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 5 7 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 5 6 
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Reno Rail' oad Merger Study 
Figure 5 5 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 5 4 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 5 3 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 5 2 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 5 1 
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5.2 Findings 

Total Daily Grade Crossing Dela\ 

Figures 5.1 through 5.4 show the daily grade crossing delay. These results are summarized in Table 5.1 

TABLE 5.1 
TOTAL D.AIL'i DELAV INCLLDING INTERSECTION DELAVS 

Train Crossing 
Scenario 

(trains da>) 
1995 2000 2007 2015 

12 7 188 250 310 

24 0 360 473 514 58^ 

.'(5 0 534 ~i4 - '0 SKO 

Total Queue 

Table 5.2 and Figure 5.5 through 5.8 show the expected total daily number of vehicles in queue for all 
scenarios 

TABLE 5.2 
TOTAL DAILV QLELE (\ EHICLES) 

Train Crossing 
-Scenario 

(trains da> I 
1995 2000 2007 201> 

12.7 4.542 5.574 3 ^4f-, 6,4JV 

24 0 8,584 10,534 11,237 12,149 

'•>̂  I) 
l l : 1 

i:,s~6 15,802 16,856 18,223 

Meyer, Mohaddes Associates. Inc, 
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5.0 S L M . M A R V AND F I N D I N G S 

5.1 Procedure Summary 

This study analyzed the mobiliry and air quality impacts of the anticipated increase in vehicles and railroad 
traffic at 12 e,xisiing and 1 future at-grade crossing in the downtown area of the City of Reno, 

Scenarios Analyzed 

The following scenarios were analyzed: 

I r j i n Crossing 
Scenario 

(trains da> I 
1995 TrafTic 

V oiumes 
2000 Traffic 

Volumes 
2007 Traffic 

Volumes 
2015 Traffic 

Volumes 

i : ~ / / / 

24,0 / / / 

0 / / 

Existing and Future Traffic Volumes 

1995 average daily traffic volumes were primarily obtained from NDOT counts, various sources and 
verified by comparing with actual 1997 traffic volumes. The future traffic volumes were forecast, utilizing 
RTC model data for 1997. 2(X)7 and 2015 split percentages b>' peak periods, directional splits and truck 
percentages were calibrated using actual traffic observation and counts. 

Rail Operanon 

Train speed, train length, number of trains (scenarios) and distribution of train crossings during the 24-hour 
period were obtained and/or verified through actual train crossing surveys. ST'o database and obser\ations, 

A Italy sis Methodology 

Queuing Theory, Highway Capacity Manual of Leve! of Sen ice calculation and Modified Winfre\ Method 
were utilir'd for the following topics: 

• Grade Crossing Delay 
• (Queuing ,Analysis 
• l evel of Service 
• ,\ir QualitN .AnaKsis 

Model parameters were calibrated by acmal count, field survey and observation. 

Mever, Mohaddes ,\ssociates. Inc, 
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TABLE 4.16 
COMPONENTS OF TOTAL DELA^ FOR AIR QLALITV ANALVSIS 

Study 
Vear 

Trains Per 
Day 

l otal Daily 
Deluy (Includes 

AcceI'Decel 1 ime) 
(hours) 

Total Daily 
Queue 

(vehicles) 

Aceeleration/De 
celeration 

I'er Vehicle 
(seconds) 

lotal 
.Acceleration/ 
Deceleration 

(hours) 

Accel/Decel. 
Percentage 
of Total 

Daily Delay 

Idle ' ime 
Percentage 

of Total 
Daily Delay 

1995 
12,7 188 4,542 14 59 18 41 9.79'^ 90 21 % 1995 
24 <60 8,584 14 59 .34 79 9 66 90 34% 

.̂ 6 539 12,876 14 59 52.18 9 68% 90 32% 

2(NHI 
12,7 2.SO 5,574 14 59 22 59 9 04% 90 96% 

2(NHI 
24 473 10.534 14 59 42,69 9.03% 90.97% 

36 714 15.802 14 59 66 23 8 96% 91.04% 

2(KI7 
12,7 272 5.946 14 59 24 10 8 86% 91 14% 2(KI7 
24 514 11,237 14,.59 45 54 8 86% 91 14% 

36 770 16,856 14 59 68 31 8 87% 91.13% 

''III ^ 
12.7 310 6,429 14 59 26 ()3 8 40% 9 I . « ) % 

^111 ~ 

24 587 12,149 14.59 49 24 8.39% 91 61% 

36 880 18,223 14 59 73 85 8 39% 91 6 1 % 
1 r 

.'Xv erage | 8 99% 1 91(11% j 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 4 31 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 4 30 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 4 29 
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Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 4 28 
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TABLE 4.15 
TOTAL ANNUAL EMISSIONS PER RAIL CROSSING (TONS) 

1 1995 2(MM) 2(M)7 2015 

1 
12.7 

1 r;iiiis |H'r 
l)a> 

24.0 
Trains per 

l>j> 

36.0 
Trains |MT 

Day 

12.7 
Trains per 

l>a> 

24.0 
Trains ptr 

Day 

36.0 
1'rains per 

Da) 

12.7 
Trains prr 

Day 

24.0 
Trains 

per Day 

36.0 
Trains per 

Day 

12.7 
Trains per 

Day 

24.0 
Trains per 

Day 

36.0 
Trains per 

Day 
Kcvsionc 0 40 0.75 1 12 0 46 0 87 1 30 0 52 0 99 1 48 0 58 1 10 1 65 
Vine 0 0 9 0 16 0 24 0O9 0 18 0.27 O i l 0 20 0 ,30 O i l 0 22 0 32 
\N'asliiiigion 0 0 4 0 07 0 11 0 04 0O8 0 12 0 (15 0O9 0,14 0 05 0 10 0.15 
K.ilsioii 0 (18 0 15 0.22 0O9 0 !7 0 25 0 10 0.19 0,28 O i l 0.20 0 31 
.Xiliiigioii 0 27 0 52 0 78 0.30 0 .57 0 86 0 34 0.65 0 98 0 37 0 71 1 ()6 
Wcsi 0(17 0 12 0 19 0 07 0 14 0 21 0,08 0 15 0 23 0O9 0 17 0 25 
Sierra 0 47 0 88 1.32 0 52 0 99 1.49 0,57 1.08 1 62 0 65 1 23 1 85 
V'irjrmi.i 0.28 0 53 0.79 0.32 0 «) 0 90 0 36 0.69 1,03 0 40 0.75 1.13 
(Vi i ic i 0 34 0 64 0 96 0 .39 0.73 1 09 0 44 0 82 1 23 0 47 0.88 1 32 
l..ike 0 16 0 M) 0 45 0 17 0 33 0 49 0 20 0.37 0,55 0,21 0.40 0 W) 
l.\.IMS 0 29 0.54 0 81 0,32 0.61 0,92 0 35 0 66 o.w 
Mornl l OOl OOl 0 0 2 0.01 O.OI 0O2 O.OI 0.01 0O2 0 01 0.01 0.02 
,Siilio 0.27 0 51 0.77 0 30 0 58 0 86 0.35 0 66 0 98 0.38 0.72 1 0 8 
lol. i l 2 48 4 (>4 6 97 3.05 5 79 8 67 3.45 6,51 9 76 3 78 7.15 10 73 



( P SP Railroad Mc-iicr - Traffic Delay .Analysis City of Reno 

publication pros ides pertinent information regarding acceleration and deceleration rates for passenger car 
vehicles The 1990 v ersion of these guidelines state that acceleration time for vehicles traveling from zero 
to 25 mph is appro.ximately 7.5 seconds per vehicle (pp, 750), For deceleration, stoppinĝ distance is 
determined to be 125 feet for a 25 mph speed limit (pp 40i Deceleration time can be calculated as the 
time to come to a stop w ith an average speed of 12.5 mph during deceleration. The deceleration time is 
calculated to be 7.09 .seconds, Tota! acceleration . deceleration time is 14,5V seconds This translates to 
about 9 percent of the total delay as shown in Table 4.15, Correspondinglv, the total idle time is 
approximately 91 percent of the total dailv delav. 

\le>er, Mohaddes ,Associates. Inc 
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4.2.4 Air Qualit\ Analysis Related to \ ehicular Traffic 

As thc number of vehicles in queue increase, the number of stops and stans also increase Vehicles which 
idle, stop and start produce more emissions than vehicles which do not Therefore, with the increase in 
traffic volumes between 1995 and 2015 and also with the addition of trains, the number of starts and stops 
will increase producing more emissions. 

In 1995, total emissioas per crossing in 1995 are estimated to be 2 46 tons per year. With the increase in 
numher of trams per day from 12 7 to 24 0 total emissions increase by 88 percent to 4 64 tons per vear 
As tfic numher of traias mcrea.se to 36.0 trains per day. totai emissions per crossing increase to 6.97 tons 
per year. 183 percent greater than the emissions for 12,7 tram crossings per day. Total daily emissions 
per rail cro,ssing are shown in Figures 4.28 through 4.31 and summarize in Table 4.15 

Âs traffic volumes ncrease in 2000. total daily emissions increase by 24 percent for all scenarios For 
12 7 ,.n.s per day. total annual tons of pollutants are estimated to be .io5 This number increase to 5,78 
* ' ' • ' i ^ ' ^ fains from 12,7 to 24,0, As the number of trains increase to 36 0. total emissions 
i- (ons per year 

T., ... nissions for 2007 increase by 40 percen, over the 1995 values This translates to 3 44 tons 
per year wiui 12 7 tram crossings. 6 51 tons per year with 24,0 train crossings, and 976 tons per year for 
36 0 train crossings 

For 2015. total daily emission increase by 54 percent over 1995. resulting in 3 79 tons per year for 12 7 
traias per day After thc merger, total daily emissions increase to 7,16 and 10 74 tons per year for 24 0 
and 36 0 trains crossings respectively. 

When traffic spills over into adjacent intersections, emissions per cycle will also increase Though this 
analysis was not complete for this study, the overflow traffic will add to the overall impact on the 
environmental conditions. As the number of trains and traffic \ olumes increase, the queue lengths increase 
causing a greater spill over into adjacent intersections As the number of cycles needed to clear the queue 
UK rease. stt Jo die emissions It is therefore safe to assess that an increase in number of traias will increase 
the total amount of pollutants emitted into the air 

Components of Total Delav and Queue for .Air Qualitv .Analvsis 

Total daily delay includes the following two components: 

• Dela\ while vehicles are decelerating to a stop and accelerating from a stopping position 
• Delay while vehicles are stopped (Idle Time) 

Each component of the delay may have a different impact on the results of the air qualitv analysis. The 
acceleration and deceleration are directly dependant upon the speed at which vehicles depart and approach 
the rail crossing As speed increases, the time to accelerate to a ceruin speed and decelerate to a complete 
stop increases Likewise, as speed decreases, time to accelerate and decelerate decreases. For this project 
speeds through the downtown area is 25 mph for project anerials 

AASHTO (American Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials) publishes a set of 
guidelines entitled. A Policy on Geometnc Design of Highways and Streets. This widely accepted 

Me>er, Mohaddes ,Associates, Inc 
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TABLE 4.12 
M M B E R OE LINKS PER LEVEL OF SERMCE (AM PEAK) 

1995 2000 2007 2015 

12,7 24,0 .?6.0 12,7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36 0 12,7 24.0 36.0 

A 

B 

C 

L ̂  24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 

E 

F 

TABLE 4.13 
M M B E R OF LINKS PER LEVEL OF SERMCE (PM PT AK) 

1995 2000 2007 2015 
12,7 24.0 36,0 12,7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 .36.0 12.7 24.0 .36.0 

\ 

B 

( 

D 20 24 21 18 1 •> t 19 

F 17 3 20 4 17 5 18 

^ 4 6 

TABLE 4.14 
NLMBER OF LINKS PER L E \ EL OF SERNTCE (OTFPKAK) 

1995 2000 2(K)7 2015 

12.7 24.0 36,0 12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 1 36.0 

A 

B 

t 11 12 12 12 

1) 11 11 12 24 12 12 24 12 12 24 12 

t: 11 12 12 12 

F 
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4.2.3 Level of Service 

As discussed in the Methodology section of this repon. level of servic ; -"efines the operating conditions 
ofa facility Level of Service (LOSi ranges from A to F. where A is .le iiest operating condition and F 
IS worst Figures 4.12 through 4.15 show the LOS for each smdy arteual for normal operating conditions 
without the impact of the train crossing for all intersections. As shown, all anerials operate at a level of 
service C during all peak periods. 

Level of service foi an anerial is determined by calculating the average anerial speed When a train 
crossing occurs, the average speed is reduced to near zero. Therefore the a%erage arterial speed during 
the peak period is also reduced At se\eral locations, the reduction in speed resulted in a change in LOS, 
Figures 4.16 through 4.27 show the LOS for each peak perio l̂ for all twelve scenarios. The total number 
of links with each level of service are shown in the Tables 4.12 through 4.14 for each peak period. 

As .shown in the tables, the increase in traffic volumes and increase in number of trains had little impact 
on the level of servic; for all crossings. For all scenarios, level of service remained D or better for a links. 
For this analvsis, a link is defined as one direction along an anerial For example. Virginia is equal to two 
links, one in each direction 

In thc P.M peak, shown m Table 4.14. several locatioas experience a reduction in level of sen ice from E 
to F due to the increase in number of traias from 12.7 to 24 0 and from 24 0 to 36.0. The majority of links 
by 2015 will operate at LOS C or D with 12.7 trains per day. However with the increase in trains to 36 0 
per day. most levels of ser\ice drop to LOS E, 

Off peak levels of serv ice remain at or better for all scenarios. With 36,0 trains per day. all three scenarios 
will have links where LOS drops from D to E, 
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TABLE 4.11 
TliME OF QLEl E DISSIPATION 

(SECONDS) 

AM PKAK PM PKAK 

1 
NOR II IBOIJNI ) SOUTHBOUND NORTHBOUND SOUTHBOUND 

1 1995 204M) 2IK)7 2015 1995 2000 2007 2015 1995 2000 2007 2015 1995 2000 2007 2015 

182 187 191 196 .3(K) 303 367 522 197 204 208 215 279 524 477 628 
Vine 2Mi 237 238 240 223 223 223 223 237 239 240 242 224 243 224 247 
W;ishjiij;Io/) 234 2.?6 237 239 243 246 248 251 235 237 2.38 240 2.59 241 268 244 
Kaision J49 252 :55 258 240 242 243 245 251 255 258 262 252 264 2.59 273 
Arliiigioii 211 217 222 229 245 2.58 269 284 215 222 228 235 292 241 ,341 260 
West 244 246 248 251 243 246 248 2.50 246 249 251 254 2,S9 256 267 263 
Sierra — -- 5,38 .541 544 547 ... ... .... ... 215 307 228 365 
Virjzinia 285 3.50 535 358 312 312 372 372 387 .3'M 398 404 462 589 522 f.05 
Cciiicr 371 436 440 444 -- ... — --- 7M) 745 757 768 ... 

l,iikc- 24') 252 254 257 272 279 285 292 251 2.55 257 261 333 263 371 271 
Hvans 275 277 285 ... 235 235 237 -- 280 283 292 298 244 314 
Mornll 224 224 224 224 257 261 265 269 224 224 224 224 285 224 301 224 
,Siiiro 627 632 637 642 232 233 2.U 235 511 518 .s83 589 239 294 242 316 
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Overflott Queue into Adjacent Intersections 

Delays will significantly increase as the vehicles in queue exceed the available capacity for storing the 
vehicles. The available capacity is defined b\ the area between the crossing gate and the adjacent 
intersectioas as .shown in Figure 4.11 below Queues which exceed the available capacity overflow into 
the adjacent intersection and have a negative impact on the operating conditions of that intersection. In 
1995 and 2000, six intersections are impacted in the AM peak and PM peak and two in the off peak. The 
intersections of Sierra 4th Street and Virginia 4th Street w ill be impacted during each peak peruxl m all 
scenarios By 2'J07 and 2015. four intersections overflow in all three peak periods Both 2nd Virginia and 
2nd/Center become impacted in 2(X)7 and 2015, 

rr!T 

• 
— * Tf«mc S>gn«i W M I Arm 

Figure 4.11 - Overflow of Queue into Adjacent Intersection 

Queues fomi when the arrival rate exceeds the depanure rate at any given location When the train 
crossing gate is lowered, the depanure rate is equal to zero and the arrival rate remains constant forming 
a queue \ ehicles continue to queue until the gate is raised, at wtiich time vehicles depan at a rate of 0,53 
vehicles per second The queue is considered to have cleared when vehicles arriving continue through the 
crossing at a free flow rate. As stated, the time over which the queue dissipates is directly related to the 
length of queue and merflow into adjacent intersections. The time over which the queue dissipates for 
the ,'\,M and P,M peak penod is summarized in Tables 4.11, 

Me>er. Mohaddes .Associates. Inc, 

41 



Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 4 10 

4C00 

2015 TOTAL DAILY NUMBER OF VEHICLES QUEUED 

3000 

> < 
a 
cc 
UJ 
00 2000 
LU 

o 
X 
Ul > 

1000 

I I I 
Center Virginia 

I 
Sierra Ailingion Keystone Lake West Ralston Washington Sutro HKorrill 

2015(12 7 TRAINS/DAY/ L, 2015 (24 0 TRAiNS/DA'r') • 2015 (36 0 TRAINS/OAV) 

Vine Evaris 



Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 4 9 

3000 

2000 

< 

</, 
Ul 
_ l 
y 
r 
LU > 

1000 

2007 TOTAL DAILY NUMBER OF VEHICLES QUEUED 

I 
Center Virginia Sierra Ariinglon Keystone Lake West Ralsion Washington Suiro Mornll Vine Evans 

2007 (12 7 TRAINS/DAY) • 2007 (24 0 TRAINS/DAY) • 2007 (36 0 TRAINS/DAY) 



Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 4 8 

3000 

2000 >• 
< 
a 
cr 
LU 
Q. 
in 
LU 
_ i 
o 
I 
LU 
> 

1000 

2000 TOTAL DAILY NUMBER OF VEHICLES QUEUED 

I I J 
Center Virginia Sierra Arlington Keystone Lake West Ralston Washington Sutro Mornll 

2000 (12 7 TRAINS/DAY) L : 2000 (24 0 TRAINS/DAY) • 2000 (36 0 TRAINS/DAY) 

Vine Evans 



Reno Railroad Merger Study 
Figure 4 7 

2500 

1995 TOTAL DAILY NUMBER OF VEHICLES QUEUED 

2000 

< 1500 
Q 

cr 
LU 
CL 
CO 
UJ 
_) 
o 
m 1000 
> 

I I Ll 
Center Virginia Sierra Arlington Keystone Lake West Ralston Washington Sutro Mornll 

1995(12 7 TRAINS/DAY) .1 1995 (24 0 TRAINS/DAY) • 1995 (36 0 TRAINS/UAY) 

Vine Evans 



l ABI K 4.10 
TOTAL DAILY Ql KLK I'KR RAIL CROSSINC; (\ KHK LES) 

IV95 2(NNI 2(M)7 1 
2015 

: 

12,7 
I'raiiis |MT 

(la\ 

24,0 
1 rains per 

(ta> 

36. () 
I rains per 

<la> 

12.7 
Trains |»'r 

llat 

24.0 
1 rains ptr 

()a> 

J6,0 
Traliis pi-r 

dat 

12.7 
Trains per 

dat 

24.0 
Trains per 

da> 

36.0 
Trains per 

dav 

12.7 
Trains per 

da> 

24.0 
Trains |>er 

dat 

36.0 
Trains per 

dat 
ke\ >.i(iiii' Kl 19 1,529 2.293 889 1,681 2,521 952 l,79S 2,698 1,029 1.944 2,916 
\ IIIL' ISO 340 510 198 374 .561 1 211 398 597 228 431 646 

;ishiiij;lon 81 1.52 229 'A) 17! 256 97 183 274 103 195 293 
K.ilsron 163 308 461 181 .341 512 193 366 .548 210 398 597 
Aii i i i j ; ion 577 1 .o';o I.63S 634 1,197 1,796 679 1,284 1.925 732 1.384 2,076 
Ucsi I3S 2W) 390 150 285 427 160 .305 457 176 3^^ .500 
SllTlil 727 1,375 2,062 80! 1.514 2.271 856 1,619 2,428 927 1,751 2,627 
S irginia 515 971, 1,4(>4 568 1,074 1.610 609 1,150 1,726 657 1 24(^ i.H(i) 
( enii r 510 9 M 1,447 563 1,0M 1,596 603 1,1-̂ 9 1.708 6^8 1,20 )̂ 1,808 
Lake 326 615 923 357 674 1.012 383 723 

,— 1 
1,085 413 780 1,170 

liv.iiis 575 1,087 1.631 597 1.127 1,691 662 1.252 1,877 
Mon ill 13 24 37 24 37 13 24 37 13 24 37 
,Siiii(» .Ml? 951 1,425 1.048 1.572 593 1.121 1,682 M l 1,211 1,816 
luUil 4,,54 2 K,584 12,87^ 10.3 U 15,802 5,946 11.237 16,856 6,429 12,149 18,223 
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4.2.2 Queuing 

Arterial Queue 
The length of queue is directly related to the average flow rate along the anerial. or the ADT volume. 
Therefore. Ke>stone and Virginia which have the highest volume, also have the longest queues. 

As shown in the table, the total number of vehicles queued in 1095 with 12.7 trains per day is estimated 
to be 4.542 vehicles. With 24 0 irains per day the number of vehicles queued increases to 8.584 vehicles. 
The total number of vehicles expected to queue with 36.0 trams per day exceeds 12.876 vehicles per day. 
The results of the analysis for all scenarios are shown m Table 4.10 a.nd Figures 4.7 through 4.10, 

In 2(X)0. the total number of vehicles queued is expected to increase by 23 percent for all scenanos. With 
12.7 trains per day. this increase translates to 5,574 vehicles per day Therefore total number of queued 
vehicles for 24,0 and 36,0 trains per day are estimated to be 10.534 and 15.802 vehicles respectively. 

The total number of queued vehicles by 2007 are expected to increase by 27 percent over 1995 values. 
For 12,7 trains per day. the total number vehicles queued is expected to be 5,946 vehicles per dav. With 
the increase in trains from 12,7 to 24,0. the total daily queued vehicles increases to 11.237 vehicles per 
day As the number of trains increase to 36,0. total daily queued vehicles increases to 16.856 vehicles per 
day. 

With the increase in traffic volumes, the total daily queued vehicles for 2015 increased bv 42 percent over 
the 1995 totals. This increase translates to 6,429 veh.cle'. per day for the 12,7 trains per dav, 12,149 for 
24 trains per day and 18.223 vehicles for the 36 trains per da> scenano. 

\lc>cr. ,\lohaJdes ,Associates. Inc. 
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TABLK 4.9 
TOTAL DMl.y l)KLA\ 

IN( LIT)IN(; L\TLRSK( TION DLLAV (IIOI RS) 

1995 2000 2007 2015 

12.7 
'Trains per 

dat 

24.0 
Trains per 

dat 

.?6.0 
Trains per 

dat 

12.7 
1 rains per 

da> 

i4.0 
liains per 

dat 

36.0 
Trains per 

dat 

12.7 
Trains per 

dat 

24.0 
Trains |H'r 

dat 

36.0 
1 rains per 

dat 

12.7 
Trains per 

dat 

24.0 
'Trains per 

dat 

36.0 
Trains per 

dat 

Kc\stone 28 47 71 35 67 98 39 73 1 10 46 87 1.30 

\ llic <i 11 16 6 12 18 7 13 19 7 14 21 

Wasiiington 3 5 7 3 5 8 3 6 9 3 6 9 

Ralston S 10 15 6 12 17 7 12 19 7 14 21 

\ r l i i i g lo i i 19 35 53 21 39 59 23 43 64 25 47 70 

West 5 9 13 5 9 14 5 10 15 6 I I 17 

Sierra 40 80 120 .50 96 145 52 99 149 65 122 182 

\ i rg i i i ia 2 > 43 64 27 50 76 30 56 84 35 63 95 

(enter 27 .-̂ 7 86 39 73 IIO 43 80 120 46 87 135 

lake 11 21 31 12 23 34 13 25 37 14 27 40 

1 vans 2! 39 59 22 42 64 24 46 69 

M o m l l 0 t 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 0 1 1 

Sutro 22 41 62 25 47 75 28 54 79 32 62 90 

l o M l 188 361) 539 2.50 473 714 272 514 770 1 310 j 587 1 880 

.\ijlc Shading nidu aWi c hange from arle rial analysis 
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TABLE 4.7 
TOTAL INTERSECTION DELAV PER TRAIN CROSSING 

Dl E TO 0\ ERFLOW OF QUEUE (HOI RS) 

19 *)5 2000 2007 2015 

I A.M PM A M P M AM PM A.M PM 

2nd V irginia n 4 0.5 0 7 0.7 0.9 0.9 1.1 11 

2nd Cenier 1,0 5.6 1.6 6.6 19 7 4 2.1 8.0 

C'oinmerLial Row 
Suiro 

2.0 0.9 2 6 1.2 3.0 1.5 3.5 2 0 

4ih Kct sione 0 4 0 5 0 6 2.0 0 9 2.4 3 1 

4th Sicna 5 6 s.7 6 5 6 6 3 6 7.2 7,8 8.1 

4lh V'lrainia 0 6 2 I 0 8 1 0 1 I ! 3 0 1.1 3 4 

TABLE 4.8 
OVERFLOW INTO ADJACENT INTERSECTION PER RAIL CROSSING 

(\ EHICLES PER LANE) 

l')95 2(K)0 2007 2015 

1 AM PM 
OFF 

PEAK AM PM 
OFF 

PEAK AM PM 
OFF 

PEAK AM PM 

1 

OFF 

PEAK 

2nd V'liginia 12 i : 16 P 20 20 > 24 25 5 

2nd Cenier r 59 23 69 27 77 1 31 83 3 

Commercial Row 
Suiro 

29 17 36 23 41 4'' 32 

4ih Kc\sionc 1: 30 17 38 45 28 53 

4th Sierra 65 65 27 74 75 32 81 82 36 90 4! 

-lih Vireinia 13 1 r 38 20 42 s 24 48 8 

\Ie>er. Mohaddes ,Associates. Inc 



TABLE 4.6 
INTERSEC 1 IONS IMPAC I ED BV QUEUE OVERFLOW 

1 l*>95 20(H) 2(K)7 2015 

1 
AM 

Peak 
PM 

Peak 
Off 

IVak 
AM 
Peak 

P,M 
Peak 

Off 
f>iak 

1 AM 
IVak 

P.M 
IVak 

Off 
IVak 

AM 
IVak 

PM 
Peak 

Off 
IVak 

2iul / KevMone 

2IRI / kalsion 

2IKI / Ariinglon 

2IKI / V\'esi 

2iul / N'irgiiii.i \ X X X X X X X X X 

2IKI / Cenler \ X X X X X X X X \ 

2iid / Lake 

2IKI I-vans 

Coiniiieri, lal Row 
Suiro 

X X X X X X X X 

4ih ' Keysioiie X X X X X X X X 

4ili / Vine 

4ili / Ralsion 

4ili / Arlinjiion 

4ih / West 

4ili / Sierra \ X X X X X X X X X X X 

4ih / V iiginia X X X X X X X X X X X X 

4ih / l ake 

4ih / livaiis 

4ili ' Suiro 
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Intersection Delay 

Where queues exceed the available capacity and vehicles overflow into the adjacent intersections total 
delays along the arterial and at the intersection increase. Tables 4.6 shows which intersections will be 
impacted by the queue. In both 1995 and 2000. six intersections are expected to be impacted Delays at 
all intersections are expected to be 60 seconds per vehicle per cycle, for all vehicles impacted bv the 
queue In 2007 and 2015. no additional intersections will be impacted, however at the intersections of 
2nd \ irginia and 2nd. Center. the off peak will become impacted due to the increase in traffic volume 
during the oft peak For all crossings, the tolal number of vehicles and total intersection delav will 
increase, as shown in Tables 4.7 and 4.8. 

Total Daily Delay Including Intersection Delav 

The total daily delay is therefore equivalent to the anerial delav plus the added delav due to overflow at 
the intersections. The total delays are summarized in Table 4.9 As shown in the table the total delay 
in 1995 for 12.7 trains per day is expected to be 188 hours, an increase of 21 percent resulting in the 
increase in delay from the intersection analysis With the increase to 24 trains per da\. the total daih delay 
increases to 360 hours per day, which is 91 percent greater than the dela\ for 12.7 trains per dav In tu.-n 
the total delav for the 36 trains per day scenano is expected to be 539 hours, an increase of 188 percent 
over the 12,7 train scenario. 

Total delay in the year 2000 with including the delay due to both arterial and intersection impacts is 
expected to be 34 percent greater than the 1995 values for all scenarios For 2007 the increase over 1995 
IS expe. ied to be 44 percent. The greatest increase in total delav will occur in the 36 trains per dav 
scenario where the total daily delay for all crossings is expected to be 46 higher for all scenarios 

Mever, Mohaddes ,Associates. Inc 
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TABLE 4.5 
TOTAL DAILV DELAV PER ( ROSSINC; IIOI RS 

NOT INC Ll!I)IN(; INTERSECnON DELAV 

1995 2000 2007 2015 
12.7 

Trains 
|H'r (lay 

24.0 
1 rains 

per (lay 

36.0 
Trains 

|H r (lay 

12.7 
Trains 

|H'r (lay 

24.0 
Trains 
per day 

36.0 
Trains 

per day 

12.7 
Trains 

per day 

24.0 
Trains 
l>er day 

36.0 
Trains 

{wr (lay 

12.7 
Trains 
per (lay 

24.0 
Irains 

|Hr day 

36.0 
Trains 

|)er day 
Kev stdiie 26 .50 75 30 56 84 33 61 92 36 68 102 
\ i i i e 6 1 1 16 6 12 18 7 13 19 7 14 21 
Wasli ingldi i 3 5 7 3 5 8 3 6 9 3 6 9 
Kalston 5 10 15 6 12 17 7 12 19 7 14 21 
A r l i i i g t i u i 19 35 53 21 39 59 23 43 64 25 47 70 
West 5 9 13 5 9 14 5 10 15 6 11 17 
Sierra 26 .50 74 .̂ 0 57 85 33 63 94 38 71 107 
Virginia 16 31 46 !8 34 51 20 37 55 21 41 61 
Cenler 20 38 57 23 43 65 25 47 70 27 51 76 
1 ake 11 21 31 12 23 34 13 25 37 14 27 40 
Ivans - - - 21 39 59 22 41 61 24 46 69 
Mornll 0 I 1 0 1 I 0 I 1 0 1 1 
Suiro 

lotal 

18 

155 

33 

2'M 

50 

43« 1 

20 

145 

37 

367 1 

56 

551 

21 

212 

41 

4(M) 1 

61 

597 1 

24 

232 

44 

441 1 

67 

661 ll 
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4.2 .Analysis Results 

4.2.1 Grade Crossing Delay 

Artenal Delay 

The measurement of ' 
delay is broken into 
two pans, delay due to 
the time the gate is 
down and delav during 
the dissipation of a 
queue The additional 
delay due to overflow 
of the queue through 
adjacent intersection is 
discussed later in this 
section. Figure 4.1 is 
a g r a p h i c a l 
repre.sentation of the 
delay mcxlel utilized in 
determimntr total 
delav The area below 
the arrival rate curve, 
which IS shaded in, 

represents the total delay for all vehicles In more practical tenns. the total delav is the sum of the 
indiv idual delays computed for each vehicle impacted per train crossing 

In 1995. total daily delay is estimated to be 155 hours with 12.7 trains per dav With an increase to 24 0 
trains per day, total delay increases to 294 hours, an 89 percent increase over the 12 7 trains per day 
scenano. When 36 0 trains per day occur, total dailv delay increases to 438 hours. 193 percent increase 
over the 1995 delays. Total daily delays for all scenarios are summarized in Table 4,5 and Figures 4 2 
through 4.5, 

With traffic volume growth alone, total daily delay for all scenarios (12 7. 24.0 and 36 0) m year 2000 will 
increa.se bv lb percent over 1995 delays. For 12 7 trains per day, total dailv delav is expected to be 195 
hours Ith the increase from 12 7 to 24,0. total daily increases to 367 hours. Total dailv delav for 36 0 
trains per day is estimated to be 551 hours in 2000, 

Total daily delav for year 2007 is e,xpected to increase by 32 percent for all three scenarios over the 1995 
total daily delays Total daily delay for the 12,7 and 24.0 train scenarios are 212 and 400 hours 
respectively With the increase to 36 0 trains per day, the total daily delay increases to 597 hours. 

In the final scenario, the total daily Uelay for 2015 is estimated to be 50 percent ereater than 1995 values 
with total dailv deiavs of 232, 441, and 66! hours for 12.7. 24,0 and 36 0 trains per day. respectively. 

Time (seconcJs) 

Figure 4.1 - Queue Theory . (;raphical Representation 

Mever. Mohaddes .Associates. Inc 
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'ev 

'cv 

V 

Average time for deceleration (second stops) = 7.09 seconds 
The emission factor for deceleration 

Average time for acceleration (second'stop) = 7,50 seconds 
The emission factor for acceleration 

Average idle time along route (seconds/vehic'e) 

The emission factor for idling 

Average cruise time (seconds vehicle) = [Average total time - (Average acceleration time + 
Average deceleration time Average idle tmie)] 

The emission factor for cruising 

Total volume incurring delay (peak period) 

Table 4.4 shows the emission factors used in estimating emissions of CO, NO^ and ROG 

TABLE 4.4 
CONSTANT ENGINE EMISSION FACTORS FOR MWAI 

C unditiun CO igr. seel NO, (gr. sec.) ROG (gr. sec.) Time (sec.) 

Idle 0 00141 0 00124 0.0012 

Cruise 0.00488 0.00<M5 0.00334 

.Acceleration 0 06781 0 02178 0.01155 7.5 

Di.-cclerat;on 0 oor-- o.oo;.s6 0.00119 7.09 

gr, = grams, sec. = seconds 

.Souri.e. Texas Transportaiion Insiiuiie ".An Emission Model fc r .Arterial Streets " 1Q92 

The air quality unpacts are estimated by the software program using the traffic and air qualitv data which 
are already incorporated in the program. No air quality data input is required in estimating the air quality 
impacts 

Mever, Mohaddes ,Associates. Inc, 
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4.1.4 Air Qualitv Analysis Related to Vehicular TrafTic 

The air quality impact related to train crossing as a result of additional stop delav to vehicular traffic onlv 
IS estimated here using the Modified Winfrey Method (MWM) The MWM is recommended as an 
appropriate air qualitv model by various Transponation and Air Qualitv professionals for estimating t.he 
emissions benefit of localized TSM projects. The model can be applied to a specific anerial or area-wide 
as required tor the project This model has been validated usina the Federal Emission Reduction 
Calculation Methodology The procedure adopted for this project to estimate air qualitv impact is the best 
approximation available at this time The MW.M fomiula for estimating the air qualitv 'impact is described 
below 

.Modified Winfre\ Method 

Ct= [ { N,, • ( T, • C,) + T3 • C3 )} = { ( T„ • C,J M T,, ' C , , ) } ] V 260 

Where. 

C, = Total emissions (grams/year) 

= Number of stops per vehicle (stops.'vehicle) 

Tjj = Average time for deceleration (second/stop) 
C<j = The ennssion factor for deceleration (grams/second) 

Tg = Average time for acceleration (second stop) 
Cg = The emission factor for acceleration (grams second) 

T, = Average idle .,me (seconds/vehicle) 
C,̂  = The emission factor for idling (grams/second) 

T(.̂  = Average cruise time 9 seconds/vehicle 

^cv = The emission factor for cruising (grams/second) 

V = Total traffic volume incurring delay during peak period 

260 = .Number of corunuting days per vear 

.Air Qualir\ Input Data 

The majority of the data required for estimating the total emission.s using the MWM were collected as pan 
of the data gathering process described earlier, and the remaining rates for calculations of emissions are 
obtained from Table 4.4 

The following brieflv describes the use of MWM in estimating the total emissions using field data and the 
emission rates in Table 4.4 

Nsv = Number ot stops per vehicle (stops vehicle) in the test section 

Mever. Mohaddes .Associates. Inc 
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TABLE 4.3 
LE\TX OF SERVICE DEFLNITIONS 

SIGNALIZED INTERSECTIONS 

Level of 
-Service 

\ ehicle I)ela> 
(sees.) 

Volume to Capacity 
Ratio 

Description 

A L5,00 0,00 - 0,60 Free Flow Insignificani Delays: ,No approach phase 
is fully utilized by traffic and no vehicle waits longer 
than one red indication. 

B 5.1 - 15.0 0 61 - 0,70 .Stable Operation/Minimal Deiavs: An occasional 
approach phase is fully utilized Many drivers begin 
to feel somewhat restricted within platoons of 
vehicles. 

C 15 1 - 25.0 0.71 - 0.80 .Stable Operation/Acceptable Delays: .Maior 
approach phases fully utilized Most drivers feel 
somewhat resiricied 

D 25.1 - 40.0 0.81 -0.90 Approaching Unstable/Tolerable Delays: Drivers 
may have to wait through more than one red signal 
indication Queues may develop but dissipate 
rapidly, without excessive delays 

E 40 1 - 60 .0 0.91 - 1.00 

1 

Unstable Operation/Signincant Delays: Volumes at 
or near capacity Vehicles may wan though several 
signals cycles. Long queues from upstream trom 
imersection. 

F •61.0 1.01 - up Forces Flow/Excessive Delays: Represenis jammed 
conditions. Intersection operates below capacity with 
low volumes. Queues may blcKk upstream 
intersections and will "build" rather than stay 
constant. 

.Source Hn!h\\a\ Capacm .Manual. Transponation .Research Board, Special Repon No 209, Washingion 
D C 1W4. and Circular 21:. Transponation Research Board, 1980 

Mever. Mohaddes Associates. Inc. 
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TABLE 4.2 
ARTERIAL CLASSIFICATIONS ACCORDING 

TO FLNCTIONAL AND DESIGN CATEGORIES 

H.Nt TIONAI CATFCiOR^ 

Design Categorv Principal Minor 
Arterial Arterial 

Ty pical Suburban I 11 

Intermediate II II or III 

Typi^"! I rhan 1 or II III 1 

Intersection Congestion Let els 

The perfomiance of intersectioas is measured through analysis of capacitv and leve! of sen ice Table 4.3 
describes LOS dcOnitions for signalized intersections. 

Capacity is the maximum flow rate of traffic which can pass through an intersection under prevailing 
conditions, and is evaluated in tenns of volume to capacity (v o ratio Values for v c ratio can be from 
0 00 (no volume) to 1 00 (when flow rate equals capacity) Actual v c ratio cannot exceed 1 00 although 
thc ratio of tuture projected demand to capacity can exceed 10 For present conditions, the voluiiie 
(numberI is the actual measured output of the intei'.section. not the input volume levels on the approaches 
to the intersection However, for future conditions, the demand levels for each movement (i e . approach 
volume! is the numerator, and can be higher than the capacity (demand). Where the v/c ratio exceeds 0,90 
to 0 95, changes in geometric or signal design should be considered, 

LOS IS used as a measure of effectiveness for the quality of traffic flow through an intersection It is 
similar to a "repon card" rating, based on average vehicle delav Level of service A. B and C indicate 
conditions uhere vehicles move freelv Level of serv ice D and E are progressivelv worse. For signalized 
intersections, lev el of service F represents conditions where the average delav for all vehicles through the 
intersection exceeds 60 seconds per vehicle, generally indicated by Fong queues and delays Under this 
operating condition, delay is highlv variable, and it is difficult to estimatê average delav accurately because 
congestion extends into and is affected by adjacent intersections. 

While the signalized LOS is based on average delay, a high v c ratio (i e. greater than 0 90) can also be 
indicative of poor intersection perfomiance In cases where oversaturation occurs (i.e.. high v/c ratio), 
queuing and delays can be substantial and lane blockages or turn lane .storage problems câ n exacerbate 
operating problems Therefore, queuing conditions and staking needs must also be evaluated for existing 
and future conditions 

Mever, Mohaddes Associates. Inc, 
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to arrive during the peak period will arrive during the peak one-hour period To detennine the level of 
service with the crossing, the average speed along the anerial was broken into two components: 

Average Speed (during tram) = (Gate Crossing Speed * (Gate Crossing Time ' Number of Crossings) 
36(XJ 

Average Speed (without train) = Arterial Speed * (3600 sec-(Gate Crossinj; Time)-Nuniber of Crossings) 
3600 

The total average speed is equivalent to: 

Average Speed = Average Speed (during train) -(- Average Speed (without train) 

Average Speed is therefore calculated in feet per second 

Once the average speed is calculated, the level of service for the anerial can be estimated using the 
methodology previously described and shown in Table 4.1 below . 

TABLE 4.1 
ARTERIAL LEVELS OF SERVICE 

ARTE RI A L t L A SS I H C ATI ON 

I II III 

Range of free flow speeds (mph) 45 to 35 35 to 30 35 10 25 

40 33 27 

Tvpical free flow speeds imph) 

Level of Service Average Travel Speed (MPH) 

A ? 35 ^ 30 r 25 
B > 28 c- 24 - 19 
C ^ 22 ; 18 13 
D > 17 > 14 - 9 
E > 13 > 10 • 7 
F • 1."! • 10 

Mever, Mohaddes -Xssociates. Inc, 
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Arterial level of service, by contrast, is defined in tenns of average travel speed of through vehicles 
on the arterial It is strongly influenced bv the average delay on that segment. On a given facilitv 
increasing traffic flow can substantially degrade thc anerial level of service. 

The following general statements may be made regarding anerial level of service, 

I I.OS ,1 describes pnmarilv free-flow operations at average travel speed, usuallv about 90 percent of 
the free-flow speed tor the anerial classification \ ehicles are completelv unimpeded in their ability 
to maneuver w ithin the traffic stream. Stopped delay at signalized intersections or other locations is 
minimal. 

2. Z.OS fi repre.sents reasonably unimpeded operations at average travel speeds, usuallv about 70 percent 
of the free-flow speed for the anerial classification. The ability to maneuver within the traffic stream 
IS onlv shghtly restricted and stopped delays are not bothersome Drivers are not generallv subiected 
to appreciable tension 

3 /.<:;5 C represents stable operations; however, abilitv to maneuver and change lanes m mid-block 
locations mav be more restricted than at LOS B. and longer queues, adverse signal coordination or both 
mav contribute to lower average travel speed of about 50 percent ofthe average free-flow speed for the 
arterial classification Motorists will experience appreciable tension while driving. 

4 LOS D borders on a range in which small increases in flow mav cause substantial increases in delav and 
hence decreases in anerial .speed LOS D may be due to adverse signal progression, inappropriate 
signal timing, high volumes, or some combination of these factors. Average travel speeds are about 
40 percent of free-flow speed 

5 LOS E I . characterized bv significant delays and average travel speed of one-third the free-flow speed 
or less Such operations are caused by some combination of adverse progression, high signal densit>. 
high volumes, extensive delays at critical intersections, and inappropriate signal timing 

6 LOS F characterizes anerial flow at extremelv low speed below one-third to one-founh of the free-flow 
speed Intersection congestion is likelv at critical signalized locations, with high deiavs and extensive 
queuing Adverse progression is frequently a contributor to this condition. 

Table 4.1 contains the anerial average speeds associated with these six anerial LOS definitions based on 
average travel speed over the anerial segment being considered. It should be noted that if demand volume 
exceeds capacity at any pomt on the facility, average travel speed may not be a good measure of the anerial 
level of service Thus, intersection volume-to-capacity ratios greater than 1 0 will probablv result in a 
unacceptable level of serv ice on the anerial The anerial classifications in Table 4.1 are explained in 
Table 4.2 

Impact of Train Crossing on Let el of Sen ice 

For this analysis, level of service for each anerial was evaluated for both a train crossing and no train 
crossing condition When the train crosses an anerial link, the level of service for the link approaches F 
as the speed on the anerial approaches zero. After the train leav es the crossing, the level of serv ice returns 
to nomial Level of service was therefore calculated for the worst case scenario, that all trains e.xpected 

Meyer, Mohaddes ,Associates, Inc. 
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queue dissipation, arriving vehicles are joining the back of the queue and experiencing delav Those 
vehicles delay was assumed as pan of nomial intersection delay As normal intersection delav will not 
change, it was not considered as pan of this analysis Total intersection is the sum ofthe delay per cycle 
until the queue clears It can be calculated as follows: 

Total Delav = Number of Vehicles Through Intersection during 1st Cycle • Delay per \ ehicle per Cycle -i-
Number of Vehicles Through Intersection during 2nd Cycle * Delav per Vehicle per Cvcle • 2 
Number of Vehicles Through Intersection during 3rd Cycle * Delay per \ ehicle per Cycle • 3 + 

etc. 

V '̂hen the number of vehicles in queue is fewer than the number of vehicles through the intersection during 
the green phase, then the queue is determined to have cleared. Total delay is the sum of the delays to all 
vehicles in queue until the queue clears 

4.1.2 Queuing Analysis 

Queuing has been computed based upon multiplying the vehicular arrival rate bv the time over which 
queuing developed In other words: 

N = q • T 

Where: 

N - .Number of vehicles in queue (average) 

q - Vehicle arrival rate (vehicle minute) 

T - Elapsed time of queue formation (minutes) 

The total length of queue is then estimated at 20 feet per vehicle divided by the number of lanes, and this 
distance is compared to the length available for storage. 

For queuing purposes, the one-hour peak A.M and PM hour volumes were considered, since the greatest 
queues w ill occur during these one-hour peaks. It should also be pointed out that the queues which have 
been identified are based upon average arrival rates specified in Section 4.1.1 Variation of flow within 
the peak hours w ill invariablv lead to somewhat higher queues dunng van. ing tunes of the day. However, 
as roadway flow increases, the queuing variation in the peak diminishes, 

4.1.3 Level of Service 

Roadt\a\ and Anerial Levels of Sen ice 

Roadway level of serv ice (LOS) is based on average through-vehicle traffic speed for the segment, or entire 
roadwav under consideration The average travel speed is computed to the segment considering the total 
stopped delav for through mov ements 

Mever. Mohaddes Associates, Inc 
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q - Vehicle Arrival Rate (vehicles minute) 

d - Vehicle Depanure Rate (vehicle minutei 

The above equation indicates the computatiotLs necessary to characterize the gate blocking time and vehicle 
delay for a single tram passage In order to apply the methodology, total gate blockage and vehicle-hours 
of delay were computed separately for each ofthe three time periixls during the day: .AM peak. P.M peak, 
and off peak For the ,AM peak and P.M peak one-hour peak periods were selected. The one-hour peak 
penods used in this chapter are 

• AM Peak 7 - 8 AM 
• P.M Peak 5 - 6 PM 

All other volume was evenly distributed across a 22-hour period Once delay for each peak period was 
calculated for each train crossing occasion, the delay was dien multiplied by the number of train crossings 
during the three periods. 

Total peak period delay = Delay per Train Crossing • Number of Train Crossings in Peak Period 

Total daily delay is iherefore equivalent to the sum of the delays for all peak period. 

These vehicular flow parameters, including total gate downtime, were ev aluated against the mix of trains 
projected to be present at each crossing The train-related parameters obtained from the empirical data 
included 

• Train Length 
• Train Speed 
• Pericxl of Operation 
• Total Number of Trains day 

Additional Delav due to Overflow ofthe Queue Dirough Adjacent Intersections 

For this analysis, it was necessan. to evaluate the impacts of queue due to the railroad crossing which 
overflowed into the adjacent intersections When overflow occurred, the additional volume was added to 
the existing intersection turning mmement v olumes Cv cle lengths and green splits tor each of the adiacent 
intersections were used to determine the additional delav In order to detemiine how many cycles it will 
take to clear a queue, the number of vehicles that will proceed through the intersection per cvcle had to 
be detemiined: 

\ ehicles per Green = Green Time per Cycle ' .Approach Flow Rate 

If all vehicles were not cleared on the first cycle, then the remaining vehicles would be forced to wait 
through another complete cycle Total delay to the all vehicles remaining in queue would therefore be. 

Delay per Cycle = Red Time per Cycle " Vehicles Remaining in Queue 

Delay continues to be calculated until all vehicles initially in the queue are cleared The total delay due 
tl' the intersection is then added to the total delay due to vehicles in queue It should be noted that during 

Mever, Mohaddes Associates. Inc 
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• Lead Time - Required legal 20 seconds advance warning time plus time to begin lowering crossing 
gate — typically 8 seconds 

• Tram Passage Time - Time for train to pass through the crossing — equal to train length divided by 
speed 

• Clearance Time - Time for train followed by a 50 foot clearance zone to clear thc cross street 
roadwav — also computed from distance and tram speed 

• Lag Time - Time to raise gate and commence dispersion of queue following train passage — 
typically 8 seconds 

Gate blockage time was observea for a period of 5 days and documented for the crossings at Keystone. 
,Arlington, Sierra, Virginia, and Center and the theoretical gate blockage time was adjusted to account for 
actual observation For other locations, calculations were made taki.ng into account the items described 
above .An average of 222 seconds (3 7 minutes) per train crossing was used. 

.Arrnal Rare 

The vehicular arrival rate is dependent upon the roadway traffic level and it is calculated as the average 
arrival rate during the analysis time periods. For example, for the mommg 2-hour peak period with a total 
of 2400 vehicles, the arrival rates is 20 vehicles minute 

Departure Rate 

.As the vehiculai arrival rate varies in accordance with the overall traffic level on the street, following a 
crossing gaie activation there is a queue of vehicles waiting to cross Therefore, these vehicles will have 
a higher departure rate than amval rate once the crossing clears This queue dispersion is similar to what 
occurs when vehicles enter an intersection once a signal turns from red to green. This rate (for a level 
crossing in good condition having a low-to-moderate tmck percentagei is about one vehicle every 2.5 
seconds, or 48 vehicles per minute for a 4-lane roadway. The presence of higher levels of heavy vehicles 
Ml the traffic stream adversely affects this rate, as does grade (elevation) changes or poor roadwav crossing 
condition (1 e . smoothness) For this analysis, the depanure rate of one vehicle every 2.5 seconds was 
used 

\ ehicle Hours of Delay 

Once the gate blockage time, arrival and depanure rates are established, the vehicle hours of delay 
parameter is ct>niputed by the following fomiula 

T = T.-»q / ( 2 • ( 1 - q/d ) ) / 60 

Where: 

T - Delay (vehicle-hours) 

T, - Gate Blockage Time iminutes) 

Mever, Mohaddes ,Associates. Inc 
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4.0 A N A L Y S I S 

City of Reno 

This secticm presents the analv sis of mobilitv impacts associated with the interaction of trains and roadway 
vehicles at thc railroad grade crossings in the downtown area Four specific topics have been investigated, 

• Grade Crossing Delav 
• Queuing .Analysis 
• Level of Service 
• Air Quality Analysis 

Taken as a set. these parameters provide a basis for characterizing highwav svstem mobilitv and air qualitv 
in the vicinity of the crossings 

Analysis of each of these parameters has been accomplished for each of the 1 ? crossings in the studv area 
for each time frame under consideration. The scenarios analyzed in this repon are shown below The 
roadway traffic and rail forecasts which were presented in Section 2.0, along with additional data obtained 
as pan of the data collection effon. were used as a basis for the analvsis. This section summarizes the 
methodologies and the analysis. 

1995 2000 2007 2015 

12.7 / / / / 

24.0 f f f 
36.0 f f f 

4.1 Methodoloj^ies 

4.1.1 (irade Crossing Delay 

The meth^xii'logv incorporated m this analysis is based upon the Queuing Theorv as suggested m the 1982 
edition of Traffic Engineering Handbook dnstimte of Transponation Engineers. 2nd Edition. 1982. pp" 
46?-468) and is based upon the following principal factors affecting operations at grade crossings: 

• Gate Blockage Time 
• V ehicle Arrival Rate 
• V ehicle Departure Rate 

Gate Blockage Time 

Gate Blockage is the total time consumed by a single crossing gate activation event and theoreticallv 
consists of the total of the follow ing times. 

Mever, Mohaddes Associates. Inc 
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3.4 Distribution of Trains over 24 Hours of the Day 

The STB database provides detailed infonnation on train arrivals and ty pe of trains over a 24-hour period. 
The data were collected for seven days The number of trains per peak period were determined for each 
dav of observation Based on the average tram arrivals across i seven day period, the percent of trains per 
peak were determined The distribution shown in Table 3.2 was used tor all scenarios. 

T ABLE 3.2 
DISTRIBITION OF TRAINS PER PEAK HOLR 

'•f of Total 
Daily Traias 

Trains Per Day '•f of Total 
Daily Traias 

12 24 36 

Peak 0 08 1 .1 

PM Peak 0 17 4 8 

Oft Peak 0 •'s 9.7 18 25 

Iota! 1 00 i : 7 24 0 s6 0 
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3.0 RAIL OPLRATION 

3.1 Train Speed 

For both the pre-merger and post-merger, tram sfieed is assumed to be 20 miles her hour This speed will 
be for eastbound as well as westK)und The maximum allowable speeds in the downtown Reno are 25 mph 
for freight trains and 30 mph for passenger trains. 

3.2 Train Length 

An av erage post-merger tram length of 6,500 feet was used for this analysis, 

3.3 Number of Trains 

The train counts for pre-merger is 12 7 sP trains per day and 1.1 passenger trams per dav The post-
merger train counts will include 20 UP SP trains, 4 BN Santa Fe trains, and 1 1 p assenger trains For this 
repon s analysis. 12 7 trains per day was used for pre-merger and 24 trams per dav tor post-merger at vear 
2000 Table 3.1 shows 1995 and 2000 train crossing splits, 

TABLE 3.1 
1995 AND PROJECTED FLTLRE A\ ERAGE 
DAILV TRAIN VOLLMES TIIROl GII RENO 

Source of Train 
Number of Traias 

Source of Train 
1995 [1] Projected for Five ^'ears 

Following I P'SP Merger [2] 
Increase 

Amtrak 1 1 
r — — — — —-—-

1 1 0.0 

Burlincton Northern Santa Fe 0.0 4.0 4.0 

l nion Pacific Southem Pacific 12.7 20 0 

Dailv Tola! I.̂ ^ 8 25 I 11.̂ ^ 

Noies 111 Based on train statistics provided bv L P SP 
|21 Ba.sed on L P SP Operating Plan and verified statements filed with the 

Surface Transp<,ination Board 1995 &. 1996 
n |3| ,Amirak train operations are not under the lu. isdiction of the Surface 
|| Transportaiuni Board 

Meyer. Mohaddes Associates. Inc. 
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TABLE 2.4 
PROJECTED ^ EAR 2007 TRAFFIC VOLLMES 

Arterial ADT 

2007 PEAK HOUR AND OFT PEAK VOLLMES 
(vph) 

Arterial ADT 
AM Peak (1) j Off Peak PM Peak 

Kev sione 26,(KX) 2,600 945 2,600 

Vine 4,920 490 179 490 

Washingion 2,250 225 82 225 

Ralston 4,490 450 163 450 

.Arlington 17,870 1,790 6.S() 1,"'K) 

West .V745 375 136 3''5 

Sierra 23,220 2,320 844 2,320 

\irginia 16,5ai 1,650 600 1,650 

Cenler 13.700 1,370 50() 1,370 

Lake 8.880 890 323 890 

Evans 14,320 1,430 520 1,430 

Mornll 300 30 11 30 

Suiro !,̂ .8(m 1 , 8̂0 5(K1 1.380 

Note: (11 Peak period volumes were derived from ADT, AM & PM peak volumes 
are each assumed to be 10 pc..,m of daily traffic volume This value was 
validated using existing ADT anc turning movement count volumes The 
remaining volume ior off peaki x»as divided evenly between tlie remaining 22-
hours 
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TABLE 2.3 
PROJECTED VEAR 2000 TRAFFIC VOLLMES 

.Arterial ADT 

2000 PEAK HOLR AND OFF PEAK VOLLMES 
(vph) 

.Arterial ADT 
AM Peak (1) Off Peak 1 PM Peak 

Kev suuie :4,3(Kl 2,340 810 2,340 

Vine 4,6(K) 460 153 460 

Washingion 2,100 210 70 210 

Ralsion 4,2(X) 420 140 420 

Arlington H^-Oo 1,670 557 1,670 

West 3S0 117 350 

Sierra 21,7(K) 2,170 723 2,170 

\ ' irginia 15,4(K) 1,540 513 1.540 

Center 12,800 1,280 4::' 1,280 

Lake 8,300 830 277 8.̂ 0 

Evans 13,.580 1,340 490 1,340 

Morrill 300 30 11 30 

Sutro 1,290 488 i,;9o 

Noie (1) Peak period volumes were derived from ADT A.M & P,V1 peak volumes 
are each assumed lo be 10 percent of daily traffic volume. This value was 
validated using existing ADT and turning movement count volumes The 
remaining volume (or off peaki was divided evenlv between the remaining 22-
hours 

2.2.2 2007 Traffic \ oiumes 

\ ear 2(K)7 traffic volumes were estimated using a one percent growth rate per year estimated from 2007 
and 2015 RTC model data The average one percent per year growth rate was then applied to the 2000 
data A peak peruxl split of 10 percent of the ADT v olume for the one-hour A.M and one-hour P.M peak 
perKKl was used The remaining ADT volume was div ided evenly across the remaining 22-hours and used 
as the off peak vĉ lumes ADT volumes and peak one-hour volumes are summarized in Table 2.4. and 
illustrated in Figure 2.3 

Mever. Mohaddes Associates. Inc 
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2.2.3 2015 Traffic \ oiumes 

After estimating year 2007 traffic volumes, a one percent per year average growth rate was applied to the 
2(H)7 data to estimate the year 2015 data Table 2.5 sunwiarizes the peak hour and ADT volume estimates. 
Peak hour splits from the AM and P.M peaks were considered to be 10 percent of the ADT volumes, as 
assumed in all other years. Directional splits shown previously in Table 2.2 were used to breakdown 
traffic volume data into northbound and southbound movements. ADT volumes are illustrated in Figure 
2.4 

TABLE 2.5 
PROJECTED VEAR 2015 TRAFFIC VOLL^IES 

Arterial ADl 

2015 PEAK HOLR AND OFF PEAK VOLLMES 
(vph) 

Arterial ADl 
AM Peak (1) Off Peak PM Peak 

Kev stone 28,000 2,800 1,020 2,8(X) 

\ ine 5,320 532 193 532 

Washington 2,430 243 88 243 

Ralsion 4,850 485 180 485 

.•\rhngion 19,300 1,930 700 1,930 

West 4,050 4(X) 150 400 

Sierra 25.000 2,500 910 2..SOO 

Virginia 17,8(K) 1,780 650 1.780 

Center 14,800 1,480 540 1,480 

Lake 9,500 950 350 950 

Ecins 15,500 1,550 540 1.550 

Mornll 3(K) 30 11 30 

Sutro 14,9<Hi 1,490 540 1.490 

Note: 11» Peak period volumes were derived from ADT, A,M PM peak volumes 
are each assumed to be 10 perceni of dailv traffic volume. This value was 
validated using existing ,ADT and turning movement count volumes. The 
remaining volume (or off peak) was divided evenly between the remaining 22-
hours 

Mever, Mohaddes Associates. Inc, 
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Directional splits were assumed to be as shown in Table 2.2 below These splits were derived from 
existing data collected in the Surface Traasportation Board (STBi Field Observation database The data 
collected included 24-hour directional counts in Febmary 1997 Average daily traffic (,ADT) volumes were 
split into ,AM peak and PM peak hourly volumes by using a factor of 10 percent for each peak period. For 
Sierra Stree: and Centei Street, which are one-way streets. 100 percent of the peak hour traffic volume was 
assigned to the arterial Therefore the traffic volumes are twice as high in each of the peak penods for 
each of these two streets, 

TABLE 2.2 
HOLRLV TR^XFFIC VOLLAIE 

SPLIT PERCENTAGE BV PEAK PERIOD 

AM Peak Off Peak PM Peak 

Pci^cnl ot ,-\Dr 0 1(1 0 04 0 10 

Perceni Northbound 0 55 0 50 0 45 

Percent Southhouiid 0 45 0 50 oss 

Traffic IS assumed to be comprised of passenger cars only. RTC volumes used to forecast future volumes 
have included a passenger car equivalency factor (PCEi which convens larger vehicles such as recreational 
vehicles and large trucks into passenger cars. In turn, this increases the total ADT volume Not 
specifically including tmck percentages in the vehicle fleet results m a conservative outcome Even if PCE 
factors were included, the results would still be conservative A PCE is based on how a truck performs 
during all types of operations (i.e.. stopping, queuing, staning. and cmising) in a weighted average 
fashion 

2,2 Traffic Forecast 

2.2.1 2000 Traffic \ oiumes 

ADT volumes for the year 2(KK) were interpolated from the RTC model data for 1997 and 2007. An 
average growth factor was calculated for all of the crossings. This grow th factor was then applied to the 
1995 data for the five year period between 1995 and 2000 

.As w ith the 1995 data, a 10 percent peak period factor was used for each of the AM and PM peaks, and 
then split into their directional values according to Table 2.2 Intersection turning movement data used 
in assessing the impacts of overflow of queue into adjacent intersections were provided bv the Citv of 
Reno .All volumes were adjusted to produce a year 200(1 count estimate using a 2 () percent per year 
grow th rate .ADT volume projections for year 2000 are summarized in Table 2.3 and illustrated in Figure 

Mever, Mohaddes Associates Inc 
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2.0 TRAFFIC VOLLMES 

2.1 Baseline 1995 Traffic 

Nevada Depanment of Transportation (NDOT) collects daily traffic count volumes annuallv at specific 
locations throughout the State including the downtown Reno area. The 1995 NDOT traffic volumes are 
summarized in Table 2.1 and illustrated in Figure 2.1 As pan of the validation process, peak hour 
turning movement counts were collected by the City of Reno The volumes were then used to v erifv the 
NDOT counts by converting the turning movement counts to ADT volumes Where NDOT data were 
unavailable. ADT volumes were derived from the City of Reno counts and verified against other sources 
including the Railroad Merger Fact Finding Repon (March 1996). 

TABLE 2.1 
1995 ADT TRAFFIC VOLL.MES 

Arterial A D T 

1995 PEAK H O L R A N D O H PEAK V O L L M E S 
(vph) 

Arterial A D T 
A M Peak (1) O f f Peak PM Peak 

Keyslone 22,100 2.210 804 2,210 

Vine 4.185 420 152 420 

Washington 1.875 190 62 190 

Ralston 3.785 380 126 380 

Arlineioii 15.2(K) 1.520 507 1,520 

West 3.2(K) 320 107 320 

Sierra 19,700 1.970 657 I .9-,'() 

V irginia U.OOO 1.400 467 1,400 

Center 11,6(KI 1.160 387 

Like ' ,575 760 252 760 

Evans " - -

Mornl l 3(X) 30 10 30 

Suim 1 1.7(X) 1,170 3'x; 1,170 

Note: 1 11 Peak peruxl volumes were derived from ADT .AM &. PM peak volumes 
are each assumed to be 10 percent of dailv traffic volume. This vaiue was 
validated using existing ,ADT and turning movement count volumes. The 
remaining volume ior oft peaki was divided evenlv between the remaining 22-
hours. 

i2» Evans does noi currentlv cross the railroad Ii is planned to have a crossing 
prior to lhe vear 2'KKi 

Mever, Mohaddes ,Associates. Inc, 
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1.0 I N T R O D L C T I O N 

The purpose of this study is to identify and assess the mobility and air quality impacts of the anticipated 
increase in vehicle and railroad traffic at 12 existing and one future at-grade crossings in the dow ntown 
area. The analysis covers these crossings along the railroad mam line from Keystone to Sutro. Figure 1.1 
shows the study elements 

The specific objectives of this study include: 

• Collect, compile, and validate required data: 

• Document and assess demand and growth projections for both vehicle and rail traffic for 1995 "'000 
2007 and 2015; 

• Analyze vehicle queues, delays, levels of service (LOS) and air quality impacts for the street 
network surrounding the 13 crossings for 1995, 2000. 2007 and 2015 traffic volumes with 
corresponding tram crossing frequencies, and 

• Document and summarize findings. 

The study was accomplished under the direction of the City of Reno. Current and forecast traffic volumes 
were obtained from various sources including Regional Transponation Commission (RTC) niodel runs, 
the City of Reno turning movement counts, Nevada Depanment of Transportation (NDOT) daily traffic 
volume counts and the Barton Aschman report on City of Reno's Downtown Traffic and Parking Study 
Rail operations forecasts were obtained trom the City A database and a software program were 
developed to calculate the variables under various scenarios. This report includes sections on traffic 
volumes, railroad operation, analysis, and summary and findings. 

Following this introduction, the report is organized as follows: 

Section 2.0 presents existmg and forecast traffic volumes to be used in delay analysis 

Section 3.0 presents rail operation and parameters assumed for this study. 

Section 4.0 presents a description of the methodology employed followed by presentation of the analysis 
results 

Section 5.0 presents a summary of the results and findings. 

Mever. Mohaddes .Associates. Inc. 
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TABLE ES-6 
NLMBER OF LINKS PER L E V E L OF SERVICE (AM PEAK) 

1995 2000 2007 2015 
12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 

A 

B 

C 

D 11 11 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 24 
E 

F 
1 

TABLE ES-7 
NIMBER OF LINKS PER LEVEI OF SERVTCE (PM p KAK) 

i 

1995 2000 2007 2015 
12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 

A 

B 

C 

D 20 24 21 18 1 24 19 
E 1 17 20 4 17 5 18 
F 4 6 

r, 

TABLE ES-8 
M ^ I B E R OF LINKS PER LEVTIL OF SER\TCE (OFT PEAK) 

1995 2(K)0 2007 2015 
12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 12.7 24.0 36.0 

A 

B 

C 11 12 12 12 
D 11 11 12 24 12 12 24 12 12 24 12 
E 11 12 12 12 
F i 

.Mever , Mohaddes ,Associates. Inc 
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Total Queue 

The number of vehicles in queue as a result of train crossing for each analvsis vear are shown in Table 
ES-5 

TABLE ES-5 
TOTAL DAILV QLT^LE (VEHICLES/DAY) 

Train Crossing 
(per day) 
Scenario 

1995 2000 2007 2015 

12.7 4.542 5.574 5.946 6,429 

24 0 8.584 10.534 11,237 12.149 

36 0 12.876 15,802 16,856 18.223 

Let-el of Sen ice 

Tables ES-6 through ES-8 show the summary of Level of Senice forall scenarios. ForaD years, when 12.7 
trains per dav cross, LOS is D. However, when additional trains are added. LOS worsens. For 24 0 trains 
per dav in all studv sears. LOS is always E or better. When the ni'mber of trams are increased to 36.0 per 
dav. then the LOS drops at a few locations to F. whereas the majority operated at LOS E. 

Air Quality - Vehicular Traffic Only 

Table ES-9 shows the toul daily emissions for all train crossing per day scenarios. 

TABLE ES-9 
TOTAL .ANNUAL EMISSIONS (TONS) 

Train Crossing 
(per day 1 
Scenario 

1995 2000 2007 2015 

12 7 2 46 3 ()6 3 44 3.79 

24 0 4 64 5.78 6 51 7 16 

36 0 6 9" 8 67 9 76 10 74 

Meyer. .Mohaddes Associates. Inc 
ES-8 
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Total Queue 

The number of vehicles in queue as a result of train crossing for each analysis vear are shown in Table 
ES-5 

TABLE ES-5 
TOTAL DAILV QLELE (VEHIC LES/DAY) 

Train Crossing 
(per day) 
Scenario 

1995 2000 2007 2015 

12.7 4.542 5.574 5.946 6,429 

24 0 8.584 10.534 11.237 12.149 

36 0 12.876 15.802 16,856 18.223 

Let-el of Service 

Tables ES-6 through ES-8 show the summary of Level of Sen ice for all scenarios For aD years, w hen 12.7 
trains per dav cross. LOS is D, However, when additional trains are added. LOS worsens. For 24 0 trains 
per dav m all studv years, LOS is always E or better. When the number of trains are increased to 36,0 per 
dav, then the LOS drops at a few locations to F. whereas the majority operated at LOS E, 

.Air Quality - Vehicular Traffic Only 

Table ES-9 shows the total daily emissions for all train crossing per day scenarios. 

TABLE ES-9 
TOTAL ANNUAL EMISSIONS (TONS) 

Train Crossing 
(per day 1 
Scenario 

1995 2000 2007 2015 

12 7 2 46 3,06 3 44 3.79 

24 0 4 64 5,78 6 51 7 16 

36 0 6 9" 8 67 9 76 10 74 

Meyer, Mohaddes Associates. Inc 
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Analysis .Methodology 

Queuing Theory. Highway Capacity Manual of Level of Sen ice calculation and Modified Winfrey Method 
were utilized for the following topics: 

• Grade Crossing Delay 
• Queuing .Analysis 
• Lev el of Sen ice 
• Air Quality Analysis 

Model parameters such as lead and lag time before lowering and after raising crossing gate, arrival rates 
and depanure rates were calibrated by actual count, field survey and obsenation when needed. 

Total Daily Grade Crossing Delay 

The daily grade crossing delay was calculated for each crossing and added up to get the total daily delay 
of the study locations. The total delay includes delay due to the time the gate is down and delay during 
the dissipation of the queue that is developed Additionally, an added delay was included to account for 
e,\tra delay due to the overflow of the queue into adjacent signalized intersections. The overflow vehicles 
will experience this extra delay while waiting for the queue to clear the intersection 

Figures ES-2 through ES-5 show the daily grade crossing delay for Lhe studied crossings Table ES-4 
shows a summary of the total delay findings and Figure ES-6 shows the components of totai delay due to 
tram crossing and overflow. 

TABLE ES-4 
TOTAL DAILV DELAV INCLLT)ING INTERSECTION DELAVS 

(HOIR.S) 

Train Crossing 
Scenario 

(trains/day) 

Analyzed Year Train Crossing 
Scenario 

(trains/day) 1995 2000 2007 2015 

12 7 188 250 272 310 

24 () 360 473 514 587 

36 (1 530 714 ""() 880 

Mever. Mohaddes .Associates. Inc. 
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TABLE ES-2 
AN ER.AGE DAILV TF.AEEIC (ADT) \ OLLMES 

Arterial 1995 2000 2007 2015 

Kevstone 22.KK) 24,300 26.000 28.(KKI 

\'ine 4.185 4,6(K) 4.920 5.320 

Washington 1.875 2,1(K) 2.250 2.430 

Ralstor 3.785 4,2(K) 4,490 4.850 

.Arlington 15.2(J() 16,7(K) 17.870 19.300 

West 3.2(X) 3,500 3.745 4,050 

Sierra 14.7(K) 21.7(K) 23.220 25,(KK) 

Virginia 14.(K)0 15.4(X) 16.500 I7,8(K.) 

Center 11.600 i:.8oo 13.700 14,8(X) 

Lake 7.575 8.3(K) 8.880 9,5(K) 

livan.s 13.380 14.320 15,5(K) 

Morril! 3(K) 3'K) •>(Ml 30<) 

Sutro 11 .'(Hi 12,9(K| 13.8(K) 14.4(K) 

Rad Operation 

Train speed, train length, number of trains i scenarios) and distribution of train crossings during the 24-hour 
period were obLiined and or verified ihrough actual train crossing suneys. STB dauoase and obsenations. 

TABLE ES-3 
RAIL OPERATION PARA.METERS 

Characteristics 1995.00 2000.00 2007.00 2015.00 

No of Trains 12.70 12 7, 24 and .̂ 6 12 7. 24 and 36 12.7. 24 and 36 

Distribution of 
Trains over the 
Dav 

A.M Peak; 8̂ J 1 
PM Peak 177c 
Off-Peak 75 | 

Train Speed 2(1 mph 20 mph 20 mph 20 mph 1 
.Average Train 
Leneth 

6.500' 6.500' 6,500' 6,500' 

Mever. Mohad ), .Associates, Inc. 
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EXEtLTIVE SLM.MARV 

This study analyzes the mobility and air quality impacts of the anticipated increase in vehicles and railroad 
traffic at 12 existing and 1 future at-grade crossing in the downtown area of the Cit\ of Reno The analvsis 
covers these crossings along the railroad track from Keystone to Sutro, The follow'ing figure. Figure ES-1 
shows the studv elements. 

Scenarios Analyzed 

The following scenarios (Table ES-1» were analvzed: 

TABLE ES-1 
•ANALVSIS SCENARIOS 

Train Crossing 
(per day) 
Scenario 

1995 Traffic 
Volumes 

2000 Traffic 
Volumes 

2007 Traffic 
Volumes 

2015 Traffic 
Volumes 

12.7 r 
M / / / 

24 ', f / / / 

36 0 / / f 

Baseline and Future Traffic Volumes 

1995 average daily traffic volumes were primarily obuined from NDOT counts, vai-ous sources and 
verified bv comparing with actual 1997 traffic volumes The fumre traffic volumes were forecast utilizing 
RTC model data for 1997. 2007 and 2015. Split percentages by peak periods, directional splits and truck 
percentages were calibrated usine acmal traffic obsenation and counts Baseline (1995) and future (2000. 
2007 and 20151 traffic volumes u.ed are summarized in Table ES-2 

Meyer. Mohaddes .Associates. Inc. 
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out of sight, out of mind And there are those people that have the nostalgia for railroads 
and they would really miss them in t!v ' to day life 

However, as we look at the day to day '̂ -oblems of delays, interference with emergency 
vehicles, and noise, there is one thing we are sure of, Reno is still growing and will 
continue to grow Ifthe solution doesn't take that into consideration, it will not be a real 
soiution, it vvill only be a quick fix which means we will be back discussing this same issue 
a few years from now There seems to bc only one real solution that will solve this 
problem for the foreseeable future Move the tracks to the freeway The important thing 
IS to agree on that Once we have agreement, we can begin to solve the problem of how 
to get it done and get it paid for 

This problem has not been caused by any one entity, we have ali helped wliether by benign 
neglect or actions performed without consideration for the consequences There is no 
reason the railroad must pay the whole cost, just like Reno shouldn't pay the whole cost 
I personaliv think it is more ofa 50-50 thing And, if we use the example ofthe freeway 
evoluuon, make a long term plan, coordinate it with the projected growth, then do it 
i icremcntaliy, thc costs can be spread out over time as the job gets done After ali we are 
talking about ? -.lajor task here It wili impact a lot of businesses as well as plain people 

Arrogance'̂  Yes aii bure'.ucracies have plenty of that The major problem \vith this 
siluaUon is that wc hav.- thc bureaucracy of the government on one side and thc 
bureaucracy of the rai'r'jad on the other Bureaucracy squared''̂  

1 suuue.st, John, that you take a couple weeks otTand come live in Reno, talk to the plain 
pcopfe (don't tell them who you are) and see for yourself what the problems are Get in a 
car and drive around Find a piace to sleep somewhere within a to •/: mile ofthe tracks 
like several hundred of us locals do We live where we do 'jccause most ofthe time being 
by thc river is nice Also, living space is getting a little short in the valley now a days as 
well as ver>' expensive Of course you will wake up every hour on the hour some nights as 
the trains go through tooting their horns Did you know most of the engineers follow thc 
niles well and toot^heir horns for a VA ofa mile before each cro^sing'̂  At 8 - 10 miles an 
hour that is about 1 Vi to 2 minutes worth of tooting, longer than most songs you hear on 
the radio Which brings up an interesting thing about some of your engineers You've got 
some fmstrated musicians posing as engineers Some of these guys have several ditTcrent 
horns with different tones and offer up a rather sorry attempt to serenade us Somehow ii 
doesn't come offver^' well at 2 00.\M I guess it has to do with timing and volume 
Those horns are really loud early in tlie morning 

Sincerely, 

Larrv- Torango 

PS: A copy of this letter has been sent to the Reno task force Hopefully, you guys can 
start communicating along the same imcs and work out a lasting soluuon so we can all hve 
together peacefully ( Especially at 2.00AM) 



cooperation to solve problems, the railroad just keeps living in the past doing what it has 
always done Now I know that the railroad leads a very complex life due to being 
between the government and a ver>' strong union, so please don't take any personal 
ofTensc. but if you honcsiiy look at tlie situation, these statements reflect reality 
Unfortunatelv. as with all neizlectcd problems, the problems we have with track location 
has got more dilTicult and complex as time rolls on Cities like Reno, that have grown up 
around the tracks, create a situation where it becomes veiy difficult and expensive to find 
solutions that will work in the long term In Reno, wc also have a serious limitation on 
what can be done with the tracks due to the topology We are bordered by mou itains on 
the west and east side with oniy one narrow valley following the river Due to this limiting 
topologv the freeway, the railroad and family housing have ali followed the nver through 
the valley While housing is starting to climb all over the mountain sides, it would be verv 
difficult and expensive to put the freeway or train tracks up there, so that is not an option 
I'm sure you remember that .35 years ago. the railroad did mostly follow the '•freeway", 
old hiuhway 40 We can take a cheap shot at Reno and complain that it should have 
insistĉ d the tracks be relocated to the new freeway when it was built around Reno 25 cr 
30 years ago I can imagine the reaction that wouid have received Reno was stili just a 
little town^ack then It^as only been the last 15 years or so that Reno has really started 
urowing thus aggravating the problem until something must be done 
.\nd we can take a cheap shot at thc railroad Why hasn't it followed the example of other 
transportation industries^ Take the example ofthe highway industi^', 35 years ago literally 
all the iinlc 2 and 3 lane roads evet̂ 'one used to get from one piace to another crossed 
other roads at least eveiA' few miles Today 1 can gas my truck up, get on a freewav- and 
drive ali the way across the countrv without going through one crossing Why didn't the 
railroad evolve like thaf If it had been more in concert with the rest ofthe transportation 
industiT, it would have taken the initiative to relocate the tracks when the freeway was 
built Had it done that back then I'm fairly certain your track maintenance costs and your 
community relations headaches would be a fraction of what they currently are 
I am sure there a iot of excuses and the blame can be spread aii over, but it doesn't do any 
good looking in the past, lets look to the fUture, make a goal for eliminating crossings, and 
start the process Wili things change'' Absolutely, but unless attention is paid to the 
problems, maybe not for the better Will eveiAlhing ever be finished^ Absolutely not, 
iirowth and chanee will alwavs present new problems, but you just don't want them 
aggravatiPL! old problems However, just because tilings lend to change, and everything 
vvifi never be finisiied, doesn't mean you can't do anything Look forward and start the 
process going for long term solutions There wiil be successes along the way 
The problem with the tracks being where they are is that they create a dangerous nuisance 
The particulars have been given quite a bit of exposure lately, especially those associated 
with traffic deiavs and isolation of emergency vehicles, along with dangers of spills, etc 
And by the wav^lease don't down play the danger of a spill Unlike Shasta Lake where 
ali that nastv stufTeventually drained into the Pacil'ic cesspool with its enormous amount 
of water, our water usually ends up in Pyramid Lade If all that stuff that went into Shasta 
went into Pyramid, how many centuries would it take before we could eat the fish again^ 
Or even go play in the water'̂  

To be sure, there are also quite a few people that perceive no problem with the tracks. 
Usually their daily activities do not bring them in contact with the delays and noise so it is 



January' 29, 1997 

John Bromcly Lawrenc- Torango 
Director of Public Affairs 2240 Idlewild Dr 
Lnion Pacific Railroad Reno, NV 89509 
Omaha. Neb (702) 348-6005 

Dear John 

This letter is in response to your letter publi.shed in the Reno Gazette-Journal on Januar>' 
26,1997 

John, when you attended UNR in 1960 tourists came to Reno for thc most part by 2 lane 
roads Now a davs, there are probably more tourists in town on one hot august nights 
event then there were in Reno in the whole year of 1960 

Some tourists did fly into Reno Back then tiie airport was a small tin building at the end 
of Plumb Lane where you had to walk outside, go across the apron and climb the steps to 
get into the plane .At that time it was way outside of town 

The railroad ran through Reno all right, but the population of Reno was only a fraction of 
what it is now and hardly anyone lived around the tracks And there were fewer crossings 
and many fewer vehicles 

35 years later, the roads leading to Reno consist of major freeways They didn't just 
appear over night In fact just a few months ago the new extension of 395 opened that 
takes you all the way to the Mount Rose Highway The freeways have slowly evolved as 
a result of planning for the future The planning included taking advantage of technology 
to reduce road noise by building acoustic walls in areas where families live, thus reducing 
the noise impact on each family's quality of life 

The airport has grown quite a bit also, but the airline industry has used technology to 
make quieter airplanes and the airports have created buffer zones to reduce the impact of 
ait traffic on bordering residences .Again, this was done to reduce the impact on the 
nearby families' quality of life 

^ es John some things have changed very much here in Reno I know it is nice to 
remember how things used to be because the mind somehow manages to remember the 
good things and toss away the things that were not so good Like your comment 
referencing more than 24 daily trains through Reno in the 1960's and no one gave it a 
thought I wonder, ifthe railroad just continues doing what it does, in another 35 years 
will there be people that say, "Well the trains went through Reno in the 1990's and no one 
gave it a thought" Come on John, I don't care what the issue is, there are always some 
people who will pat up a fuss You will never make everyone happy so I am pretty sure 
there were some people in the 1960's that complained and fussed over the trains 

For the railroad's part, it is basically the same now as it was in 1960 Whiie the other 
tran.sportation facilities have improved signiflcantly, the railroad remains the same Since 
the beginning of time it has created two major impacts on its neighbors, delays at crossings 
and noise These problems are literally over a centun,' old However, the railroads, 
displaying the same tradition bound behavior that resulted in having men on board each 
train to shovel coal long after trains used no coal, have been unable or unwilling to work 
for solutions to these problems in a coordinated and consistent manner As a result, unlike 
other industries that have used forward vision and taken the initiative to solicit community 
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have been tur-.d and improved as a result of companng the predictions to actual 
outcomes. 

Unfortunately, computer models are often used to predict consequences of one time or 
infrequent processes This use, as appears to be the case with this report, makes the effort 
of validating the credibility of the outputs very time consuming and difficult. Many 
questions anse as to the critical factcrs used in the simulations, weighting factors assigned 
to different conditions, and many many other things. Then, the additional concem of 
progranrurJng errors raises its u'/y head. Simulators are notoriously hard to debug, that is 
why the useful simulators are 'juilt for ongoing repetitious processes After many years of 
use in wide ranging conditions, most of the bugs, not all are ever found, get fixed and the 
correct weighting factors and parameters can be tuned to increase confidence in the 
outputs. 

I have this nagging thought in the back of my head the authors ofthe report use the 
computer simulations to justify predetermined outcomes, not raise the confidence ofthe 
outcomes. In essence, I have the feeling the use of computer models was an attempt to 
gain credibility 

The solution to the railroad problems I am looking for is going to require a coalition of 
railroad, city, state and federal cooperation with private organizations like the Nature 
Conservancy group that may be interested in pieces ofthe river propeny once the railroad 
is moved to the tunnel 

The railroad gains the most from this proposal to move it under the freew-ay. Their short 
term costs may be a little more but in the long term, their maintenance costs for length of 
track will be much less Their exposure to the enormous costs of a major disaster 
associated with derailments will be much less. 
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• Once the train is eliminated from the heart of Reno, the city can begin to plan for the 
city as a complete entity, not as two pieces ofa whole separated by a nght of way. 

• There is very little potential for disrupting any historical sites. 

There is only one disadvantage to this proposal: 

• It will no doubt be the most expensive option. 

Depress the Railroad Through Downtown Reno 

The advantages of this proposal are 

• It will result in some significant reduction of noise from the train homs around the 
downtown area 

• It will enhance the safety of locals and tourists moving between the north and south 
sections of dow ntown Reno 

The disadvantages are 

• This proposal is designed for the Reno downtown area only It does nothing for the 
vast majority ofthe population living within a mile or so ofthe railroad tracks and the 
crossings that will still exist 

• The emissions generated from the trains will be more obnoxious because instead of 
being exhausted from a distance of several feet in the air, they will emanate from 
ground level. 

• The nght of way through the heart of downtown Reno will still exist thus continuing 
lo separate the downtown area into two distinct areas 

• The implementation of this proposal will be e.xtremely difficult, thus subjecting the 
project to the chance of significant cost overruns due to unforeseen problems 

• The impact on everyone while construction is in p; ogress will be tremendous. 

• .After all is done, the city of Reno and the railroad will still have a significant set of 
overlapping sites that will require them to mitigate every time one or the other wants 
to dc something different 

S i imm;m-

The report detailing the mitigation measures bases many of its conclusions on the use cf 
computer models and complex algorithms I have spent over 30 years in the computer 
industry-, 17 of them doing consulting work fcr many different industries. I have seen 
many computer models in use, bjt only a few that I would place any confidence in. The 
essence ofa computer model is, naturally enough, to model some real life thing. The 
value ofa computer model is to help simulate some complex process to gain some 
confidence in predictions associated with various outcomes The best models I have seen 
are associated with elcctncal load studies, flight simulations, weather reporting, and a few 
others What these models have in common it that they have been in use for veais and 
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• Create facilities that can expand to meet b';siness growth without impacting the local 
businesses and people 

• Reduce maintenance costs 

There are only two solutions worth consideration; 

1 NIove the railroad to the 1-80 corridor 

2. Put the railroad in the ground as it goes through downtown Reno 

Move Railroad to The 1-80 Corridor 

I would propose that the railroad come off the existing tracks just west ofthe viaduct 
where 4̂ ^ street goes under 1-80 It would then go through a tunnel generally following 
the ft-eeway and come out just west ofthe Keystone intersection with I-SO underneath the 
middle of the freeway This is a distance of about 4 miles Air vents for the tunnel could 
be installed in the median ofthe fi-eeway with no impact on the surrounding environment. 

The train continues down the middle of the freeway until just after the Wells exit .As the 
freeway rises, the train goes under and corjiects to the existing tracks that go into the 
yard This second section is also about 4 miles long. 

.An .Amtrack passenger platform would be built between the Virginia and North Center 
areas under the freeway wuh the .-Amtrack station put on the pad that currently exists over 
the freeway. Elevators and escalators put into either the north or south side ofthe 
freeway would connect the platform with the station. 

The advantages of this proposal are: 

• It is a long term solution that enables both the city of Reno and the railroad to begin to 
operate with minimal concem for the impact one has on the other. 

• The problems associated with the train's impact on the quality of life for the local and 
tourist population of Reno will be eliminated. .Any additional noise factor related to 
the portions ofthe tracks going down the freeway will not include any train homs. 
The noise from e train itself can be lessened by keeping the tracks low er than the 
freeway level 

• The rail road's impact on safety would be greatly reduced By routing the trains 
through a tunnel, several miles of exposure to the Truckee River are eliminated. Also, 
the danger ofa derailment would be reduced because the tracks would exist in a more 
controlled environment in the tunnel 

• The task of implem enting this proposal can be carried out with very little impact on 
either the current railroad operations, existing utility right of ways or the population of 
Reno 

• The auction ofthe land in the existing right of way along the river from the I-SO 4"" 
street exit through downtown could be used to offset the cost ofthe project ^fter it 
w-as complete 
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Deiavs at Crossings 

The delays at crossmgs are similar to the noise issue in that it does not impact everyone in 
the valley It is only a problem directly affecting those segments ofthe population or 
emergency vehicles that need to go through a crossing while there is a train eoing past 
Unlike the noise problem it does create a byproduct of increased pollutants as the vehicles 
wait for the tram to pass Again, the solution given by the report to mcrease train speed is 
very suspect in my rmnd 

EcDnoniics 

The potential economic impact of any kind of disaster affecting the tourist population or 
the water sources are enonnous There is no reference at all in the report that even 
addresses this problem 

Lon*! Term Solutions 

I believe there is one consensus that can be agreed upon by all parties The city of Reno 
and the railroad have a long history of contention. There have been studies and proposals 
over many years that have tned to do something about the problems created when a city 
grows up around the railroad tracks. 

There is only one long terni solution that will improve the situation without creating more 
headaches. That is to move the tracks to the freewav It will certainly be the most 
expensive, but it is also the most practical and the best long terni solution 

The problems with implementing a plan like depressing the tracks through the downtown 
a^a IS that it is a localized solution to a wide area problem. Most ofthe Reno population 
affected by the noise and delays live outside of dowmown The other problems with this 
solution are related to the implementation and then the maintenance 

The impact on the safety, quality of life and economics ofthe local and tounst populaMon 
dunng the extended penod of constmction and the associated disniption will be 
enonnous .And. after all is done the train still goes straight through the heart of 
downtown Reno The noise, air pollution, disruption.; west of town and the threat of 
derailments and the potential for toxic spills will still be there 

Any reasonable solution to this problem is going to take lots of monev To ensure the 
solution is worth the cost we need to have some way to evaluate the cost to the benefit 
In accordance with this, a list of goals for a long terni solution for Reno follow 

• Impro ve the safety of the population relative tothe problems of major disasters 

• Improve the quality of life for both locals and tourists 

• Ensure the economic growth of Reno can contmue to sustain the local population and 
provide for reasonable growih 

The .ong term solution goals for the railroad are: 

• Improve the saiety ofthe railroad 
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• "At the County level, the analysis shows that, under both pre- and post-merger 
condition.., locomotive emissions heavily outweigh vehicular emissions However, 
total emissions generated by the increase in freight trains associated with the merger 
are quite small when compared with the total emissions inventory for the County." ( 
page 6-55 paragraph 3) 

In this case they were talking about a 1.5% increase for the whole Washoe County. 
Anŷ •̂ay you look at that, it is a big increase in air pollution If this were some other 
industry- moving into the ?' ,̂ this alone should be a show stopper In any case, this is 
another indication of the authors attempt to rationalize biased results. 

Noise 

This is a classic case ofthe bureaucratic mind attempting to mitigate a serious but complex 
problem. The issue is quite straight forward. We have trains movi-:g through our small 
narrow valley, less than a mile wide in most cases, blasting their homs at all hours ofthe 
day and night, for an excessive duration of time. These homs, designed to be obnoxious 
for at least a mile away, echo oft" the valley walls making an even greater racket that 
attacks our houses fiom all sides. In addition, the crossings in Reno are spaced about 
perfect for an engineer who wants to really play vvith the regulations to lay on the hom. 
from one end of the valley to the ne.xt. 

The authors of the report deemed to abdicate the problem of train horn noise by reference 
to the federal regulations that require them They did reference certain changes to the 
r-'gulations that may help alleviate the situation in the future but as stated before, they fall 
back on the problem as merely more ofthe same old thing, so there is no problem 

They also totally missed the point that Reno is a 24 hour town They state: 

• "Representatives ofthe City of Reno have stated that the nighttime penalty included in 
the Ldn calculation may not be applicable to Reno, with its 24-hour resort/gaming 
activities. However, removal of the lOdB.A penalty would reduce the number of 
sensitive receptOiS potentially atTected. SE.A, therefore, has continued to use the L<jo 
as a conservative noise descriptor for this study" (page 6-40 paragraph 6) 

The fact is Reno, being a 24-hour city, has a significant number of people that work all 
night long and need to sleep in the daylime Sleep is a major problem when a train hom is 
going off every cotjple of hours If anything, the nighttime penalty should apply 24 hours 
a day 

This quality of life problem can quickly become a safety problem for many people ifthe 
frequency of trains and the associated noise results in conditions of sleep depravation, the 
resulting depressions and suicidal tendencies The authors ofthe report wr -'d lead us to 
believo the number of people affected by the train noise reside within a fev .lundred yards 
ofthe tracks but this is not true. The topologv' of this area carries the noise a long ways 
from the tracks. 
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One thing lhat just screams out to me is the constant reference to everything based on an 
increase from 20 mph to 30 mph, but all freight trains stop in Sparks. Just how fast can 
these trains stop and start'' The algorithms must take this into consideration because it is 
not a simple case of a constant 10 mph increase Instead, it is an incremental increase 
based on the ability of a train to start from zero and attain 30 m.ph, or the point in time 
when deceleration must begin to enable stopping in Sparks. I did not see any 
consideration given to this condition. 

In those cases where an increase in speed will have an obvious impact, such as derailments 
and spills the attempt is made to minimize the potential impact with statements suci. as: 

• "the e.xisting track has been maintained to standards exceeding that required fc- 20 
mph operations" (page 7-12 paragraph 5) 

My response is, ifa highway is maintained to standards exceeding that for 80 mph 
does that automatically mean it is safe to drive a car on the highway at SO mpn or does 
it merely reflect the condition ofthe highway'' This is an obvious attempt to confuse 
safety with a physical attribute. They are two entirely separate things 

• "The incremental increase in the incident rate that would result from 20 to 30 mph is 
statistically very low" (page 7-12 paragraph 5) 

The phrase "statistically very low" always sets off alarms in my head, especially w hen 
there is nothing presented to justify- the phrase. The fact the speed is increasing by a 
magnitude of 50° o should have a relatively significant impact on the statistical 
probability of a derailment or spill I have the feeling the authors are compounding 
their previous gaff by thinking in terms of "once every 77 years" instead ofthe 
potential increase in the risk associated with increased speed and the cost in actual 
human lives and property damage. 

Qualitv of Life 

The issues related to quality of life, listed by the most impact they have on day to day life 
to the least impact, are 

1 Air Quality 

2. Noise 

3 Delays at Crossings 

•Air Qiialit% 

Air quality is a big issue. The topology of the Truckee Meadows area is naf jrally 
conducive to bad air because it is a relatively small valley surrounded by mountains. 
Unfortunately there are no mitigation measures associated with this issue The 
voluminous statistics and numbers presented by the authors of the report are, in my mind, 
suspect due to the problem of associating an increase in speed of 20 mph to 30 mph as a 
constant WTiile the report devotes lots of words to the possibilities of many solutions it 
readies no conclusions In fact, it appears to deliberately misrepresent the problem with 
statements such as: 
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with stupidity on the pan ofthe injured pany, such as ignonne warning sianals ducking 
under or going around bamicades, etc ' ^ 

There is only one mitigation measure that is presemed as a cure That bene to increase 
tram speeds. Associated with this measure are the requiremems for LT to make the 
necessa.̂  operating changes and capital improvements The rest ofthe mitigation 
measures deal with mitigating the first mitigation measure 

Specifically the mitigation measures dealing with the three least cntical issues of public 
satety, delaying emergency vehicles, collisions between trains and other v ehicles and 
pedestnans public safety are: 

1 Train Location Color Video Displays 

2 Cameras and Video Monitors Showing Rail Line 

3 Discontinued Use of the .Addition of "Helper Locomotives" in Woodland Area 

4 Four-quadrant Crossmg Gates at Nine Locations 

5 Eni-in • - ^ i ' Safety Programs 

6 Ped ;siiig Gate "Skins" at Six Locations 

'' ^'^ -""S Signs for Pedestnans at Six Locaaons 

Construction j f a Pedestnan Grade Separation at X'lrginia Street 
9 Co.^stmction of a Pedestnan Grade Separation at Sierra Street 
Of these mitigation measures, the first two do not contain any indication ofthe cost of 
maintenance or upgrade This ,s always a indication t.hat the solution is a "quick fix" 
What happens vvhen the system needs upgrading or the cameras, communication lines or 
the monitors malfunction^ If LT is required to fix it, as should be the case what are the 
time trames tor tixing i t ' 24 hours' 48 hours^ 

In contrast, there are three mitigation measures dealing with derailments and spills: 

1 Installation of a high wide, shifted load detector at MP 240 

2 Installation ofa Hot Box Detector at MP 240 

Establishment of a Cotnmunity .Advisorv Panel 

A Commumty Advisory PaneP Has anyone every tried to talk to SPUT and eot anvihing 
other tnan linger pointing to other people or the statement "well, we were her̂  fir^t so 
there ^ 

The primary mitigation measure, an increase m the speed ofthe trains bv a factor of 50% 

' u ° " t ^ ' / ^^-=-''-^'''°"''^^^^"^-""'f^e face of i t to have serious consequences 
related to the abundanr statistics, figures and algonthms stated throughout the report 
But, ni tne section ot the repon addressing this, pages 7-4 through 7:i3 there seems to be 
very little impact. I don't have the time or access to the information necessar̂ • to venf\-
the con-ect algonthms and assumptions were used or even considered But an 
indepe.-.dent party, other than the one hired for this repon, should check those numbers 
and pretty graphs and tables Over the years I have found that these thincs can be 
misleading and in some cases just dow nncht wrong. 
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that can be done about the train horn's noise level and frequency of occurrence, to the 
proposed increased speed ofthe trains 'o reduce the delay while trains are moving through 
intersections. 

The issues related to public safety are. from most important to least important 

1 The risk of train derailments in populated areas, especially downtown Reno 

2 The risk of to.xic spills affecting the sources of water 

3 Delays in emergency vehicle response to life threatening situations 

4 Collisions between vehicles i id trains 

5 Collisions between pedestrians a r i trains 

The potential impact on human life and property caused by delays of emergency vehicles, 
collisions between trains and other vehicles or pedestnans, pale m significance with the 
potential of a derailment anywhere in downtown Reno or in a place that results in the 
contamination of the area's drinking water In a worst case scenario, a derailment during 
a special event, the cost in human lives could be in the thousands of casualties Any 
scenario that impacts the almost Sl billion dollar a year gaming industrv' in this area, which 
is the mainstay ofthe downtovvn portion of Reno, would be an economic disaster seriously 
affecting the lives of thousands of people 

As for to.xic spills, the water system that supports the locai and tourist population of this 
area is a closed system For example, the toxic contamination that occurred near Shasta 
Lake several years ago was eventually flushed into the Pacific Ocean Were a similar spili 
to happen here, the contaminates would end up in Pyramid Lake, in the tarm fields of 
Fallon and in the Stillwater retlige There is no flushing action available, it is a closed 
system 

The report findings on derailments, summarized on pages 8-13 through 8-17 with specifics 
in .Appendix N. does not. in my opinion, give the issue of major accidents the importance 
it deserves. According ro the data in the report, the conclusions ofthe computer models 
(please see my summan,' statements on computer models) consistently state that the 
increased traffic will have a serious affect on the expected frequency of these disasters 
Unfortunately the statistics are related to esoteric time frames of "once every 77 3 years". 
The authors then attempt to blow off the problem with statements such as "Thus, while 
the likelihood ofa spill or river contamination is increased for post-merger condition, the 
probabilities are still remote " (page 8-15 thud paragraph) 

Statistics and probabilities can be a ver\' dangerous thing and this is a classic example of 
misuse To really evaluate the increased danger to the population of this area we need to 
know the likelihood of an accident happening over the next 5. 10, 15 and 20 years pre-
and post-merger The railroad has been operating for a number of years now and that has 
to be factored into the algorithms 

.Another important item in the evaluation is the potential cost in human lives and property 
for each instance .A problem involving hundreds or thousands of people once every 77 
vears is much more important than a problem involving 1 or 2 people a year. This is 
especially true when the greatest tactor in the relatively m.inor problems are associated 
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Demonstrations ofthe railroad's corporate citizenship extends only to the point of 
willingness to discuss issues concerning the citizens of Reno. They see no obligation on 
their part to actually do anything. 

This attitude was once again expressed by Mike Furtney as quoted in the RGJ on 
September 18, 1997 page 3A. "The town has managed to survive with the railroad for 135 
to 140 years and it will continue to survive with the railroad." The essence once again is 
that the railroad will do what it wants ar.a Reno will either put up with it or become 
another ghost town of Nevada 

These problems have been building up for over a hundred years. To disregard them 
merely because they already exist is asinine. However, because they have been neglected 
on all sides for so long, the implementation of a long term solution it is going to take a 
very large amount of money 

Constraints Imposed bv The Topologv of the Reno .Areu 

Any solution has to fit into the physical constraints imposed by the topology of the Reno 
area. It is disheartening to constantly see Reno cast in the light of having neglected the 
problems by being compared to other towns and cities that have rerouted trains around the 
boundanes ofthe city 

The tact is that the Tmckee River, the railroad tracks and I-SO ali generally follow the only 
viable route from Donner summit down to the Truckee Meadows The valley they follow 
is less than a mile wide at the widest spot and usually only few hundred yards from one 
side to the other It finally spills out into the meadows just past the Keystone exit off 1-80 
All of them then wander for the next 8 or 9 miles across the valley and then go into 
another valley that differs from the one coming from Donner pass only in that it is 
relatively flat. 

Given these physical constraints Reno does not have the option of moving the tracks 
around the city. The east and west valleys constrain the entry and the exit, in between 
residential housing and established industnal aieas fill all the landscape not occupied by 
the river, 1-80 and railroad boundanes 

Issues Related to the Impact of the Railroad 

The report attempts to break the issues down into too fine a detail I will not go so far as 
to imply this was a deliberate attempt to confuse the issues, but it does make it difficult to 
rank the problems and correlate the solutions. In reality there are three issues. 

1 Public Safety 

2 Quality of Life 

3 Economics 

Ptihlic Safety 

The safety ofthe public is cited time and again throughout the report as the most 
important issue. It is used to justifv- evervihing from the state.Tient that there is nothing 
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rail line in Reno are not within the scope of the studies." (Please refer to my 
comments on the topology of the Reno area later in this letter) 

However, this passage also illustrates the authors selective use ofthe often quoted 
section of decision 44 While citing the constraint of decision 44 as to the "preexisting 
conditions" to justify ignoring an obvious problem, they completely disregard the 
beginning of the quoted section that states "focus only on the mitigation ofthe 
environmental effects of additional rail tratTic through Reno" It seems to me this 
directly applies to the fact that the instances of a noise that transitions from 10 to 12 
occurrences over 24 hours to 20 to 30 is what the report is all about Yet the authors 
constantly reduce the impact to a per train basis, thus concluding there is no change. 

Also, there is practically no distinction made throughout the report between residential 
de-. elopment and the •"hotels, casinos, and other tounst oriented businesses" (specified 
in decision 44) In everv' instance, any impact is immediately discounted due to the 
fact it was built since the railroad was built. 

• "\ibration levels from existing and fi.iture single event train passbys along the corridor 
could exceed the FT.A "human response" guidelines, meaning that low-level 
vibrations may be felt by people near the rail line, but the single-cvcnt vibration 
levels are not expected to change on a per train basis " (page 6-46 founh paragraph) 

This is similar to the previous examples in that it states quite clearly that guidelines 
could (are) exceeding guidelines, then goes on to rationalize there really is no change 
because the per train impact on the public stays the same. 1 he fact that it doubles or 
triples in frequency is not relevant to the authors 

It is mv opinion, as a city, county, state and federal tax paying member of this local 
community, that any solution proposed that does not consider the current situation, as it 
exists in reality and w hat it will be in the future, is worse than useless, it is a total 
waste of time and money For many years Reno has been struggling vvith the serious 
problems related to the safety ofthe local and tourist populations directly affected by the 
number of trains going through the Tmckee Meadows and the cargo being transported 
These problems have a direct impact on the quality of life by the noise and general 
dismption caused by the passing of a series of locomotives and freight cars moving 
through the heart ofthe city Unfortunately, the railroad has always taken the attitude that 
beca-Jse they were here first, they can do what they want and Reno has to make the best of 
it Meanwhile me and the rest ofthe population suffer 

In the beginning of this year John Bromley was the most often quoted person contending 
lhat the railroad was nerely exercising its nght of preeminence, ultimately he submitted a 
letter to the editor ofthe Reno Gazette-Journal (RGJ) on January 26, 1997 (attachment 
1) I responded to his letter shortly thereafter and received a nice response from him 
(attachment 2, 3) The essence of this exchange of letters and a few conversations with 
other members ofthe railroad management team, was to reinforce my opinion that thê e is 
a problem of perspective on the part ofthe railroad personnel The people that work for 
the railroad obviously believe the railroad is a good corporate citizen However, their 
perspective is that the railroad has the right to do what it wants any time it wants. 
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Response to the PreiiFiiinarv Mitiiiation Plan of Sept. 1997 

.At̂ er reviewing the preliminary mitigation plan m.y only conclusion is that the mitigation 
measures presented are at best a stop gap solution, and a very weak one at that. This 
opinion is based on the fact that it was stated frequently throughout the report, that the 
following condition in the boards Decision No. 44, required a very narrow focus related to 
the analysis used to evaluate the various proposals. 

"that the studies vvill focus only on the mitigation of the environmental effects of 
additional rail tratfic through Reno and Wichita resulting from the merger. Mitigation 
of conditions resulting from the preexisting development of hotels, casinos, and other 
tounst oriented businesses on both sides of the existing SP rail line in Re.no are not 
within the scope ofthe studies " 

My first question is. .low can any study to determine the impact ofthe merger disregard 
the existing conditions and hope for credibility' My second question is, does the STB 
work for LT'' Seldom have I ev er reviewed a report that was so blatantly biased This is 
evident throughout the document but is especially apparent in these few examples (I have 
added the emphasis) 

• The L'P/SP merser will not produce increases in vehicular traffic in Reno and 
Washoe Couniy. so the SE.A study team did not include changes in vehicular 
traffic between 1995 and 2000 m its analysis "( page 6-4 first paragraph) 

How can an impact study determine the impact on something ifthe object of the 
impact is not taken into account Like or not this a dynamic world, and while the 
railroad wants to expand and becom.e more and more intmsive on everyone's lives, at 
the same time they retuse to consider that the public is also expanding. If it is status 
quo we are looking for. in essence none of this was here when they built the railroad 
over a hundred years ago, then to be lair, the railroad should also go back to what it 
was doing a hundred years ago 

• the intensity ofthe train horns is not expected to increase, only the frequency 
Moreover, this is net a new type of noise that will be experienced, and the effects are 
on properties th;it de\ eloped over the years next to ihc rail line " (page 6-43 founh 
paragraph) 

.Another example ofthe blatant bias on the part ofthe authors of this report How can 
they possibly conclude that a verv- obnoxious noise repeated 10 to 12 times a day will 
have no additional impact ;f it is repeated 20 to 30 times a day because it is the same 
kind of noise'' They obviously felt a little concern that it might be hard to swallow, so 
they qualify- it with the statement that the only people being bothered are those that 
built within earshot ofthe railroad tracks, thus tailing within the constraints of decision 
-14 wording of ".Mitigation of conditions resulting from the preexisting development of 
hotels, casinos, and other tourist onented businesses on both sides of the existing SP 
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Response to the Prcl; ninary .Mitigation Plan of Sept 1997 1 
Consuaints Imposed by Tlic Topologv- ofthc Reno Area 3 
Issues Related to llic Impact ofthe Railroad 3 

Public Safety 
Quality of Life ^ 

Air Quality ^ 
Noise 
Delays at Crossings * 

Economics 
Long Term Solutions 

Move Railroad to The 1-80 Comdor ' 
Depress thc Railroad Through Dovv-ntown Reno 

Summarv 
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Response to the Preliminary^ 
Mitigation Plan 

.Author: Law rence J Torango 
2240 Idlewild Drive 
Reno, NV 89509 
October S, 1997 



Ted and Susan Schroeder 
619 Marsh Avenue 
Reno, Nevada 8950 
October 6, 1997 •rp d i J X i l 

c TY ATTORNEY 
Ms. Elaine Kaiser 
Surface Transportat:ion Board 
Finance Docket 32760 
1925 K Street NW, Room 700 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: UP/SP Merger 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Government at i t s fundamental and most important l e v e l 
provides f o r the health, safety and v?elfare of i t s c i t i z e n s . The 
UP/SP merger w i l l double and perhaps t r i p l e the t r a i n s passing 
through Reno p u t t i n g the c i t i z e n s of Reno and v i s i t o r s at r i s k . 
The tracks transverse the heart of Reno, and by pumping i n 
ad d i t i o n a l t r a i n s the merger v j i l l clog, i f not stop, Reno's 
a r t e r i e s . Reno v ; i l l be unable to provide f i r e and police 
p r o t e c t i o n and a safe environment f o r i t s c i t i z e n s on both sides of 
the tracks. Reno w i l l be unable to provide safe vehicle, truck and 
foot t r a f f i c to both sides of the tracks. The a d d i t i o n a l r a i l cars 
going through Reno w i l l increase contamination and hazard r i s k . 

The simple, long range and r e a l method of providing f o r 
everybody's health, safety and welfare, including other c a r r i e r s 
involved i n i n t e r s t a t e commerce, i s through a sharing by the public 
and the r a i l r o a d of the heightened t r a i n t r a f f i c r i s k s and costs. 
By sharing the costs of lowering the tracks, the only p r a c t i c a l and 
safe r e s o l u t i o n , the t o t a l community and the r a i l r o a d b e n e f i t . Any 
s i t u a t i o n other than a f i f t y / f i f t y sharing i s not f a i r . Let's not 
forget that the r a i l r o a d s were g i f t e d the land, so i t ' s f a i r that 
a f t e r 120 years they pay an equal share to a l l e v i a t e problems 
caused by them. 

Having a r a i l r o a d i n your backyard i s one t h i n g but i n Reno's 
case having a r a i l r c a d go through i t s f r o n t door and then allowing 
the r a i l r o a d to double the numbe.: of times i t opens and closes that 
door wit h r a i l cars and tankers p u t t i n g everybody at r i s k places 
the burden of i n t e r s t a t e commerce d i r e c t l y on Reno's lap w i t h no 
true m i t i g a t i o n . 

We urge you to take common sense and the t o t a l p i c t u r e i n t o 
your decision making process and protect everybody's i n t e r e s t . 

c: Senator Richard Bryan 
Senator Harry Reid 

Sincerely, 



Second the report does not discuss the danger of 
radioaS^^e'maJ^rials g e t t i n g i n t o the Truckee 
r a i l l i n e , because another set of laws governs ^^^^/P;^^^Z • ^ 
The pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe i s now ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f ^ ^ " f ^^"'SnreLted'^ 
radioactive n a t e r i a l s through t h e i r i " / " ^ ^ ^ J ^ t i ^ ^ 
matter, and I am confident they are J°:Se i n 
contamination. The M i t i g a t i o n Plan should address t h i s is.ue m 
cr^^t(- of the iu r 1 sd 1 c11 ona 1 problem. I f the f i s h e r y there i s 
destroyed tt'does not matte? Whether the agent of destruction i s 
chemical or radioactive material. 

Third, the conclusion th a t there should be no worry about 
s u r v i v a l of the c u i - u i because they are -^^Jcu ous ?he acJor 
r a i l r o a d f or only three months a year i s ̂ ^^d^'^^^^^^' J^^^, ^ J t 
which has threatened the su r v i v a l of the c u i - u i 
several decades i s precisely the d i f f i c u l t i e s ^J^^^J^. j . ^ 
insurmountable -- created during the ^P^^^J^^^f°J^^Stes 
u i by various a l t e r a t i o n s t o the River upstream. I f J fP̂ <f̂ «̂  
cannot reproduce, i t cannot survive The ^^^^ ^ ^ J ̂ ^^^^ 
survived when the o r i g i n a l s t r a i n of Lahontan ̂ "^^ 
Which l i v e d i n the Lake went e x t i n c t i s because ^hey have long 
l i v e s (the females can produce eggs for up to 30 years). But i r 
ia^^rdoSs ma?:?ials reach the delta and P - ^ f J ^ ^ - y ^P^);^^"^' 
ever, the c u i - u i w i l l die out, regardless of what happens 
elsewhere i n the Lake. 

Fourth, the conclusion of Appendix P that the s u r v i v a l of 
the Lahonta^ c u t t h r o a t t r o u t i n Pyramid Lake does J l ^ ^ ^ ^ 
because there are t r o u t of t h i s species ^^J^f.^^J^J'^^^^es 
fP-lO-P-11). There are legal obligations of the ^ r i i t ed States 
government t o preserve t h i s species w i t h i n Pyramid lake 
s p e c i f i c a l l y ; i t does not matter whether the species e x i s t s 
elsewhere. Consultation with the Pyramid Lake Paiute TriDe couia 
have prevented t h i s error (among others). 

I wish I had more time to expand these points, but am 
confident t h a t these two points are v a l i d . In my view the 
r a i l r o a d merger should not have been approved at ̂ 11 (and a court 
may someday conclude t h a t i t i s i n v a l i d ) . But i t i s c e r t a i n tnai; 
?he proposed M i t i g a t i o n Plan i s at Present inadequate, bot^ 
because of f a i l u r e t o consult the Pyramid Lake ^ ^ J ^ / ^ ^ ^ J • 
because i t does not state c o r r e c t l y the ^ ^ J ^ l ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f 
and r e s t o r a t i o n of e i t h e r the c u i - u i or the Lahontan cutthroat 

t r o u t . 

c pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe '^^"^L^ "̂"̂ ""̂  
Friends of Pyramid Lake 

Sincerely, 



Paiute Tribe i s misspelled, and on p. 6-36 i t i s stated t h a t "The 
cu i - u i no longer occurs i n Winnemucca Lake." This i s because 
Winnemucca Lake no longer e x i s t s , as Appendix P recognizes). 

In a d d i t i o n to the f a i l u r e t o consult with the relevant 
government during the c r u c i a l phase leading to a decision t o 
approve the r a i l merger. Dames and Moore, which was doing the 
assessment at t h i s stage, made a c r u c i a l error by asking state 
and federal w i l d l i f e p rotection agencies about threatened or 
endangered species only w i t h i n f i v e miles of the r a i l r o a d l i n e 
(p. P-2). Perhaps t h i s a reason why none of these agencies 
re p l i e d to t h i s request. Pyramid Lake i s about 15 miles from the 
r a i l r o a d l i n e at Wadsworth, but t h i s hardly means that i t cannot 
be affected by something t h a t occurs on the l i n e at t h i s point or 
fur t h e r upriver. (See below). 

Also, the preparer of Appendix P apparently does not know 
th a t , i n ad d i t i o n to the Endangered Species Act and the Recovery 
Plans f o r the c u i - u i and the Lahontan Cutthroat t r o u t mentioned 
in t h i s r eport, there are relevant court decisions plus a 
sp e c i f i c requirement i n the Truckee River Negotiated Settlement 
Act r e q u i r i n g t h a t the Secretary of the I n t e r i o r bring about the 
recovery of both species i n Pyramid Lake. I enclose an a r t i c l e 
about the Negotiated Settlement which should be studied. 

Apart from these f a c t o r s , the conclusions of Appendix P, 
which are r e f l e c t e d i n the Plan, are inadequate because they do 
not deal c o r r e c t l y w i t h the threat to the Pyramid Lake f i s h e r i e s 
from expanded r a i l t r a f f i c on the Truckee River. 

F i r s t , while estimates t h a t a hazardous materials s p i l l 
indicate t h a t such a s p i l l i s an t i c i p a t e d t o occur r a r e l y (once 
every 40 years, approximately, as reported on p. 6-27) t h i s i s 
inadequate f o r several reasons. 

F i r s t , the report does not d i s t i n g u i s h between types of 
hazardous materials. Although unfortunately I r e c a l l t h i s now 
only from newspaper accounts, several years ago i n northern 
C a l i f o r n i a a r a i l r o a d tank car f u l l of some very poisonous l i q u i d 
f e l l i n t o a r i v e r leading i n t o Shasta Lake, with the r e s u l t t h a t 
a l l l i f e i n the r i v e r f o r a number of miles was destroyed. 

The study should address the p o s s i b i l i t y t h a t extremely 
poisonous chemicals which could reach Pyramid Lake and destroy 
the c u i - u i and the Lahontan cu t t h r o a t t r o u t could occur even 
once. The c u i - u i e x i s t nowhere else i n the world; i f they are 
ever k i l l e d o f f e n t i r e l y i n Pyramid Lake, there w i l l never be 
another c u i - u i . To prevent t h i s from happening, there should be a 
guarantee t h a t a chemical s p i l l which could destroy the f i s h i n 
Pyramid lake could never occur. Among other things, t h i s means 
examining whether l e t h a l herbicides or pesticides or other 
chemicals could ever reach the Lake; other hazardous materials 
may be less dangerous. 



6 October 1997 

Office or the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No. 32760 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW, Room 700 
Washington DC 20423-0001 

ATTN: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental F i l i n g - Reno 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

This i s a response to the UP/SP Merger- Reno M i t i g a t i o n 
Study/Preliminary M i t i g a t i o n Plan, dated September 15, 1997. I 
was President of Friends of Pyramid Lake from 1986 to 1995 and 
fo r t h i s and other reasons am f a m i l i a r with Pyramid Lake and the 
status of i t s f i s h e r i e s , but t h i s organization has not yet made a 
decision to respond to the Plan. Therefore, t h i s l e t t e r r e f l e c t s 
s o l e l y my personal views. 

I wish to address the adequacy of the M i t i g a t i o n Plan w i t h 
regard to two i n t e r r e l a t e d areas: consultation with Native 
Americans; and the heightened danger to the threatened and 
endangered species l i v i n g i n Pyramid Lake as a r e s u l t of 
increased r a i l t r a f f i c along the Truckee River. 

F i r s t , i t .is evident that from the beginning there has been 
inadequate consultation with the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe, which 
governs the reservation containing Pyramid Lake. According to 
Appendix P, the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe was not contacted at 
a l l during the preparation of the Environmental Assessment report 
of A p r i l 12, 1996. Since t h i s report was the basis on which the 
Surface Transportation Board approved the raergev, 'leaving only 
m i t i g a t i o n as the only response to any dangers created by the 
merger, t h i s f a i l u r e i s extremely important. 

You should know that the Pyramid Lake Paiute Tribe i s a 
semi-sovereign e n t i t y w i t h i n the American governmental system. 
Only part of i t s a u t h o r i t y to govern comes from the United States 
government and i t s status as a goveri.ment with which the United 
States government deals on a government-to-governraent basis i s 
acknowledged by the President and Congress. In other words, i t i s 
not j u s t another group or person which might have an i n t e r e s t i n 
these matters. 

( I n c i d e n t a l l y , although appendix P i s cor r e c t , the t e x t of 
the M i t i g a t i o n Plan makes two , r r o r s which need t o be corrected. 
On p. 6-3 3 the f i r s t name of the Chairman of the Pyramid Lake 



OTtiER M m e ATION MEASUKF^: (Camera-S. Videos. Crossing Gates. Grade Separations) 

Conclusion Install all the proposed enhanced safely measures now. 

Explanation The STB is proposing that the increase in tram speed to 30 mph will require 
some additional safety measures to be installed With the exception of a few areas on the line 
from Sparks to the City- of Reno (MP 242 9 to MP 246 2) the posted speed is currently 30 
mph, (between MP 242.6 to MP 243 2 the speed is 20 mph, but the trains may increase their 
speed after the lead locomotive passes the increase speed sign), therefore the UP could trave! 
at the proposed 30 mph speed now between the specified mile posts If there is concern as to 
safety at the posted limit of 30 mph, then the issues are here now. 

RFCOMMFNDATIONS: 

The Mitigation Plan as put forth by the STB heavily favors the UP With the few exceptions 
noted above it will be difficult to argue the findings of the Board It is cur recommendation 
that the City of Reno not be involved with the ajiproval of the recommendations put forth by 
the STB The City of Reno is not in the business of operating a railroad The City would 
not want to be involved in any litigation associated with the ruling to increase the speed to 30 
mph or specific saferv measures deemed appropriate by the STB and the UP. 

IVe funher recommend the Cily of Reno not accept the proposal to increase the train speed to 
30 mph. and continue to request for a limited number of trains through Reno until an 
acceptable alicmativc is approved 

This recommendation, if approved by the STB, will save the UP S12 million (S7.4 million for 
track work, and $2 6 million for the grade separations) and continue to bnng the UP back to 
the negotiating table to prepare an acceptable long-term solution 

The savings from not increasing the speed (S12 million) can be applied to the already offered 
S35 million for construction of an alternative plan bringing the current UP total to S47 million 
or 47''o of the amount requested by the City- of Reno. 

To negotiate a further increase in the UP contribution from $47 million to the $100 million, it 
must be remembered that it is in the UP's best interest to route traffic through Reno It is 
estimated that they can save between $10 to $15 million per year in operating costs (These 
costs are very preliminarv- and would require further analysis before presenting to the UP or 
STB) .Applying these annual savings for the next 5 years to an alternative routing plan 
would be sufficient to cover the proposed $100 million contribution 

Call me with any questions. 

Leslie D H Riehl 



increase in speed to 30 mph can be expected This implies that the benefits descnbed by the 
STB will not be as significant as projected unless the UP can show otherwise. 

2. UP lo provide information shott ing lhat it is possible to reach a speed of 30 mph in 
Reno fmm a standing position in Sparks, and vice versa provide dala shott ing that a 
irvin traveling all the way ihrough Reno al 30 mph can actually stop in Sparks. 

Explaiiaiion Railroad Industries has been in contact with several agencies this week 
attempting to obtain a standard acceleration guide for locomotives hauling a specific tonnage, 
on a specific grade We were informed by FRA and General Motors ^EMD) that there was 
no such document. They both recommended the railroad provide the statistics given the 
railroads operating procedures This data needs to be provided by the UP 

3. Damage and fatality statistics for trains traveling at 30 mph through heavily populated 
areas 

Explanation STB Mitigation Plan provides accident rates for trains traveling at varying 
speeds Trams traveling at higher rates of speed will travel funher before coming to a stop 
Average damage statistics will not apply in the case of Reno Separate data for damage 
caused by trains of varying tonnage traveling at varying speeds in heavily populated areas is 
required. 

4. Emergency stopping requirements al higher speeds 

Explanation: The time to make an emergency stop will increase with an increase in speed. 
Statistics on braking and damage to property caused by an emergency stop is required. 

5. Benefits of CTC thmugh the Ciiy of Reno vs Automated Block Signal 

Explanation: Currently the rail line between Roseville, California and Reno, Nevada is 
pnmarily operated using Automated Block Signal for the double track sections and CTC for 
single track sections. It is unclear the benefits of converting the rail section between Sparks 
and Reno to CTC, when the line is currently double tracked This seems an unnecessary-
expense 

6. Addiiional infomiation on envimnmcnlal issues specifically related to the increased 
speed: noise, vibration and emissions. 

Explananon The STB presented some matenal on the proposed reduction in the emissions 
due to the increased speed through Reno Most of the benefits will be realized through 
improved operating procedures (Section 7-58) These suggestions (use throttle modulation, 
use dynamic braking, increase use of pacing and coasting, etc ) are not consistent with the 
proposal to increase speeds an average of 10 mph per train. It is entirely possible that the 
trains will require helpers to be placed on the trains in Sparks to achieve a speed of 30 mph 
by the city limits An increase in the number of locomotives will increase emissions, noise, 
and vibration These issues were not discussed The City of Reno needs to be able to 
address these issues with the owners and citizens of Reno should the speed by allowed to 
increase 



RAILROAD INDUSTRIES INCORPORATED 
6423 Meadow Country Drive 

Reno, NV 89509 
(702) 825-6570 

FAX: (702) 825-6578 

DATE: October 2, 1997 

TO Steve Varela 

FROM: Gary V Hunter 

SUBJECT Review of Preliminary Mitigation Plan 

We have reviewed the Preliminarv- Mitigation Plan proposed by the STB and have the 
following comments and concerns: 

INCRFASF TRAIN SPFFD: 

Conclusion It is questionable whether the City of Reno will receive the benefits as outlined 

in the pmposal pui fonh by the STB 

Explanation The proposed Board conditions state that the UP shall make the necessary 
operating changes and capital improvements to enable UP and BNSF trains to travel at a 
speed of 30 miles per hour through the downtown section of Reno. The very last clause 
states "UP . and BNSF (shall) operate, all trains over the descnbed rail line segment at a 
speed of 30 miles per hour consistent with safe operating practices dictated by conditions 
present at the time each tram traverses the segment." The key words are "safe operating 
practices." Should the conductor/engineer of the train, the dispatcher, or the trainmaster at 
anv time feel that it is not safe to travel at 30 mph due to weather, trailing tonnage, 
horsepower, etc , the train will not tra-el at 30 mph This is as it should be to ensure the 
safety of the crew and the community, but it does not provide the City of Reno with the 
benefits described 

Areas that should be further addressed by the UP specifically related to the increased speed 

recommendations are: 

/. Operating pmccdurcs to indicate the Koson for u ide ranges in speed of trains currently 

passing thmugh Reno 

Explanation Train statistics provided by the UP showing actual delays at intersections 
indicate that the trains are traveling on average between 18-20 miles per hour Some trains 
traveled at 5 mph, other as fast as 30 mph Further review of the data indicates there is no 
pattern as to which, or what .ime of day the trains travel at the faster or slower speeds, 
therefore, it can be assumed that the same inconsistencies will continue after the proposed 



recommend a final proposal to depress the railway through Reno, recognize 
the city's good faith efforts and offerings, and require Union Pacific to pay its 
fair share. 

Finally, it is sad and frustrating that everyone should have to go to such 
lengths and arguments when the path is so clear. It is sad that a multi-billion 
dollar compaiiy does not see the "opportunity" to help a community while 
still making money. It is sad that the SEA has (at least for thc moment) 
placed any rea! potential of resolving this important issue in serious question 
by recommending unrealistic and short-sided solutions. 

worked 
2000. 

We believe our legacy for our children should be that al! parties 
together ensuring everyone's safety and well being far past the year 2C 

Thank you for taking the time to consider our comments on this important 
issue. 

Sincerely, 

Patrick Smith *^ 
President, Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority 

cc: Reno City Council 
Nevadans For Fast and Responsible Action 
Washoe County District Board of Health 
Senator Harr)' Reid 
Senator Richard Bryan 
Congressman Jim Gibbons 



it "eliminates" the potential for vehicle or pedestrian accidents; it ensures the 
safest possible transportation of dangerous materials through a highly 
populated area; it "eliminates" noi.se pollution, and it reduces air pollution 
from vehicles waiting at crossings, all of which improve the quality of life in 
the community. 

We believe the SEA, while taking their ph seriously, has missed an 
important opportunity and left the citi/x'ns in the Reno area at great risk. In 
the first page of the Executive Summary they state; 

"The Board clearly stated that the study should focus only on 
merger-related train traffic and that "(mitigation of cc^nditions 
resulting from the pre-existing development of hotels, casinos, 
and other tourist oriented businesses on both sides of the 
existing SP rail line in Reno ... are not within the scope of the 
[shidy]." 

The summary continues to state: 

"The Board has broad authority to impose conditions in railroad 
merger cases, but its powers are not limitless. Any conditions 
imposed by the Board must be reasonable and must address 
issues directly related to the merger." 

We believe the SEA could and "must" propose a depressed railway through 
the Reno area. We believe this option 15 not in conflict vvith meeting the 
Board's directives above. 

A depressed railway clearly solves the majority of "merger related" problems 
confronting the community. This requirement would not be in conflict with 
the SEA's mission especially considering the city's willingness to fund a share 
of the cost. The city's funding offer for a depressed railway frees the SEA from 
the pre-existing, pre-merger development restriction and should allow full 
consideration of this better option for the community and the railroad. 

We are very disappointed at Union Pacific's position on this issue. The 
railroad would al.so benefit from this option. A depressed railway would 
reduce their liability and costs associated with accidents, hazardous spills, and 
other such maladies. Further, it provides a safer alternative for their own 
employees. The cit\' has proposed a good faith public/private partnership by 
re.-̂ earching municipal bonding at all-time low rates and paying a fair sha>-e 
themselves. Yt-t Union Pacific, a multi-billion dollar company, has reduced 
it> financial offer of assistance. 

The SE/\ should exert its broad powers to ensure long-term he 'h and safety 
of our children and community. We urge vou to revisiL revise, and 



:S REMSA 
Regional Emergency Medical Seniices Authority 

October 6,1997 

Office of the Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
Finance Docket 32760 
1925 K St.-eet, NW, Room 700 
VVashington, DC 20078-5646 

Attention: 
Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing - Reno 

Dear Ms. Kaiser, 

The Regional Emergency Medical Services Authority (REMSA) is dismayed 
and disappointed at the Surface Transportation Board's Section of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA's) "Union Pacific - Reno Preliminary 
Mitigation Plan", specifically regarding emer^^ncy responses. 

The proposed mitigation of speeding ir and installing a video 
monitoring system to alert emergency crew^ . . . . . i trains are approaching is 
extremely short sided, dangerous to both the public and emergency 
responding crews, and ignores long-term uncertainties of train frequency and 
length. This proposal assures nothing for the public's health and safety. No 
one can predict when and where emergencies wili occur, how many trains 
will pass through Reno over the next five, ten, or twenty years, how long 
those trains will be, or how many emergency responses and real people's lives 
will be adversely affected. 

Our collective focus should not be to "mitigate", but rather to "eliminate" 
wherever possible the problems created by the merger, especially where 
human life, suffering, and safet)'are involved. The old saying in medicine 
'that an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure" is quite applicable 
here. 

The city of Reno after great thought and study has urged that a depressed 
railway be constructed through the downtown corridor ~ we strongly agree. 
Their proposal "eliminates" emergency response delays, thereby saving lives; 

450 Edison Way • Keno, W 89502-4117 
(702) 858 5700 • FA.X; (702) 858-5726 



Page 3 
PMP Memo 

For these reasons, it is highly unlikely that engineers will operate trains at thirty miles an hour. 

A train mov ing at thirty, forty or fifty miles an hour still is a road block at any at grade crossing 
and any delay to emergency vehicles is a life threatening situation. Train speed is no mitigation 
to emergency vehicle response. 

Monitors in fire dispatch will not mitigate emergency response. Dispatching of emergency 
vehicle is currently accomplished through a computer aided dispatch (cad) system., fhis system 
allows a dispatcher to dispatch the nearest available unit. The system works this way. 

A dispatcher enters thc address ofthc emergency, thc type of call ( call for service code) and the 
computer recommends a scries of units in order of closest to farthest. Ifthe call for service is the 
type that needs more than one company the computer recommends them in groups. The 
dispatcher has no way of know ing, except through experience, which units are on which side of 
the tracks. .A monitoring system would only add to confusion and uncertainty if a dispatcher 
tries to "guess" which company should be sent when a train is shown blocking the track or about 
to block the tracks. 

Additionally thc report fails to take into consideration the REMSA. the paramedic ambulance 
service, is dispatched from another location. 

A video monitoring system would only add v ork to city employee:,, require more training, and 
increase the possibility of error. Monitors in fire dispatch is no mitigation to emergency vehicle 
response. 

POTENTIAL IMPAC IS 1 ROM DERAILMENT OR HAZARDOUS MATERIALS SPILL 

.Mitigation measures for hazardous material releases as. as outlined in this report, provide no 
greater measure of safety than vvhat curtently exist, although the report shows in table 6.2.5.1. a 
greater potential for an incident. 

1 he report treats the potential as routine, when in actuality any incident could impact several 
thousand people and possibly intenoipt the drinking water supply for more than 200.000 people 
for and extended period of time. 



Page 4 
I'.MP .Memo 

There needs to be more extensive studies conducted to "model" potentials and make a positive 
assessment on impacts mitigation and contingencies. 

SUMMARY 

The mitigation provided in this report falls far short of addressing the real impacts on the 
residents of Reno. Short of real analysis ofthe impacts, true mitigation cannot be identified. I f 
this report stands it will result in the unnecessary loss of life and property, solely attributable to 
the incre ised train traffic resulting from the merger of UP and SP. 

Attachment 
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P.MP Response 

It seem to me. there needs to be more study. .More questions need to be asked; more answers 
need to be found. 

Please seriously consider my response to the PMP. I am available to answer any questions and 
to assist in any way possible to provide a mitigation plan that protects the lives and propertv of 
the citizens and visitors of the Citv of Reno. 

Larry S. Fan-
Fire .Marshal 
City of Reno. Fire Depanment 
Bureau of Fire Prevention 

xc: 
Miti'iation file 
Readers Fiie 



I ire Depiu tment 
Charles R. Lowden 
Fire Chief 

Lee .Amestoy 
•Assistant Chief 

Larry S. Fan-
Fire .Marshal 

October 14,1997 

Office ofthe Secretary-
Case Control Unit 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street. NW. Room 700 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

.Attention: Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental .Analysis 
Environmental Filing - Desiiinate Reno 

Dear Board Members; 

I have reviewed the Preliminary Mitigation Plan for the City of Reno and can onlv express ereat 
disappointment. The Plan falls far short of truly identifying the impacts to the communitv and 
therefore cannot reasonably propose true mitigation. 

My primary concem is public safety. In the report, on page 6-15. there are six bullet points that 
are identified as "potential impacts.... on emergency vehicle response". Bullet points one and six 
are impacls. the rest are general statements that .seem to be made to justify the reports findings. 
The real impact of emergency vehicle response is not identified. The real impact is. the Reno 
Fire Department curtently has apprcximately 3700 emergency service calls that require 
emergency vehicles to cros. the rai'.road tmcks. Those calls tbr ser\-ice are cun-entiv impacted bv 
an average on twelve trains daily. The merger will impact those calls by twenty-four trains per ' 
day average. Train speed is not going to mitigate the impact ofthe frequency of trains versus 
emergency calls for ser̂ -lce .Additionally, vehicle gridlock ceaied by a railroad crossings being 
blocked by a passing train has not be examined. The impact of vehicle gndlock on emeraency 
vehicles responding, happens on both sides ofthe railroad tracks and hâ npers quick response' 
whether or not emergency vehicle must cross the tracks. 

It train ;;peed is allowed to stand as the primary- mitigation for emergency vehicle response, lives 
and property will be lost as a result ofthe merger and the actions of~the Surface Transportation 
Board. 

HEADGUARTEBS . 20C EVANS AVENUE • RENO. NEVAOA 3050: • r02) 33.1-23C0 • Fa> ~02'. 334-3826 
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PMP Response 

The installation of video monitors and trains displays in the dispatch center does nothing but add 
work and contusion to the process of dispatching emergency vehicles. There are all sorts of 
issues related to this proposal, not the least of which is additional training and or staff required to 
properly use the systerr̂  and the most important; will u work and not add t̂o lontzer and or 
incorrect dispatches. 

Video monitors and train displays are not mitigation. They are. additional costs to the City of 
Reno and confusion for those try ing to dispatch emergency vehicles. 

Potential hazardous matenals spiiis along the Tmckee River corridor are not adequately 
identified. Again, without properly identit^ing the impact a mitication cannot be recommended 
Howevei. 1 do believe the Railroad should develop a comprehensive continaencv plan to provide 
dnnking water to the City- of Reno. The plan shoald identity the teasibilitv of constmctin- an 
emergency pipeline from the Boca reservoir to Reno. The plan should identity the route, pipe 
size, pump size, number and locations of pumps, construction time and cost. The cost lo 
dev elop a ccntingencv plan is small and is sound emergency planning. 

The contingency plan is a must, since we know it is only a matter of time before there is a 
hazardous material spill on the Truckee River comdor. 

The railroad should also be required to provide hazardous material emergencv response 
equipment, in addition to the training they are offering. When a hazardous matenal spill doe-
occur It will be the fire department responding and trying to mitigate the danuer. 

In closing let mc sav the P.MP falls far short of mitigating any public safety impacts to the Citv 
ot Reno and in fact may compound the impacts and impede our ability to respond to emeraencies 
in our community. Speeding the trains through Reno does nothing in the way of maintainmiz 
emergency vehicle response pre or posi merger. Video cameras and displays'in dispatch mat-
cause deLys in emergency vehicle dispatches and adds additional costs to the Citv of Reno.' 
Hazardous materials impacts have, in no way. been adequately identified therefoie full mitiization 
IS unknown; however an emergency contingency plan should be developed. 

I have spent 27 years working tbr the safety ofthe citizens and visitor ofthe Citv of Reno and to 
that end I must present the tbrgoing based on my knowledge ofthe Cities emergency response 
system and expenence in dealing with the railroad over those years. 1 hope you^vill'consider the 
impact of your tlnal repon on the lives of those vvho liv e and visit the City of Reno. 



PMP Memo 

A majority ofthe time fire vehicles cannot maneuver out of traffic at a blocked rai! crossing. 
Additionally responding to emergencies code three is a risky operation, placing citizen,; and 
firelighters at risk. The safest route to an emergency is the direct route. Also operators of 
emergency v ehicles know there are only two split grade crossings that can assure them access 
across the tracks and they are miles apart and most likely clogged with traffic try ing to avoid the 
train. Trains blocking railroad tracks create trafTic jams all along the railroad corridor and have a 
major impact on emergency vehicles and their ability to reach the scene of an emergency. 

The same section of the report states "some emergency mns do not need to cross the tracks". 
This statement is accurate but has no relevance. Some 3700* calls for sen. ice currently are 
impacted bv grade crossings and w ith an annual rate of grow th of 1 P/o for calls for service the 
problem will only be compounded with increased train trafTic. 

The report also states public safety providers "have been operating under these conditions for 
years and have developed mechanisms, although not tbmially. to manage issues raised bv the 
train traf fic". We hav e managed because we deal vvith twelve or less shorter trains a day. An 
increase often to fifteen trains a day presents a whole new set of circumstances to deal with that 
need to be analvzed. 

The report goes on to say ."Emergency runs occur at random times, and every rail crossing 
blockage does not necessarily delay emergency vehicles that must cross the tracks." Again, what 
is the relevance'.̂  We know we have 3700^ calls that require emergency vehicles to cross the 
tracks. That is the problem. 3700 plus ten to fifteen more trains a day. What is the Solution'? 

POI ENTI.AL MITIGATION MEASURES 

The report offers two mitigation measures for emergency vehicle response. 

1. Increased train speed. 

2. Computer and video monitoring in dispatch. 

Train speed will not mitigate emergency vehicle response. Train speed is arbitrary and the fact 
tiiat trains are moving through a heavily populated area must be taken into consideration. The 
railroad tracks are not fenced or secured in any numner allowing pedestrian traffic all along the 
right of way. .Additionally the right of way is poorly illuminated and the trains pass through a 
building that forms a tunnel that limits viability. Snow, rain, the mixture of neon lights and no 
light at all contribute to very poor visibility and unsafe operating conditions in a populated area. 



CITY OF RFNO 
INTEROFFICE MliMORANDLM 

Date: October 7.1997 
r\ 

To: Reno Mitigation Study l â k Force 

From: Fire Marshal Larry S. Farr '^A 

Subject;UP/SP Preliminary Mitigation Plak 

1 have reviewed the Preliminary- Mitigation Plan for the UP SP merger and have the following 
comments. 

In addition to providing these comment tor your infonnation I plan to sent a response directly to 
the Surface Transportation Board. 

RESPONSE TO PRELI.MINARY .MITIGATION PLAN UP/SP MERGER SEPTEMBER 1997 
RENO. NEVADA 
SPECIFICALLY fHF SECTION ON POTENTIAL IMP.ACTS ON EMERGENCY VEHICLE 
.ACCESS 

The mitigation measures presented in this report will actually decrease efficiencies now realized 
bv emergency responders. Most of what is presented is based on assumptions and a lack of 
understanding ofthe emergeticv service network in the City of Reno. 

On page 6-12. FIRE DEPART.MENT. states that tire stations exist on both sides ofthe tracks. 
The report fails to indicate that some ofthe fire station districts are bisected by the railroad tracks 
and that calls fbr serv ice in these distncts vvill be impacted vvith increased train trafTic 

The statement in the same paragraph, relating to a goal response time of four minute while our 
actual in five minutes has no significance. The fire department meets the four minute window 
over 90»o ofthe time in the districts bisected by the railroad tracks. Our deficiencies are in our 
g.'-owth areas where we are currently building two new fire stations to achieve our four minute 
window. Increased train traffic will impact our four minute goal in the railroad coiridor, .As 
indicated in the report we currently have over 3700 calls for serv ice that cross the railroad tracks 
with only some impact from twelve or less trains daily. .ALso the trains we now encounter are 
shorter than those anticipated by the merger. 

On page 6-15. POTENTIAL IMP.ACTS ON EMERGENCY VEHICLE .ACCESS, the report 
indicates that operators of emergency vehicles are "likely to be aggressive in seeking unblocked 
rail crossings". The more accurate statement should be. vvhen possible, operators of emergencv 
v ehicles try to seek an unblocked crossing. 



i n i t i g a t i o n study f o r the reasons stated i n the City's 

testitnony. 

Thank you f o r the opportunity to comment, and we w i l l f i l e more 

d e t a i l e d comments by the October 15 deadline. 

- 5 



p r o x i m i t y to these tracks. One t o x i c or nuclear s p i l l i n t o the 

Truckee River could destroy the l i f e b l o o d of t h i s land which has 

been our home f o r centuries. 

We w i l l be submitting m.ore de t a i l e d w r i t t e n comments to the 

Board on October 15. At t h i s time, I would l i k e to emphasize 

some of our major concerns with the preliminary m i t i g a t i o n study: 

• We object t o the Board beginning i t s consultation w i t h our 

Tribe a f t e r i t has approved the merger and made the decision 

to not prepare an EIS. This i s an i n s u l t to our sovereignty 

and our le g a l r i g h t s . I t i s l i k e i n v i t i n g us to the t r e a t y 

making a f t e r the document i s signed. The m i t i g a t i o n study i s 

a transparent attempt to support the Board's previously 

reached decision not to prepare an EIS, rather than a 

serious s c i e n t i f i c analysis that complies wi t h NEPA. 

• July 10, 1997 consultation was inadequate and was conducted 

by consultants. This was the f i r s t attem.pt at t r i b a l 

consultation and occurred nearly one year after the Board 

approved the m.erger. I t should have occurred at the front-

end of the process before the environmental assessment was 

h u r r i e d through. 

• We believe the public review and p a r t i c i p a t i o n process i n 

the m i t i g a t i o n ^ tudy was short-changed. The Board abr'iptly 

canceled the August and September 1997 meetings. In 



a d d i t i o n , the request of the Task Force members (which 

included our t r i b a l representative) that the study calendar 

be extended to allow l o c a l concerns to be addressed was not 

honored. 

The report makes i t appear that the Colony would be opposed 

to depressing the r a i l r o a d tracks downtown because of 

p o t e n t i a l c u l t u r a l impacts. That i s not the case. The 

Colony supports the City's e f f o r t s to seek depressed 

trackage. We drive those str e e t s too. Of course the Board 

would have to comply with federal laws p r o t e c t i n g any 

c u l t u r a l properties that may be encountered and we would 

want to be f u l l y involved i n that process, as required by 

the 1992 Amendments to National H i s t o r i c Preservation Act. 

The discussion of Nati"e American concerns i n the m i t i g a t i o n 

report i s s u p e r f i c i a l . The e n t i r e discussion of 

environmental impacts to the Colony i n the report i s less 

than one page and not informative. 

The report l a r g e l y ignores public health and safety issues. 

These impacts may be more severe wit h the increased t r a i n 

speeds recommended i n the report. 

Manv of our environmental concerns wer= s i m i l a r t o the C i t y 

of Reno's and have not been adequately addressed i n the 

- 4 -



environmental impact statement on the merger--and i n f a c t issued 

i t s decision to approve the merger--before i t i n i t i a t e d aHii 

c o n s u l t a t i o n whatsoever wit h our t r i b a l government. Not only i s 

t h i s inconsiderate treatment of the o r i g i n a l inhabitants of t h i s 

v a l l e y , i t i s a clear v i o l a t i o n of the federal t r u s t o b l i g a t i o n 

the federal agency owed to our Tribe and a clear v i o l a t i o n of 

National Environmental Policy Act which mandates e a r l y 

c o n s u l t a t i o n w i t h affected Indian t r i b e s . 

Tomorrow we w i l l f i l e our amicus b r i e f i n support of the 

C i t y of Reno i n t h e i r challenge to the Board's decision i n 

Federal C i r c u i t Court i n Washington, D.C. We point out i n our 

amicus b r i e f that the Board has v i o l a t e d our r i g h t s by f a i l i n g to 

consult w i t h our Tribe and by not preparing an EIS on t h i s major 

federal action. 

President Clinton and a l l "hree branches of the Federal 

Government acknowledge that the Federal-Tribal r e l a t i o n s h i p i s 

"Government to Government." Why i s t h i s concept so d i f f i c u l t f o r 

the Surface Transportation Board to understand? Our Tribe i s not 

j u s t an " i n t e r e s t group"' on t h i s matter. We are a sovereign 

government wit h recognized r i g h t s under the United States 

C o n s t i t u t i o n . 

Our t r i b e w i l l be impacted by t h i s merger. Our lands l i e 

j u s t across the Truckee Rivei from the r a i l r o a d tracks. We hear 

those t r a i n s day and night. We breathe the a i r and d r i n k the 

water that can be p o l l u t e d by the t r a i n s . We are concerned f o r 

the safety of our people and our c h i l d r e n who work and l i v e i n 

- 2 -



statement of A r l a n D. Melendez 

' INDIAN COLONY 
TRIBAL COUNCIL 

98 COLONY ROAD 
RENO NEVADA 

89502 
(7C2l 329-2936 

FAX 
702i 329-8710 

Tribal Chairman of the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony 

October 9, 1997 

Regarding the Preliminary Mitigation Plan for the UP/SP Merger 

Reno, Nevada 

Good afternoon. My nam>e i s Arlan Melendez. I am the T r i b a l 

Chairman of the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony. We appreciate the 

opportunity to comment on the proposed m i t i g a t i o n plan. 

I t i s i r o n i c that the f i r s t people to inhabit t h i s area are 

the l a s t people the Surface Transportation Board has consulted 

regarding the impacts of t h i s merger. We were here before the 

r a i l r o a d . We were here before the City of Reno existed. The 

Board issued i t s Environmental Assessmient on the merger and d i d 

not. even bot'ner to include the Reno-Sparks Indian Colony on the 

service l i s t . The Board d i d not bother to even send us a copy of 

the document, though they provided the other l o c a l governments 

and other organizations a copy. 

We are also very disappointed that the Surface 

Transportation Board issued i t s decision not to prepare an 

- 1 



Statement o f l nited Stales Senator Harry Reid 
Surface Transportation Board Hearing 

Reno. Nevada - October 9, 1997 
Senator Reid: Thank you for the opportunity to appear before you today to comment on 

the senous concerns 1 have about the draft mitigation plan prepared by the Surface Transportation 
Board I appreciate the Board's willingness to hold today's hearing to discuss some ofthe 
signiticant environmentai issues facing the city of Reno as a result ofthe proposed Union Pacific 
Southern Pacific rail merger The broad array of voices speaking today is strong evidence ofthe 
senous concern that members of this community have about the ramifications of this merger 
While 1 appreciate the hard work that went into drafting the 'Preliminary Mitigation Plan" I 
believe it insufficiently addresses the many environmental problems facing Reno as a result of this 
merger Additionally, it sends xhc wiong message to the cnncipals negotiating the financing of 
the mitigation necessary to accommodate this merger. 

\ recognize the limitations of the STB That .said. I believe that it could do more to 
examine the many environmental issues raised by this merger 1 understand that the STB is unable 
to impose mitigation requirements on any panv other than the railroad and that, under your 
charter, you are unable to impose requirements or costs fbr any mitigation other than the 
incremental difTerence in trains before and after the merg'̂ r 

In most circumstances. I would agree that this approach is appropnate In this instance, it 
is obvious that the citv of Reno is dealing with an aggregate problem, rather than an incremental 
one The citv is facing environmental and qualitv of life problems that are more than the sum ofa 
handful of additional t'rains Without further mitigation, the tram trafiic goes beyond a tipping 
point 

Your preliminarv' selection ofa strategy that imposes merely S12 million in costs on the 
railroad and would allow trains to move more quickly through the city seems to have been 
selected pnm.anly because all costs can be imposed on the railroad While this may be consistent 
with vour charter, it has the per\ erse effect of dissuading the railroad from continuing to negotiate 
on mitigation strategies that are both more acceptable to the city and involve financial 
participation by a number of diflerent parties 

1 ask you consider the unique nature of this situation when you make your final 
recommendation I understand that the City of Reno is willing to participate in the development 
ofa final mitigation strategy and I urge you to explore the possibility ofa final plan that 
implements a binding dgreement between the parties I share your desire that the parties resume 
negotiations on a final solution to this problem I am. however, concerned that your preliminary 
recommendations do nol adequately encourage such an agreement 

It is difficult to over estimate the significance of this merger There is a lot at stake. 
Whi'e the railroad stands to realize significant profits and growih, it also assumes a new, and 
arguablv greater, responsibility, to this community To the extent that problems involving health, 
safetv and the environment anse as a result of this merger, they have a responsibility to participate 
in solving them 

I believe the STB must take a closer examination ofthe many health, safety and 
environmental issues necessarilv associated vvith this merger The Board has a responsibility to 
protect the interests of this community In my capacity as the L' S Senator who represents this 
communitv. 1 intend to do my best to ensure that the STB meets this responsibility 

Thank you again for your efforts 
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Statement of Senator Richard Brvan 
Surface Transportation Board Reno Public Meeting 

WTiile 1 appreciate the Board conducting this public meeting today. 1 am very concemed by 
the draft recommendations i sued by the Section on Environmental Analysis on Sept. 15. 
1997. 

The draft recommendations do little to address the safety, environmental, and economic 
impacts of the Union Pacific. Southem Pacific merger in downtown Reno. Simply increasing 
train speeds, constnicting more gates, and building a few pedestrian overpasses is not the kind 
of mitigation Reno city leaders believe will adequately address the impacts of the merger. 

The Board's proposed mitigation plan ignores the Umon Pacitic Railroad's responsibility to 
mitieate uhe impacts of its merger, and leaves the Cit>- of Reno with the difficult, and 
expensive, task of dealing with the expected dramatic increases in uain traffic. In addition to 
the obvious inconvenience to citizens try ing to drive across town, the increased trains will ^ 
have serious impact on air quality and noise, and will complicate and delay the commumty's 
abilit>- to respond to police, tire, or medical emergencies. The Board's proposed mitiganon 
plan insufficiently addresses each of these areas of concem. 

I uree the Board to reconsider its proposed mitigation plan, and to develop a plan that is more 
sensitive to the needs of the local communit>'. The City of Reno is willing to work with the 
railroad and the Board to develop an altemative that adequately mitigates the burden placed ^ 
on the Citv by the merger, but the extremely low baseline mitigation suggested in the Board s 
draft report, a mitigation level even lower than that previously offered by the railroad, 
seriously compromises the Cit\''s ability to negotiate a more beneficial agreement with the 
railroad. 

The Board's draft proposal is seriously deficient and needs drastic unprovement before it 
even comes close to mitigating the consequences of the merger to the citizens of Reno. 

•OINTEO ON •ICVCLID »A»t« 
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Rebecca Gettelman had questions about the number of accidents repoi+ed by the UP in the 
Sparks yard and the UP said that this kind of information was available from the Nevada 
Public Service Commission (PSC). Craig Wesner with the PSC said that hi: agency merely 
summarizes infonnation provided to them by the railroads and others and that this infonnation 
is available from the UP and maintained in Roseville, Califomia. After several minutes of 
trying to decide if the UP maintained this kind of data, one of the UP lobbyists passed his 
business card to Rebecca Gettelman and said to contact him for tliis data. Craig Wesner 
summarized some statewide data about spills and said that there were six (6) total reported 
spills and of these four (4) of them consisted of two (2) gallons or less last year. 

Mark Demuth requested the STB to provide the City of Reno with unbound and electronic 
versions of PMS when it is available while Colleen Henderson requested a total of thirty (30) 
days to review the same document. She referred to the STB mailing a document which might 
take a week or so and the City would lose a weeks worth of time to review the document. 
Kay Wilson responded by stating that she could not make a decision for the STB regarding 
these requests but would relay them back to the STB staff who were at the Task Force 
meeting. 

The Task Force meeting was adjourned at 3:50 p.m. 

12 



ourface Transportation Board 
Task Force Meeting 

Summary of .Meeting Notes 

numerous other issues including water quality, train derailments, endangered species in the 
Truckee River have not been addressed yet. 

Meni Belaustegui stated that she requested thc STB's minutes to refiect that fact that the City 
has made every attempt to have thc STB and/or its consultants address the issues previously 
mentioned and both the STB and its consultants (i:>CCo) has not met the request to date. 

Rebecca Gettelman from the Intemational Brotherhood of Teamsters stated that her 
constihients are upset that the Railroad is going to ship spent nuclear fuel through Reno and 
Michael Hemmer said Uiat the Department of Energy (DOE) only gives the Railroad twenty-
four (24) hours notice when they want the Railroad to transport shipments like that and the 
Railroad has federal guidelines (law; to abide by Uiat does not allow them to notify the 
general public. 

Rebecca Gettelman asked about training employees to handle a hazardous spill and mentioned 
that she is aware that the Railroad distnbutes a workbook and simpiv cives the Railroad 
employees a test and this is the extent of the training. She said that this is not enough training 
and lhat this is what causes problems when Railroad employees can not respond to their own 
accidents. 

Michael Hemmer said that Railroad employees are trained to contact local emergency officials 
to handle problems that involve hazardous matenals and are not trained to handle each 
situation. Michael Hemmer also said that the has submitted a substantial amount of 
infonnation including safety records and procedures to the STB and that this infonnation was 
available to tlic public to review. He further stated that the UP asked the Reno Fire 
Department (RED) and others to participate in this program and the program included more 
tiian just a handbook and a test. 

Michael Hemmer stated that in June of this year (1997), the UP assigned the Westem 
Regional .Manager of Hazardous Matenals to Sparks to deal wit these issues. 

A member of the general public stated that the UP trains their employees not to respond to a 
hazardous materials incident and that Uie first responders consist of the public officials who 
are trained to respond to such an emergency. 

Mark Demuth referred to page 5 of the Applicant's Report on Merger and Conditions 
Implementation (July 1997) and said that the UP reported a savings of approximately S580 
million as a result of the merger and could exceed $800 million and Michael Hemmer stated 
that this would not be the case given the fact that the UP was going to pass their entire 
savings to the customers who ship goods and they pass the savings on to you and me. 

Merri Belaustegui said that she feels that there is a savings to all including the UP and the 
savings from the merger are still in the billions of dollars. 
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Discussion on Range of Train Numbers 

Kay Wilson said that the City of Reno had specifically asked to revisit the issue of a range of 
baseline train numbers and Mark Demuth said that the City specifically asked for a range of 
tlie number of trains representing "future" trains not baseline. Colleen Henderson mentioned 
that it was her suggestion and she was clear to point out that she was requesting future trains 
not baseline trains. 

Regardless of the previous comments Kay Wilson continued and had Dave Mansen explain 
how- tlie 24 trains a day estimate was assumed. He said that the 24 trains was an average over 
a 5 year period. 

Mark Demuth asked the UP if they looked at specific days of the week when train numbers 
were higher to calculate impacts to noise and other issues and Dave Mansen said that this was 
only a statistical exercise. Dave Mansen also said that by estimating the numbers again, it 
might account for approximately two (2) more trains which would not make a big difterence. 

Robert Stareel with the UP icsponded how Soutlier Pacific's operations were more surged 
filled but that would not be statistically significant. 

Michael Hemmer rem.arked not to look at Southem Pacific (SP) operational data and Mark 
Demuth asked if tiiere was a greater spread in numbers. Michael Hemmer said that thc 
numbers are not representative of UP's operational numbers. 

Dave Mansen said that he would provide information based on conanents from the Task 
Force and apologized for not presenting the conect numbers (referring to presenting a range 
of baseline vs. future trains). Michael Hemmer also agreed to revisit numbers representing 
future trains. 

Michael Hemmer said that there is plenty of 9'*' circuit case law supporting that no mitigation 
is necessary w ith this kind of increase in trains and Merri Belaustegui requested copies of the 
case law. Michael Hemmer said that he transmitted this Liformation to Paul Lamboley in 
Washington D.C. 

Mark Demuth formally objected to the fact that the remaining Task Force meetings were 
canceled by tlie STB and stated his frustration with the fact that the STB did not want to even 
discuss tlie City's comnients regarding issues that had not even been addressed. He stated that 
a goal of tlie Task Force meetings was to exchange issues and ideas and this would not be 
able to be accomplished from this point forward. 

Merri Belaustegui said that Paula Berkeley has had to sit through seven (7) Task Force 
meetings and has been waiting patiently for an opportimity to discuss issues pertaining to 
Native .A.mericans and this has not happened. Merri Belaustegui continued with the fact that 

10 



cjurface Transportation Board 
Task Force Meeting 

Summary of Meeting Notes 

Kay Wilson mentioned that the City of Reno was welcome to meet with the UP without STB 
and DCCo and Merri Belaustegui stated that private negotiations wold not attempt the goals 
of the Task Force or the EMS which were to identify the impacts of the merger and to 
recommend mitigation measures. Merri Belaustegui furtlier stated that the City wanted to 
accomplish tliese goals in conjunction with the STB and UP. 

Michael Hemmer summarized the previous points raised by Mcrri Belaustegui and asked to 
proceed with the Task Force meeting. 

A member of the general public commented that two (2) or three (3) underpasses was not 
going to solve thc impacts created by the Merger and asked if the issue of access into parking 
garages and pedestrian confiicts had been addressed by DCCo and Dave Mansen responded 
no. He also asked if fences were proposed along the tracks to buffer noise and Dave Mansen 
responded no but it could be looked into. 

Steve Varela stated that he is a technical person as well as an engineer and requested that the 
impacts be addressed in order for mitigation measures to be proposed that make sense. He 
suggested a good faith effort be put into tlie PMS. 

Dave Mansen said that Steve Varela's point is clear and does not have to be stated again. 

Mark Demuth referred back to the list of issues not addressed yet and discussed the issue 
associated with off-site mitigation. He said Lhat the STB stated that UP was not responsible 
for off-site (outside the railroad right-of-way) mitigation yet DCCo was presenting off-site 
mitigation. He stated that Sutro Street was never a problem or a street that the City of Reno 
wanted to focus attention on. He specifically asked DCCo why and how they decided to 
address issues associated with Sutro Street and Dave Mansen said that it had higher delays 
associated with traffic. 

Dave Mansen said that in absence of opinions, the STB has addressed many of the issues 
raised by the Task Force. 

Menri Belaustegui then asked if costs have been determined to offset the disruption to 
businesses dunng construction and Dave Mansen said no. Mark Demuth asked if DCCo had 
addressed tlie potential impacts to the Catholic Church along Arlington Avenue and Dave 
Mansen responded no but would talk to his noise consultant. 

Larry Farr had some concems with the grade of the underpasses exceeding six (6) percent and 
said tliat 8 pereent grades can cau.«-e problems for emergeiicy vehicles. 

Dave Mansen asked for additional comments and Merri Belaustegui asked for impacts to be 
detennined before asking Lhe City for comments on mitigation measures. 
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Native American issues 

Biological Resources 

Property impacts/land use 

Mark Demuth then said that the City of Reno is disturbed that the STB continues to identify 
initigation options but has not even identified thc impacts of increasing the number of trains 
associated with the Merger. Mark Demuth explained that the City has requested the STB to 
assess and identify the impacts first before identifying initigation. 

Mark Demuth then asked why the STB was not present at the Task Force meeting especially 
when it was announced by thc STB that the remainder of the Task Force meetings were 
canceled. Mark Demuth said that it was di.sturbing that the STB staff was nol at the last Task 
Force meeting to participate. 

Dave Mansen asked for additional comments about the conceptual drawings and Steve Varela 
responded that he had major concems about the proposed configurations and maruier in which 
tliey were being presented. He requested more time to review considering that he received 
tliem on Monday which gave hira only one day prior to the Task Force meeting to review. 

Paula Berkeley asked for a compromise and requested that tlie STB and thc UP meet even 
tliougli the STB and its consultants refusf:d to hold further Task Force meetings. 

Mark Demuth then asked if the property owners and adjacent property owners had been 
contacted by tlie STB to discuss the impacts of the proposed underpass configurations 
presented in the conceptual engineering drawings and Dave .Mansen responded no. 

Bill Osgood stated that he did not receive his agenda packet conUiining tfie conceptual 
engineering drawings until Monday and he has not had an opportunity to review- them and 
wondered if the downtown interests should meet independently vvith the UP in order to 
continue discussions. He refened to the current situation as a lose - lose situation for the City 
and the UP. 

Merri Belaustegui said that the City Council has only directed staff to discuss the depressed 
train altemative and the City could not participate in otlier mitigation options. She further 
stated that the City of Reno is not interested in discussing mitigation until the impacts of the 
merger were analyzed and disclosed which they have not. 

A member of the public requested that 4 million people be considered in the sensitivity model 
in order to predict future impacts associated with increasing the number and speeds of trains 
associated with the merger. This member also thought it would be a good idea if the STB 
scheduled a Task Force meeting in August. 
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Dave Mansen said that all comments would be evaluated and addressed in the PMS. 

Merri Belaustegui mentioned that i f the STB could approve the increase in speed o f . lins 
through the downtown area then the UP has the ability to limit the number of trains through 
tlie downtown area. Merri Belaustegui also mentioned that the City takes offence to being 
compared with Wichita and reminded the Task Force that Reno is different and the mitigation 
in Wichita would not work in Reno. She continued with the fact that Reno has reviewcvl 
minutes to previous Task Force meetings refiecting that Reno specifically requested the STB 
to address the impacts and mitigation to solve public safety problems caused by an increase in 
trains and speeding the trains does not accomplish this request. 

Discussion of Grade Separation Options bcinj. Considered 

Nasser Ashrafi, a representative from DCCo referred to a handout consisting of conceptual 
engineering drawings showing possible railroad underpass alignment mitigation options for 
Reno. One altemative is shown for the following streets: (1) Arlington; (2) Lake; (3) Valley; 
(4) Evans; (5) Keystone; and (6) Ralston. The conceptual drawings displayed possible 
alignments with all trafTic lane configurations and right-of-way impacts for the underpasses 
and frontage roads. It was mentioned that these engineenng drawings were conceptual in 
nature and that no decisions had been made regarding the need for such a niitigation. Then 
the Task Force agreed to discuss the construction impacts associated with Ralston and 
Arlington Avenue only because of time limitations. 

When the discussion on grade separations was completed, Mark Demutli asked why the 
August Task Force meeting was canceled and Kay Wilson said that Elaine's letter speaks for 
itself referring to the fact that the STB and its consultants needed tim.e to complete the PMS. 

Colleen Henderson requested that the August Task Force meeting be held to discuss issues 
associated w ith the underpasses presented in the conceptual engineering drawings and Kay 
Wilscn said that the STB has decided not to meet in August although she would ask them if 
they were interested in meeting. 

Mark Demutli submitted for Lhe record for the seventh (7*) time, a list of the issues 
specifically requested by the City of Reno to be addressed dunng a Task Force meeting and 
not addressed to date. He was frustrated with the fact that neither the STB not its consultants 
had arranged the time to address the issues in a public fonmi. More specifically, the issues 
included the following; 

Pedestrian safety 

Emergency vehicle access 

Derailments-'spills/water quality 
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this point, a member of the general public asked if it was safer to travel at higher speeds (30 
vs. 20 mph) and Cliff Shoemaker responded by saying yes. 

Rebecca Gettelman with the Intemational Brotherhood of Teamsters disagreed with Cliff 
Shoemaker's comment and said that higher speeds are not safer today because trains are much 
longer than in the past, they transport hazardous materials, there are more people living, 
working, and recreating adjacent to the uacks, and there are no cabooses on the end of trains 
to prevent other trains from rear end collisions. Because of these factors, it is not safer to 
operate trains at higher speeds. Michael Hemmer stated that despite the factors stated by 
Rebecca Gettelman. train accidents on the rails are decreasing and there are fewer derailments 
and injuries reported each year. 

Mark Demuth stated for the record that it is the City of Reno's official position that they do 
not support increasing thc speed of U-ains through downtown Reno and asked whose idea it 
was to propose an increase in speeds through the downtown area in the first place. Kay 
Wilson said that the UP w as simply responding to a request made on behalf of someone 
attending a previous Task Force meetmg. Mark Demuth said that he did not recall any 
suggestions lo increase speeds througii downtown Reno and to verify with minutes to previous 
Task Force meetings. 

Merri Belaustegui asked if tlic proper mitigation including upgrading all of the at-grade 
crossings, installing barriers along the tracks and other measures would be mandated if the 
increased speeds were approved by tiie STB and Dave Mansen said lhat DCCo was currently 
evaluating this mitigation. 

Mark Demuth submitted a letter inlo the record on behalf of the Nevada Department of 
Transportation (NDOT). 

Frank Napierski said that he was disappointed that the City Manager and Councilman 
Hemdon stated their dissatisfaction with the process associated with this project and then left 
without letting the UP or its consultants explain themselves. 

Larry Farr with the RI'D was confused about the increase in speeds and said that it would be 
more efficient for the UP to operate at greater speeds but it would not solve issues pertaining 
to safety haẑ ards in Reno. 

A gentleman representing one of the casinos in the downtown area said that he was troubled 
that only two (2) grade separations were being evaluated by UP's consultants to be located on 
either end of the downtown area and now Lhe UP's consultants are proposing to increase the 
speed of trains through towii. He said that tliese measures do not represent mitigation to 
mitigate Uie impacts. This gentleman Uien said Uiat Uie UP, STB, and its consultants were 
.nsulting our (Reno's) intelligence. He said that Uie City wanted to.work wiUi you to identify 
impacts and meaningful mitigation and this was not happening. 
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(program) that was used to simulate the increase in speeds and said that train operaUons in 
Reno would not change significantly to accommodate greater train speeds. 

Mark Demuth said that most trains travel at much slower speeds through the downtown area 
and to consider the ramifications if cars or pedestrians were stuck on the tracks with trains 
operating at greater speeds. Michael Hemmer responded and said that the UP can not be 
guardians of the public and control their behavior when they cross the tracks. 

Tim Crowley commented about the public safety issues associated with increasing the speed 
of trains through Reno and said that it solved one issue (referring to noise) but created 
additional public safety impacts. Ron Scolaro from Amtrak mentioned that trains traveling at 
higher speeds are saver than traveling at slower speeds and some members of the Task Force 
and the general public disagreed. 

Merri Belaustegui noted that David A. Bolger with the FRA s'ated that higher speeds create 
additional safety hazards and Michael Hemmer responded with the fact that he has data to 
prove this statenient. Merri Belaustegui asked Michael Hemmer for copies of such data. 
Councilman Hemdon referred to the train incident at Dunsmuir, Califomia involving 
hazardous materials pouring into the Sacramento River and said that it is not a question if 
could happen but when will it happen. He feels that speed has a direct relationship to the 
damage that could happen in Reno and urged the STB to address potential impacts to people, 
casinos, aid businesses in the downtown area and asked the UP to be a good corporate citizen 
and address issues pertaining to public safety. 

Dave Mansen said that the Preliminary Mitigation Study (PMS) would address issues 
pertaining to public safety. 

Michael Hemmer said that i f the City was serious about the depressed tracks they would have 
voted for a bond in 1980 and not waited until train traffic increased and Coimcilman Hemdon 
said that the UP is not even willing to pay its fair share of depressing the tracks. Michael 
Hemmer denied the statements and said the UP has always agreed to pay what the federal 
govemment has decided is the Railroad's sĥ ire referring to a past percentage of five (5) 
percent of the total cost to implement mitigation/imp'^ovenient to Uie current thirteen (13) 
percent that Uiey arc currently responsible for. 

Mark Demuth asked a question about increased speeds and wondered if trains were traveling 
at a speed of 30 mph, would they have enough time to stop at the Sparks yard and Cliff 
Shoemaker said yes. 

Councilman Hemdon asked a few questions about trains veling at greater speeds, kinetic 
energy, and safety issues associated with fiattening train vvheels and Cliff Shoemaker asked to 
hold questions until the end of hic presentation. Clift" Shoemaker continued with a statement 
that it is easier for trains to slow down traveling at a speed of 45 mph vs 30 mph and that 
flattening train wheels is no longer an issue because engineers are trained avoid this. At 
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Meni Belaustegui Uien submitted into the record, a letter from Bob Webb, Uie Washoe 
County Task Force representative, who could not be present. The letter mentioned that he was 
concemed that the STB canceled Uie August Task Force meeting and that he would not have 
an opportunity to talk to Uie STB or its consultants about the Merger impacts to Washoe 
County. He stated that a number of mitigation measures that should be considered as part of 
the larger mitigation plan for the T.-uckee Meadows including four (4) specific measures to 
address pedestnan safety/emergency access and train/vehicle accidents as well as three (3) 
measures addressing derailments, spills, and water quality. He requested that a wntten 
response to each item be provided in the preliminary mitigation plan. 

Nancy Burkhart asked to submit into the record a letter prepared by Richard Vitali another 
Tiisk^Force representative who referenced Elaine Kaiser's letter lo Charles McNeeley, dated 
July 2, 1997, canceling future Task Force meetings and Uiought canceling the.se meJtings was 
an indication of Uie lack of cooperation on behalf of the STB. Rich Vitali refened to Elaine 
Kaiser's comment in Uie letter that infonnation and comnients not dealt with at Task Force 
meetings would be adequately addressed in the Preliminaiy Mitigation Plan (P.MP) and stated 
that her comment lacked credibility. He requested that SEA address all issues expressed by 
the Task Force before Uie PMP is released. He stated that the STB would tiol have enouuh 
time to adequately address Uie concems raised thus far. Rich also mentioned that he thought 
t'x' SEA had Uie ability to request the STB Board to extend Uic EMS period. Rich Vitali 
concluded his letter to state Uiat he does not think (hat the SEA has enough infomiation to 
amve at a decision involving mitigation for Reno. 

Bill Osgood referenced receiving a letter from Elaine Kaiser about canceling the August Task 
Force meeting and mentioned Liat he only received the agenda as well as the conceptual 
engineering drawings for possible grade separations on Monday July 7, 1997 and said the 
STB was only giving the Task Force two (2) days to review Uie drawings and to provide 
conimeuLs. He said Uiat Uie STB needs to give Uie Task Force members more time to review 
the conceptual drawings and asked to hold Uie August Task Force meeting to specifically 
address issues pertaining to Uie grade separations. Kay Wilson said Uiat Uie STB's letter 
speaks for itself and Uiat the STB was not planning to have Uie August Task Force meeting. 

Discussion of thc Feasibility of Increasing Train Speeds 

Kay Wilson then moved forwa d wiUi the next agenda item which involved discussing Uie 
feasibility of in 'sing train speeds Uirougli Uie downtown area of Reno. Kay Wilson said 
Uiat Uie UP agreed to look mto Uie financial feasibility of increasing the speed of trains and 
Uie UP has prepared a lecter outlining a S7.3 million price tag lo implement speeding Uie 
trains Uirough downtown Reno from 20 to 30 miles per hour (mph).' Kay Wilson Uien 
introduced Cliff Shoemaker who coordinates public works projects for Uie UP and he 
proceeded to discuss Uie actual upgrades necessary to accommodate increased speeds. He 
discussed improvements to Uie Sparks yard, maximum U^in speeds, operational issues 
automatic block systems (ABS), central traffic control (CTC\ and FRA requirements that 
would have to be met to accommodate greater tram speeds. He bnefiy mentioned Uie model 
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merger but not to prepare the same for Uie UP/SP Merger despite Uie City asking for an EIS. 
He said that this unfair treatment h;is forced Uic City to take this issue to court. He stated that 
thc City wa.s outraged because of the time and money spent on the project on behalf of Uie 
City to only go (hrough the motions with Uie STB in what has turned out to be a 
predetermined EMS. 

Charles McNeely continued to say that the City has tried to negotiate in good faith with the 
UP since before these proceedings began, to come up with a "win-win" situation for thc City 
and Uie Railroad and suspected that these negotiations have been tainted because of Uie STB's 
bias towards the Railroad. In fact serious doubts are now cast on the sincerity of UP's effort 
(o even reach agreement w ith the City of Reno. In reality, one could argue that UP, based 
upon its actions over thc past ten (10) months, never had an intention of negotiating in a good 
faith manner with this community to reach a resolution to this problem. 

ing: Charles McNcely continued to statc that the evidence speaks for itself including Lhe follow 

• The UP offering S35 million toward a project Uiat Uiey promised would not 
cost Uie City of Reno any money, yet Uie UP has done nothing to identify 
where Uie balance of the fimding required to complete the project 

• It was Uie UP, not Uie City of Reno, Uiat proposed the depressed train way 
project as the acceptable compromise and a win - win for everyone 

• Even while offering Lhis project, UP attempted to mt-t privately with 
downtowTi afTected businesses intending to "buy them off ' and this "divide and 
conquer" tactic was dropped when it became obvious that it wasn't working 

• The UP had attempted to use scare tactics on Uieir own employees telling them 
tliat their retirement fimds would be jeopardized if the UP was forced to fund 
such an effort 

• Even after proposing Uie depressed trainway as their altemative, Uie UP 
continues to push for overpasses through downtowTi privately in meeting at the 
Stale Capitol with legislators 

Charles McNeely said Uiat Uiis is not a partnership or a "win-win". This is gamesmanship at 
iLS highest level, and what concems .me and this community is that it appears the deck is 
stacked here; that an outcome favorable to the Railroad is aheady being fashioned; the deal is 
done and we, the City of Reno, are parties to a charade. 

Charles McNeely said Uiat he has alerted Reno's delegation in Washington, D.C, Uie 
Govemor as well as Uie Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ), which has regulatory 
oversight of die STB's environmental decisions, to review Uie STB's procedures in this study 
as well as why an EIS was going to be prepared for Uie Conrail Merger. 
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General Puhlic 
Carl Bradley 
Steve Brown 
Nancy Burkhart 
Daryi Drake 
G:u1h Dull 
Mike Furtney 
Elizabeth Garcia 
Rebecca Gettelman 
Daniel Grimmer 
Wayne Horiuchi 
Rich Houts 
Scott Hutcherson 
Larry Kirk 
Todd Koch 
Michael Kulbacki 
Elaine Limi 
Bmce MacKay 
Ernie Martinelli 
Charles McNeely 
Lawrence Meeker 
Frank Napierski 
Tom Ogee 
Cliff Shoemaker 
Joe Sikorskj 
Robert Starzel 
Sue Voyles 

Introduction / Review Agenda 

Kay Wilson introduced Uie participants and asked Uie members of Uie Task Force and general 
public to introduce Uiemselves. The Surface Tran.'̂ portation Board (STB) was not present at 
this 1 ask Force meeting. 

Charles McNeeley Uianked the members of the Task Force to have an opportunity to speak 
and applauded Uie members for Uieir participation Uius far but questioned the objectivity and 
fdraess of Uie environmenul process associated wiUi Uie EnvironmenUil Mitigation Sttidy 
(EMS). He continued to state Uiat he Uiought Uie STB and its consultanLs would take a real 
look at the impacts of Uie merger and its Uie city's position to support Uie merger but object 
to Uie unwillingness of Uie Umon Pacific Railroad (UP) to address Uie impacts of Uie Merger. 

He said Uie process was rampant wiUi bias towa-'ds Uie railroad and Uiat Uie STB has 
preconceived opinions of what should be done before the EMS was ever completed. He sited 
an example of unfair treatment as Uie STB's decision to prepare an EIS for the Conrail 
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Session: Task Force #7 

Date: July 9, 1997 

Location: City of Reno 
290 South Center Street 
Room 211 
1:00 - 3:50 pm 

Subject: Union Pacific/Southem Pacific Railroad Merger 
Environmental Mitigation Study - Task Force Meeting 

.'Vltendee.s: STB Representatives 
Dave Mansen - De Leuw, Cather & Company 
Kay Wil.son - Public Affairs Management 
Nasser Aslirafi - De Leuw, CaUier & Company 

Task Force Members 
Mem Belaustegui - City of Reno, City Manager's Office 
Steve Varela - City of Reno, City Engineer 
Mark Demuth - City of Reno, Environmental Team 
Larry Farr - City of Reno, Emergency Services 
Tom Robinson - City of Reno, Emergency Serv ices (altemate) 
Steve Bradhurst - Reno Citizens, General Interest 
Richard Vitali - Reno Citizens, Riverbanks Homeo'.Tier (absent) 
Paula Berkley - Native American Representative (absent) 
Bill Osgood - Business Community PeprcsenLitive 
Bob Bums - NFRA (absent) 
Bob Webb - \\'ashoe County (absent) 
Jack Lorbeer - Regional Transportation Commission (altemate) 
Tim Crowley - State of Nevada Representative 
Craig Wesner - Nevada Public Service Commission (altemate) 
Robert Sellman - City of Sparks (altemate; 
Michael Hemmer - Union Pacific Railroad 
Ron Scolaro - .AmU^ Representative (absent) 
Ken Lynn - State Economic Interest (absent) 
Scott Hutcherson - Warehousing & Distribution (altemate) 

Task Force Alternates 
Coll een Henderson - City of Reno, Environmental Team 
Michael Halley - City of Reno, City Manager's OfTice 
Tom Gribbin - City of Reno, Engineering Team 
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Nancy Burkhart read into the record a letter from Scott Beeman. Circus Circus indicating he 
agreed that failure to provide advance review of data prohibited a meaningful task force 
meeting. 

Seeing no further comments, Uie Task Force meeting was adjourned by Kay Wilson. 
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was looking at future conditions both with and with out the merger, holding the year 2000 as 
a traffic constant. Mark stated that year 2000 is not baseline. 

Dave Mansen said they would not be attributing increase in traffic from 1995 to 2000 to the 
UP. Demuth responded that there would be a wider number if 1995 baseline data was used. 

Mark Demuth asked DCCo to explain how a day/night mix of trains was determined when UP 
has indicated that it is impossible to formally schedule trains. Gui indicated that it was based 
on the train traffic during the monitoring week, and was a 53/47 split. Mark indicated that 
there was no purpose in going on with any further quesUons DCCo will not respond to my 
questions pertaining to baseline conditions and appropriate methodologies. 

Craig Wesner asked if a bicycle was considered a vehicle. Giii said yes. 

Harold McNulty indicated that the ICC used to break down accident data by who hit who, 
although the STB no longer maintains these statisUcs. 

Member of the Public Has actual Reno accident data been entered into the record? Dave 
indicated yes. 

Harold McNulty asked Mark DemuUi the wTite a letter to Uie STB ouUining what 
methodology he thinks should be used in the analysis of traffic delay and train/vehicle 
accident analysis. Mark indicated that a letter would be forthcoming. 

Seeing no further comments on item 4, Kay Wilson moved on to item 5. 

General Discu.ssion/Public Commeat 

Public - Wha.1 does upgraded gate systems mean. Dave indicated that it refers to advanced 
circuitry. 

Bob Webb asked that hazardous materials shipping be addressed in the mitigation study. Dave 
indicated that it would be. 

Bill Osgood asked when and where the upcoming directional hom test would be conducted. 
Most people Uiought it was on the 17 .̂ 

Mark Demuth provided the STB with a wntten submittal containing complete information on 
population growth for the City of Reno and Washoe County, and indicated that a 1.8% annual 
growth is not excessive. 

Public - what is the current number of trains passing through the City of Reno now. Dave 
indicated that the current number is an average o. 10/day It was an average of 20 per day 
dunng the emergency detour. 

10 
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Kay Wilson said we can clarify what our thinking is but we can't say what is reasonable at 
this point. 

Harold McNulty said "Regardless of all the science we put into this, it [the mitigation plan] 
comes down to judgment". 

Bmce MacKay said underpasses may mitigate Ralston and Keystone but does nothing for 
noise and safety on Center, Sierra, Virginia Streets. SEA needs to balance the whole area and 
can't just cherry pick a quick fix. 

Nancy B'lrkhart asked for the STB/DCCo to define what feasible, responsible and reasonable 
mitigation means. It must be different iian our interpretation. We need to know what feasible 
means before we can go any further. Dave indicated that the final decision on what type of 
mitigation is feasible rests w itfi the ST • /ave also stated that maybe we can take a look at 
past STB acUons to get a feel for whai . isible is, and report back to the Task Force. Harold 
McNulty noted that SEA's recommendations to the STB may or may not be implemented by 
the board. It is entirely up to their discretion. Harold also stated that reasonable means Uiat all 
of the fact have been balanced to come to a workable solution. 

Rich Vitali asked how the mitigation study would be stmctured. Dave indicated that all 
options will be laid out and evaluated. Rich said that he is offended that McNulty feels that 
all of the Task Force comments are criucisms and that these are criUcal issues to the 
downtown. 

Seeing no further comments on Item 3, Kay Wilson move on to Item 4. 

Traia/V'ehicle Accident Data 

Gui Sheerin provided another handout to the Task Force members and began his preser.tation 
on train /vehicle accident data. 

Mark Demuth asked Gui to defme what an accident is. Gui stated that an accident is a 
train vehicle collision, and does not include pedestrians or suicide attempts, nor does it 
account for injury or death. 

Gui Sheenn continued his presentation and discussed accident rates for the same conditions 
and scenanos as outlined :n the traffic delay presenfiition. Pre merger accidents were 
documented at 1.26 per year, with post merger accidents projected to be 1.7 accidents per 
yeai. Only the depressed trainway mitigation option reduced train'vehicle accidents to less 
than pre merger levels. 

Mark DemuUi asked how baseline traffic numbers could be 1995 traffic volumes and train 
numbers based on post merger conditions. This would result in a smaller number of accidents 
Uiat would be expected to occur based on a wider spread of data. Dave indicated that DCCo 



Surface Transportation Board 
Task Force Meeting 

Summar}' of Meeting Notes 

vs. ouUying grade separations. Dave indicated that every solution has it's own set of 
problems. 

Harold McNultv- indicated that most of the input to date from the Task Force has been 
criticism, and not focused on constructive ideas, which is the purpose of the Task Force. 
Merri followed up by saying that we would like to see an evaluation of the depressed 
trainway, a constructive idea. 

Mark Demuth stated that he can't believe that Sutro is included as a possible mitigation 
option, and that intersection had never been previously discussed. 

Dave Mansen said feasible vs. advisable is a consideration. 

Frank Napierski indicated Lhat he is on the opposite side of the coin as Mark and that the 
traffic delay analysis should be based on historical train traffic numbers (30 +). 

Rich Vitali asked where in decision 71 does it say that underpasses/overpasses are a 
mitigation option, and why does the STB assume that the depressed trainway is automatically 
considered a tier two mitigation? Harold stated that the depressed trainway "appears" to be a 
tier two mitigation measure since it has benefits far beyond mitigating merger related impacts. 
Rich said Decision 71 sets forth no guidelines on what woiUd constitute baseline or tier two 
mitigation. 

Merri Bclaustegui-Traficanti asked how can tier one/tier two mitigation classification decisions 
be seeimngly already made without fu^t knowing the level of impact associated with the 
merger. McNulty indicated that the depressed trainway is the best altemative to mitigating all 
tram related unpacts, alUiough it is a tier two mitigation. Mitigation must be feasible, 
responsible and reasonable. Maik followed up by asking how we can be talking now about the 
level of the solution, when we have not completed the impact anjilysis. 

Michael Hemmer stated Uiat if it were to come to pass thai the STB would impose excessive 
mitigation, and that the Cit>' of Reno was ft-ee to research this issue, that UP would file a 
lawsuiL on a regulatory and cons itutional basis. In addition. Decision 44 says that mitigation 
conditions are not to account for giowth since the 1960's when very few casino rooms 
bordered the tracks whereas since the 1970's 6,000 hotel rooms have been constructed north 
of the tracks, and this is not the raikoads problem, or something that the railroad coiUd 
control in any way. 

Mark Demuth stated that baseline conditions are defmed as the enviionment existing at the 
moment of the action and that the UP must take the environment as it finds it at the time of 
the merger and can't gc back to pre-merger times in the 1960's Hemmer replied angrily that 
"Uiat's not what Decision 44 savs". 
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Rich Vitali asked if operational constraints were within the purview of the STB. Harold 
deferred the question to Michael Hemmer, who stated that he would review the issue and get 
back to the Task Force. 

Harold McNulty indicated that the STB would be real hesitant to suggest any operational 
ideas, as a means to mitigate and speed may not be imposed at all. 

Bill Osgood asked if a sensitivity analysis was conducted on the gate speed data. Gui 
indicated that the train speed was based on monitoring that was conducted during the 
emergency detour. 

Harold McNulty indicated that any condition/mitigation based on train speed would have to be 
carefully crafted, and would include language such as "UP will operate to the extent 
practicable...", and would be left to the discretion of the UP. Dave added that many factors 
are involved in detenninmg train speed, including direction, track conditions, trains in 
front/behind other trains, etc. 

Mark Demuth asked if total delay is how STB is going to evaluate tratfic delay and be the 
basis for mitigation development. Dave said that total delay is the measure for traffic delay. 
Mark asked what the basis of this analysis is, is it ICC regulations or what? Dave indicate that 
DCCo had chosen this method that they have chosen to measure traffic delay, period! 

Mark Demuth asked what the STB is really mitigating. \Mien will the Task Force discuss 
speed/safety issues? Dave indicated Uiat the analysis would be in the mitigation study. 

Mem Belaustegui-Traficanti indicated that the issue of traffic delay needs to be an agznda 
Item at a future Task Force meeting to allow for meaningfiil discussion, ^^^ly is DCCo 
avoidmg discassion of important items when we have a ftill 18 months to prepare the 
miugation study? Harold mdicated that the full 18 months has already been factored into the 
process to get to a final decision at Uie STB. The STB needs three months to evaluate the 
mitigation study prior to making a decision. Merri requested that, i f there is not enough time 
to discuss all of the issues at the Task Force, than the STB should grant an extension of time 
to allow for these discussions to take place. Harold said that they "can't guarantee that all 
questiorL<; will be answered prior to the draft report We don't have any obligation to do thaL" 

Michael Hemmer stated that he will not support any delay in the STB process. 

Merri Belaustegui-Traficanti stated that our comment level would decline if our verbal and 
written questions were not responded to. Harold McNulty indicated that they "can't guarantee 
that all questions from the Task force will be answered prior to the draft report. We don't 
have any obligation to do that." 

Ma-k Demuth asked Dave to explain why underpasses at Sierra. Virginia and Center Streets 
are not physically possible. Gui slated that we should stop belabonng the point of dowTitowTi 



Surface Transportation Board 
Task Force Meeting 

Summar}' of Meeting Notes 

not been responded to date, and Uiis is disconcerting. The following questions were asked by 
Mark Demuth: 

• Are all of the assumptions on page two of the handout ba-̂ ed on averages? Yes 
(Dave). The data base is always the same. 

• Is Uie speed of trains based on previous submittals? No, it is calculated off of 
the video based on gate down time. 

• The train speed data is skewed based on changes in speed as trains speed up or 
slow down. No response. 

• The Task Force needs to see the traffic delay meUioJology in writing from 
DCCo. Dave indicated that he would provide the meUiodology in writing. 

• The average train length of 4,600 feet has a standard deviation of 1,200 feet, 
which will result in huge margins of error. Gui stated that 4,600 feet is just an 
average and not an actual train length. 

• Provide traffic delay model calibrations in writing. Dave will provide in 
wnting. 

• S64,000 question. WTien did train speed become a mitigation option !!! Dave 
indicated that it has always been an option and that it is included in the original 
list of mitigation possibilities to be evaluated. 

• So. if you can manipulate the speed of trains as a mitigation option, why can't 
other operational variables be evaluated Oength, number of trains, etc,)? Merri 
direcUy asked if train speed increase was a initigation option that would bc 
evaluated in Uie mitigauon study, which was our direct question Uiat has not 
been responded to in Charles McNeely's May 22, 1997 letter. Dave said Uiat it 
was an option that would be evaluated. 

• Patrick Jumper previously said calculation of speed based upon length and time 
was mvalid based on gate down times and Gui said he could not explain this 
statement. 

Harold McNulty indicated Uiat the STB does not get into operational funĉ tions associated wiUi 
railroads, and then went on Uie say Uiat Uie STB would look at any option Uiat works. Merri 
Belaustegui asked how- Uiey would regulate operational speed if Uiey were not able to regulate 
operation train numbers through Reno or lengUi of trains Uirough Reno as previously stated by 
Winn Frank and McNulty. McNulty did not respond. 
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Mark DemuUi and Tom Robinson asked how viable it is Uie increase tram speed, and how is a 
train speed increase implemented? Gui indicted that an increase in speed is possible if 
adequate waming devices are presenL which Uiey are in Reno. .Michael Hemmer indicated Uiat 
Uns's Uie first time UP had heard of this prof-isal and Uiat he would have to review it before 
he could make any statements/comments pertaining to increases in train speed. Gui indicated 
Uiat Uiere was no observed relationship between train speed and train length, during Uie 
monitoring period. 

Nancy Burkhart asked if an increase in train speed would necessitate an increase in traffic 
safety devices, and if it would be evaluated in Uie mitigation study. Dave indicate Uiat Reno 
currently has state of Uie art traffic control devices and Uiat no or minimal new traffic safety 
devices would bc required. This issue of traffic safety devices will be evaluated in Uie sttidy. 

Merri Belaustegui-Traficanti said Uie indicated Uiat Uie analysis might look good on paper, but 
wanted to know how Uie issue of increased ttBin speed would acttially be evaluated and 
implemented by UP. Meni also indicated Uiat she wants Uie UP review and decision process 
to be open to the Task Force. 

Michael Hemmer stated Uiat he needed to review Uie issue before making any comments, and 
Uiat he would bring it back to Uie Task Force for discussion. He indicated Uiat implementation 
of a speed increase may require operational changes in Uie Sparks yard. Meni indicated Uiat 
Uie city is not interested m UP information unless it is provided in advance of Uie next Task 
Force meeting so tiiat it could be properiy analyzed by Uie Task force members. 

Bob Webb asked how a 10 mph increase in train speed relates to train stopping distance 
reqmrements. Dave stated Uiat he would get back to Uie Task Force on Uiis issue. 

Bill Osgood commented Uiat Uie mitigation study must evaluate all inten-elated issues such as 
noise, dusL safety, delays downtown pedestrian traffic, as an overpass at Keystone will do 
noUiing io mitigate traffic delay m the downtown area No response was made by any o*" Uie 
consiUtants. 

Rich \htali asked if Uie post merger traffic delay impacts are based on acttial train data or 
merger projection data. Dave indicated Uiat Uie analysis was based on acttial tram data 
collected during the momtormg period. 

Craig Wesnjr indicated Uiat public safety is a big issue and must be factored into the analysis. 

Michael Hemmer asked if any assumptions had been factored into Uie analysis for traffic 
diversion reroJting as a result of mitigation option implementation. Gui said no. 

Mark DemuUi indicated Uiat he had many questions and concems, and stated Uiat many of Uie 
issues and concems previously voices by Uie Task Force, boUi verbally and in writing, have 
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Dave Mansen gave a brief overview of the traffic delay collection and analysis and introduced 
Gui Sheerin). Gui distributed a handout to Uie Task Force members and gave his presentation 
with overheads that matched Uie handout Dave indicated that the mitigation study would 
evaluate a series of environmental factors including traffic delay, pedesoian safety, emergency 
vehicle access, tram/vehicle accidents, derailments/spills water quality, train operations, native 
American issues, biological resources, noise/vibration, air quality, property impacts/land use 
and the feasibility of implementation. Today's discussion will focus on traffic delay and Train 
vehicle accidents. The traffic delay/accident analysis is based on a week long monitoring of 
train traffic through downtown Reno during the detouring of train traffic from the FeaUier 
River route dunng emergency repair operations. Dave made it clear that they were not 
suggesting mitigation options today, and that the analysis looked at what would happen under 
vanoiis mitigation possibilities. 

The handout listed a series of delay and accident meUiodology assumptions, several of which 
were discussed by Task Force members, (see handout). 

Gui Sheerin Presented Uie traffic delay analysis, in terms of total delay hours, for pre merger, 
post merger and various mitigated conditions. Pre merger conditions resulted in a total 
average daily vehicle delay of 188 hours as compared to a post merger average daily vehicle 
delay of 356 hours. Gui emphasized that an increase in speed would go a long way to 
mitigating the traffic delay impacLs and presented several mitigation scenarios and the traffic 
delay benefits associated with each. 

Mitigation options evaluated included one grade separation at Keystone, increasing the train 
speed by 10 mph, increasing Uie train speed by 10 mph + one grade separation at Keystone, 
increasing the train speed oy 10 mph + two grade separations at Keystone and Sutro, and the 
depressed tramway, extending from Keystone to Lake Street., with Morrill closed. 

Based on an analysis of total hours of delay, with no accounting for location of delay, the 
following mitigation options would reduce vehicular delay to levels less than pre merger 
condition: 1) 10 mph ti^n speed increase (174 hours of delay), 2) 10 mph train speed 
increase + Keystone grade separation (136 hours of delay), 3) 10 mph increase in train speed 
= Keystone and Sutto grade separations (110 hours of delay), and 4) depressed trainway (28 
hours of delay). 

Gui Said that some trains go as slow as 5-8 mph and Uiat U? will have to determine if 
speeding trains up by 10 mph was realistic. 

Gui concluded his traffic delay presentation and asked for questions. 

Dave Mansen said that he wasn't sure legally how the STB could require an increased speed 
change as an operationa] matter and would need to discuss Uiis wiUi STB attorneys to provide 
the task force wiUi an explanation. Dave said Uie model .shows increase of speed can help, but 
the question now is. is this possible. 
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for the mitigation sttidy seemed unrealistic. The Task force meetings are a waste of time 
wiUiout pre review of Uie presentation matenals/infomiation. 

Kay^W ŝon asked if any of Uie members of Uie Task Force who signed the letter wouid like 

^ e ' S ^ . ? t m ' ' ' ' r ' ^ ' ' \ ' ^ ' ' ^ ' '^ '^"^^ said Uiat 
c o n c ^ ^ T ' ' ' ^ ' " '^ ^^'"^2 -hich greaUy 

Harold McNulty stated Uiat Uie Task Force could have auxiliary meetings if necessarv to 
further review STBAconsultant data'mfomiation. necessary to 

h l ? . ^ ' ^ "̂ .'̂  T " ' " " ' ' - '^""^ benefit of data review 

W mt tmgT" ' " ^^"P^' ^ "''^ P™ '̂̂ ^ --""S^"' -P"^ the 

Kay Wilson responded Uiat Mr. Orgood could always take back to his groups what is 
presented at Uie task force meeting, so meetings are not a waste of tmie 

f ' ^ t a f e ' t i i T l t - a l n t ' ^ r ' T " " ' ' " ^ " " ' " ^ ^ ^'^^''^ ^^'^^-^ if it would t̂ cUitate Uie availability of infomiaUon prior to Task Force meetings. 

Review of Task Force Meeting Format and Discussion Guidelines 

Kay Wilson asked Uie Task Force members if Uie Task Force fomiat and guidelines were 
working for the group, and mdicated Uiat Uiere was no underlvmg agenda^ cm^l iTpm 
from the Task Force. Comments from Uie Task Force we:̂  lunitid ^ d Kay m H L t to 
mean Uiat Uie fomiat and guidelmes were acceptable. interpreted Uiat to 

i'î Igrô OplJn?""'̂  -̂̂ ^̂  '̂ '̂-̂  - '̂̂ ^̂  Of 

Mark DemuUi asked what Uie status was of Uie outstandmg issues and questions Uiat have 

9Nrt;rfrom Ch''1 ' M K ^ ? ' ""'^ question ĉomments outlined in L May 
29 letter [roin Charles McNeely to SEA. DemuUi also asked when Uie Mav 22 1997 lener 
ftom Charles McN eely to Elaine Kaiser requestmg clanfication on baseline "vs. al temative 
mitigation would be responded to. aucuwuve 

Kay Wilson mdicated Uiat many of Uie issues contained in Uie Mav 29"̂  letter will be 
discussed at Uie Task Force meeting today. STB T>CCo will respond to all questions'corcems 
Uiat have been submitted and concluded by saymg "We'll get back to you" Demuth 
responded Uiat we need responses back mimediately so Uiat Uie Cit>- will have Uie necessary 
time to prepare for Uie short time frame imposed by Uus process. ' "̂ -cessary 


