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Surface Transportation Board 
Task Force Meeting 

Summar} of Meeting Notes 

General Puhlic 
Nancy Burkhart 
Mary Conelly 
Colleen Cripps 
Dan Edgington 
Mike Furtney 
Darnel Grimmer 
Wayne Horiuchi 
Elaine Linn 
Aus'in Lee 
Sanford Lewis 
Brian Lungren 
Bruce MacKay 
LawTcnce Meeker 
Frank Napierski 
Tom Ogee 
Frank Partlow 
Monica Puddington 
Eric Ruby 

Introduction/Review Agenda 

Kay Wilson opened the meeting by requesting that everyone introduce themselves, as has 
become Uie custom with Uie Task Force meetings. STB,T)e Leuw Caiher &Company (DCCo) 
representatives included Harold McNulty, Kay WUson, Dave Mansen and Gui Sheerin. See a 
copy of the sign in sheet for the entire Ikst of task force meeting attendees. J. Michael 
Hemmer did not arrive until 1:30 p.m. 

Harold McNulty started out by addressing a City of Reno concern that had been brought to 
his attention regarding that availability of Task Force meeting materials for review before the 
actual Task Force meeting. Ha-old mdicated Uiat Uie STB/consultant makes every attempt to 
disttibute task I'orce materials prior to the Task Force meetings, although this is not always 
possible. Distnbution of materials will be made to task force members as soon as feasible 
after all of their review procedures are complete. Mr. McNulty indicated that the task force 
and public will have ample time to review all data presented at the Task Force meetmgs and 
that all dala'informarion is available for public review and comment throughout the entire 
mitigation study review process (many months). 

Merri Belaustegui-Traficanti submitted a letter to Uie STB, signed by 13 Task Force members 
and Altemates. indicating that the Task Force has grave concems with Uie lack of 
data'information pnor to the task force meeting. The letter also requested that all task force 
presentation matenals infomiation be provided to the Task Force with enough lead time to 
provide for meaningful review . Based on the inability of the De Leuw Cather & Company o 
provide the requested materials'mfonmation. Merri indicated that the September release date 



Surface Transportation Board 
Task Force Meeting 

Summary of Meeting Notes 

Session: Task Force #6 

Date: June 11, 1997 

Location: City of Reno 
290 SoiiUi Center Stt-eet 
Room 211 
1:00 - 3:30 pm 

Subject: Union Pacific/Southem Pacific Railroad Merger 
Environmental Mitigation Study - Task Force Meeting 

Attendees: STB Representatives 
Dave Mansen - De Leuw, Cather & Company 
Harold McNulty - Siaface Transportation Board 
Kay Wilson - Public Affairs Management 
Gui Sheerin - De Leuw, Cather & Company 

Task Force Members 
Merri Belaustegui - City of Reno, City Manager's Office 
Gary Stockhoff - City of Reno, City Engineer 
Mark DemuUi - City of Reno, Environmental Team 
Lany Farr - City of Reno, Emergency Services 
Tom Robinson - City of Reno, Emergency Services (altemate) 
Steve Bradhurst - Reno Citizens, General Interest (absent) 
Richard Vitali - Reno Citizens, Riverbanks Homeowner 
Paula Berkley - Native American Representative (absent) 
Bill Osgood - Business Community Representative 
Bob Bums - NFPvA (absent) 
Bob Webb - Washoe County 
Jack Lorbeer - Regional Tiansportation Commission (altemate) 
Tim Crowley - State of Nevada Representative (absent) 
Craig Wesner - Nevada Public Service Commission (altemate) 
Rob Pyzel - Cit̂ - of Sparks 
Michael Hemmer - Union Pacific Railroad 
Ron Scolaro - Amtrak Representative (absent) 
Ken Lynn - State Economic Interest (absent) 
David Lonng - Warehousing & Distribution (absent) 

Task Force Alternates 
Harry York - Busmess Community 



We have only had this information for a short time and would like to revisit this 
item after we have adequate time to prepare a proper evaluation of the data 
presented. 

Two general observations: 1) Why were certain mea.surements left out of 
averages, and 2) small sample sizes appear to make the averages useless in some 
cases. 



Length of Trains 

February 12, 1997 
Materials provided to Task Forct ^ , c 
Actual weighted average from De Leuw CaUier & Company matenals provided to Task Force 
is 4,289 feet over 135 trains wiUi a standard deviation 1,459 feet. Therefore a range of plus or 
minus one S.D. would be 2,830 feet to 5748 feet. 

Februar> 3, 1997 . 
Surface Transportation Board (De Leuw Cather & Company) Monitonng Data 
Average length of freight 0 ^ forni analysis of STB Monitoring Data is 4,621 feet over 135 
trains wiUi a standard deviation 1,283 feeL Therefore a range of plus or nunus one S.D. would 

be 3,338 feet to 5,904 feet. 

December 9, 1996 
Joint Verified Statement of Anderson and Naro 

Page 8, of Uie Joint Verified Statement . -,on <• 
Acuia! weighted average from Anderson and Naro materials provided to Task Force is 4,289 teet 
o\ er 135 trains wiUi a standard deviation 1,459 feet. Therefore a range of plus or minus one S.D. 
would be 2,830 feet to 5748 feet. 

Page 9, of Uie Joint Verified Statement 
We know of no basis for Reno's prediction of an average train length of 6.500 

feet. The data above, which represent fs] our best prediction, indicate a weighted 
average length for UP/SP trains of less than 5,000feet, consistent with current SP 
train lengths through Reno. 

Please explain why there is such a negative correlation between the observed 
STB Monitoring Data and the Joint Verified Statement data. 

Speed of Trains 

We have onlv had this information since Monday May 12, 1997 and would like 
to revisit this item afler we have adequate time to prepare a proper evaluation 
of the data presented. 

One general obscn-ation: Table 4 indicates a train on 02-04-97 at 10:45 a.m. 
with a speed of 20 mph. That train was an westbound Amtrak starting from a 
stationary position at the Center Street Station. How did it get to 20 mph in one 
city block? 

Agenda Item 3. Noise Issues 



SP system business, but we recognized that individual trains might not have 
opera'ed on an particular day. 

Vol. 3, Page 79, Graphic: Intermodal Facility Improvements 
Please explain why the Port of Oakland expanded intermodal facilities was not 
included as one of the above factors. Are there any other factors that should be 
included? 

Vol. 3, Page 111-12, Section 2.1 of Uie Operating Plan: 
2.7 Base Period 
The Operating Plan was constructed using 1994 trajfic levels, modified to take 
into account the estimated impacts of the UP/CNT^^ merger, the BN/Santa Fe 
merger, and the conditions granted in settlement agreements between BN/Santa Fe 
applicants and SP, KCS and UP. To provide as accurate an indication of 
operating pattems as possible, VP and SP planners identified freight troin 
schedules and other operating data for the most recent penod during 1995 for 
which this infonnation was available when planning began. Like the traffic data, 
these data were modified to take into account anticipated changes resulting from 
the UP/CMV merger, the BN/Santa Fe merger, and BN/Santa Fe's settlement 
agreements. 

Vol. 3, Page 112,11 4. of Uie Operating Plan: 
Using a computer model, loaded and empty tra ffic in the base period for each 
separate .system was routed across that sysiem and assigned to appropriate trains 
based on the blocking plan and train schedules for the base period (Footnote 1: 
Base-period SP train schedules were identified manually by SP personnel due to 
variations in SP train operations f''on. those scheduled during that period.). 

Vol. 3, Page 113 of Uie Operating Plan 
Every Effort was made to ensure that the proposed train schedules, blocking plans 
and terminal functions are conservative, realistic and practical and will 
accommodate the protected trajfic. 

Vol. 3, Page 117 of the Operating Plan 
With thc parallel UP and SP routes providing significant operating flexibility, the 
merged system will use both routes, but will concentrate intermodal and other 
service-sensitive traffic on the shoner SP route. 



Vol 1 page 1-11 Foomote 3 to Table 1-3 of Uie Environmental Assessment 
' Reflect revised trajfic densitv data attributed to BN/Santa Fe settlement agreement 
as presented in BN/Santa Fe's comments (1/31/96) on the primary application. 

Vol 1 page 1-9, ^4, line 5 of tiiC Environmental Assessment: 
SEA examined the 1994 Baseline traffic contained in the UP/SP operating plan 
to venfy' the findings in the ER [environmental report]. 

November 30, 1995 
Source #4 - Exhibit 13-6 SP of thc Railroad Merger Application 

Page 385, Exhibit 13-6, SP Train Densities, Line 1 of table: 
Sparks N'V to Roseville CA 
Pre-Merger = Adj. 1994 Base Tms/Day - 1 Psgr. + 13 Frgt. = 14 Total 
Post-Merger = Post-Merger TmsTDay - 1 Psgr. + 20 Frgt. = 21 Total 

At what point were these numbers revised and why? 
Pre-Merger = Adj. 1994 Base Trns/Day - 1.1 Psgr. •+ 12.7 Frgt. = 13.8 

Total 

Based upon these four differing sources of pre- and post-merger trains numbers, 
please explain what numbers will be used by the SEA in the draft mitigation 
study? 

Please explain the process SEA took in validate the 1994 Baseline Traffic; what 
fiirther study ofthe railwav traffic flows (Decision 44 Condition 22c line 7); and 
how baseline information from 1994 is going to accurately reflect either the 
existing conditions and therefore the calculation ofthe increase in the number 
of through trains. 

Please help clarify the following statements from the Railroad Merger 
Application. 

Page 5,13, line 7, of Uie Verified Statement of Anderson and Naro 
Other factors affecting future train volumes are (I) remove clearance restrictions 
in the Sierra Nevada, which preclude operation of two high-cube doublestacked 
containers. (2) negotiating lahor implementing agreements, and (3) rebuilding 
Roseville Yard, which will begin on a large scale in 1997. 

Vol. 3, Page 20, \ \ line 7, of Uie Verified Statement of R. Bradely King: 
As a result, we created current operating data by combining UP's transportation 
plan operations with a network of selected SP trains having the capacity to handle 



RENO MITIGATION TASK FORCE 
May 14, 1997 

Comments of Mark A. Demulh 
City of Reno Representative (Environmental) 

Please let the record .show the following issues and concerns were introduced to 
the record on Mav 14, 1997, by Mark A. Demuth, representing the City of Reno. 
Attached please also find a copy of my February 12. 1997, Assumptions related 
to Proposed Action previously submitted. 

Agenda Item 2. Union Pacific's Operating Plan and Train 
Traffic Model Methodology 

Nos. of Trains 

Februar> 12, 1997 
Source #1 - Materials provided to Task Force 
Pre-Merger = 13.8 (1.1 Psgr. + 0 BN/Santa Fe + 12.7 Frgt.) 
Post-Merger = 25.1 (1.1 Psgr. - 4 BN'Santa Fe + 20 Frgt.) 
Change = ^11.3 (4 BN/Santa Fe + 7.3 Frgt.) 

December 9, 1996 
Source #2 - Joint Verified Statement of Anderson and Naro 
Post-Merger - 21.1 to 25.1 

Page 8, % 6, of Uie Joint Verified Statement of Anderson and Naro: 
The SEA estimate of 20 UP/SP through freight trains per day remains accurate, 
as described above. The BNSF prediction, however, may he too high by two to 
four trains per day....is a result, the correct number of post-merger trains through 
Reno is between 21.1 and 25.1 per average day. 

Page 24, \ 2. subpoint a of the BN/Santa Fe Operating Plan: 
Through Tram Service. BN/Santa Fe will begin to serve this corridor [Central 
Corridor] wilh two daily trains, one in each direction, which will be mixed 
manifest 'iniermodal trains. As trajfic volumes increase BN/Santa Fe will increase 
the number of through trains that operate over the Central Corridor. 

April 12, 1996 
Source #3 - Environmental Assessment 
Pre-Merger = 13.8 (1.1 Psgr. ^ 0 BN/Santa Fe + 12.7 Frgt.) 
Post-Merger - 25.1 (1.1 Psgr. + 4 BN/Santa Fe + 20 Frgt.) 
Change = +11.3 (4 BN'Santa Fe + 7.3 Frgt.) 



Surface Transportation Board 
Task Force Meeting 

Summary of Meeting Notes 

Audience member asked if local utilities have been involved. Steve said, yes, Uie engineers 
have considered all utility and boring issues. 

Steve said Uie plan is to keep AmTrak station in downtown. 

Future Task Force Meeting Agenda 

Kay Wilson said Uiey have addressed Charles McNeely's April 15, 1997 request to put certain 
items on Uie futtire agendas as evidencef' by McNulty's May 13, 1997 letter which was 
handed out to task force members. Kay (mpha îzed that the future meetings represent only a 
tentative agenda subject to change. 

General Discussion/Public Comment 

Mike Furtney of Uie UP said he had eight tickets to ride the Operation Lifesaver train at 6:00 
p.m. and he would hand Uiose out on a first-come-first-served basis. Anita Boucher said she 
went wiUi her office and it was a wonderful experience. 

At Merri Belaustegui-Traficanti's specific request, Kay Wilson said Uiat Uie UP had planned 
Uiis train ride and it is not an official task force activity and participation was voluntary. 

Kay Wilson said Uie safety video presentation would be rescheduled so Uiat those who wanted 
would have tLme to eat before Uiey boarded the safety tt-ain at 6:00 p.m. 

Meeting was adjoumed at 4:45 p.m. 



Surface Transportation Board 
Task Force Meeting 

Summary of Meeting Notes 

Air Qualitv Issi in Truckee Meadows 

Linda O'Brian f om Uie health department made a presentation on behalf of the Washoe 
Countv HealUi Distnct. O'Bnan said PSI (pollution standard index) of exceedmg federal 
standards was 51-100 m 1989 and 0-50 in 1991. She said Tmckce Meadows is doing about 
average in air qualitv. She said we are non-attainment for ozone (margmal), carbon monoxide 
(low) and particulate matter 10 (low). She said wet winters, tuel mles and wood stove 
regulations have helped air quality. 

As for Ozone O'Bnan said we have more moderate ozone days. Febmary 1990 we had huge 
snow stomi which aftected ozone levels negatively. Nitrate oxide is emitted by trains so coulu 
impact ozone but not to a significant degree (stopped cars are a bigger impacL) 

As for PM-10, O'Brian said new sUmdard is being considered. Railroads are only 5% or 6% 

of Uie total 100% of inventory. 

As for Carbon Monoxide, O'Brian said Uiis has improved significantly wiUi wet years we 
have been having which keeps numbers low. 70% on road mobiles contribute to Uiis which is 
cars idlmg waiting for trains. All Uiis data tells you is Uic interesting data comes from idlmg 
cars. Air quality has gotten better, med-ology always affects data. 

Winn Frank asked if Uiere are any hot spots along Uie railroad comdor. O'Brian answered no. 
O'Bnan said dust control must occur as well as wood stove regulation. 

Description of Depressed trainway option 

Dave Mansen said Uiat he wanted a presentation of Uie work Uie City and Uie UP had done on 
Uie depressed oiunway option and Uiat Uie consultants had no intention of re-domg work we 
had already done. 

(The considtants have not presented any independent analysis on Uie depressed trainway 
option). Mansen said Uiey will be taking a close look at Uiis work. 

Steve Varela descnbed Uie depressed Q^nway project. All fatal fiaws can be resolved A 
committee is set up to handle down-own properties effected by a proposed shoe-fly. Cost is 
$183,000,000 in 1996 dollars. 

Paula Berklev asked if anv archeological work has been considered Uiat might need to be 
done. Steve said 5% of Uie engineenng cost is attnbuted tc a-cheology. This is set out m 
construction schedule. 

Berkley asked if ttansients have been addressed. Steve said yes, fencing was considered. 
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Someone asked how AmTrak can go 20 miles per hour in 70u feel. DemuUi said trains speed 
up, Coate said speed data wo s collected at end of ttain. 

Kay Wilson asked for report on City's work on Uie noise issue. 

Steve Varela reported that Mike Einwick and UP representatives are working on Uiis and 
liability issues and safety issues must be addressed. 

Mike Einwick made an update report and said PSC, UP, FRA and NDOT were all involved in 
City efforts as well as Bill Osgood. Test were conducted on March 10, 1997. Possibilities of 4 
quadrant gates, mght time closing, localized waming homs, winstie ban, and center median 
barriers were considered. 

Mike Einwick said April 10, 1997 test conducted on Siemi stteet. 106db measured for freight 
train hom and 86db measured for localized hom. El Dorado measured noise from inside Uie 
hotel. June 17, 1997 is next tesL 

Tom Ogee explamed how a localized hom system worked and Uiat there were in place in 
Gening, Nebraska and Parson, Kansas. Andy Anderson a fonner UP employee developed Uie 
system. These are test locations only and system has not been approved by Uie FRA. 

Vitali asked if localized waming had to blow every 1/4 mile of crossing and Ogee said yes, 
same requirements as a train hom. 

Craig Wesner, PSC, said state statute requires a hom be blown unless regulations rcqtme 
oUierwise. If there is a change in Uie crossing itself, must apply to PSC for approval. 

Anita Boucher, from NDOT. said if Uiere is a problem at a crossing, Uie engineer must blow 
his hom, regardless. From her study of one week of Uie City's Virgima SQ-eet Crossmg video 
tape, she found Uiat m 121 times out of 165 events her sUiff observed, a d^n hom would 
have to be blown (73.3% of Uie time). 

Partlow asked about accidents in last ten years. Boucher said Uiere were two pedsstiian deaUis 
and two accidents. 

Bill Osgood said effect of Center Stt-eet median must be considered. He also asked if angel of 
hom if hom needs to directed "down". Bill said sttidy shows that ttespassing overshadows 
grade crossing issues. 

Ogee said when directional homs are blowing, motorists don't know which direction Uie ttain 
is commg from. 

DemuUi asked if UP was doing any noise testing in downtown (per fourth quarter report). 
Hemmer said noUung is being done. 


