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KECK, MAHIN & GATE 

1101 N e w t o r n AVENUE, N.W, 

WASHINGTON, O C. } 9 0 O ) - ) » l « 

CIOZ) 7«*.3400 

FAX (20^.1 r ( « . | | } t 

nu»<t.u»r« 48189-001 

cMcrnu. 202-789-8931 

May 23 , 1996 

V I A FAX AND MATT, 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1201 Constitution Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: F.D.No. 32760 UPSP/Merger 
(Bnvironmental Impact Statement 
and Conformity Potermination) 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

on behalf of the ci t y of Reno, a party participant in the 
/S?^f P^°°«e<^in9, I request that an environmental impact statement 
(EIS) and conformity determination be undertaken fcr the 
environmental impacts in the Reno/Sparkr./Truckee Meadows Basin. 

The "EIS" request i s based on the Surface Transportation 
Board^s (STB) responsibilities under ^^e National Environmental 
Policies Act (NEPA) 42 USC 4321 et seq. s p e c i f i c a l l y 4332(2) and 
applicable regulations thereunder in 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508. 

The "conformity determination" request i s based on STB 
responsibilities under the Clean Air Act (CAA), 42 USC 7401 et 
seq., s p e c i f i c a l l y 7506(c)(1), and regulations in 40 CFR Part 51, 
Subpart W. 51.850-.860. 

After the s i t e v i s i t in the Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meado- asin 
I am reasonably certain that the SEA should conclude that only an 
EIS undertaking w i l l f u l l y and f a i r l y address the significant and 
adverse impacts to the public health, safety and environment of 
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Ms. Elaine K, Kaiser 
May 23, 1996 
Page 2 

that area. A conformity determination i s also consistent with the 
non-attainment status of the area for a i r quality pollutants PM̂ ,̂, 
CO and Oj. Please advise me of your decision on these requests at 
t:he e a r l i e s t opportunity so that the City may ensure compliance 
with these NEPA and CAA requirements 

Very truly yo^irs. 

Paul 

PHL/dph 

mboley 

ICAISER.LTR 
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Law Department 
UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMRANY 

UieOOOGE STREET 
TOOM 830 

OMAHA. NEBRASKA 681/9-OCW 
.'AX (402; 271-561C 

May 20, 1996 

Ms. Phyllis Johnson-Ball 
Section of Environmentai Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
12th and Constitution Avenue, N.W. 
Wasnington, D.C. 20423 

Re: UP/SP Control Application Finance Docket 32760 

Dear Ms. Johnson-Ball: 

Lidc ' t please find copies of additional comments received by Dames & 
Moore and Unint. - ; fic from federal and state agencies in response to previous notices 
and the Environme ital Report. 

Very truly yours. 

Thomas E. Greenland 
Environmenlal Counsel 

Enclosures 

EFnlRED 
Office of tfie Secratary 

JUN - 7 foo< 

C:^WADM\TEO&\U..TEC 



DAMES & MOORE 
ONE CONTINENTAL TOWERS. 1701 GOLF ROAD, SUITE \000. ROLLING MEADOWS, ILLINOIS 60008 

(847)228-0707 FAX: (847) 228-1115 
May 15, 1996 

Mr. Tom Greenland 
Union Pacific Railroad Company ^'^AY t 
1416 Dodge Street ^ ^96 
Omaha, Nebraska 68179 ^^^Upf^f^ 

Re: Comments from Agencies 
Union Pacific/Southem Pacific Merger 
Environmental Report 

Dear Tom: 

Please find enclosed one copy of letters (agency comments regarding UP/SP merger notification) 
received be -een April 19 and May 14. 1996. We will continue to send any additiori. letters 
S i r m I ^ " ^ '° ^''^ questions, please feel free to contact me at (847i Zla-UIUl ext. 364. 

Sincerely, 
DAMES & MOORE. INC. 

-y^^ /0/^Pr^ 
ifclic Dcnsky ^ 
Project Manager 

cc: D. Hargis, D&M 
J. Feigenbaum. D«feM 



BOB MILLOI STATE OF NEVADA JOHN • COMtAUX 
O f r r c l o r 

DEPARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION 
Capltoi Complex 

C«r*on City, Nevada 89710 
Fax (702) 687-3983 

(702) 687-4065 

May 2, 1996 

Julie Donsky 
Environmental Scientist 
Dames & Moore 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, Suite 100 
Rolling Meadows, IL 60008 

Re: SAINV# 963C0104-2 Project: SCOPING - Addendum to the 
Environmental Report for the Union Pacific and 
Southem Pacific Railroad Merger 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

Enclosed are the comments from the Nevada State Historic Preservation Office and the 
Nev'ada Department of Transponaiion conceming the above referenced project. These comments 
constitute the State Clearinghouse re'/iew of this proposal as per Executive Order 12372. Please 
address these comments or concems in your final decision. If you have any questions please 
contact either me, at 687-6382, or Julie Butler, Clearinghouse Coordinator/SPOC, at 687-6367. 

J 

Sincerely, 

Terri Rodefer, Environmental Advocate 
Nevada State Clearinghouse 

Enclosures 



306 MILLER 
Goif*mor 

JOAN G. KETRSCHNER 
Otpvtmaol Dinaor 

STATE OF NEVADA , 

DEPARTIVIENT OF MUSEUMS, LIBRARY AND ARTS 

STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE 
Capitol Complex — 

100 Stewart Street 

Carson City, Nevada 89710 

April 11, 1996 
RONALD M JAMES 

St i t t Hiilonc Prtt»nrU>on OWcar 

Julie Butler 
Clearinghouse Coordinator 
Nevada State Clearinghouse 
Dept. of Administration 
Budget and Planning Division 
Blasdel Building Rm 200 
Carson City NV 89710 

SUBJECT: Environmental Comments on the Potential Environmental Impacts of the 
Control and Merger Application between the Union Pacific and Southern 
Pacific Railroads-Rail Segment: Alazon, Nevada to Sacramento, Califomia. 

Dear Ms. Butler: 

The Nevada State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) has the following comments to make 
on the subject undertaking: 

A number of historic and potentially historic railroad resources along the segment between 
Alazon, Nevada, and the Nevada-California border have not yet been surveyed. These 
resources include: the SP Rail Yard in Carlia and tlie UP Facility in Reno. In addition 
there may be other isolated re.sources along the segment that have not yet been identified. 

There are numerous resources along the segment thai have been surveyec and that the 
Nevada SHPO believes to be National Regisler eligible, including buildings and strucmres in 
Reno, Lovelock, and Winnemucca. 

To date the documentation provided to the Nevada SHPO conceming the merger is unclear 
on the effects increased traffic could have on historic and potentially liistoric resources. 
However, documentation conceming the merger should address potential effects on these 
resources. 

If you have any questions conceming these comments, please contact me at (702) 687-7601. 

^incerely, 

^ulie Nicoletta 
Architectural Historian 



BOB MILLER. Governor 

STATE OF NEVADA 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
U63 S. Stewart Street 

Carson City, NevaJa 89712 

A p r i l 1 2 , 1 9 9 6 TOM .<;TEPMENS. PE Or»e«ir 

In Reply R«f«r to: 

Ms. J u l i e Butler, Coordinator 
Nevada State Clearinghouse PSD 7.01 
Department of Administration 
Budget Division 
Blasdel Building, Room 204 
Carson City, NV 89701 

Dear Ms. Butler: 

The Nevada Department of Transportation has reviewed the 
project t i t l e d SCOPING - Addendums to the Environmental Report for 
the Union Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroad Merger 
SAI#96300104-3. 

Based on the information submitted, we have the following 
conunents on the proposed project. 

Could have major impacts on State Highway System in Reno i f 
track relocation alo.ng the 1-80 corridor i s pursued. 

Increased t r a f f i c may require more active railroad crossings 
(Gates) on the assorted railroad crossings along with possible 
upgrade of thc physical crossing thenselves. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review th i s project. 

.jgincerely, 

/ ' 
7/Thomas J . Fronapfel, P.E. 

Assistant Director - Planning 

TJF:PAF:dg 



-:) 

United States Department of the Interior 

ISUfLtUTttlTU 

96/0002(GPSO -G) 

NATIONAL P,\RK SERVICE 
Great Plains Smrnu OITicc 

1709JacL«jn Sueel 

Omaha. Nebraska 68102-2571 

MAY 0 7 1956 

Ms. J u l i e Donsky 
Dames and Moore 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, Suite 1000 
Rolling Meadows, I l l i n o i s 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

We have reviewed the addendum to the Environmental Report for the 
application for merger of the Union Pacific and Southern Pacific 
Railroads. 

We note that the new r a i l - l i n e segment that i s proposed for 
Texarkana, Arkansas, could impact a Land and Water Conservation 
Fund (L&WCF) s i t e . Hobo Jungle Park, in the southern part of the 
city. The most recent L&WCF project for this s i t e i s project 
number 05-00481. The park i s bounded on the north by a railroad 
line, on the south by Division Street, and i s within 160 feet of 
Roberts Street to the west. 

Section 6(f)(3) of the L&WCF Act, as amended, states: 

"No property acquired or developed with assistance under this 
section s h a l l , without the approval of the Secretary [of tha 
Int e r i o r ] , be converted to other than public outdoor recreation 
uses. The Secretary shall approve such conversion onlv i f he 
finds I t be m accord with the then existing comprehensive 
statewide outdooi recreation plan and only upon such conditions 
as he deems necessary to assure the substitution of other 
recreation properties of at least equal f a i r market value and 
of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location . . . .« 

The L&WCF program is administered in Arkansas by the Department 
or Parks and Tourism. The rail-line project should be brought to 
the attention of the following State official to determine its 
potential impacts on Hobo Jungle Park: Mr. Bryan T. Keller 
Chief, Recreation Grants, Department of Parks and Tourism ' 
1 Capitol Mall, Little Rock, Arkansas 72201 (telephone 
501-682-1523). ^ 

I f we may be of further service, please contact Mr. James Grasso 
of this office at 402-221-3205. 

Sincerely, 

Francis A. Calabrese 
Superintendent 



cc: 
Mr. Brian T. Keller, Chief, Recreation Grants, Department of 

Parks and Tourism, 1 Capitol Mall, L i t t l e Rock, Arkansas 72201 
Surface Transportation Board, 1201 Constitution Avenue, NW., 
Room 3219, Washington, D.C. 20423 

JGrasso:mk 5/7/96 
c:\wp51\files\er\upmerger.Itr 



^tate nf lEnuisiana ""'SEC'ex A'';" 
* * *T .£"T ' 'E f rA*" G " " * O F n ^ E O F T H E L l l U T E N A N T GOVERNOR 

ICUTENANT OVCNNOR D E P A R T M E N T O F C U L T U R E , R E C R E A T I O N & TOURISM C C R m HOBOT 

O r r i c E o r C U L T U R A L O e v c L o r i ^ K N T A S S I S T A N T S C C R C T A R Y 

D I V I S I O N o r A R C H A K O L O C Y 

May 6, 1996 

Ms. Julie Donsky 
Dames & Moore 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, Suite 1000 
Rolling Meadows, Illinois 60008 

Rc: Addendum to theEnvironmental Report for the Proposed Merger 
of the Union Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroads 

Multiple Parishes, Ia)uisiana 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

Referen-̂  is made to your letter dated March 26, 1996, requesting our comments on the 
above. We have completed our review of the proposed plans and determined that significant 
cultural resources will not be affected. Therefore, we have no objections. 

If we may be of further assistance, please contact Mr. Mike Mahady in die Division of 
Archaeology at (504) 342-8170. 

Sincerely, 

Gerri Hobdy 

State Historic Preservation Officer 

GH:MM:s 

PO. BOX 4 4 2 4 7 . BATON ROOGC. LOUISIANA 7 0 8 0 4 - 4 2 4 7 . P H O N C (504) 3 4 2 - 8 I 7 0 • FAX .504 ) 342-81 73 
A N e o u A U C f ^ O H T J N I T v E v , ^ . . . o v t o 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT, CORPS OF ENGINPERS 

P O BOX 602S7 
NEW ORLEANS, LOUISIANA 70160-0287 

BcnvTo May 7 , 1996 
ATTENTION Of : ' » ^ ^ ^ 

Planning Division 
Environmental Analysis Branch 

Ms. Julie Donsky 
Environmental Scienti.st 
Dames and Moore, Incorporated 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, Suit.e 1000 
Rolling Meadows, I l l i n o i s 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

The information below is provided in response to your l e t t e r 
of inquiry dated March 29, 1996, concerning the application for 
merger of the Union Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroads. Your 
l e t t e r was forwarded to us from our Lower Mississippi Valley 
Division o f f i c e . 

The r a i l segment identified in your l e t t e r between Avondale, 
Louisiana, to Beaumort, Texas, which may have an increase in r a i i 
a c t i v i t y , as a result of the proposed merger, is within the 
Department of the Army (DOA) regulatory j u r i s d i c t i o n of the U.S. 
Army Corps of Engineers (COE), New Orleans D i s t r i c t , and the 
Galveston D i s t r i c t . Any portion of that segment within the New 
Orleans D i s t r i c t which may be proposed for area expansion to 
accommodate relocations, additional trackage, or f a c i l i t i e s 
could, dependent on environmental impacts, require DOA permits 
for performance of required work. Any portion of that segment 
within the Galveston D i s t r i c t is subject to their DOA regulatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n and would require a separate response from them for 
any proposal. 

The Shreveport, Louisiana, to Lufkin, Texas, segment and the 
Brinkley to Pine Bluff, Arkansas, segments are each subject to 
DOA regulatory j u r i s d i c t i o n of other COE d i s t r i c t s and would 
require a separate response from each of them for any proposal. 
We have no response to other items of information requested over 
which we have no ju r i s d i c t i o n . 

Please contact our office i f we may be of further assistance. 

Sincerely, 

R. H. Schroeder, Jr. 
Chief, Planning Divisi on 
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BEPVYTD 
ATTENTION OF 

DEPARTMENT OFTHE ARMY 
CORPS OF ENGINEERS. OMAHA DISTRICT 

TRI-LAKES PROJECT OFFICE. 9307 STATt HWY 121 
LITTLETON, COLORADO 80123-6901 

April 30, 1996 

Ms. Julie Donsky 
Dames & Moore 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, Suite 1000-
Rolling Meadows, IL 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

Reference is made to the Environmental Report for the application for merger of the 
Union Pacific and Southem Pacific Railroads. 

This letter is to infonn you that prior to any excavation in or the placement of dredged 
or fill material into wetlands or streams, either temporary or permanent, our office should be 
contacted for proper Department of the Anny permits pursuant to Section 404 of the Clean 
Water Act. 

The rail segment within the state of Colorado falling under the jurisdiction of this office 
extends from Denver to the cominental divide. 

Regarding your concems which involve the rail .segment from the Cont'iiental divide to 
Dotsero, Colorado, a copy of your lerer has been forwarded to the Corps of Engineers 
Regulatory Office at 402 Rood Ave, Room 142, Grand Junciion, Colorado 81501-2163 
Telephone No. (970) 243-1199. 

If there are any questions concemiiig this matter, please feel free to contact Mr Terrv 
McKee at (303) 979-4120. 

Sincerely, 

Time 
Project̂ Mtinager 

® 



C O U N T Y OF N E V A D A 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

950 Maidu Avenue • Nevada Cily, California 95959-8617 
Telephone: (916) 265-1480 • F/LV. (916)265-1234 

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 

Christine (Wilcox) Foster, I st District 
Karen Knecht, 2nd Distnct 
Fran Grattan, 3rd Distnct 

Rene Antonson, 4th District 
Sam Dardick, 5th District 

Cathy R. Thompson 
Clerk ofthe Board 

April 23, 1996 

Ms. Julie Donskv 
DAMES & MO(:)RE, INC. 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Gold Road, Suite 1000 
Rolling Meadows, Illinois 60008 

Rc: Environmental Report for the Application for Merger of the Union Pacific & 
Southern Pacific Railroads 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

Pursuant to your letter of March 26, 1996, please find enclosed a copy ofthe letter sent to 
the UP/SP Environmental Project Director listing the Board's concern!: as well as a copy 
ofthe minutes for the March 5, 1996 Board meeting where this issue was discussed. 

If you have any further questions, please contact this office. 

Sincerely, 

CATKY R. THOMPSON 
Clerk ofthe Board 

CRTicf 
Attachments (2) 
cc: Planning Department 

Nevada County Transportarion Cominission 



C O U N T Y O F N E V A D A 
STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

950 Maid'j Avenue • Nevada City, California 95959-8617 
Telephone: (916) 265-1480 • F/<Jf.- (916)265-1234 

B O A R D OF SUPERVISORS 

March 8, 1996 

Christine (Wilcox) Foster, 1st District 
Kareo Knecht, 2ud Districl 
Fran Grattan. 3nd Distna 

Ren̂  Afltoosoo, 4th District 
Sam Daidick, 5th District 

Cathy R. Tljoin»on 
Qcric ofthe Board 

Elaine K. Kaiser CC '- ̂ -^ 
UP/SP Envirorunental Project Director 
Section of Environm;ntal Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
12th and Constitution Avenue, Room 3219 
Washington, D.C. 29423-0001 

RE: Finance Docket No. 32760 - Comments - Nevada County, California, Board of 
Supervisors 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The purpose of this letter is to convey to you the concems of the Nevada County Board of 
Supervisors regarding the proposed merger between the Union Pacific and Southem Pacific 
railroads. 

The Board of Supervisors believes that any impacts caused hy the merger and the resulting increase 
in train traffic s:hould be fully mitigated. 

The Nevada County Board of Supervisors is aware that the Town of Truckee plans to file statements 
containing specific detail conceming potential impacts of thc proposed rail merger. The issues 
contained herein are of concern to the Nevada County Board of Supervisors and this letter is written 
in support ofthe more complete information tĥ at Tmckee will transmit to you. 

Impacts on Vehicie Traffic Utilizing Califomia .SfatP Hl>hwav 267 Cmssing nf SP Dnnner̂ ^ 
Summit Line 

This highway grade crossing is located near downtown Tmckee. Each time a train moves through 
the Town of Tmckee, auto trafSc comes to gridlock in die vicinity ofthe railroad crossing. During 
peak traffic times, thc queues extend fi-om the train tracks one to two miles soutii Into the Martis 
Valey. On tiie north side ofthe crossing, emergency vehicles are frequentiy blocked torn exiting 
the Tmckee fire station. 



Proposed Merger between UP/SP Raiircads 
March 8, 1996 
Page 2 

Tmckee is the gateway fo the North Lake Tahoe area and tiiis region's economy is heavily dependent 
upon tourism. Thc extreme congestion, which occurs when trains move through the area, bas a 
potentially negative economic impact on True eee and the rest ofthe Nonh Tahoe region. 

Air Qyality Issues 

Eastem Nevada County is under the jurisdiction of the Northem Sierra Air Quality Management 
District and has a nonattainment air quality status. The increase in train traffic has thc potential to 
increase particulate mar.er and otiier pollutants ia the air. Also, the pollutant levels may increase 
fi-om vehicles in traffic queues waiting for trains to clear the crossing. 

Water Quality Issues 

The railroad tracks in tiie Tmckee area run along tiie Tmckee River canyon which is a part of an 
importanx and sensitive watershed. The environmental impact analysis for this proposed merger 
should consider potential degradation of water quality in the Tmckee River, and the potential for 
contamination that may occur if a train, carrying hazardous materials, has an accident near the river. 

Potential Mitigations 

In preparauon of the environmental assessment for the proposed merger, it has been suggested that 
the following potential mitigations be considered: 

(1) The geography of tiae State Highway 267 SP railroad crossing precludes the installation of a 
grade separated crossing at tiiat location. However, there is an existing grade separated crossing on 
Highway 89, a short diftance west of thc Highway 267 crossing. Potential mitigation for the 
increased train traffic might be to provide funding to assist in a widening of the SR 89 grade 
separated crossing to allow raore trafiBc to utilize that location during times when trains are moving 
through town. 

(2) Another way that the railroad could help alleviate the impacts of increased train traffic would 
be to provide passenger rail service into the Tmckee region. This would allow tourists to access thc 
recreational facilities of the High Sierra witiiout bringing vehicles into tiie area. In 1992, the Nevada 
County Transportation Commission prepared a rail feasibility analysis which indicated the potential 
viability of passenger rail operations from thc San Francisco Bay Area into the TmckecTleno area. 
We hope you will consider this information in tiie preparation cf the environmental assessment. 

(3) Nevada County and the State of California are working to complete plans for Highway 267 to 
bypass the Town of Truckee and bridge tiie Tmckee River :d tiie raikoid. We have been working 
for years to obtain funding for tiiis project and It cop'j.ues to be at risk. Once tiiis bypass is 
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Proposed Merger between UP/SP Raikoads 
March 8, 1996 
Page 3 

constmcted, a significant amount of traffic will be moved out of Tmckee. Consideration should bt 
given to the railroad providing some funding to help with constiti'nion ofthe bypass as a mitigation 
measure. 

If you need fijrther information from the Nevada County Board of Supervisors, please feel free to 
contact the Board oflBcc at the address above or call directiy to (916) 265-1480. 

To enable the board to continue to track this important issue, please send copies of the 
Environmental Impact Statement to the Nevada County Planning Department, 950 Maidu Avenue, 
Nevada City, CA 95959 and tc the Nevada County Transponation Commission, 101 Providence 
Mine Road, Suite 102, Nevada City, CA 95959. 

Thank you for tiie opportunity to share the:e comments. 

Sincerely, 

Fran Grattan, Chairman 
Nevada County Board of Supervisors 

FG;nh 

cc; Tmckee Town (Council »̂  
Senator Diane Feinstcin 
Senator Barbara Boxer 
Congressman Wally Herger 
Congressman John Doolittle 
Assemblyman Bemie Richter 
Senator Tim Leslie 



County of Nevada 
Board of Supervisors Minutes 

.Mr. Miller stated that had not been explored as yet because it was not an awarded contract. 
Once the contract had been awarded, he would put the question to County/ Counsel to determine 
whether a conflict of interest existed. He added that on the surface, he believed tiiere may be a 
conflict; i.e., if you are contracting with someone, you ordinarily do not have them on an 
advisory committee. However, the formal question would have to be put forward to County 
Counsel. 

Supervisor Antonson reiterated that was a major concern for him as he did not want to get six 
months down the line and have to go tiirough tiie exercise again because there was ' conflict. 
He wanted it settled prior to approving tiie conti-act. 

Mr. Miller advised the Board tiiat until tiiey awarded tiie confr-act, there was no conflict of 
interest. If the conti-act was approved today, it needed to be resolved prior to Thursday as thc 
Advisory Committee met tiiat day. His only concem was delaying the type of wonc being 
looked at because of the very concise regulatory time frames tiiat the County had, which coulo 
lead the County into some real performance problems with the State. 

Mr. Sylvester offered background information on tht issue. He anticipated that he would be 
leaving tiiie Solid Waste Planning Comraittee if tiie contract was awarded because he did not 
want anv evidence whatsoever of anv conflict. 

Chairman Grattan thanked Mr. Sylvester for his dedication and tiie many professional hours he 
contributed to the (bounty at no charge and of great benefit to the citizens. Supervisor Knecht 
indicated that he had been a good adoition to tiie Solid Waste Planning and Review Committee. 

Motion made by Supervisor Knecht, seconded by Supervisor Foster, to adopt Resolution 96-92. 
On a roll call vote, the motion passed unanimously. 

**** 

After a 10-minute recess, the meeting reconvened. 

*CORRKSPONDENCE: (Action) 

17. Surface Transportation Board Request for Environmental Comments on the Potential 
Environmental Impacts of the Contirol and Merger Application Between the Union Pacific 
and Soutiiem Pacific Railroads (Finance Docket No. 32760). 

ACTION TAKEN: Chairman Grattan introduced the agenda item. 

Mr. Dan Landon, Executiive Director of the Transportarion Comimssion, stated that he was able 
to provide the Board with information regarding tiic merger between Union Pacific and Southern 
Pacific Railroads, although he had not seen the addendum item. He asked if the Board planned 
to take action, and he offered to answer their questions. 

Chainnan Grattan believed tiiat the Board would be taking action. 

Supervisor Knecht indicated that the issue came up at the Transportarion Conunission that the 
response time was approaching quickly, and the Commission referred it to Mr. Landon for 
comment. She believed that the Board should have sent ui comments to support Tmckee, rather 
than refening it to Mr. Landon. 

Mr. Landon outiined die situation for the Board stating that tiie Union and Southem Pacific were 
proposing to merge and would, on the basis of their combined traffic, approximately tiiple thc 
tirauis traveling through Tmckee on the Sierra Route. Union Pacific planned to heighten ail of 
the tuimels across tiie Sierra sc they could take larger double stacked container railroad cars 

VOLUME 55 657 3/5/96 



bounty'of Nevada 
Board of Supervisors Minutes 

N across tiie Sierra. He added tiiat tiiis would be a great benefit to tiie State in that it wis 
j determined tiiat in order for tiiie State to mamtam its comperirive position in tiie Pacific rim 
^ countiies, tiiey needed to tiiple tiic tonnage tiirough the deep water ports (Port of Oakland and 

Los Angeles area). This wouid become a major economic route for the State. However, with 
only 8-10 trams per day through Tmckee, tiiey experience extreme traffic problems; i.e., eaich 
time a tram moves tiuough Tmckee, auto ti-atfic comes to gnd lock. He discussed the ti-affic 
impact that the proposal would have on the Town of Tmckee. They used that information as an 
mdicator to tiie Califomia Transportation Commission of tiie dire need to build tiie Tmckee 
Bypass, gi\ing tiie community an additional way to access the Martis Valley during those 
events. He sent a letter on behalf of tiie Commission lo thc Surface Tiansportation in 
Washington DC, uidicating thc nariu-e of tiie tiaffic problems, and he asked them to veiy 
seriously consider the impacts in their envuonmental assessment. He noted that the assessment 
was due to be completed in the montii of Apnl, and the official time for preliminary comment 
was February 15; however, they indicated that if comments were fortiiconung immediately, tbey 
would still accept them. Once the assessment was completed, they would nave approximately 
20 days to comn.jui on whatever was noted in the document. He encouraged the Board to 
support the Town of Tmckee in their effort to ensure that tiie impacts of the merger were 
appropriately dealt witii. 

Discussion ensued regarding tiie importance ofthe Bypass. 

Chairman Grattan asked if Mr. Landon could draft the letter, he indicated that he could. 

Sup ervisor Dardick questioned the possibihty of Tmckee's recommendation for an interim 
solution to widen the "mouse hole" on Highway 89 to allow for movement down River Street 
Mr. Landon stated that tiie feasibility of tiiat altemative would be explored by the Commission 
in their preliminary projects for the next fiscal year, altiiough tiie widening of tiiat existing 
timnel wouid be very complex and not an easy thing to deal wim. 

Supervisor Dardick suggested that anotiier impact was tiie air quality concems that wexe 
mdicated by tiie Tmckee attomey, and would be agendized for tiie Nortiiem Sierra Air (Quality 
Management Distiict for tiie meeting next Wednesday. He noted that tiie Distiict had not 
replied to tiie potential impacts of air quality, and he hoped tiiat it would be mentioned in thc 
Board's letter He fiuther indicated tiiat tiie Planning Department also had environmenlal 
concems regarding the area toward the S ommit. 

Mr. Landon indicated tiiat tiiere was somewhat of a silver lining to tiiie potential dark cloud of 
additional train ti-affic; i.e., tiie potential of mcreased rail ti-affic providing some passenger raO 
into tiie Tmckee area. If skiers could be moved efifectivelv tiuough tiie rail, tiiey were not sittims 
at tiie mtersection witii their cars idling and adding pollutimts to tiie au". He believed tiiat S 
should move v̂ ry carefiilly tiu-ough tiie process, but to bring tiie issues forward so tiiey would be 
considered. He noted tiiat passenger rati was sometiiing that freight raikoads tended not to be 
mterestcd ui, but if it was presented as a mitigation tiiey may be more receptive to tiie idea and 
may be a part of tiie ultimate solution m helpmg Tmckee have an adequate level of service. 

Supervisor Dardick believed tbat tiie letter should mention some of tiie otiier areas of concern: 
I.e., be could see a potential stop at tiic Summit bringing skiers directly to tiiat area. 

Supervisor Antonson asked if Mr. Landon had discussed tiie issues witii Reno, as it appeared 
they would have tiie same problem. Mr. Landon stated tiiat Tmckee had dealt witii Reno and 
they had also retaiiied an attorney to express tiieu- concerns. He fiuther ad-vised tiie Board that 

5̂ n̂ A\,̂ cP° ^ meeting on tiie Summit with ski operators, and tiiey indicated to a 
) CALTRANS representative tiiat if CALTRANS wouid get tiie passenger raU ti-ains to the 

bummit, tiiey would provide for tiie constincrion of a staLion and wouM an-ange for ground 
transportation to move tiie people to the ski areas. 
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Supervisor Knecht asked if there was a way to quantify thc portion that the State had 
responsibility for witii regard to the merger and the Impacts to Tmckee. She stated that when 
they were testifying before the CTC, one of the Commissioners suggested that tiie entue 267 
Bypass should probably be a mitigation for Lhe merger. She asked if they had been able to 
quantify the State's responsibility in the merger, and how it related to the Bypass. 

Mr. Landon stated that it had not been quantified, although they had an intersection and a 
section of State highway at failure mode without a merger, and the State could not divorce itsdf 
firom a major portion of the responsibility in that regard. He had sufficient data to indicate to the 
State the current problem and now mucn of the problem would be diverted by the Bypass. He 
believed that it would become a point of negotiation. He believed that tiie letter should incliA 
an expression of concern, a listing of the major issues, and then allow thc environmental process 
to ferret out what the data was and to include it in the assessment. 

Supervisor Knecht noted that the Board had a letter from the Plarming Department tiiat showed 
they sent a response to Dames & Moore, the environmental consultant on the project. She asked 
if tnere was another letter sent out at a different time that dealt with habitat and v/ild life specieŝ  
Mr. Bob Leggett, Assistant Director of Planning, stated that there was a letter that discussed 
water quality relative to the South Yuba River, and he then referred them to tiic Town of 
Tmckee and copied Tmckee on the letter. 

Chairman Grattan believed that the Board was very interested in the issue, and anything that w» 
sent out on behalf of the County should be sent out by the Board of Supervisors. It appeared to 
her that a response was sent directly, with the Board unaware and only one Supervisor advised. 
Supervisor Dardick stated that he did not see a copy ofthe letter. 

Supervisor Dardick questioned whether hazrirdous spills should also be addressed in the letter, 
Mr. Landon would note that concern, indicaving the County would want every assurance that the 
appropnate safety measures and precautions were taken. 

Supervisor Knecht believed the Board should direct that tiiie Chairman and Mr. Landon draii a 
comprehensive letter, fairly strongly stated, representing the Board's position on the merger. 

Chainnan Grattan sc. directed, and she indicated that any impacts that could be mitigated should 
be mitigated, that they deal with tiie air quality impacts, track replacement issues, the economic 
advantages dealing witii tiie passenger rail, and all otiier concems with the pr oject. She ?lso fdt 
that the Board strongly support the Town of Tmckee and tiieir concems and let thera know that 
die Board was cooperative m tiiis matter and supportive of tiieir concerns. She asked that copies 
go to the State and to the Town of Tmckee. 

Mr Landon noted tiiat Placer Co'mty also had concems about tiie potential of moving passenor 
rail into Uie Aubum/Colfax area in concert witii tiie merger and thc upgrade cf tiie rail lines 
There may be a time where tiiey would like to have a combined meeUng, and he would be 
explormg that issue. 

Mr. Hal DeGraw, Assistant County Counsel, suggested tiiat tiie Board may wish to ti-ack the 
environmental document and when it was produced, perhaps it could be agendized to sec if 
fiirther response was needed. 

Chairman Grattan asked tiiai Mr. Leggett assist tiie Board in tiiat regard. 

• • • • 
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United States DepartiTient of the Interior 
FISH .VsD WILDLIFE SERMCE 

IN Mftv *tn% TO Ecolopcal Services 
Sacramento Field OfTice 

2«00 CotUigt Way, Room E-1803 
Sacramento, California 95825 

1-1-96-TA-770 Apri l 29, 1996 

M«. J u l i * Donsky 
Damas Moor* 
1701 Golf Road, Suit* 1000 
Rolling Meadows, Illi n o i s 60008 

Subject: Species List for Proposed Merger of the Union Pacific and 
Southern Pacific Railroads in California 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

The enclosed l i s t replies to your letter of March 26, 1996, requesting in
formation on listed and proposed endangered and threatened species that may be 
present in or may be affected by projects in the subject project area (aee En
closure A). Infonnation concerning the distribution, l i f e history, and 
habitat requirements for the listed upecies is available upon request. 

The Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) used your map(s) and/or other infor
mation to locate the proposed project on a U.S. Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5 
minute quadrangle map. The species on the enclosed l i s t are those species we 
believe may occur within, or be affected by projects within, th* various quads 
where your project is planned. Some of the species on the l i s t may not be 
affected by the proposed action. A trained biologist or botanist, familiar 
with the habitat requirements of the listed species, should determine whether 
these species or habitats suitable for these species may be affected by the 
proposed action. 

Information and maps concerning candidate species in California are available 
from the California Natural Diversity Data Base, a program of th* California 
Department of Fish and Cane. Address your request to: Marketing Manager, 
California Department of Fish and Came, Natural Diversity Data Base, 1416 
Ninth Straet, Sacramento, California 95814 (916)322-2493. 

All listed species identified in Enclosure A are fully protected under the man
dates of 'he Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (Act). Section 9 of the 
Act and its implementing regulations prohibit the "take" of a federally listed 
wildlife species. Tak* is defined by the Act as "to harass, harm, puraue, hunt, 
shoot, wound, k i l l , trap, capture, or collect" any such wildlife species. Take 
may include significant habitat modification or degradation where it actually 
k i l l s or injures wildlife by significantly impairing essential behavioral 
patterns, includin.3 breeding, feeding, or shelter (50 CFR S17.3). 

Take incidental to an otherwise lawful activity may b* authorized by o.n* cf 
two procedures. If a Federal agency is Involved with th* permitting, funding, 
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or carrying out of this project, then Initiation of formal consultation 
between that agency and the Service pursuant to section 7 of the Act is re
quired i f i t is determined that the proposed project may affect a federally 
listed species. Such consultation would reault in a biological opinion that 
addresses anticipated effects o; the project to listed and proposed species 
and may authorir* a limited level of Incidental take. If a Federal agency is 
not Involved with th* project, and federally listed species may be taken as 
P^- of th* proj*ct, th*n an •lncid*nt*l tMkm' p*rmit pursuant to ssctlon iO(a) 
of th* Act should b* obtained. The Servic* may issue such a permit upon 
completion by th* p*rmit applicant of a satlafactory cons*rvation plan for th* 
listed specl** that wuld b* affect*d by th* project. 

If suitable habitat for fsderally listed species exists In the project area, 
we recommend that surveys for them be undertaken by qualified biologists 
during or prior to th* *nvironroental review process. We also reconnend that 
surveys b* undertaken for the proposed and candidate species included in 
Enclosure A i f suitabl* habitat exists on site. The results of these surveys 
should be published in any environmental documents prepared for this project. 

Should thes* surveys determine that federally listed or proposed species occur 
in the area and are likely to b* aff*ct*d by th* propossd proj.ct, th* S*rvlc* 
recommends that the project proponent, in consultation with this office and 
th* California D*p*rtm*nt of Fish and Cam*, d*v*lop a plan that mitigatas for 
th* p r o j * c f * dlr*ct and Indirect Impact* to listed species and compensates 
for project-related loss of habitat. The mitigation plan also should be 
Included In the environmental docum*nt. 

W* also rscomnwnd addressing adverse impacts to candidat* species. One of the 
benefits of considering th*s* speciss *arly In th* planning procass I * that by 
•xplorlng alt*rnatlv*s. I t may b* posslbl* to avoid conflicts that could 
develop, ehould a candidate specie* become listed before the project i s 
co:iiplet*. 

The Service recently changed its policy on candidate species. The tens 
ca/ididat* now strictly refers to sp*cl*s for which th* S*rvic* has on f l l * 
*nough Information to propos* listing a* *ndang*r*<l or threatened. Former 
e*7>dldat* 2 apecies - species for which listing is possibly appropriate but 
for which th* S*rvlc* lacks sufflcl*nt Information to support a listing 
proposal - ar* now called species ot concern. They are no longer monitored by 
the Servic*. However w* have retained the.̂  on the enclosed l i s t for general 
Information. We encourage consideration of them In project planning, as they 
may become candidate species In the future. 
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We appreciate your concern for endangered species. If you have further 
questions, please call Mr. Peter Cross, Central Valley Branch Chief, Hr. 
Michael Thabault, Coast-Bay-Delta Branch Chief, or Mr. Ren Sanchez, Forest 
Ecosystems Branch Chief, of this office at (916) 979-272S. For the fastest 
respons* to species l i s t requests, address them to the attention of tha 
section 7 office assistant at this address. For questions regarding wetlands, 
pleasa contact Mark Littlafield of this office at (916) 979-2113. For 
questions concerning the endangered winter-run chinook salmon or the proposed 
threatened coho salmon, pleasa contact tha National Marine Fisheries Service's 
Protected Spades Management Division, (310) 980-4015. 

Sincerely, 

Joel >. Medlin 
Field Supervisor 

Enclosure 



ENCLOSURE A 

LISTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

UNION PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN KEDDIE ANO BIEBER. CALIFORNIA 
April 26. 1996 

Listed Specief 
Birds 

American peregrine falcon, Fafco peregrinus anatum (E) 
baW eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T) 
northem spotted owt. Sbix ocddentalis caurine (T) 

Fish 

Modoc sucker. C^oslomus m/crops (E) 

delta smelt, Hypomesus transpacifScus (T) 

Invertebrates 

Shasta crayfish. Padtastacus forHs (E) 

Proposed Species 
Amphibians 

California red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytoni (PE) 

Planu 

slender Orcutt grass, Orcuttia tenuis (PT) 

Species of Concert^ 
Mammals 

pygmy rabbit. Brachylagus idahoensis (SC) 
spotted bat Etxierma maculatum (SC) 
greater westem mastiff-bat. Eumops perotis califomicus (SC) 
California wolverine, Gulo goto iuteus (SC) 
Sierra Nevada snowshoe hare, Lepu* americanus tahoensis (SC) 
Paafic fisher, Mattes pennanO pacHica (SC) 
small-fooled myotis bat, Myo6s tafiolabrum (SC) 
long-er'ed myotis bat, Myotis evoOs (SC) 
fringed myotb bat. Myotis tttysanodes (SC) 
long-legged myotts bat Myotis volans (SC) 
Yuma myotis bat. Myotis yumanensis (SC) 
Pale Townsend*s big-eared bat Pteco/us townsendf paflescena (SC) 
Sierra Nevada red fox. Vulpes wipes necator (SC) 

Birds 

northem goshavyfc, Acdpiter gentilis (SC) 
tricolored blackbird, Agelaius tricolor (SC) 
weslem burrowing owl, Atfiene cunicularia hypugea (SC) 
ferruginous hawl̂ . Bufeo regalis (SC) 
WtJe willow flycatcher. Empidonax traillH brewsteri (SC) 
Califomia spotted owi. Strix ocddentalis ocddentalis (SC) 
Columbian sharp-tailed grouse. Tympanuchus phasianellus columbianus (SC) 

Reptiles 

northwestern pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata matmorata (SC) 

Page 1 
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USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

UNION PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN KEDDIE AND BIEBER CAUFORNIA 
April 26.1996 

Species of Concery^ 
Amphibians 

foothill yellow-legged frog. Rana boytii (SC) 
Cascades frog, Rana cascadae (SC) 

mountain yellow-legged frog. /7an« mucosa (SC) 
Fish 

rough sculpin, Coitus aspenimus (SC) 
PH Roach. Latdnia symatricus mMrulus (SC) 

Eagle Lake rainbow trout Ortcorttynchus (*Salmo) mykiss aquilantm (SC) 
Goose Lake redband trout. Oncorhynchus (=Salmo) mykiss ssp. (SC) 

Invertebrates 

Siskiyou ground beetle. Nebria gebleri siskiyouensis (SC) 
Trinity Alps ground beetle. Nebria saNber^i triad (SC) 
goMeivhomed caddisfty, Neottvemma genetia (SC) 

PUnU 

Suksforf s milk-vetch. Astragalus puls'iferae var. suksdorHi (SC) 
Webber's mSk-vetch, Astragalus webberi (SC) 

long-haired star-tulip, Catochortus hngebarbatus var. tongebarbatus (SC) 
clustered lad/s-slipper. Cypripedlum fasdculatum (SC) 
Webbers Ivesia, twsia vnebbari (SC) 
Egg Lake monkeyflovwr. Mimulus pygmaeus (SC) 

dosed-Bp (dosed-throated) beardtongue. Penstemon personatus (SC) 
Devil's Garden pogogyne. Pogogyne Ooribunda (SC) 

Notes: 

m ^ O f ^ ^ fP«»<*» that Is in danger of extindion throughout all or a signifk^^^ 
O) nreatenad Spedes that Is likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future 
S f l l ^ ^ ^ K 1 ? Sf P ' ^ P ^ ^ endangered or threatened (CH) cmcal Habitat Area essential to the conservation of a species «"«»«wnwj. 
(0) CaotJdafe Spedes for which the Rsh and WikJIife Service has suffident biological information to support a 

Proposal to Dst as endangered or threatened. wsoppona 
' ?Pf^lo^l*^e««lnginfom«itfonin(icatedmayw^^ 

, . Concern bwlogical information to support a proposed rule is lackina 
(CR) Recommended 

for candidate status. 
( ) Listing petitioned. 
(•) Possibly extind. 
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USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED ANO THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN MARTINEZ AND OAKLAND. CAUFORNIA 

Apnl 26.1996 

Listed Species 
Mammals 

salt marsh harvest mouse, Reithrodontomys ravtverOris (E) 

Birds 

American peregrine falcon, Faho peregrinus anatum (E) 
Califomia brown pelkan, Pelecanus ocddentans califomicus (E) 
Califomia clapper raii, Rallus tongirostris obsoletus (E) 
Cafifomia least tem. Sterna anttllarum (-albifrons) brown! (E) 
Aleutian Canada goose, Branta canadensis leucoparela (T) 
westem snowy plover. Charadrios a/exandhnus nivosus (T) 
baM eagle. Hatlaeetus leucocephalus (T) 
northem spotted owl, Strix ocddentalis caurina (T) 

Reptilas 

giant garter snake, Thantnophis gigas (T) 

Fish 

tklevrater goby, Eucydogobius newbenyi (E) 
winter-run chinook salmon. Oncothynchus tshawytscha (E) 
winter-run chinook salmon crit habitat. Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) 
delta smelt Hypomesus transpacHiais (T) 

delta smelt critical habitat. Hypomesus transpacUfcus criCica/ habitat (T) 

Invertebrates 

misston blue butterfly, karida Kariodes misshnensis (E) 
San Bruno elUn butterfly. Indsafia mossu bayensis (E) 
Califomia freshwater shrimp, SyrKaris pactfSca (E) 
vernal pool fairy shrimp, Branchineda lynchi (J) 

valley eWerberT^' longhom beetle. Desmocerus caSfomkus cBmorphus (T) 

delta green ground beetle, Baphrus virids (J) 

Plant* 

robust spineflower, Chorizanthe robusta (E) 
Presklk) clarkia. Clarkia trandscana (E) 
California sea bWe, Suaeda caRfomica (E) 

Proposed Specie^ 
Reptiles 

A'ameda whipsnake. Masticophc. lateralis euryxanthus (PE) 

Amphibians 

Cilifornia red-legged frog, Rana aurora draytoni (PE) 

FUh 

Coho salmon, Oncothynchus kisutch (PT) 

Sacramento spiittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (PT) 

Invertebrates 
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LISTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN LATHROP AND SACRAMENTO. CALIFORNIA 
Apnl 26.1996 

Spcciet of Concem 
Mammals 

greater western mastiff-bat Eumops peroHs califomicus (SC) 
small-footed myotis bat. Myotis dliolabrvm (SC) 
long-eared myotis bat. Myotis evoOs (SC) 
fringed myotis bat Myotis thysanodes (SC) 
long-legged myotis bat Myotis volans (SC) 
Yuma myotts bat Myotis yumanensis (SC) 

San Frandsco dusky-footed woodrat Neotoma fusdpes annedens (SC) 

San Joaquin pocket mouse. Perogna^us inoratus (SC) 

Padfk: western big-eared bat. Plecotus townsen<.iii townsen<£i (SC) 

Birds 

tricolored blackbird, Agelaius fricotor (SC) 
westem burrowing owl. Athene cntnicularia hypugea (SC) 
ferruginous hawk. Buteo regalis (SC) 
Gtde vMilcw flycatcher. Empidonax traillS brewsteri (SC) 
black rail, LateraBus jamaicensis (SC) 
white-faced ibis, PlegatSs chiN (SC) 

Reptiles 

sih/ery legless lizard. Amiella putofira pukhra (SC) 
northwestem pond turtle, Clemmys mannorata marmorata (SC) 
southweste.'n pond turtle, Ciemmys marmorata pallida (SC) 
San Joaquin whipsnake, MasOcophis flagellum rtxktocki (SC) 

Califomia homed Ptzard, Phrynosoma coronafum frontale (SC) 

Amphibians 
foothill yellow-legged frog. Rana boWu (SC) 

westem spadefoot toad. Scaphiopus hanvnondi (SC) 

Fish 

green sturgeon. Adpenser meduostris (SC) 

river lamprey. Lampeta eyres/ (SC) 

Kern Brook lamprey, Lampetra hubbsi (SC) 

Pacific lamprey. Lampefira tridentata (SC) 

longfin smelt. Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC) 

Invertebrates 

Antioch Dunes anthidd twetle, Anthicus andochensis (SC) 

Sacramento anthictd t>eetle. Anthicus sacramento (SC) 

moestan blister tieetle. Lytta moesta (SC) 

molestan blister beetle, Lytta molesta (SC) 

PlanU 

Suisun Marsh aster. Aster lentus (SC) 
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USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AJ^EA OF 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN LATHROP AND SACRAMENTO, CALIFORNIA 
April 26. 1996 

Species of Concerr^ 
PlanU 

alkali milk-vetch Astragalus tener var. tenet (SC) 
brittiescale. Atriphx depressa (SC) 
valley speaiscale. Atriplex joaquiniana (SC) 
slough thistle. Ctslum crasslcaule (SC) 
delta coyote-thistle. Eryngium racemosum (SC) 
Nortfiem Califomia black walnut Juglans califomka var. hindsii (SC) 
delta tule-p«fl. Laffi/rus jepsortii var. jepsonii (SC) 
'iegenere. Legenere Smosa (SC) 
Mason s lilaeopsis. Uaeopsis masonii (SC) 
valley s^gittaria. Sagittaria sanfordii (SC) 

Notes: 

(E) Endangered Spedes that is in danger of extinction throughout ail or a significant portion of its range. 
(T) Threatened Spedes that is likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future. 
(P) Proposed Spedes that has been proposed in the Federal Register to be listed as endangered or threatened. 
(CH) Critical Habitat Area essential to the conservation of a spedes. 

#P) Candidate Spedes for which the Fish and Wiklfrfe Sendee has suffident biological information to support a 
proposal to list as endangered or threatened. 

IPSC) Spedes of Spedes for which existing informaHott indkated may warrant feting, but for which substantial 
Concem biotogkal information to support a proposed mle is lacking. 

(CR) Recommended 
for candidate status. 

( ) Listing petitioned. 
(•) Possibly extinct 
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USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS FROM NEVADA TO SACRAMENTO CALIFORNIA 
Apnl 26, 1996 

Listed Specie^ 
Birds 

American peregrine falcon. Faico peregrinus anatum (E) 
Aleutian Canada goose. Branta canadensis leucopareia (T) 
bald eagle. HaBaeetus leucocephalus (T) 

Reptiles 

giant garter snake. Thamnophis gigas (T) 

FUh 

winter-fun cWnook salmon. Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) 
delta smelt. Hypomesus transpacUfcus (T) 

delta smelt critical habitat Hypomesus transpacUfcus critical habitat (T) 

Lahontan cutthroat trout. Oncorhynchus (=Saimo) darid henshawi (T) 

Invertebrates 

vernal pool tadpole shrimp. Lepidurus packarcS (E) 

vernal pool fairy shrimp. Branchineda lyncN (J) 

valley eldertierry longhorn beetle. Desmocenjs califomicus cSmorphus (T) 

PlanU 

Tmckee bart)erry. Berteris sonnei (E) 
Proposed Species 
Amphibians 

Califomia red-legged frog. f?an8 aurora draytoni (PE) 

Fish 

Sacramento spiittail, Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (PT) 

PlanU 

Stebbins" morning-glory, Catystegia stebbinsii (PE) 
Pine Hill ceanothus, Ceanothus roderidd (PE) 

El Dorado bedstraw, GaBum caPfomicum ssp. sierrae (PE) 
Layne's buttenveed. Senedo layneae (PT) 

Candidate Specie^ 
Birds 

mountain plover. Charadrius montanus (C) 

Amphibians 

Califomia tiger salamander. Ambystoma cal'tfomiense (C) 

PlanU 

Carson Range rock-cress. Arabis rigidissima var demote (1) 
Species of Concen^ 
Mammals 

spotted bat. Euderma maculatum (SC) 

greater western mastiff-bat. Eumops perods califomicus (SC) 
Califomia woiverine. Guto gulo luteus (SC) 



ENCLOSURE A 

USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

, , ^SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS FROM NEVADA TO SACRAMENTO CALIFORNIA 
Apnl 26.1996 

Species of Concert^ 
Mammals 

Sierra Nevada snowshoe hare. Lepus amoricanus tahoensis (SC) 
Padnc fisher. Marfejpennantfpac/ffca (SC) 
small-footed myotis bat. Myotis dlioiabntm (SC) 
iong-eared m-/otis bat. Myotis evotis (SC) 
fringed myotts bat Afyoff* thysanodes (SC) 
long-legged myotii hat Myotis volans (SC) 
Yurna myotts bat. Myotis yumanensis (SC) 
San Joaquin pocket mouse. Pemgnathus inoratus (SC) 
Pale Townsend's big-eared bat Plecotus townsencS paltescens (SC) 
Paafic westem big-eared bat Plecotus townsendii townsendii (SC) 
Sierra Nevada red fox. Vulpes vulpes necator (SC) 

Birds 

northem goshawk. Acdpiter gentilis (SC) 
tricolored blackbird. Agelaius frreotor (SC) 
westem burrowing owl, Athene cunicularia hypugea (SC) 
ferruginous hawk, flufeo regalis (SC) 

) little willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (SC) 
white-faced ibis, Pfegadls chiN (SC) 
Califomia spotted owl, Strix ocddentalis ocddentalis (SC) 

Reptiles 

northwestem pond turtle. Clemmys marmorata mannorata (SC) 
Califomia homed lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC) 

Amphibians 

Mount Lyell salamander. Hydroniantes platycephslus (SC) 
foottiill yellow-legged frog. Rana boytii (SC) 
mountain yellow-legged frog, Rana mucosa (SC) 
weslem spadefoot toad, iScaphiopus hamtriond (SC) 

Fish 

green sturgeon, Adpenser me<£rostris (SC) 
river iamprey, Lampetra ayresi (SC) 
Paafic lamprey. Lampetra tridentata (SC) 
longfin smelt. Spirinchus thaleichthys (SC) 

Invertebrates 

Antioch Dunes anthidd beette. Anthicus andochensis (SC) 
Sacramento anthidd beetie. Anthicus sacramento (SC) 
Sagehen Creek goracean caddisfly. Goeracea oregona (SC) 

_y Cold Sprir̂ g caddisfly. Lepidostoma ermanae (SC) 
Shirttail Cieek stonefly, Megaleuctra sien-a (SC) 

Page 2 



ENCLOSURE A Page 3 

USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

/' ^ SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS FROM NEVADA TO SACRAMENTO CALIFORNIA 
V y April 26.1996 

Species of Coitcfrjf 
Invertebrates 

spiny rt^yacophilan caddisfly Rhyacophila spinata (SC) 
South Fortw ground beetle. Soufft Fori<s ground bettte (SC) 

PlanU 

Red Hills soaproot. Chhrogalum granOfkinjm (SC) 
hispid bird's-beak. Cordyianthus mollis ssp hispidus (SC) 

Donner Pasa buckwheat Eriogonum umbellatum var. torreyanum (SC) 
Plumas ivesia. A/es/a sericoleuca (SC) 
legenere, Legenere liinosa (SC) 
long-petaled levirtsia, Lewisia k>ngipetala (SC) 
Tahoe yellow-cress. Ponppa subumbetlata (SC) 
valley sagittaria, Sagittaria sanforcSi (SC) 
El Dorado mule-ears. Wyethia reticulata (SC) 

Notes: 

^ Endangered Spedes that Is in danger of extinction ttiroughout all or a significant portion of its range. 
* 2 ^ « ' e " « < ' Spedes that is likely to become endangered within the foreseeable future. 

Spedes that has been proposed in the Federal Register to be listed as endangered or threatened 
9>i) Cntical Habitat Area essential to the conservation of a spedes. 
fC) Canddate Spedes for which the Rsh and WiWMe Service has suffident biological information to support a 

proposal to fist as endangered or threatened. 
(SC) Spedes of Spedes for whk* existing infonnation indkatednfiayyvaniant listing, but for whk:̂  

Concern biological information to support a proposec* rule is lacking 
(CR) Recommended 

for car,didate status. 
( ) Listing petitioned. 
(*) Possibly extinct 



ENCLOSURE A 

LISTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN NILES JUNCTION AND OAKLAND CALIFORNIA 
April 26, 1996 

Listed Soecief 
Mammals 

salt marsh harvest mouse. Reithrodontomys raviventris (E) 
San Joaquin kit fox, Vulpes macrolis mutica (E) 

Birds 

American peregrine falcon, FaIco peregrinus anatum (E) 
Califomia brown pelk;an. Pelecanus ocddentalis califomicus (E) 
Califomia dapper rail. Rallus hngirostris obsoletus (E) 
California least tem. Sterna antillanim ("albifrons) browni (E) 
westem snowy plover. Charadrius alexandrinus nivosus (T) 
bald eagle, Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T) 

Fish 

tidewater goby, Eucydogobius newberryi (E) 
winter-run chinook salmon. Oncothynchus tshawytsdia (E) 
winter-fun chinook salmon crit habitat Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) 
delta smelt. Hypomesus transpadficus (T) 
delta smelt critical habitat. Hypomesus transpadficus critical habitat (T) 

invertebrates 

longhom fairy shrimp, Branchineda hngiantenna (E) 
mission blue butterfly, karida kariodes missionensis (E) 
San Bruno elfin butterfly. Incisalia mossii bayensis (E) 
vernal pool fairy shrimp. Branchineda lynchi (T) 

bay checkerspot butterfly. Euphydryas editha bayensis (T) 

PlanU 
robust spineflower, Chorizanthe robusta (E) 
Presidk) dariua. Clartda trandscana (E) 
palmat6-i)raded bird's-beak. Cordyianthus palmatus (E) 
Califomia sea blite, Suaeda cafifomica (E) 

Proposed Species 
Reptiles 

Alameda whipsnake. Masbcophis lateralis euryxanthus (PE) 

Amphibians 

Califomia red-legged ft-og, Rana aurora draytoni (PE) 

Fish 

Coho salmon, Oncod)ynchus kisutch (PT) 

Sacramento spiittail. Pogonichthys macrolepidotus (PT) 

~ Invertebrates 

J callippe silver̂ pot butterfly. Speyeria callippe callippe (PE) 

PlanU 

Contra Costa goldflelds. Lasthenia conjugens (PE) 

Page 1 



ENCLOSURE A Pag, 2 

LISTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN NILES JUNCTION AND OAKLAND CAUFORNIA 
Apnl 26, 1996 

Proposed Specie^ 
PlanU 

pallid manzanita (Alameda manzanita) Ardostaphylos pallida (PT) 
Candidate Species 
Mammals 

San Joaquin Valley woodrat. Neotoma fusdpes riparia (C) 
riparian brush rabbit, Sytvilagus badimani ripant.^ (C) 

Birds 

mountain plover. Charadrius montanus (C) 

Amphibians 

California tiger salamander. Ambystoma califomiense (C) 

PUnts 

Santa Cruz tarweed, Holocarpha macradenia (^ 
Species of Concern 
Mamnuls 

Berkeley kangaroo rat Dipodomys heermanni beritleyensis (SC) 
gi eater western mastiff-bat. Eumops perotis califomicus (SC) 
small-footed myotis bat. Myotis dlhlabrum (SC) 
long-eared myotis bat. Myotis evotis (SC) 
fringed myotis bat Myotis thysanodes (SC) 
long-legged myotis bat. Myoft* volans (SC) 
Yuma myotis bat Myotis yumanensis (SC) 

San Frandsco dusky-footed woodrat Neotoma fusdpes annedens (SC) 
San Joaquin pocket mouse. Perognathus inoratus (SC) 
Padfic western big-eared bat Plecotus townsendii townsendii (SC) 
Alameda Island mole. Scapanus latimanus parvus (SC) 
satt marsh vagrant shrew. Sorex vagrans halicoetes (SC) • 

Birds 

tricolored blackbird. Agelaius tricokr (SC) 
Bell's sage sparrow. Amphispiia belli belli (SC) 

westem burrowing ovî l. Athene cunkularia hypugea (SC) 
ferruginous hawk, Buteo regalis (SC) 
little willow flycatcher. Empidonax traillii brewsteri (SC) 

sattmarsn common yellowthroat Geothlypis trichas sinuosa (SC) 

black rail. Laterallus jamaicensis (SC) 

Alameda (South Bay) song sparrow. Melospiza mekdia maxillaris (SC) 

Reptiles 

silvery legless lizard. Anniella pulchra pulchra (SC) 

northwestem pond turtle. Clemmys mannorata mannorata (SC) 

southwestern pond turtle. Clemmys mannorata pallida (SC) 



ENCLOSURE A Pag^3 

USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN NILES JUNCTION AND OAKLAJMD CAUFORNIA 
April 26, 1996 

Species of Concem 
Reptiles 

San Joaquin whipsnake Masticophis flagellum ruddock (SC) 
California horned lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC) 

Amphibians 

foothill yellow-legged frog. Rana boylii (SC) 

westem spadefoot toad. Scaphiopus hammond (SC) 

Invertebrates 

Opier's longhom moth. Adela oplerella (SC) 

sandy beach tiger beetle, Ckindella hirticollis gravida (SC) 

Bridges' Coast Range shoulderband snail, Helminthoglypta nickiniana bridges! (SC) 
Ricksecker*s water scavenger beetle, Hydrochara rickseckeri (SC) 
curved-foot hygrotus diving beetle, Hygrotus curvipes (SC) 
San Francisco lacewing. Nothochrysa califomka (SC) 

PbnU 

alkali milk-vetch. Astragalus tener var. tener (SC) 
valley spearscale. Atriplex joaquiniana (SC) 

San Frandsco Bay spineflower. Chorizanthe cuspidate var. cuspidate (SC) 
South Bay clarkia. Clartda condnna ssp. automixa (SC) 
northcoast bird's-beak. Cordyianthus mantimus ssp palustris (SC) 
fragrant fritillary, Fritillaria liliacea (SC) 
Diablo rock-rose. HeDanthella castanea (SC) 
Diablo rock-fose. HeliantheUa castanea (SC) 
pappose spikeweed. Hemizonia panyi ssp. congdonii (SC) 

Kellogg's (wedge-leaved) horkelia. Hori elia cuneata ssp. sericea (SC) 
Northem Califomia black walnut Juglans califomica var hindsii (SC) 
detta tule-pea. Lathyrus jepsonii var jepsonii (SC) 
adobe sanlde. Sanicula maribma (SC) 

most beautiful (uncommon) Jewelflower, Streptanthus albidus ssp peramoenus (SC) 

Notes: 

(E) £f>da/j<;erBd Spedes ttiat is in danger of extinction ttiroughout all or a significant portion of its range 
(T) Jhretttened Speaes ttiat is fikely to become endangered v«rtthin ttie foreseeable future 

ic»^ c'^l^r.HH.t ^^l <° ̂  « endangered or Uireatened. (CH) Cntical Habitat Area essential to ttie consen/ation of a spedes 
(C) Canddate Spedes for which ttie Rsh and WiWIife Sendee has suffident biological information to support a 

proposal to list as endangered or ttireatened. 
(SC) Speoe* of Spedes for which exsting infomiation indicated may warrant feting but for which substantial 

Concem biological information to support a proposed mle is lacking 
(CR) Recommended 

for candkJate stahjs. 
( ) Listing petitioned. 
(*) Possibly extinci-
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ENCLOSURE A 

USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 

SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN LATHROP AND SACRAMENTO, CAUFORNIA 
April 26,1996 

Listed Specie^ 
Mammals 

San Joaquin kit fox, Vulpes macrofis mufica (E) 

Birds 

American peregrine falcon, FaIco peregrinus anatum (EI) 

Aleutian Canada goose. Branta canadensis leucopareia (T) 

bakJ eagle. Haliaeetus leucocephalus (T) 

Reptiles 

giant garter snake, Thamnophis gigas (T) 

Fish 

winter-run chinook salmon. OncorhytK-hus tshawytscha (E) 
winter-run chinook salmon crit habitat, Oncorhynchus tshawytscha (E) 
detta smelt, Hypotnesus transpadficus (T) 

detta smelt critical hat)(tat. Hypomesus transpactficus critical habitat (J) 

Invertebrates 

Conservancy fairy shrimp. Branch/necfa conservaf/o (E) 
vemal pool tadpole shrimp. Lepidurus packard (E) 
vernal pool fairy shrimp. Branchineda lynchi (T) 
valley ekjerberry longhom beetie, Desmocerus caHfomkus dmorphus (T) 
detta green ground beetie. Baphrus virids (D 

PUnU 

palmate-bracted biid's-t)eak. Cordyianthus palmatus (E) 

Proposed Specie^ 
Amphibians 

Califomia red-legged frog, Rana aurora daytoni (PE) 

Fish 

Sacramento spfittafl. Pogonichthys macrolepidohis (PT) 

PUnU 

slender Orcutt grass. Orcuttia tenuis (PT) 

Candidate Species 
Mammals 

San Joaquin Valley woodrat. Neotoma fusdpes riparia (C) 

riparian brush rabbit. Sytvilagus bachmani riparius (C) 

Birds 

mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (C) 

Amphibians 

Cali'omia tiger salamander. Ambystoma califomiense (C) 
Species of Concern 
Mammals 

Page 1 
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ENCLOSURE A Page 2 

USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT NVvY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN MARTINEZ AND OAKLAND, CAUFORNIA 

Apnl 26, 1996 

Proposed Species 
Inve'^ebrates 

cailippe silverspot butterfly Speyeria callippe callippe (PE) 

PlanU 

soft bird's-beak. Cordyianthus mollis ssp mollis (PE) 
Contra Ccsta goWftalds. Lasthenia conjugens (PE) 
pallkj manzanita (Alameda manzanita), Ardostaphylos pallida (PT) 

Candidate Species 
Mammato 

San Joaquin Valley woodrat. Neotoma fusdpes riparia (C) 

Birds 

mountain plover, Charadrius montanus (C) 

Amphibians 

Califomia tiger salamander, Ambystoma califomiense (C) 

PlanU 

Santa Cruz taniveed, Hokcarpha macradenia (1) 
Santa Cruz tarweed. Holocarpha macradenia (^) 

Species of Concem 
MammaU 

Berkeley kangaroo rat. Dipodomys heennanni berideyensis (SC) 
greater western mastiff-bat, Eumops perotis califomicus (SC) 
small-footed myotis bat Myotis dMabrum (SC) 
long-eared myotis bat Myotis evotis (SC) 
fitftged wj j^ bal Myotis thysanodes (SC) 
long-legged myotis bat Myotis volans (SC) 
Yuma myotis bat Myotis yumanensis (SC) 
San Frandsco dusky-footed woodrat. Neotoma fusdpes annedens (SC) 
San Joaquin pocket mouse, Perx>gnathus inoratus (SC) 
Padfic westem Wg-eared bat, Ptecofus fownsencfii townsendi (SC) 
Alameda Island mole, Scapanus latimanus parvus (SC) 
Suisun ornate shrew, Sorex omahis sinuosus (SC) 
satt marsh vagrant shrew. Sorex vagrans halicoetes (SC) 

Birds 

tiicolored blackbird. Agelaius tricokr (SC) 
Bell's sage sparrow, Amphispiza belli belli (SC) 
westem burrowing owl. Athene cunkularia hypugea (SC) 
ferruginous hawk. Buteo regalis (SC) 
little willow flycatcher, Empidonax traillii brewsteri (SC) 
sattmarsh common yelloy»rthroat. Geothlypis bkhas sinuosa (SC) 
black rail. LateraBus jamaicensis (SC) 



ENCLOSURE A P3g^3 

USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT fMY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN MARTINEZ AND OAKLAND CALIFORNIA 

April 26, 1996 

Species of Concem 
Birds 

Alameda (South Bay) song sparrow Melospiza melodia maxillaris (SC) 
San Pablo song sparrow, Melospiza meloda samuelis (SC) 
Suisun song sparrow, Mekspiza mekda samuelis (SC) 

Reptiles 

sihrery legless lizard, Anniella pukhra pulchra (SC) 

northwestem pond turtle. Clemmys mannorata mannorata (SC) 
souttrwestem pond turtle, Clemmys marmorata pallida (SC) 
Califomia homed lizard, Phrynosoma coronatum frontale (SC) 

Amphibians 

foottiill yelloviMegged frog, Rana boyW (SC) 

western spadefoot toad. Scaphiopus hammond (SC) 
Fish 

green shirgeon. Adpenser medmsbis (SC) 
river lamprey. Lampeta ayresi (SC) 
Padfic lamprey. Lampeta bidentata (SC) 
longfin smelt Spirinchus thakkhthys (SC) 

Invertebrates 

Antioch Dunes anttiidd beetie. Anthkus antiochensis (SC) 
Sacramento anttiidd beetie. Anthkus sacramento (SC) 
sandy beach tiger beetie, OdndeOa hitticoUis gravida (SC) 

Bridges' Coast Range shouldertsand snail. Helminthoglypta nicktiniana bridgesi (SC) 
Ricksecker"s water scavenger beette. Hydrochara 'kkseckeri (SC) 
curved-fool hygrotus diving beette. Hygrotus curvipes (SC) 
San Frandsco lacewing. Nothochrysa caBfomka (SC) 

PlanU 

Suisun Marsh aster. Aster lentus (SC) 
alkali milk-vetch. Astragalus tener var. tener (SC) 

San Frandsco Bay spineflower. Chorizanthe cuspidate var. cuspidata (SC) 
northcoast bird's-beak. Cordyianthus mantimus ssp palustris (SC) 
fragrant fritillary, Fritillaria liliacea (SC) 
fragrant fritillary. Fritillaria liTiacea (SC) 
Diabto rock-rose. Helianthetla castanea (SC) 
Diablo rock-f-^e. HeriantheOa castanea (SC) 
pappose spikeweed, Hemizonia panyi ssp. congdonii (SC) 
Kellogg s (wedge-leaved) horicelia. Horitelia cuneata ssp. sencea (SC) 
delta tule-pea, Lathyrus jepsonii var. Jepsonii (SC) 
detta tute-pea. Lathyrus jepsonu var. jepsonS (SC) 
Mason's lilaeopsis. Uaeopsis masonii (SC) 

adobe sanide, San/co/a maritima (SC) 



ENCLOSURE A p^^^ ^ 

USTED AND PROPOSED ENDANGERED AND THREATENED SPECIES AND CANDIDATE 
SPECIES THAT MAY OCCUR IN OR BE AFFECTED BY PROJECTS IN THE AREA OF 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRACKS BETWEEN MARTINEZ AND OAKLAND CAUFORNIA 

April 26. 1996 

Species of Concem 
PlanU 

most beautiful (uncommon) jewelflower, Streptanthus albidus ssp peramoenus (SC) 

Notes: 

(E) Endangered Spedes ttiat Is in danger of exttndion ttiroughout all or a significant portion of its rang* 
j n mreatened Spedes ttiat is likely to become endangered vwOnin ttie foreseeable future 

r E ! ? * !^*^** proposed in ttie Federal Register to be listed as endangered or ttireatened. 
(CM) cnocal Habitat Area essential to ttie consen«tion of a spedes. 
(C) Candidate Spedes for whfch ttie Rsh and Wildlife Service has suffident biological information to support a 

Proposal to list as endangered or ttireatened. 
(SC) Spedes of Spedes ror whkrfi existing infomriation indicated may wanranl listing, but for which substantial 
, Concem biological Information to support a proposed rule is lacking 
(CR) Recommended 

for candklate status. 
( ) Listing petitioned. 
(•) Possibly extinct 



United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Division o( Ecolopral Semcfj 
17629 El Cimino Real. Suite 211 

Houston. Texas 77053 

April 26, 1996 

Julie Donslcy 
Dames & Moore 
1701 Golf Road. Suite IOOO 
Rolling Meadows, DUnois 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

This lesponds to your April 19, 1996 letter requesting information on federally listed threatened or 
endangered species or their critical habitat that may occur within 5 miles of your proposed projea 
sites. The proposed projects involve rail segments which may have an increase in rail aaivity due to 
the proposed merger of Union Pacific and Southern Pacific Raiiroads. The two affected rail segments 
occurring within this office's area of responsibility are the section of thc Shreveport, Louisiana to 
Luflun, Texas rail line located within Angelina (bounty and the Texas sedion of the Avondale, 
Louisiana to Beaumont, Texas segment. The second rail line is located within Jefferson and Orange 
Counties, Texas. 

A review of U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service files and your project map indicates that no federally 
listed species or critical habitat are known to occur within 5 miles of the rail segments. WhUe it is 
not likely that any federally listed species occur at the proposed project site, the possibility exists that 
unknown populations occur within this 5-iniIe radius. Therefore; a list of, and general information 
on, each species known to occur within these three counties is enclosed. 

The Texas Natural Heritage Program, 3000 1-35 South, Austin, Texas, 78744 (512-448-4311) can 
provide information on sute listed species and other species of concem. 

If vou have any questions, or we can be of further assistancCĵ l 
713/286-8282. 

Enclosures 

contact Edith Erfling at 



rXNGELINA^COUNTY 

Birds: 
T BALD EAGLE (N) + (W) Haliaeetus leucocephalus 
E REI>-COCKADED WOODPECKER (R) Picoides borealis 

Mammals: 
T LOUISIANA BLACK BEAR (H) Ursus americanus luteolus 

j ^ a r a a T T S ^ t S 

1 ss 

None Known 

E =» Federally lifted as cndingeied 
T » Federally listed as threatened 
C = Candidate species: species for which we have sufficient information to indicate that listing may 

appropriate. 
H = historical occurrence 
M = migrant only 
N = nesting activity 
P = potential resident (where habitat exists) 
R = year-round resident 
W = winter concenttation 
X = presumed extirpated 

questionable locality or identificadon 

January 1996 



JEFFERSOK COUNTY^ 

Reptiles: 
T 
E 
E 
T 
E 

Birds: 
T 
T 
E 
T 

Osted'Speda 

Green sea turtle 
Hawksbill sea turtle 
Kemp's ridley sea 
Loggerhead sea turtle 
Leatherback sea turtle 

ARCTIC PEREGRINE FALCON (M) 
BALD EAGLE (M) 
BROWN PEUCAN (M) 
PIPING PLOVER (P) 

Chelonia mydas 
L.-ttmochelys imbricaia 
Lepidochelys kempii 
Caretta earetta 
Dtrmochelys coriacea 

FaIco peregrinus tundrius 
Haliaeetus leucocephalus 
Pelecanus ocddentalis 
Charadrius melodiis 

C<md>daic. Species 

None known 

E - Federally listed as endangered 
T = Federally listed as threatened 
C — Candidate species: species for which we bave sufficient information to indicate that listing loay be 

appropriate. 
H = historical occurrence 
M = migrant only 
N = nesting activity 
P = potential resident (where habitat exists) 
R = year-round resident 
W = wmter concentraticQ 
X = presumed extirpated 
7 = questionable locality or identification 

January 1996 



ORANGE COUNTY 

Osted Spedg 
Birds: 

T BALD EAGLE (M) Haliaeetus leucocephalus 

None known 

E = Federally listed as endangered 
T = Federally listed as threatened 
C = Candidate species: species for which we bave sufBcient informauon to indicate that listing may be 

appropriate. 
H = historical occurrence 
M == migrant only 
N = nesting activity 
P = potential resident (where habitat exists) 
R = year-round resident 
W - winter concentration 
X - presumed extirpated 
? = questionable locality or identification 

January 1996 



BALD EAGLE Hĉ "uetus leucocephala .. April 1994 

STATUS: Liated u cuiUiigered (1967;1979) without criticiii habiut in all contipioui i i nana except thrtatacd in , ^ ' '•-i 
Waahingtoti, Oregon. MinneaoU.W-iscoiuin, and Michipn. SoutheaateniState* Bald EagkRM^ v V". 
KLVI e«glea are protected by Endarigertid Specie* Act, BaU Eagle Protection Act, and Migratory Bird Treaty Act. 

DESCRIPTION: Large hnwk-like bird with C '/ feet wingipan. AdulU (4-6 yean of age and older) have a wiiite head, 
oeck, and tail, but olherWwC dark-brown plumage. Inunaturea are moWly dark, and reactnble golden eagka. ^ '^ .^.,.4..^. , 

THREATS/REASONS FOR DECLINE: Paat threata include petficide-induced reproductive bilure, toaa of riparian 
habitat, aiMl unreatricted killing by humani (ihooting, poisoning, trapping). Current threaa remain habitat lou and human 
cncToachroent on neat ailea. Ixad poiaoning remaini a concern; even low levels can cause behavioral dysfunction, anemia, 
and increaaed suacrptihilitY to disease. ' _ , • . > . . • , 

HASITAT: Information or bald eagle 
nealing in Texas has been developed by 
Texaa Parks and Wildlife Department 
(TPWD). Preferred nesting habitat 
appear* to be along river systems or 
wiUiin 1-2 miles of some large body of /̂ . >•• ^ ' ' ^ ' ^ I B I E f i B H B S i ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ! ? ' ' ' •^^'' ''2-
water, such as a Uke or reaervoir. | ^^QS^lB^^SS-^^^S^^ htttkim 
Large, tall (40-120 feet) trees are usually 
needed; nests are often constructed in the 
dominant trees within an area (taller than 
general foreat canop)', providing 
uoobstruct^ flight path to neat). BaJd 
eagles use s variety ot tree species for 
n,«ting; in Texaa, they have uaed oak, 
lobbUy pine, baUcypreas, ooitonwood. 
and sycamore. Nearby (within OJ 
nule*) wetland areas are neceaaary for -
feeding. Fuh is gcneraUy the primary food, but caglea in Texas have used waterfowl, turtles, small mammals, and canioo. 

Bakl eagles also o ^ as wintering birds that migrate from nottheni areas. They utilize riven, streams, reaervoin, and 
other *rc»^ of open water where fish, waterfowl, and carrion ai« available for food. 

DISTRIBimON (teemap): ' - • - i : ! 

r^gSTINQ populations are gradually increasing in Texas. As of 1994, bald eagle neats arv known to occur (although not 
all are active or successful) in Ansrlina/tNacogdoehal, Bastrop. Bowie, Brazoria, Calhoun. Chamben, Colorado 
Cocke. Fannin, Fayette, Fort Bend. GoBad, Grimes. Harris. Houit3n/lCh«rt)kee]. Jackson, Uberty Limestone. 

' ^ » « " 7 / [ W a I k e r ] . Newton. P«,lk/[Saa JadntoJ. Refugio. Robertson. Sabine, San Augustinr, San 
Saba, Shelby. Trinity. Vfetoria, and Wharton counties. 

S m i a m f i bald eagle* may occur statewide, uaually December to March, but particularly in Uiear areas: Buflalo Lake 
(Randall Coonty). Ga.-.-ô y' and Eagle Lake prmiriea (Cok)ndo), Lake Buchanan (Burnet, Uano, S u Saba) Lake 
^nn>e (Montgomery, Walker). Lake Cooper (Ddta, Hopkiu). Lake Fairfield (Trwtone). Lake Fork (Ralni. Wood) 
Lake Lnrmg^on (Polk, San Jadnto, Trinity). Lake Meredith (Hutchinson, Moore, Potter). Lake o" the Pine* vMs-ion", 
Ujwhurh Lake Pale«me (Anderson, Cherokee, Hendcnon, Smith), Lake Pu Mayse (Lamar). Lake Tawakooi aiunt, 
S r " v ! ! ! ? c i ' ^ '^""'^ (Grayson). Lake Wsrteo (Karris), Lake Whitney (Bosque, Hill). Palo Dun, Lake 
aiaiufort) Sam Raybum Reservoir (Angelina. Jaipw, Sabine, San Aojmtine). Toledo Bend Reservoir (Newton, 
PanoU, Sabine, Shelby), and Wright-patman Lake (Bowie, Can). 

Bald eagle* may also occur throughout the state as SPRING and FALL M»GRA?rr .̂ 

OTHER INFORMATION: Nestwg in Texas « normally October to July, with peak egg-Uying in December and hatchuig 
V ^ T ^ Yo..u.g genermily fledge m April after 10-12 weeks of grwth. but parental care continue, another « week, 
Aduhs and young begm to migrate north in May (with a pair sometime* remaining all year). Bald eagles are mln«ble 
to disturbance throughout the noting period. Habitat ««ug«r««t guideline, designed to mm.umie or ,n.id 
d«turba.|ce u, notkg "i j la ^ y ; b « a deretep*! anc are .raiUble frt.« U.S. Fob and Wildlife Serrice (713-286-
8282) or Texas Parks and Wildlif«' Department (S1^72^23i5/5U-44«-4J^l). 



LOUISIANA BLACK BEAR Vrsus amtricaniu Laeolus 

STATUS: Listed as THREATENED (57 FR 588; January 7, 1992) without critical habiui. Olhcr free-rouring bear* 
of Urjus amtricoAMj species found within the Louisiana black t>ear's historic range (Louisiana, southem Mississippi, snd 
eastern Texas) arc designated as threatened due to similarity of appearance. A special rule allows for normal forest 
management activities lo occur within lhe bear's range, except for activities causing damage to or loss of den trees, den 
tree sitea, or candidate dec tree*. t,l4 J|4i;'fiS *f~^ 

DESCRIPTION: A Urge, bulky mammal with long black hair, some with a distinct white 'blaze' on tower throat aod 
cheat. The tail is short and the facial profile U rather blunt, with small eyes and a broad nosepad. The muzzle is yellowish 
brown. Adult males may weigh 300 to 400 pounda or more, and adult femaiea 120 tc over 280 pounds. Body length 
range* from 3 lo 6 feet. "^^j^,., '( 

THREATSmEASONS FOK DECLINE: Thc current population is estimated to be 200 to 300 in Louisiana, 25 to 50 
in Mississippi, and nooe in easten Texas Thc decline ia attributed to historic killing by humans and, more significai«ly, 
the loas and fragmentatior, of over 80 percent of thc bottomland forest habitat historically fourtd within the bear's range. 
Continued k>ss of bottoDJaod habitat and the cohvenion of timbered habitat to cropland and other agricultural uses are 
considered to be the primary current threats to the l>eax. 

HABITAT: BottoirJand hardwood and 
floodplain forests are the bear's favored 
habitat, although upland Iiardwcod 
forect, mixed puWhardwood fore*t, 
wetlands, and agnculturaJ fields may also 
t>e used. Normal forest management 
activities, which supports sustained yield 
of timber products and wildlife habitats 
and maintain forested Und ooodioans, 
arc considered ui be compatible with the 
Louisiana black bear, except that den 
trees and dea treesite* shoukl be 
preserved. Dea trees arc considered to 
be baldcypress and tupelo-gum tree* with 
visible cavitie*, having a minimum 
dUmeter at breast height .(DBH) of 36 
inche*, and occurring in or along riven, 
Uke*, strvaru, bayous; sloughs, and other water bodies.-

D I S T K I B U T I O N (sec map): Historic range of tbe Louisiaiu black bear was once ali of Louisiana, southem Mississippi 
and Arkaiuas, arvd eastem Texas, bs current range in Louisiana now appean to be limited to the Tenaas and AtchaUUya 
River basiru. No extant populations are curreoUy known lo occur in Texas, but recent sightings ha\-e been reported from 
some eastem oountie*. (Sightings can be reported to the U.S. Fuh and Wildlife Scrrice [713-2S6-82S2) or Texas Parks 
and WUdlife Department [512-3S9-4771]). 

QTHgR INFOPMATiPf^: Although classified as carnivores, bean are oot active predaton. They are opportunistic 
feeden, eating almost anyUiing that is readily available. Berries and acorns are typical food sources, but agricultural 
producu (such as core, wheat, and sugarcane) may also be taken. Bean are considered to be intelligeat sruinals. but thy 
and secretive, usually trying hard to avoid contact with humans. Cubs (usually 1 to 3) are generally bom every other year, 
remain with the mother the fint year, and then strike out to csubliih new territories during their second summer. The 
young are vulnerable to thrcaU and juvenile mortality can be high. In an effort to recover the Louisiana black bear, a 
unique coalition of Undownen, state and federal agenciea, privs'c conservatioQ groups, forest ir.du*tries, and agricukural 
intereats has formed U\c Black Bear Conservation Committee (BBCC). which u s rpporting educational and researe! effort* 
for the bear, and developing management guideline* and a restotmtion plan. (The BBCC can be conucted at P.O. Box 
4125, Baton Rouge. Louisuna 70821.) 

PEFHRENCES: 
BUck Bear Conservation Conunittee. i992. BUck bcu management handbook for Louisiana, Mususippi, uni east Texas. 
Nowak, R.M. 1986. Status of the LouUiana bear. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service special report 17pp 
Schmidly, D J . 1983. Texas mammals east of die Balcones fauh zone. Texas AAM Press, College StaCion, TX. 
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I I iT: oi 

United States 
Department of 
Agriculture 

Natural Resources 
Conservation Service 

3737 Government Street 
Alexandria, Louisiana 
71302 

A p r i l 25, 1996 

Ms. Julie Donsky 
Environmental Scientist 
Dames & Moore 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, Suite 1000 
Rolling Meadows, I l l i n o i s 60008 

Dear Ms. DonsJcy: " 

In response to your most recent l e t t e r dated March 26, 1996 for 
concerns to be addressed in the Addendiua to the Environmental 
Report for the application for merger ot the Union Pacific and 
Southern Pacific Railroad;-, the following coinments are offered 
for your consideration: 

1. I am enclosing a copy of our i n i t i a l l e t t e r to you dated 
December 15, 1996. Our comments i n that l e t t e r s t i l l 
remain as v a l i d comments or items of concern. See 
enclosure / I . 

2. I am also enclosing a copy of our letter to Elaine K. 
Kaiser, UP/SP Environmental Project Director, 
Environmental Analysis Section, Surface Transportation 
Board, Washington, D.C. dated February 23, 1996. Our 
comments in that letter also still remain as valid 
comments or items of concern. See enclosure f2. 

3. I would l i k e to re-emphasize our concern regarding the 
transportation of hazardous wastes or materials over the 
existing and proposed routes. Of particular concern is 
the impact of s p i l l s or accidents involving hazardous 
wastes or materials on human l i f e , domestic animals, 
w i l d l i f e , forests, farmlands and wetlands. 

J 

Th* Nitursl R«>ourc«* Coniarvction S«rvk«. 
fom*«rtv fh« SotI Coniervifion Service, it tn 

AN EQUAL 0P»>ORniNrrY EMftOVER 



Ms. Donsky 
Page 2 
April 25, 1996 

Should you have any questions please feel free to contact E. J. 
Giering I I I , State Conservation Engineer, at (318) 473-7673. 

Sincerely, 

AaktQfv 
Donald W. Gohmert 
State Conservationist 

ends (2) 

CC: E. J, Giering I I I , State Conservation Engineer, NRCS, 
Alexandria, LA 



United States 3737 Government Street 
Department of Natural Resources Alexandria, Louisiana 
Agriculture Conservation Service 71302 

December 15, 1995 

Ms. J u l i e Donsky 
Environmental Scien t i s t 
Dames & Moore 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, Suite 1000 
Rolling Meadows, I l l i n o i s 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

In response to your letter request dated November 27, 1995, for 
concerns to be addressed in your Environmental Report for the 
merger of the Union Pacific and Souther.i Pacific Railroads, the 
following comments are offered: 

1. I f hazardous wastes or materials w i l l be transported over 
these routes, a l l necessary precautions need to be taken. 
The local people in the affected areas need to be advised and 
educated regarding railroad safety plans and evacuation 
procedures. 

2. The Iowa Junction, Louisiana to Beaumont, Texas route extends 
through the lower portion of Sabine Island Wildlife 
Management Area. The Louisiana Department of Wildlife and 
Fisheries, Refuge Division should be contacted. 

3. The Calcasieu Parish Planning Division should be contacted as 
a number of gated crossing.* exist along the Iowa Junction, 
Louisiana to Beaumont, Texas route. 

4. I f construction i s proposed as a result of the merger, there 
may be a need for compliance with the Farm Protection Policy 
Act which requires the completion of an AD 1006 form. 

In addition to the above, the proposed merger, as far as the 
routes shown on the drawings are concerned, w i l l have no known 
inipact on any of our work cr projects in the area. 

Sincerely, 

Donald W. Gohmert 
State Conseirvationist 

cc: E. J . Giering, I I I , State Conservation Engineer, NRCS, 
Alexandria, LA 

Clay Midkiff, D i s t r i c t Conservationist, NRCS, 
Lake Charles, LA 

The VaiunI Re?rurre? Con«rvii on <;erMfe f^Of .M ni>PonT> v ^ - v ' r"«i>» nvtro 



United States 3737 Government Street 
Department of Natural Resources Alexandria, Louisiana 
Agriculture Conservation Service 71302 

February 23, 1996 

Elaine K. Kaiser 
UP/SP Environmental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
12th and Constitution Avenue, Room 3219 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

Attention: Finance Docket No. 32670 - comments 

Re: Surface Transportation Board Request for Environmental 
Comments on the Potential Environmental Impacts of the 
Control and Merger Application between the Union Pacific 
and Southern Pacific Railroads 

In response to your letter dated January 29, 1996, requesting 
our views and comments on the above referenced subject, the 
following comments are offered for your consideration: 

1. I am enclosing a copy of our letter to Julie Donsky, 
Environmental Scientist, with Dames and Moore dated 
December 15, 1995. (Enclosure 01) 

2. NRCS has no proposed work in the impacted area in Northwest 
Louisiana. 

3. Any proposed construction should consider drainage and 
flooding impacts. 

4. As indicated on the maps and sketches provided for reviev 
some wetlands will be affected. 

5. The twenty-five (25) new r a i l line connects that would 
require construction outside existing right-of-way will have 
the potential to convert important faxnnland to 
nonagricultural uses. 

a. Important farmland includes prime, unitjue, and farmland 
of statewide or local importance. Prime farmlands are 

l ^ a ^ . a . ' ^ . ^ u f * ' < ^ y * ^ * ^ $ « x e « . AN EQUAL O r f O W n i N f T Y E M n . O Y f H 

•9»r<» o l ittm vJr f lM Sl«t«t O i e t r U r v M ol Agf icu lnv* 



Elaine K. Kaiser 
Page 2 
February 23, 1996 

those whose value derives from their general advantage as 
cropland due to soil and water conditions. The land does 
not have to be presently in row crops to be classified as 
prime farmland. Prime farmland can be cropland, 
pastureland, forestland, but not urban built-up land. 

b. Unique farmland is land other than prime farmland that is 
used for production of specific high-value food and fiber 
crops such as citrus and sugarcane. 

6. The U.S. Department of Agriculture has published final rules 
for implementation of the Farmland Protection Policy Act 
(FPPA). Enclosed is a copy of the Act and the rules which 
became effective August 6, 1984. (See Enclosure #2). Also 
enclosed i s a copy of amendments to this rule published June 
17, 1994. See Enclosure /3. 

a. The purpose of the Act and rules i s to minimize the 
extent to which federal programs contribute to the 
unnecessary and irreversible conversion of important 
farmlands to nonagricultural uses. Section 658.4 
describes the actions federal agencies are to take to 
comply with the rules. Form SCS-CPA-106 should only be 
used for those actions that will cause the conversion of 
important farmlands to other uses. 

b. Form SCS-CPA-106 for corridors, should only be completed 
i f a federal agency or federal funds are invoived in the 
proposed activity. Enclosure /4 i s a copy of this fora. 

7. To determine the area of prime, unique, and statewide and 
local important farmland that may be converted, more 
detailed information is required. The wid.;h of additional 
rights-of-way along corridors to be expanded is needed to 
determine potential conversion of important farmland. 
Enclosed are copies of applicable s o i l survey reports for 
Jefferson, Iberville, Allen, Pointe Coupee, and St Charles 
Parishes, with s o i l legends that identify mapping units 
classified as important farmland. See Enclosures /5, 6, 7, 
8 & 9. The s o i l survey for Jefferson Davis Parish has not 
been published at this time but the s o i l survey has been 
completed. I f the exact location for work in Jefferson 
Davis Parish i s provided, a determination regarding prime, 
unique or important farmland can be made by this agency. 



Elaine K. Kaiser 
Page 3 
February 23, 1996 

Should you have any questions please contact E. J. Giering I I I , 
State Conservation Engineer, at (318) 473-7673. 

Donald W. Gonmert 
State Conservationist 

Ends (9) 

cc: E. J. Giering I I I , State Conservation Engineer, NRCS, 
Alexandria, LA 



alPLY TO 
ATTinnow Ô  

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
U $. ARMY ENGINEER DISTRICT. SACRAMEN .0 

CORPS OF ENGINEERS 
1325 JSTREET 

SACRAMENTO. CA'JFORNiA 95814-29M 

A p r i l 24. 1996 

Regulatory Branch 

Ms. J u l i e Donsky 
Environmental Scientist 
Dames t Moore 
one Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, suite 1000 
R o l l i n g Meadows, I l l i n o i s 60008 
Dear Ms. Donsky: 

we received a copy V°f.^.^^.^ruSofpaSlic^nd'southern 
mentioning the P-^°P°fJ""|oec?ld increase i n r a i l a c t i v i t y on 
P a c i t i c Railroads and <=h;„f,'^^="?£i2d one of these segments as 
^Servi-r.'^^olorar^^OotS-ro^Toloradc.. and as.ed £or our 

comments. 
c Pr,̂ -; noPTs Sacramento 

The eastern boundary of ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ f J ^ . ^ ^ i J ^ l e Se'administer 
D i s t r i c ? i n Colorado i s ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ r S r Section 404 of the Clean 
the Regulatory Permit Program f^5^^° ^he Corps of Engineers 

t o discharge dredged material U n c l u d i g ^^^^^^^ Colorado, 

; ; S r s i : i l i ^ r t - ? L r o f ? i c r t b L t permit requirements. 

t e s t i s - j ; ? i t f t o ^ M ^ e s f ^ ^ l ^ e : r t S e p h ^ L ^ C 9 7 r 2 4 r ^ 

1199 . 

S^ificerely^ 

IcNure 
Northwestern Colorado 

Regulatory Office 
402 Rood Avenue, Room 142 
Grand Junction, Coloraao 81501-2563 
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DAMES &. MOORE 
ONECONTTNTNT.M TOW.TRS. ',701 GOlF RO.-VD. SllTE lOOC. ROLL.'NG Vlt^OWS \U O 

{V-T) 221-0707 F.\X: (547, 2:S.l! 15 ' 

R E C E I V E D 
MAR 2 1 1996 

February 26, 1995 

U.S. FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
Region 2 
P.O. Box 1306 
SOO Gold Avenue, SW - Room 4000 
Albuquerque, IsM 87102 

RECEIVED-
MAR 13 i99d 

USFWS Ciea.-Uke E: 

Dames & Moore is preparing an addendum to the Environmental Report for the appliciiion for 
merger ofthe Umon Pacific and Southem Pacific Railroads. The aaached list and maps show 
additional construction projects which have been identified within your state. 

To prepare our addendum to the Enviromnental Report, we arc requesting that vou inform us of any 
concems you have and provide information regarding: 

protected spedes informaiion (State, Federal) within 5 miles of each site. 
listing of criticai habitats within 5 nules of each site. 
locations of parks and refuges in proximity to the proposed projects. 
citations to any permitting/approval authority which you believe your stale-has over 
the actions identified. 
any other infijrmaiion you would like to provide regarding environmental matter? or 
local concerns at these sites. 

We would appredate receiving the requested information at your earUcst convenience. We would 
fiMber apprec^e it the information could be suppUed in writing or orally to the undersigned al tbe 
address and phone/fax numbers on this letleihead. 

We very much appredate your assistance. 

Very truly yours, 

DAMES & MOORE, INC. \ 

\ 'C SrrECT FIN'D'.MS 

Julie Donsky 
Environmental Sdentist 

Based cur reviev, cf xha prcject sr: . ry « P '«^^« f - - ' l . ; ^ { 

H trVr.-. i '* i :r .a a — 
t \ , . CrifiRtI i t r . i i by. A ^ f o ^ ^ / S x A A g ^ 

i û s. 7̂ •̂n s.. w .̂̂ L f̂ £ 5E^-/'C;. coRr;;s CHRISTLJ 

.Qt\T 



A t j • of I ^ U via 

n 
NEW CONSTRUCTION 

TEXAS 

The following are proposed construction projects 
which have been identified within your state. 

Rob?t(?wn. Texâ  - The proposed project is to constmct a new comiection which 
will involve a timber crossing over Sixth Street. The proposed projea is located 
in Nueces County. 

S£a}y, Te?̂ M - The proposed projea is to install rwo (2) No . 10 turnouts (a 
turnout is a rail line that" veers off the main line)' This proposed project is 
located in Austin County. 



0 P •« O « 0 A . . J f t r^ / t J * - O M C J 

riVITED STATES 
DEPAIin»tENT OF THE EVTEHlOn 

FISH A:VD W I L D L I F E S E R V I C E 
ECOLOGICAL SERVICES 
e/o TMTO-CC, CampuB Box 338 

6300 Ocean Drive 
Corpus CbrL»ti , Xax*s 78412 

FAX FORM 

T£2i 

OFFICE: 

P^ONE ^?llMBER: 

FAX NUMBER: 

SUBJECT: 

FROM: 

OFFICE; IJ-S- FISH AM) wn.nt.rFF. SERVICF. ECQT-OGK 

P30(^ NUMDER; I512L224:2QQS 

FAX NUMBER; ^ \ ? ^ 2 « 

MfMBER OF PAOF^ nNCLUnTNT, HFADEK 3^ 
AmirT^OPy """^^ ^''^^ ''^'^^ ^^-^^ NUMBER ABOVE 

ENDANGERED 
WHOOPING CRANE 



DAMES MOORE 
ONE CONTI>.'EKT.-\L TOV-cRS. 1701 GOLF ?.0.\0. SUiTT. IO<X\ ROLLIN'C VfLvOCVVS iLLD 

(547)228-0707 F.O:;iS47)2:S.l 1:5 

R E C E I V E D 
MAR 2 1 199S 

February 26, 1995 

U.S. nSH AND V. ILDLIFE SERVICE 
Region 2 
"O. Box 1306 
500 Gold Avenue, SW - Room 4000 
Albuquerque, NM 87102 

RECEIVED 
MAR 13 1955 

USFVV'S ClearLake Ec 

Dames & Moore is preparing an addendum to the Environmental Report for the application for 
merjjcr of the Union Padfic and Southern Padfic Railroads. The attached list and maps show 
additional construction projects which have been identified within your state. 

To prepare our addendum to the Environmental Report, we are requesting that you inform us of any 
concems you have and provide informaiion regarding: 

proteaed spedes infonnation (Stale, Federal) 'vithin 5 tnfles of each site. 
• listing of critical habitats within 5 mDes of each site. 

locations of parks and jefijges in proximity to the proposed projects. 
• dtations to any permitting/approval authority which you believe your state has over 

the actions ideatified. 
• any other information you would like to pro\ide regarding environmental mattcis or 

local concems at these sites. 

We would appredate recerving the requested information at your eariiest convcmcnce. We would 
fiirther appredate it if the infomiation could be supplied in writing or orallv to thj undersigned ax the 
address and phone/fax numbers on this letterhead. 

Wc very much apprcdate your assistance. 

Very truly yours. NO =rF?CT FlND-.Ka 

DA:̂ .£ES & MOORE, INC. j . ^ ^ .̂,,ci>e roso-jr.*.& 

Julie Donsky 
Environmental Sdentist 

or(i--ste' f/><»a*ew Sri 



NEW CONSTRUCTION 

The following are proposed coostructioa projects 
which have been identified within your state. 

RofStPV .̂ TgX« - The proposed project is to construct a new connectioQ which 
will involve a timber crossing over Sixth Street. The proposed project is located 
in Nueces County. 

Sealv. Texas - Thc proposed project is to install two (2) No. 10 onnouts (a 
turnout is' a rail line tha*: vceis off thc main line). This proposed'project is 
located in Austin County. 



LTVITED STAGES 
DEPAHT^IEIVT OF T l i E L^TERIOR 

F I S H AXD WBLDLLFE SERVICE 
ECOLOGICAL S E R V I C E S 
c/o XaM0-CC, Caaipu* Box 338 

6300 OceAn Drive 
corpus CJxrief-i, Texas 78412 

FAXFOBM 

1 Q/yJ/yr y(£njJy^ mi 

PHONE NUVfRER: 

SUBJECT: 

OmSLL U-S- nSB A>fD WILDLIFE .•.FRVTCF, FrQl.nniCAL SFRVTCr̂ 'j 
CORPUS CHRI5?r[. TIvyA,<s 

PHONE NUMBER: (512) 994-%0.S 

FAX NUMBER: (512) 994^262 

NUMBER OF PAGES (INCLUDrNG HEADER ^ 

ANY PROPI.FMS WITH THIS FAX P̂ .p/Ŝ Fr T ALL NllMBra AROVP 

ENDANGERED 
WHOOPING CRANE 



A p r i l 23, 1996 
ARKANSAS 
HISTORIC 

PRESERVATION 
PROGRAM 

Ms. J u l i e Donsky 
Environmental Scient:ist 
Dames & Moore 
One Concinental Towers 
x701 Golf Road, Suite 1000 
Rolling. Meadows, I l l i n o i s 60008 

RE: Mulit-County - General 
Section 106 Review - ICC Tracking No. #26035 
Proposed rtddendum To Environmental Report For Rail Segment 
Increase From Brinkley To Pine B l u f f Arkansas 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

T l i s l e t t e r i s w r i t t e n i n response t o your inquiry, regarding 
properties of a r c h i t e c t u r a l , h i s t o r i c a l , or archeological 
significance i n the area of the proposed referenced p r o j e c t . 

In order f o r the Arkansas H i s t o r i c Preservation Progra-, (AHPP) to 
complete i t s review of the proposed p r o j e c t , we w i l l need the 
add i t i o n a l information checked below: 

topographic project l o c a t i o n map delineating the p r o j e c t 
boundary. 

a p r o j e c t d e s c r i p t i o n d e t a i l i n g a l l aspects of the proposed 
p r o j e c t . 

the l o c a t i o n , age, and photographs of structures ( i f any) to 
be renovated, removed, demolished, or abandoned as a r e s u l t 
of t h i s p r o j e c t . 

photographs of any structures on propercy d i r e c t l y adjacent co 
the p r o j e c t area. 

Once we have received the above information, we w i l l complete our 
review as expeditiously as possible. I f you have any questions, 
please contact me at (501) 324-9785. 

Sincerely, 

106 Review Coordinator 

CS\GM\ss 
ISOOTower Bulldin| • 321 Cemer • Utle Rock. Arkinui 72!0i • Phone (501) 324 9880 

F«(50i) 324 9154 
A OivitiOfl o{ lhe Oepirtmeni of Arlunus Henuge 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF 
AGRICULTURE 

Natural Resources 
Conservation 
Service 

Room 5404 Federal Building 
700 West Capitol Avenue 
Littl e Rock, Arkansas 72201 

APR 2 t ABB 

Ms. Julie Donsky 
Environmental Scientist 
Dames & Moore 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, Suite 1000 

Rolling Meadows, I l l i n o i s 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

We have reviewed the proposed action for the merger of the 

Union Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroads from Brinkley, 

Arkansas to Pine Bluff, Arkansas. We do not anticipate these 

aciltions w i l l adversely impact prime farmland or erosion rates, 

the priirary concerns of the Natural Resources Conservation Service. 

Thank you for providing us with the opportunity to comment cn potential 

significant effects. I f further information is required, please c a l l 

Belinda Bell at (501) 324-5509. 

Sincerely, 

KY/L. MITCHELL 
istant State Conservationist (Programs) 

aging.dcx(04/96) 

Th* Natur<i( Reiourcf Conservttlon 
Service, formerly the Soil Corwervitlon 
Service, works h«nd-in-^iand with th* 
American people to conserve th* n«tur«l 
resource* on private Icrtd*. 

AN t UAL OPPOSTUNIir EMPLOYER AU program hnd services of tht Natural 
Resources Conservation Service are offered 
on a nondiscriminatorv basis without regard 
10 race, color, national origin, reiifion, 
sex. RMrital status, ag*, or handicap. 



United States Department of the Interior 
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 

Divifion of Ecolopcal Services 
1 "629 E) Cair.ino Real. Suite 211 

Houston, Tf xaj 77058 

April 18, 1996 

Julie Donsky 
Dames & Moore 
1701 Golf Road, Suite 1000 
Rolling Meadows, Illinois 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

This responds to your February 26, 1995 letter requesting information on federally listed threatened or 
endangered species or their critical habitat that may occur within five miles of your proposed project sites. 
The proposed projects are associated with the proposed merger of Union Pacific and Southem Pacific 
RaUroads. The proposed project located within this office's area of responsibility involves the installation 
of two tumouts at Sealy in Austin County, Texas. 

A review of U.S. Firfi and Wildlife Service files and your project map indicates that no federally listed 
species or critical habitat are known to occur within five miles of the proposed projea site. While it is not 
likely lhat any federally listed species occurs at Lhe proposed project site, thc possibility exists that unknown 
populations occur within this five mile radius. As shown on the enclosures, the proposed projea is located 
within a zone containing suitable habitat for the endangered Houston toad Bufo houstonensis. 
Unfortunately, most of this area has not been surveyed to detennine where the Houston toad may occur. 

According to Section 7(a)(2) of the Endangered Species Aa, it is the responsibility of each federal agency 
to ensure that any aaion they authorize, fund, or carry out is not Tikely to jeopardize the continued 
existence of any |istjd species. Based upon an inventory of listed species and those species proposed for 
listing received from the Service, the federal agency, or its designated agent, doermines if any endangered 
or threatened species may be affeaed by the proposed action. If a 'may affea" decision is reached, then 
formal Seaion 7 consultation is initiated witti this office. 

The Texas Natural Heriuge Program, 3000 1-35 South, AusfLu, Texas, 78744 (512-448-4311) can provide 
information on state listed species and other species of concern. 

If you have any questions, or we can be of further assistance, please contaa Edith Erfling at 713/286-8282. 

Si 

gprlfT yjgaer_ 
Chief, Regulatory Aaivities 

Enclosures 
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DETERMINING POTENTIAL OCCURRENCE 
OF THF HOUSTON TOAD 

Within th« U.S. Fish and W:ll(Slif« Servica 's <FW8) 
Clb.nr Laka F i e l d Office Area of Responsibil i ty 

(tUrcta 1S)9S] 

HABITAT REQUIREMENTS OF T m HOUSTON TOAD: 
Houston toad habita'- coniiatB ot rolling uplands with a surface layer and very 
deep aubaurfac* horizon ot LOOSE/ FRIA£LE SANDY OR LOAMY SANDY SOILS 
(into which the toad can easily burrow to hibernate [winter] or aestirate 
(suaner]). Ideally, the sandy soil should be 40 inchee or more deep and part of 
a fairly contiguous, large block of such soils. These deep sands are associated 
with the CARRZZO, OOLIAO, QVEOM CITt, SPAXIA, and WILLIS geologic formations, 
which occur within a fairly narrow strip through southeastern Texas, generally 
running diagonally northeast to southwest. 

The vegetation type of Itnown Houston toad sites is PINE OR POST-OAK WOODLAKD 
OR SAVANNAH, WITH NATIVH GRASSES AND F0RB8. Although the direct benefit 
of forested cover to the Houston toad is unknown, a closed or semi-closed canopy 
probably ma.kes a 'ite unfavorable for other toad species that could compete with 
the Houston toad for food and water racourcos. Some clearing of an unnaturally 
danse understory would probably be beneficial to the Houston toad. However, the 
herbaceous (grassy) cover should consiat of native bunchgrasses, which allow free 
movement of the Houston toad (and other species), as opposed to non-native sod-
forming grasses (bermuda or bah.ia) which i.^hibit or prevent movement. 

Also required are POOLS OF WATER THAT PERSIST FOR AT LEAST 50-60 DAYS 
during the spring breeding season. This source of water should be located near 
(but may be as far away as a half-mile froo) the toad's hibernation/foraging 
habitat. Wetlands used by Houston toads may Inciude ephemeral rain pocls, 
backwater eddies of slow-flowing creeks, or the shallow edgee of more permanent 
wet land 1. The edges of some man-made ponds may also be used, but their 
construction, or the conversion of shallow vretlande into deeper ponds, is not 
recommended since they may produce conditiois aore favorable to predators of 
toads or to other toad species that can compete with Houston toads. The 
introduction of fish that pray on toad eggs and tadpoles would also be 
detrimental to the Boueton toad. 

KNOWN OCCURRENCE OF THE ElOUSTON TOAD: 
Due to searches conducted by tha Texas Parki and Wildlife Department (TPWD), 
Houston toad populations are known to exisc in the following Texas counties: 
AUSTIN, BASTROP, BtntLBSOH, COLORADO, LAVACA, ZJSOK, MIXJM, and ROBERTSON. (The 
species once occ:urred in Fort Bend, Harris, and ZJiierty counties, but no 
populations are currently known to exist in these areas.] 

POTENTIAL OCCURRENCE OF TBirHOUSTON TOAD: 
The Clear Lake F i e l d Of f i ce of FWS has ident.!fieo the potential range of the 
Houston toad within i t s area of responsibil i ty (see map). This determination i s 
primarily based on published s o i l surveys, froai wbich our o f f i c e has identif ied 
a number of s o i l types that may be suitable to the Houston toad (see l i s t below), 
inforaation from TPWD, and the possible occurrence of other habitat conditions. 
Within the Clear Lake F i e l d Of f i ce ' s area of respon. i ibi l i ty , the Houston toad i s 
)uiown to occur at three s i t e s l a Austin aad Colorado cooaties. The s p e c i e s 
may occtir in addit ional areas cf ADFIIN and COLORADO coxinties, and 
possibly in WALLER county as v e i l , vhere habitat i s suitable. 

SUITABLE HABITAT FOR THE HOUSTON TOAD INCLUDES AREAS TEAT: 
(1) are largely urModified froa 'aistoric habitat conditions; 
(2) contain one or aore of the s o i l typ** ident i f i ed below, or soae other 

type of deep, f r i a b l e , sandy s o i l ; 
(3) appear to meet othar habitat ra^ ireaonts described above; and 
<4) do not appear to support large populations of the Woodhoute'a toad. 

(continued) 



n 



HOUSTON TOAD (Bufo houswnensis) [July 1994] . 

STATUS: Listed u ENDANGERED (35 FR 16047; October 13. 1970) with crilical habiUt dejignited in portioiii at 
Butrop knd Burleson counties. Recover>- pUn completed in 1984, but imdergoing revision. 

DESCRIPTION: A imiU (2-3.5 inches long) losd sirniUr in ippearmnce to the Americu. totd (Bufo smericanui). 
General colormtion vsries from light brown to guy, purplish grty, or red, sometinies with green pstches. Ftle ventnl 
surUces often have small, dark spots in Ihe pectoral region. Males have a dark throat. 

THREATS/REASONS FOR DECLINE: The species is threatened by loss and degradation of habiut due to agricultural 
and urban expansion and watershed alteradon. Much former Houston toad habitat has been cleared and converted to 
bennuda-grui (vkhich inhibits toad movement), and its breeding ponds altered. The species may also be unable to 
reproduce and survive during extreme, long-term drought conditions. 

HABITAT: The Houston toad occun 
in southeastern and east-central Texas on 
roUing uplands characterized by mainly 
pine or oak woodUndi and native 
grasses (.vhere openings occur). It 
apparenUy requires the presence of a 
wide, deep horizon of sandy or loamy 
sandy soils in which it can easily burrow 
for hibernation (winter) or aestivation 
(sununer) purposes. It also requires (for 
various stages of breeding activity, 
including e;.g and tadpole development) 
ooo-flowing IMMIS of water tbat pcrsbt 
for at least 40-50 days. These water 
so);.^ can include temporary or 
ŵrmancnt shallow water bodies such u 

rain pools, Hooded fields, backwater eddies of slow-flowing creeks, or the shallow edges of larger, more permanent ponik. 

DISTRIBUTION (see map): Due to searches conducted by Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPVr'D). pcpulatiom 
are currently known to exist in the foUowing Texas countie.; AUSTIN, BASTROP, BURLESON, COLORADO^ 
LAVACA, LEON, MILAM, and ROBERTSON counties). The species historically occurred in Fort Bend, H a n ^ 
and Libcfty counties, but no extant populations are currenUy known to exist. Additional unknown populations may exie 
where suitable habitat is present. Therefore, areas which lie within the species' apparent range, and appear to meet iia 
habitat requirements, should be considered potential rvige ofthe Houston toad. 

OTHER INFORMATION: The Houston tcad is a year-round resident where found, but its presence usually can oil)g 
be detected during the breeding season, W/hen the very distinctive call (a long, high-pitched trill) of males can often be hcaxl 
from near sources of water. Houston î tads breed from January to June (but primarily early spring), followed by mifr 
summer sestivation until the next sprû <̂  rains. Toads will only e>T̂ erge to breed if conditions are suitable. Some toat̂  
especially juveniles, may remain active year-round if conditions are suitable. The majority of the Houston toad's tiiit 
appean to be insecu and other invertebrates. 

) 

REFERENCES: 
Brown, L.E. 1975. The status cf the nearly extinct Houston toad (Eufo houstonensis) wiU> reconuncndations for ils 

conservation. Herpetological Vxvicw 6.37-38. 
Garret. J. and D C. Ba.-ker. 1987. A neld guide to the reptiles and amphibians of Texas. Texas Monthly Presi, Auafat, 

TX. 225pp. 
Hiliis, C M . , A.M. Hillis, and R.F. Martin. 1984. Reproductive ecology and hybridization of the endangered Hog«H 

load (Bufo houstoneiuis). Joumai of Herpetology 18:56-72. 
Price, A. 1990. Houston toad status report Prepared for U.S. Fish and Wiklliie Service, Albuquerque R-gional O O K 

Albuquerque, NM. 
U.S. Ftfh and WUdlife Sej>ic«. 1984. Ho—'"i toad recovery plan. U.S. Fuh and WJdlife Service, Endanger^ 

Species Office, Albuquerque, NM. 
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DANNY OUMAS. PRESIDENT 
OtSTWICT 10 
n o JAPONICA LANE 
SHRCvtPonr . LA 7111 a 

OONALO M AYTCH. SR, VICE PRESIDENT 
DISTMICr 7 
P O. BOX 13124 
SHREVEPORT. LA 71 M » O I 2 4 

PARISH OF CADDO 
CADDO PARISH COMMISSION BUILD'NG 

525 MARSHALL STRE£T - THIRD FLOOR 

SHREVEPORT. LOUISIANA 71101 

A p r i l 24, 1996 

JUDY DURHAM 
CAOOO PARISH AOMIMISntAIDR ANO 

CMif.f EXECUTrycor rK*R 
31t-21»4«00 

FAXNO 31»-«>»T«30 

OANNYE W. MALONE 
PARISH ATlORttEr 

31S-S2»4»47 
FAXNO } l8-«2*- ra30 

BOB BROWN 
W8TWCT* 
i e o » CAMSR(cx3E onr^E 
BHRCVEPORT LA r 1106 

FORREST A DAVIS 
DISTRICT 12 
7211 BEAUFORT WAY 
SHREVEPORT. LA 7112« 

KEN EPPERSON 
DISTRICT a 
1111 WEST 70tfi STREET. APT NO. 9 
SHREVEPORT l > 71 l o a 

JOHN ESCUOE 
DISTRICTS 
U 4 MOCKINGBiRO LANE 
SHREVEPORT, LA 71106 

GILFORD L "GIF- GILLEN 
DISTRICT 4 
• 4 9 OALZELL STREET 
SHREVEPOflt LA 71104 

JAMES H -JIM- MORRIS 
DISTRICT 1 
22S ORAY STHEET 
BCLCHEf^ LA 7I0O4-O22S 

RON WEBB 
DISTRICT 11 
240e HELMSOALE COURT 
SHREVEPORT. LA 71 I I S 

MICHAEL D WILLIAMS 
OISTRICT 3 
2101 CARVER PLACE 
SHREVEPORT. LA. 7 1 i a i 

MERSEY D WILSON 
DISTRICT 2 
2723 PLUM ST 
SHREVEPOHi t A 71107 

OAV'.O WYNDON 
DISTRICT 5 
JflOl SUNSET OniVE 
SHREVEPORT LA 71109 

Ms. Julie Donsky 
Environmental Scientist 
Dames & Moore, Inc. 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road, Suite 1000 
Rolling Meadows, Ill i n o i s 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

In response to your letter request to ne dated April 
9, 1996, my departmental directors inform me we have 
no concerns based on the five information topics 
contained in your letter. 

Our Parks Director indicated that a Parish Nature Park 
is within three miles of the railway but indicated 
that no apparent i^npact to the Park should result from 
thc merger. A copy of his memo is attached. 

Thank you for the opportunity to respond to your 
request. If there is anything I can do for you in the 
future, please do not hesitate tc contact me. 

Yours truly, 

Judy Durham 
Caddo Parish Administrator 
and Chief Executive Officer 

JD/cp 

.lERHY C SPEARS 
rOMMISSION CLERK 

3 i e ' ] 2 e « s 9 e 
FAX 3ia-22»-6994 

3̂ 



i DAMES &. MOORE 
ONE CONTINENTAL TOWERS. 1701 GOLF ROAD, SUITE IOOO, ROLLfNG MEADOWS. ILLINOIS 60008 

(847)228-0707 FAX: (847) 2:8-11 !5 

Andrew Sansom 
Executive Director 
Parks and Wildlife Commission 
4300 Smith School Road 
Austin, TX 78744 

Fcbniai>-26, 1995 

Dames & Moore is preparing an addendum to the Environmental Report for the application for 
merger of the Union Pacific and Southem Pacific Railroads. The attached Ust and maps show 
additional construction projects which have been identified within your state 

To prepare oui addendum to the Environmental Report, we arc requesting that you inform us of any 
concems you have and provide information regarding: 

• protected species infonnation (State, Federal) within 5 miles of each site. 
• Usting of critical habitats within 5 miles of each site. 
• locations of parks and refiiges in proximity to the proposed projects. 
• citations to any permitting/approval authority which you beUeve your state has over 

the actions identified. 
• any other information you would Uke to provide regardbg environmental matters or 

local concems at these sites. 

We would appreciate receiving the requested information at your earliest convenience. We would 
further appreciate it if the information could be supplied in writing or orally to the undersigned at the 
address and phone/fax numbers on this letterhead. 

We very much appreciate your assistance 

Very truly yours, 

DAMES & MOORE, INC. 

JuUe Donsky 
Environmental Scientist 

R«itw of the cro.'ccl iciiv;-; ai p wpe j t l lfl«cau» 
mi-irf>«l K^fzCii lo f.nh tre tt-M:'.* f»»ovfois. 
P x t i ' i f i - t t t n - - / • : 

-t!iiLf.;i'.l.-'--J 

in 
tfl\,..ypitifmf'tK^Mnt.ia\ 

TexasP̂ fks-v ' •••'Dept 

MAR 1 1996 

Habii." .•.,.:̂ :̂-.cnt6ranc:; 
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jBAMES MOORE 
ONF. CONTINENTAL TOWERS. ! <j6l.F. Ra\D. SI 'I IT IOOO. ROLLING MI'.AOOVv S. ILLIN'. ^ 60008 

-V ::8-0707 TAX (X47i:28-lll5 

March 26, 1996 
U.S. FISH it Vril,. I . 

VlCKSSuRG. :.'3 
U S Fish and Wildlife Service 
Region 4 
Richard B - rU Federal Bid , Rm 1200 
1875 C . ^^d.. Ste 200 
Atlanta, GA J0..45 

Dames & Moore is preparing an addendum to the Environmental Report for the application for 
merger ofthe Union Pacific and Southem Pacific Railroads. Thc attached list and maps show rail 
segments, identified within your state, which may see an increase in rail activity (increase in the 
number of trains per day) due to the proposed merger. 

To prepare our addendum to the Environmental Report, we are requesting that you inform us of any 
concerns you have and provide information regarding: 

• protected soecies informaiion (State, Federal) within 5 miles of each segment. 
• Usting of critical habitats within 5 miles of each site. 
• locations of parks and refiiges in proximity to the proposed projects. 
• citations to any permitting/approval authority which you believe your state has over 

the actions identified. 
• any other information you would like to provide regarding environmental matters or 

local concems at these sites. 

We would appreciate receiving the requested information at your earliest convenience. We would 
fiirther appreciate it if the information could be supplied in writing or orally to the undersigned at the 
address and phone/fax numbers on this letterhead. 

We very much appreciate your assistance. 

Very truly yours, J^^'" s-rn̂ o-.w .-./.rr;.; „-(i->-»i I.-T-CM 

DAM IIS & MOORE, INC. 

U.S. rli.S V/il..,li;j iirvicj 

Julie Donsky 
Environmentai Scientist 

Loa 

l»\..'.pd ufMrvtoaamv l»| 



DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
NEW ORLEANS DISTRICT. CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

P O BOX 60267 

/ W - ^ ^ y i f l ^ ' NEW ORLEANS. LOUISIANA 70160-0267 

B i P i r TO 
ATTENTION o r 

. i 

Operations Division 
Operations Technical Support Branch 

Ms. Julie Donsky 
Environmental Scientist 
Dames & Moore. Inc. 
One Continental Towers 
1701 Golf Road 
Suite 1000 
Rolling Meadows. Illinois 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

This is in answer to your telephone inquiry which requested infonnation about your letter 
of request dated November 9, 1995 that was rc eived in our offices for response on December 1. 
1995 and answered by letter on December 26,19V5. 

A copy of our response to your letter is attached. The scope of our response is limited to 
relevant factors wiihin our D.O.A. junsdiction. 

Sincerely 

R.V. Utes 
S.O.V. Manager 



STB FD 



ATTENTION or 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
NEW ORLEANS t3ISTR!CT, CORPS CF ENGINEERS 

P O. BOX 60267 
NEW ORLEANS. LOUISIANA 70160-0267 

nCi* •) r. 
Operacions D i v i s i o n 
Operacions Technical Supporc Branch 

Ms. J u l i e Donsky 
Dames & Moore 
One Continental Towers 
Suite 1000 
1701 Golf Road 
R o l l i n g Meadows, I l l i n o i s 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

This i s i n respo se to your i n q u i r y of Novetnber 9, 1995,. 
regarding the proposed increases i n the l e v e l of r a i l t r a f f i c i n 
r a i l yards located i n Lake Charles,'Westlake and Ceq'jincy areas ot 
Calcasieu Parish and Livonia area of Pointe Coupee i^aj-ish. 

The proposed increase i n t r a f f i c l e v e l , should i c r e s u l t i n 
need f o r increases of r a i l yard areas and trackage could be 
subject of Deparcment of the Army (D.O.A.) regulatory 
j u r i s d i c t i o n and r e s u l t i n an impact on a D.O.A. p r c j e c t . There 
are lands c l a s s i f i e d as weCl ids, that are subject to D.O.A. 
regnjlatory j u r i s d i c t i o n , i n close proximity to each of these r a i l 
yards. 

Any agency proposing to perform work f o r which D.O.A. permits 
could be req'.-j red should apply f o r those per.Tiits w e l l i n advance 
of need f o r permits or performance of any work for which permits 
could be required. Applications for permits should, i n each 
instance, include s u f f i c i e n t d e t a i l e d maps, drawings data and 
information f o r e f f e c t i v e evaluation of the proposal. 

"ihould you have questions concerning wetlands determinations 
or a need f o r on-site evaluacions by D.O.A. personnel you may 
conta^:t Dr. J. D. Bruza at (504) 862-1288 or -2270. 



Should you ha/e questions --cncerning D.O.A. regulatory 
permits and performance of the proposed work ir. Calcasieu River 
you may contact Mr. ?ete Serio Jr. ac (504) 362-2044. 

Sincerely, 

Copies Furnished: 

R. V. Utes 
S.O.V. Manager 

Ms. Karen Kirkland 
Federal Program Review Coordinator 
Post O f f i c e Box 3355 
Baton Rouge, Louisiana 70821 



i»ei»i.v TO 
ATT tNT lON O f 

Environmental 
Resources Branch 

- / 

DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
GALVESTON OISTRICT. C j R P S OF ENGINEERS 

P.O. BOX 1229 

GALVESTON. TEXAS 7 7 S B S - I 2 2 * 

April 18. 1996 

Ms. Julie Donsky 
Environmental Scientist 
Dames & Moore 
1701 Golf Rogd. Suite 1000 
Roiling Meadows, Illinois 60008 

Dear Ms. Donsky: 

This is in respor̂ ?e io your letter with supporting project information and map 
concerning an addendum to the Environmental Report for the appiication for merger of 
the Union Pacific and Southem Pacific Railroads, as submitted to us for review and 
comment. The rail segments with portions under our jurisdiction are Shreveport, 
Louisiana to Lufkin, Texas and Avondale, Louisiana to Beaumont. Texas. The activities 
involve an increase in the number of trains per day moving along these two segments. 
V>'̂  have no comment with regard to an increase in traffic on raii segments already in 
p!jce which will not require any additional construction for operations. 

We appreciate the opportunity to review and comment upon the proposed 
changes in operations and trust that this response facilitates your planning and 
implementation process. 

/f'*̂ —Richard Medina 
Chief, Environmental 

Resources Branch 



TEXAS HISTORICAL COMMISSION 
' P.O. Box 12276 • Austin. Texas 78711 * 512/463-0094 

State Historic Prescrration OfTice (SHPO) 
Rev;cw of Federal Uadfrtaking (funded or licensed), under the 

^ National Histonc Prese.-vation Act of 1966 (16 USC 470) as amended. 

SECTION 106 (36 CFR 800). 

REVIEWER: Amy Dase Bruce Jensen ,/_Uvaxt. Wise Technical Review 
DATE. >yie./'TG TRACK CODE:>J^ M (o 

RE: X ^ E s T ^<r)Ce.̂  OoE- C^nKJPufAu'lawJ^ies (7oi (^ocr*-Sb/so *^i-ret IODO 

The Section 106 review process is intended to protecrliistoric properties from adverse effects by Federal 
agencies. Federal agencies, or their designated representatives, mu.*.i notify the Texas Stale Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO) if they are considering taking action themselves or if they are assisting, 
permitting or licensing an action that will affect a property built before 1950, including archeological sites. 

SECTIO.N 106 PROCESS IS NOT YET REQUIRED FOR BUILDINGS BLTILT AFTER 1950 

STEP A: DETERMINATION OF ELIGIBILITT - projects with standing stmctures will be reviewed by 
the National Register Department staff, and projects with below ground sites will be reviewed by the 
Department of Antiquities Protection staff. See contact list on reverse. 

Provide information on the property: 'pteA^E- 'TfevJOe ittJf&fiM îVuf̂  / ^ u r Au> Q r c « ^ 
A. Address (su-ecl, city, county) 2 ^ M / 6 O A / ^ l^ft^tp^e/ |aJ T^CwifSCT 

.-^ B. Construction date ot*-it-«=i&- r / ^ A - E ^ 
^ C. Architect/buUder > W . (N^C^ (i^^t^^c^ Sotu^^i 

D. A brief history of the building ^rriitiO 1<w:iHT^ <=^- VJ^' 
E. Photographs of at least two elevations and one strectscapc | ^ o ^ . ^ C o U , ^ ^ AtVrrHPM-.. 
F. A location map ^ wn/x=*-i 
G. A USGS map for archeological sites, accurately plotted. 

2. Send SHPO that information along with description of intended v/ork. 
3. Based on the information provided, the SHPO will determine within 30 days if the building structure, 

object, or site is eligible for listing in the National Register. Possible responses from the S--PO axe: 
NOT ELIGIBLE. If the building or site is not eligible, your agency can proceed with the intended action 

/without further consultation with the SHPO. 
<^ MORE INFORMATION REQUIRED (any combination of items in #1). If more information is 

required, your agency must send the requested information and await a determination of eligibility. 
Determination will be made witliin 30 days. 
ELIGIBLE. If the building is eligible, your agency must contact the Department of Architecture at tiie 
SHPO (see contact list) for a "determination of effect" the action will have on the building. 
LISTED in the National Regisler. If the building is already listed in the Naiionai Register, the agency 
must conuct thc SHPO Department of Architecture for a determinaLon of effect; GO TO STEP B. 

For archeological sites, the SHPO will respond; 
NOT ELIGIBLE. Your agency can proceed with the ii ' ided action. 

_ MORE INFORMATION REQUIRED. Your agency must send a survey report and/or conduct a test 
excavation and await a determinauon of eligibility. 

_ ELIGIBLE. If tlie archeological site is eligible; GO TO STEP B. 
4. If the agency does not concur with ihe determination, it must request a determination from the Keeper 

of the National Register of Historic Places (see conta list). 



SECTION 106 Procedures 
Pafcc 2 

•ATEP B- DETERMINATION OF EFFECT - standing stmctures determined eligible will be reviewed by 
Ae Department of Architecture staff, and eligible archeological sites wih be reviewed by the Department of 
Antiquities Protection staff. See contact list below. 
1. If a property is eligible or is listed in the National Register, the Dep?nment of Architecture must be 

notified. The SHPO may need: 
A. Drawings 
B. Specifications 
C. A work writt up sheet 
D. A description of effect on the property. 

2. If an archeological site is eligible, the SHPO may request: 
A. Avoidance of the archeological silc 
B. Data recovery 
C. The recording and removal of as much data as possible. 

3. After review of the planned action, the Department of Architecture will deiermine the effect on the 
building. Possibilities are: 
A. No effect 
B. No adverse effect 
C. Adverse effect. 

4. If there is no effect, work can proceed without further consultation. 
5. If there is no adverse effect, your agency must request concurrence from the Advisory Council on 

Historic Preservation, an independent Federal agency (see contact list below), and the SHPO, 
4L If there is an adverse effect, then the SHPO and the agency must consult and try to reach an agreement. 

The Council must also be notified, and may participate in the consultation. 
7. An agreement is reached, the Advisory Council concurs, and work proceeds; or, if conditional 

provisions and compromises are necessary, a Memorandum of Agreement is formulated in which the 
SHPO concems and expectations are detailed. 

8. When an agency and thc SHPO cannot agree, the agency must request comment by the Advisory 
Council. If the Advisory Council is called to arbitrate, their decision is usually final. 

IF YOUR AGENCY REQUIRES FREQUENT REVIEW, WE ENCOURAGE YOU TO CONTACT 
THIS OFFICE TO NEGOTIATE A PROGRAMMATIC AGREEMENT. 

Contacts: 
National Register Department Deputy SHPO - James W. Steely 

P.O. Box 12276 • Austin. Texa* 78711 • 512/463-6094 
Department of Architecti re Deputy SHPO - Stanley O. Graves 

P.O. Box 12276 • Austin, Texas 78711 • 512/463-6094 
Department of Antiquities Protection Deputy SHPO - Dr. James E. Bruseth 

P.O. Box 12276 • Austin, Texas 78711 • 5i2y463-6096 

Keeper of the National Register of Historic Places, National Park Service 
P.O. Box 37127 • Washington, D.C. 20013-7127 * 202y'343-9536 

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
730 Simms Street, Rm. 401 • Golden, CO 80401 • 303/231-5320 
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P O EOX 7 5 6 6 
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( 2 0 2 1 6 6 2 - 6 0 0 0 
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C A B L E C O . ' L I N a 

fy^ay 21, 1996 

HAND DEUVERY 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Arialysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Room 3219 
12th and Constiiution Avenue, N. W. 
Wash.ngton, D.C. 20423 

Re: Union Pacific/Southem Pacific 
Control Proceeding (F.D. 32760) 

t ^ C C O N F C L O X K / S C 

C ^ m Z O H »TWCCT 

L O N D O l W i » • « » 

T t L V ^ - y n L * A - r 7 ' .4»f> M S B 

r t L ' r h j t * « - l 7 - - 4 * 9 - 3 l O t 

A V C M J E OCS A M I S 

B M U f t l C L S l O A O M X C t U M 

TCLCPMONC 3 2 2 - 5 1 2 0 A O O 

TCLCFAX 3 2 i t - 9 0 2 I M O 

—EFrreRms 
Offics uf th« S«crstary 

'JUII-71W6' 
Partof 
Public Racord 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Pursuant to a r -quest from Haiold McNulty of your office. Applicants 
provide the following additional information regarding their recent settlement agree
ment with CMA: The CMA settlement, which grants BN/Santa Fe trackage rights over 
additional UP and SP line segnjents between East St. Louis and Houston, will not result 
in abando Jiient of any line segments, lequire any additivmal constmction or change 
projected activity at UP or SP freight yards. Because Applicants as.sumed that BN/Santa 
Fe would provide fully competitive service in competition with UP/SP beiween Houston 
and the St. l^uis gateway as a result of the original BN/Santa Fe settlement. Applicants' 
projections of traffic levels as refiected in UP/SP-194 are not affected, except to a ver>' 
minor extent, by the CMA setl'ement. 

Although the tolal amount of UP/SP's rail traffic or overall rail traffic is 
not expected to change, except to a ver>' minor extent, as a result of the CMA setile-
ment, BN/Santa Fe may decide to use the trackage rights provided by the settlement to 
reroute some of its iraffic to UP/SP trackage. Based on recent submissions, it appears 
•hat BN/Santa Fe has not yet determined the extent to which it will use the new trackage 
rights acquired under the CM.\ settlement. Attached is a report by Applicants' environ
mental consultants, which evaluates the environmental effects on UP/SP rail line seg
ments should BN/Santa Fe elect to make maximum use of the new trackage rights. For 
purposes of this report. Applicants and their consultants assumed lhat BN/Sar̂ a Fe 



C O V I N G T O N & B U R L I N G 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
May 21. 1996 
Page 2 

would operate all irains between Houston and Memphis or St Loui* on a directional 
basis with the flow of UP/SP trains in the same corridor and that B.̂ /Santa Fe would 
operate irains between Houston and the St. Louis area on UP/SP lines, rather than using 
its own line along the Mississippi River. 

With this in.ormation, combined with information previously provided, 
SEA should be in a positio.n to evaluate the full range of BN/Santa Fe routing choices 
Please call the undersigned if this report raises any additiona! questions. 

Sincerely, 

J. Michael Hein.ner 

Attachments 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

1.1 OVERVIEW OF THE PROPOSED MERGER 

This document supplements the six-part Environmental Report (ER) (dated November 30, 

1995) prepared in connection with the Railroad Merger .Application submitted to the Interstate 

Comme'ce Commission (ICC) in Finance Dockei No. 32760, Union Pacific Railroad Company 

and Missouri Pacific Railroad Companv - Control and Merger - Southern Pacific Rail 

Corporation. Southern Pacific Transportation Companv. Sl. Louis Southwestern Railwav 

Companv. SPCSL Corp.. and The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company' and the 

related PDEA filed on March 29, 1996. 

1.2 OVERVIEW OF THE SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT 

This report analyzes potential environmental impacts on rail iine segments in the UP/SP 

system that might result from Applicants" agreement with the Chemical Manufacturers 

Associalion (CMA). Applicants do not expect UP/SP"s rail iraffic levels or overall rail traffic 

levels to change, except to a very minor extent, as a result of the CMA agreement. However, 

BN/Santa Fe may decide to use the trackage rights provided by the CMA agreement to reroute 

some of its traffic to UP/SP trackage. Based on Applicants'assumptions as to the traffic changes 

that would result if BN/Santa Fe made maximum use of the trackage rights provided by the CMA 

agreement, there are three rail line segments on the UP/SP sysiem which might experience 

increased train traffic as a result of the CMA agreement and two segments that might experience 

decreased train traffic. Ali five segments were previously identified and analyzed for air quality 

and noise impacts in Part 2 of the ER and'or in the PDEA filed March 29, 1996. These line 

segments are analyzed in this report, and are listed in Table 1-1 and showr on Figure 1-1. Those 

segments that exceed the STB threshold for noise study are summarized in Table 1-2. 

The ail line segments are generally described in Section 2 0. The air quality and noise 

effects of increased operations on the affected rail line segments are described in Section 3.0. 

Suggested mitigation actions are described in Section 4.0. 

Appendix A presents a list of acronyms and abbreviations, as well as a glossary. 

The Surface Transportation Board ("STB") succeeded to the functions of the ICC on 
January 1. 1996. 
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1.3 POTENTIAL IMPACT AREAS AND METHODOLOGIES 

This report summarizes the types of potential environmental impacts associated with 

changes in traffic activity on the rail line segments referred to above. These impacts pertain to 

air quality, noise, and safety. Increases in rail traffic are not expected to cause physical 

disturbances to land use. water, historical, archeological or biological resources and. accordingly, 

these issues are not addressed. 

The methodologies used for this Supplemental Report were similar to those previously 

described in Part 6 of the ER. 

1.3.1 Air Quality Impacts 

Air quality impacts are defined as the increase or decrease in emissions from a source to 

the ambient air. The source evaluated for rail segment traffic changes is diesel locomotive engine 

emissions. Diese! locomotives are a mobile rather than a stationary source of emissions. The 

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) has developed National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards (NAAQS) for the following six criteria pollutants to protect human health and welfare: 

•Sulftir Dioxide (SO,) •Carbon Monoxide (CO) 

•Nitrogen Dioxide (NO,) 'Lead (Pb) 

•Ozone (Oj) 'Particulate Matter (TSP and PM.o) 

Table 3-3 shows air emissions in hydrocarbons (HC), carbon monoxide (CO), nitrogen 

oxides (NO,), Sulfur Dioxide (SO,), and Particulate Matter (PM). Ozone (O,) is formed during 

complex photochemical reactions between nitrogen oxides (NOJ and volatile hydrocarbons (HC) 

in the presence of sunlight. Lead (Pb) is present in trace quantities in fuel oils. However, for 

purposes of this study, the magnitude of lead emissions associated with diesel fuel combustion 

is not anticipated to be significant and therefore, is not shown in the table. 

Contiguous areas of the country having similar topography and air quality management 

needs are grouped into Air Quality Control Regions (AQCRs). The ambient air quality 

concentrations in a given /XQCR may exceed these NAAQS. making the AQCR a nonattainment 

area. If pollutant concentrations are less than the standards, the AQCR is referred lo as an 

attainment area. Part 6 of the ER presents the attainment status of the AQCRs in all states 

affected by the proposed UP/SP merger. Air quality impacts associated with the proposed merger 

were evaluated for each affected AQCR. In some cases, a rail line segment crosses more than 



one AQCR. For purposes of this analysis, a conservative approach was taken; if a portion of an 

AQCR is designated as nonattainment for one or more pollutants, the entire AQCR is assumed 

to be nonattainment. 

Some areas of the country, such as National Parks and National Wildlife Areas, are further 

designated as Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) Class I air quality areas. There are 

no rail line segments in PSD Class 1 areas which will experience increases exceeding STB 

thresholds. 

The threshold values which determine whether the impact to ambient air quality adjacent 

to a rail segment mu.sl be asses.sed are specified in 49 CFR 1105.7(e)(5) and summarized below. 

STB AIR QUALITY THRESHOLDS FOR IMPACT ANALYSIS 

ACTIVITY THRESHOLD 

Attainment Areas [49 CFR 1 !05.7(e)(5)(i)l 

Rail line 
segment 

Increase of 8 trains/day or 100% as measured in gross-ton miles annually 

Nonattainment Areas or PSD Class 1 Areas [49 CFR 1105.7(e)(5)(ii)] 

Rail line 
segment 

Increase of 3 trains/day or 50% as measured in gross-ton miles annually 

1.3.2 Noise 

The STB regulations require the performance of noise studies for all rail line segments 

on which traffic will increase by at least 100% as measured by gross ton miles annually or at 

least eight Irains per day. Noise-sensitive land uses where the weighted 24-hour sound exposure 

level Ld„ will increase by 3 decibels (dBA) or will meet or exceed 65 dBA are required to be 

identified. Methodologies used to evaluate noise impacts along rail line segments were previously 

discussed in Part 6 ofthe ER. For this study, any increase in L^ less than 2 dBA was considered 

insignificant, and only segments where the projected change in iraffic would cause at least a 2 

dBA increase in L̂ „ were evaluated. 



^ Details of the approach used to identify noise impacts on the above-threshold segments 

and the models used to project noise exposure were previously presented m Part 6 of the ER. 

Following is a summary of the steps taken: 

1. Noise-sensitive land uses near line segments were identified. When possible, the 

towns that the rail segment, pass through were visited to inventory the no.se-

sensitivc land uses. For towns that were not visited, land use along the line was 

analyzed on the basis of USGS 7.5-minute quad maps. In some locations it is 

unclear from the USGS maps whether land use is residential or 

commercial/industrial. In most cases, residential land use was assumed, to ensure 

that potential noise impacts are not overlooked. 

2. L,„ 65 contours were drawn on the USGS maps for each community. For the 

noise projections, the average train was assumed to be pulled by 3.5 locomotives. 

5,000 feet long, and traveling at 50 mph. It was assumed that train horns are 

sounded starting mile before all grade crossings and continuing until the 

locomotive is through, the grade crossing. Where, based on either a site visit or 

) ] information on USGS maps, buildings along the tracks act as acoust.cal shielding 

for buildings farther from the tracks, an assumption, based on available data was 

made. It was assumed that the acoustical shielding reduces levels of train noise 

by 5 dBA. This is an important assumption since acoustical shielding by buildings 

can greatly reduce the extent of noise impacts. 

3. Approximate counts were made of the number of residences, schools, nursing 

homes and libraries and churches within the L,„ 65 contour for both the pre

merger and post-merger frain volumes. 

Table 1-2 summarizes the two line segments that exceed the STB threshold for a noise 

study and reevaluates one segment previously analyzed in the PDEA. Also shown in Table 1-2 

are the total number of trains using the line segment for the pre- and post-merger cases, the 

estimated sound exposure increase caused by the increase in train traffic, and whether the increase 

is greater than 2 dBA requiring tabulation ofthe noise impacts. With the information available, 

it was not feasible to estimate the number of noise-sensitive land uses where L,„ will increase by 

3 dBA in addition to counting the number where L,„ will exceed 65 dBA. 
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1.3.3 Safety 

Public safety considerations related to rail line traffic increases include accidents at 

highway grade crossings, spills and releases of hazardous materials. 

The proposed merger, including the settlement with BN/Santa Fe and the agreement with 

CMA, will result in a rerouting of train traffic within the consolidated system, generating 

increased train traffic densities on some line segments and decreases on other segments. On a 

particular rail line, the number of accidents/incidents related to train/vehicle collisions is 

statistically likely to vary in relation to rail and vehicle traffic volum.es as well as with the 

number of grade crossings. 



TABLE 1-1 

SUMMARY OF RAIL LINE SEG.MENTS 
MEETING STB EVALUATION THRESHOLDS 

1 R A I L S E G M E N T 

L E N G T H 
(M ILES) 

T R A I N S P E R DAY" 
P E R C E N T 

C H A N G E IN 
G R O S S 

T O N - M I L E S 
P E R Y E A R O R I G I N DEST INATION T O 

L E N G T H 
(M ILES) 

P R E 
M E R G E R 

POST 
M E R G E R 

C H A N G E 
IN T R A I N S 
P E R DAY 

P E R C E N T 
C H A N G E IN 

G R O S S 
T O N - M I L E S 
P E R Y E A R 

DE.XTER JUNCTION. MO PARAGOULD, AR 69 160 23-3 7.3 49 

PARAGOULD, AR FAIR OAKS. AR 69 11.4 207 9.3 77 

FAIR OAKS. AR BRINKLEY, AR 26 1 1.4 22.7 II.3 106 

" B R I N K L E y , AR PINE BLUFF, AR 71 22.6 29 6 70 71 

"SHREVtPORT. LA LUFKIN. T.X 1 16 8 3 ] 9 8 15 -26 

Notes: 

Includes BN/Santa Fe trains. 
These rail .segments (Brinkley to Pine Bluff and Slireveport to Lufkin) exceeded the STB 
thresholds in previous analyses but would not exceed the thresholds using Applicants' 
assumptions as to traffic changes that would occur if BN/Santa Fe made maximum use of the 
trackage rights piovided by the CMA agreement. These segments are discussed in detail in 
Sections 3.4 and 3.5 of this report, respectively. 



TABLE 1-2 
RAIL SEGMENTS EXCEEDING STB TRAFFIC THRESHOLDS 

FOR NOISE ASSESSMENT 

1 RA 1L SEG M KNT 

LENGTH 
(MILES) 

TRAIN.S PER DAY 

UB 
IN( RE.VSE 

NOISE 
I M P i C T 

\SSK.SSMENT ORIGIN UKSl P \T ION TO 
LENGTH 
(MILES) 

PRE 
M f H G t R 

POST 
M t R C t R 

t MANGE IN 
TRAINS PER 

U A V 

UB 
IN( RE.VSE 

NOISE 
I M P i C T 

\SSK.SSMENT 

PARAOOLLO. AR 1 AIR DAKS. AR (,1 1 1 4 20 7 y J 2 h Yes 

r AIR OAKS. AR BRINKLtV. AR 26 ! 1 4 22.7 11 3 3 0 Ves 

••(JRINKLtY. AR PINE BLUrP. AR 71 226 29 6 70 1 2 No 

Notes: 

*** 

Includes BN/Santa Fe trains. 
dB sound exposure increases in decibels. Only segments with a minimum of 2 aBA sound 
exposure increases were evaluated for noise impacts. 
This rail segment (Brinkley to Pine Bluff) exceeded the STB thresholds in previous analyses but 
would not exceed the thresholds using Applicants' assumptions as to traffic changes that would 
occur if BN/Santa Fe made maximum use ofthe trackage rights provided by the CMA agreement. 
This segment is discussed in detail in Section 3.4 of this report. 



TABLE 1-3 
NOISE ASSESSMENT PROJECTIONS 

SEGMENT 

TRAIN VOLU.VIE (trains per day)* 

SEGMENT 

VALUES FROM APPLICANTS' 
ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT 

.MODIFIED VALUES 

SEGMENT Exist Future Increase Future Increase SEGMENT Exist Future 
Trains dR 

Future 

Trains dB 

Faragould, AR to 
Fair Oaks. AR 

1 1.4 19.7 8.3 2.4 20.7 9.3 2.6 

Fair Oaks, AR to 
Brinkley, AR 

11.4 21.7 10.3 2.8 22.7 11.3 3.0 

"Brinkley. AR to 
Pine Bluff. AR 

22.6 316 9.0 1,5 296 7.0 1.2 

Notes: 

Includes BN/Santa Fe trains. 
This rail segment exceeded the STB thresholds in previous analyses but would not exceed the 
thresholds using Applicants' assumptions as to traffic changes that would occur if BN/Santa Fe 
made maximum use of the trackage rights provided by the CMA agreement. This segmeni is 
discussed in detail in Section 3.4 of this report. 



2.0 RAIL LINE SEGMENTS 

Rail line segment traffic increases proposed as part of the UP/SP merger, including Applicants' 

estimates of BN/Santa Fe trains operating on the UP/SP sysiem as a result of the settlement, were 

described in detail in Part 2 of the ER. The three rail line segmeni traffic increases and two rail line 

segment decreases addressed in this report reflect estimates of the trains BN/Santa Fe would operate on 

the UP/SP system if it made maximum use of the trackage rights provided by the CMA agreement, 

combined with prior estimates of Applicants' and BN/Santa Fe's traffic on the UP/SP system. Air 

quality and noise impacts related to the individual raii iine segments are described in Section 3.0. 
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3.1.2 Noise 

The projected increase in train volume on this segment does not m.eet the STB analysis threshold 

for noise 

3.2 PARAGOULD, ARKANSAS TO FAIR OAKS, ARKANSAS 

3.2.1 Air Quality Analysis 

This rail segment (refer to Figure 3-1) will experience an increase of 9.3 trains ptr day 

(previously shown in Part 2 of the ER as 8.3 trains per day). It crosses one state and one AQCR (20). 

AQCR 20 is designated as attainment for all criteria pollutants. The revised projected increases in 

pollutant emissions on this rail segment are estimated in tons per year, as follows: HC 19.42. CO 60.39. 

NO, 452.01. SO, 32.75, and PM 9.80. 

3.2.2 Noi.se 

This rail segment currently has an average of 11.4 trains per day and is expected to experience 

an increase of 9.3 trains per day and an increase of 77 percent in gross ton-miles per year as a result of 

the proposed merger. The change in train volume would result in an Ldn increase of 2.6 dB. Train 

horns sounded before grade crossings are the dominant noise source in most of this corridor. It is 

projected that, with the existing train iraffic, there are 857 residences, one school, and 14 churches along 

this segment exposed to noise levels exceeding Ldn 65 dBA. Wilh the projected increase in train traffic, 

the noise-sensitive land uses within the Ldn 65 contour are projected to include 1,178 residences. 2 

schools, and 18 churches. 

12 



TABLE 3-1 

NOISE SUMMARY 
FARAGOULD, ARKANSAS TO FAIR OAKS, ARKANSAS 

1 COMMUNITY NUMBER OF SE.NSITIVE RECEPTORS 

PRE-MERGER POST-MERGER 

RESIDENCE SCHOOL CHURCH RESIDENCE SCHOOL C H U R C H 

Paragould. AR 284 1 2 402 1 3 

Bethel. AR 8 0 1 9 0 

Brookland, AR 75 0 2 104 0 ~i 

Jonesboro Jct., AR 4 0 0 4 0 0 

Joncsboro. AR 168 0 2 232 0 4 

Otwell. AR 11 0 0 19 0 0 

Weiner, AR 10 0 0 30 0 1 

Waldcnburg, AR 10 0 1 13 0 1 

Fisher, AR !09 0 3 148 0 3 

Pntlinger. AR 14 0 0 19 0 0 

Hickory Ridge. AR 150 0 2 182 1 

Tilton. AR 8 0 0 8 0 0 

Fair Oaks (Nonh), AR 6 0 1 8 0 ! 
T O I A L 857 1 14 1 178 2 18 

3.3 FAIR OAKS, ARKANSAS TO BRINKL EY, ARKANSAS 

3.3.1 Air Quality Analysis 

This rail segment (refer to Figure 3-1) will experience an increase of 11.3 trains per day 

(previously shown in Part 2 of the ER as 10.3 trains per day). It crosses one state and one AQCR (20). 

AQCR 20 is designated as attainment for all criteria pollutants. The revised projected increases in 

pollutant emissions on this rail segment are estimated in tons per year, as follows: HC i0.02, CO 31.16, 

NO, 233.28. SO, 16.90. and PM 5.06. 

3.3.2 Noise 

This rail segment currently has an average of 11.4 trains per day and is expected to experience 

an increa.se of 11.3 trains per day and an increase of 106 percent in gross ton-miles per year as a result 

of the proposed merger. The change in train volume would result in an Ldn increase of 3.0 dB. Train 

homs sounded before grade crossings are the dominant noise source in most of this corridor, l l is 

projected, that with the existing train traffic, there are 158 residences and 6 churches along this segment 

13 



exposed to noise levels exceeding Ldn 65 dBA. With the projected increase in train traffic, the noise 

^ sensitive land uses within the Ldn 65 contour are projected to include 223 residences and 8 churches. 

TABLE 3-2 

NOISE SUMMARY 
FAIR OAKS, ARKANSAS TO BRINKLEY, ARKANSAS 

j C O M M U N I T Y NUMBER O F S E N S I T I V E R E C E P T O R S j C O M M U N I T Y 

P R E - M E R G E R P O S T - M E R G E R 

j C O M M U N I T Y 

R E S I D E N C E S C H O O L C H U R C H R E S I D E N C E S C H O O L C H U R C H 

Fair Oaks (South), AR 9 0 1 13 0 1 

Hillemann, AR 1 1 0 0 19 0 0 

Hunter. A l l 53 0 1 78 0 1 

Zent, AR 5 0 0 8 0 0 

Fargo, AR 4 0 0 4 0 0 

Brinkley, AR 76 0 4 101 0 6 

TOTAL 158 0 6 223 0 8 

J 

3.4 BRINKLEY, ARKANSAS TO PINE BLUFF, ARKANSAS 

This rail segmeni exceeded STB thresholds in previous analyses, but would not exceed the 

thresholds based on the assumptions described above concerning the CMA agreement. Therefore, an 

additiona! analysis for air quality and noise inpacts was conducted and is presented below. 

3.4.1 Air Quality Analysis 

This rail segment (refer to Figure 3-1) will experience an increase of 7.0 trains per day 

(previously shown in the PDEA as 9.0 Irains per day). It crosses one slate and two AQCRs (16 and 20) 

which are designated as attainment for all criteria pollutants. The revised projected increases in pollutant 

emissions on this rail segment are estimated in tons per year, .is follows: HC 22.25. CO 69.17, NO, 

517.78, SO, 37.52, and PM 11.23. These increases in emissions (change in emissions from pre- to post 

merger) are less than the increases (change in emissions from pre- to post merger) presented in Table 

3-5 of the PDEA, due to the projected reduction in train traffic. These absolute reductions can be 

quantified in tons per year as follows: HC 6.56, CO 20.42, NO^ 152.82, SO. 11.07, and P.M 3.31. 

3.4.2 Noise 

This rail segment will experience an increase of 7.0 trains per day (previously shown in the 

PDEA as 9.0 irains per day). The increase in train volume would cause a 1.2 dBA increase in the noise 

exposure (previously shown in the PDEA as 1.5 dBA increase in the noise exposure), which is below 

the 2 dBA threshold for a detailed noise assessment. 
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3.5 SHREVEPORT, LOUISIANA TO LUFKIN, TEXAS 

This rail segment exceeded STB thresho'ds for air quality in previous analyses, but would not 

exceed the thresholds based on the assumptions described above concerning the CMA agreement. 

Therefore, an additional analysis for air quality was conducted and is presented below. 

3.5.1 Air Quality Analysis 

This rail segment (refer to Figure 3-1) will experience an increase of 1.5 trains per day (previously 

shown in the PDEA as 3.5 trains per day). It crosses two slates and two AQCRs (22 and 106). AQCR 

22 is designated as attainment for all criteria pollutants. AQCR 106 is designated as attainment for all 

criteria pollutants except ozone. The revised projected change in pollutant emissions on this rail segment 

are estimated in tons per year, as follows: HC -8.86, CO -27.54, NO, -206.17, SO, -14.94, and PM -4.47. 

These changes in emissions (change in emissions from pre- to post merger) are less than the increases 

(change in emissions from pre- to post merger) presented in Table 3-5 ofthe PDEA due to the projected 

reduciion in train traffic. These absolute reductions can be quantified in tons per year as follows: HC 

9.75, CO 30.32, NOx 226.98. SOj 16.45. and PM 4.87. 

3.5.2 Noise 

The projected increase in train volume on this segment does not meet the STB analysis threshold 

for noise. 
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TABLE 3-3 

SUMMARY OF RAIL LINE SEGMENT EMISSION CHANGES 

TRAINS 
PER DAY 
CHANGE 

GROSS 
TONS 
PER 

YEAR 
C H A N C E 

( R ITERIA POl L l TANT EMISSIONS IN 

TONS PER VEAR 

SEGMENT ORIGIN 

SEGMENT 
DESTINATION 

A F F E C T E D 
A(̂ < R 

ATTAINMENT 
STATI S 

TRAINS 
PER DAY 
CHANGE 

GROSS 
TONS 
PER 

YEAR 
C H A N C E 

HC C O Ne, so: PM 

» ... . "* t 1111 5 2 : " I'll 25 :8 8 48 

1 DEXTE1 JUNCTION MO 
ua NA - 'W 24 V Iti »<l ! <."; 1 '»>) 

1 DEXTE1 JUNCTION MO PAKAOUULU. AK 
20 A HOI ;7 •'0 207 H 15 01 4 10 

PARAGOULD. AR f AIR OAKS. AR :o A 

•> 
1601 i 'H2 bC }'> 452 01 52 -5 •1 80 

1 AIR OAK.S AR BRINkLEY. AR :Q A i ! .1 22 01 IU02 H !(. 2 » 2S If) W 5 Oft 

' 0 17 89 22 25 (,'> r 517 78 -7 52 1 1 2"' 

BRINKLEY. AR n i v t c B t 1 it7C A D 

20 A 14 24 44 27 VII .18 2) 01 - I'l 

BRINKLEY. AR PINc BLUrr . AR Id A 801 24 •ni 186 ill i l 51 4 04 

J < •4 '6 -S 86 -2? 54 •206 17 -14 7 • • 4 47 

SHREVEPORT. LA LUFKIN. TX 22 A •1 14 .111 -74 22 -5 18 • Ull 
SHREVEPORT. LA 

NA - ; 67 1763 -l.ll 95 5'j •2 86 

Notes: 

Emission Factors (lb/1.000 gallons diescl fuel consumed): 

Pollutant 
HC 
CO 
NOx 
S02 
PM 

Emission Factor 
22 
68.4 
512 
37.1 
I M 

Emission Factors adapted from "Locomotive Emission Study," Boor. Allen, & Hamilton, January 1991. 

Fuel efficiency factor = 628 (gross-ton miles/gallon) 
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TABLE 3-4 

NOISE IMPACT ASSESSMENT FOR RAIL LINE SEGMENTS 

RAIL SEGME.NT 

LtHGTH 
(MILE.S) 

NOISE-SENSITIVE RECEPTORS 

ORIGIN 
DESTINATION 

TO 
LtHGTH 
(MILE.S) 

PRE 
MERGER 

POST 
MERGER INCREASE 

PARAGOULD, AR FAIR OAKS, AR 69 872 1 198 326 

FAIR OAKS, AR BRINKLEY. AR 26 164 231 67 

BRINKLFY, AR PINE BLUFF. AR 71 • « • * * « 

Notes: 

* Lj„ exceeds 65 dBA at noise-sensitive receptors (residences, schools and churches). 
•* Less than a 2 dBA increase in noise exposure 
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4.0 MITIGATION 

4.1 AIR QUALITY 

The air emissions which have been calculated for each of the AQCRs from increases in train 

activity are from diesel locomotives operaiing on these iine segments. Calculations were made on the 

basis of a 1991 study which calculated emission factors for pounds of HC, CO. NOy, SO, and PM per 

1000 gallons of diesel fuel consumed. These factors will change as improvements in locomoiive fuel 

efficiency and controls are implemented. Changes in emission regulations, under the Clean Air Act 

currently under consideration, if implemented, will require significant reductions in emission factors for 

some criteria pollutants, most notably NOy. UP/SP continues to study ways to reduce emissions and 

intends to work with all appropriate agencies as well as locomotive builders to reduce air emissions from 

locomotives. 

4.2 NOISE 

It is imponant to recognize that the increase in noise impacts along the evaluated segments are 

spread out over hundreds of miles of track and that they wil! be, in some circumstances, partially 

counterbalanced by decreases in noise impact on lines that will ue abandoned or will see a decrease in 

train traffic. The majority of noise impacts are in neighborhoods within 1/4 mile of grade crossings. 

For the noise analysis it was assumed that all trains sound their horns for the tull 1/4 mile before all 

grade crossings. This may not be the case at all crossings, however, since local or state requirements 

may prohibit train whistles. Recent research by the Federal Railroad Adminisiration has shown that the 

accident rale is higher al grade crossings where waming horns are not sounded. 

Any effort to mitigate the principal noise impacts from train operations must focus on the noise 

from the traiti homs. In most cases, the elimination of train whistles or reduction in decibel levels could 

create safety concerns for vehicular or pedestrian traffic. 

IS 
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APPENDIX A 



% 

Day-night equivalent level 

1 

LIST « 

United States Department of Transponation 

vv The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Compj 10 log Lo 

Department of Toxic Substances Control A At 

Environmenlal Protection Agency ADT A\ 

Environmental Report AHPP Ar 

Emergency Response Notification System AQCR(s) Ail 

A Federal Emergency Management Agency BMPs Be 

A Federal Highway administration BN Bu 

Flood Insurance Rate Maps B.N/Santa Fe Th 
of 

Federal Railroad Administration 
CBC Ca 

Hydrocarbons (in air) 
CERCLIS Co 

II Harris, Miller, Miller & Hanson, Inc. Int 

Interstate Commerce Commission CFR Co 

Illinois Historic Preservation Agency CI Co 

Kansas State Historical Society CO Ca 

Day-night equivalent sound level COE Un 

.Maximum sound level during train passby, dBA COFC Co 

State Inventory of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks CPC Co 

Non-attainment CT Cc 

S National Ambient Air Quality Standards CTC Ce 

Portion of AQCR designated as non-attainment CU Cc 

National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 db Dt 

Nitrogen dioxide dBA Dt 
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NO; Nitrogen oxides 

^ " ^ j NPDES National Pollution Discharge Elimination System 

NFL National Priorities List 

NRCS Natural Resources Conservation Service 

NRHP National Regisler of Historic Places 

NS Not Significant 

NWl National Wetlands Inventory 

o, Ozone 

OBS Office of Biological Services/United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

OSHA Occupational Safety and Health Administration 

PM.o Particulate Matter (undet 10 microns in diameter) 

POTO Power Operated Turnout 

PSD Prevention of Signitlcant Deterioration 

RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery .Act 

ROW Right of Way 

SCS Soil Conservation Service (currently named Natural Resources 
Conservation Service. Division of United Slates Department of Agriculture) 

SEL Source sound exposure level at 100 feet. dBA 

SHPO State Historic Preservation Office 

SOj Sulfur dioxide 

SP Southem Pacific Rail Corporation, includes SPT. SSW. SPCSL a.nd 
DRGW 

SPL State Priority List 

STATSGO State Soil Geographic Database 

SWLF State Inventor)' of Solid Waste Facilities 



Trailer on flat car 

TSD Treatment, Storage, or Disposal sites 

TSP Total Suspended Particulates 

U Unclassifiable 

UP UPRR. MPRR. and CNW 

USDA United States Department of Agriculture 

USFWS United S'̂ t̂es Fish and Wildiife Service 

USGS United States Geological Survey 

VLSTA VISTA Environmental Inlc-mation, Inc. 
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GLOSSARY 

borrow material Earthen materia! used to fill depressions to create a level right-of-way. 

construction footprint The area at a construction site subject to both permanent and temporary 
disturbances by equipment and personnel. 

criteria pollutant Any of six substances (i.e.. lead, carbon dioxide, sulfur dioxide, nitrogen 
dioxide, ozone and particulate matter) regulated under the Clean Air Act, 
for which areas musl meet national air quality standards. 

dBA Adjusted decibel level. A sound mei'iurement that adjusts noise by 
filtering out certain frequencies to make it analogous to that perceived by 
the human ear. 

decibel A logarithmic scale that comprises over one million sound pressures 
audible to the human ear over a range from 0 to 140, where 0 decibels 
represents a reference sound level necessary for a minimum sensation of 
hearing and 140 decibels represents the level at which pain occurs. 

endangered A species that is in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant 
portion of its range and is protected by state and/or federal laws. 

/ nil The term used by the United Slates .̂ rmy Corps of Engineers that refers 
to the placement of suitable materials (e.g.. soils, aggregates, formed 
concrete structures, sidecast material, etc.) within water resources under 
Corps jurisdiction. 

flat yard A sysiem of relatively level iracks within defined limits provided for 
making up trains, storing cars, and other purposes which requires a 
locomotive to move cars (switch cars) from one track lo another. 

Flood Insurance 
Kale .Maps Maps available from the Federal Emergency Management Agency that 

delimit the land surface area of 100-year and 500-year flooding events. 

floodplain The lowlands adjoining inland and coastal waters and relatively flat areas 
and flood prone areas of offshore islands including, at a minimum, that 
area inundated by a 1 percent (also known as a 100-year or Zone A 
floodplain) or greater chance of flood in any given year. 

frog A device used where two running rails intersect that provides flangeways 
to permit wheels and wheel flanges on eiiher rail lo cross the other. 

habitat The place(s) where plant or animal species generally occur(s) including 
specific vegetation types, geologic features, and hydrologic features. The 
continued survival of that species depends upon the intrinsic resources of 
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the habitat. Wildlife habilats are often further defined as places where 
species derive sustenance (foraging habitat) and reproduce (breeding 
habitat). 

haulage right The limited right of one railroad to operate trains over the designated lines 
of another railroad. 

hump yard A system of tracks within defined limits provided for making up trains, 
storing cais. and other purposes which utilizes an artificial hill or "hump" 
to use gravity to sort cars into cla.ssification tracks. 

interlocker An arrangement of switch, lock, and signal appliances interconnected so 
that their movements succeed each other in a predetermired order. 

intermodal facility A site or hub consisting of tracks, lifting equipment, paved areas, and a 
control point for the transfer (receiving, loading, unloading, and 
dispatching) of intermodal trailers and containers between rail and highway 
or rail and marine modes of transport. 

intermodal train A train consisting or partially consisting of highway trailers and containers 
or marine containers being transported for the raii portion of a multi-modal 
movemeni on a lime-sensitive schedule. Also referred to as piggyback. 
TOFC (Trailer on Flal Car), COFC (Container on Flat Car), and double 
slacks (for containers only). 

u Level of noise (measured in decibels) averaged over the daytime period 
(0700-2200). 

Nighttime noise level ( L j adjusted to account for the perception that a 
noise level at night is more bothersome than the same noise level would 
be during the day. 

lift A lift is defined as an intermodal trailer on container lifted onto or off of 
a rail car. For calculations, lifts were used to determine the number of 
trucks using intermodal facilities. 

locomotive, road One or more locomotives (or engines) designed to move trains between 
yards or other designated points. 

locomotive, switching Locomoiive (or engine) used to switch cars in a yard, industrial, or other 
area where cars are sorted, spotted (placed al a shipper's facility), pulled 
(removed from a shipper's facility), and moved within a local area. 

merchandise train 

J 

A train consisting of single and/or multiple car shipments of various 
commodities. 
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National Wetlands 
inventory An inventory of wetland types in the United Slates compiled by the United 

Stales Fish and Wildlife Service. 

nonattainment An area that does not meet NAAQS specified under the Clean Air Act. 

pick up To add one or more cars to a train from, an intermediate (non yard) track 
designated for the storage of cars. 

rail spur A track that diverges from a main line, also known as a spur track or rail 
siding, which typically serves one or more industries. 

right-of-way The right held by one person over another person's land for a specific use; 
rights of tenants are excluded. The strip of land for which permission has 
been granted to build and maintain a linear structure, such as a road, 
railroad, or pipeline. 

set out To remove one or more cars from a train at an intermediate (non yard) 
location such as a siding, interchange track, spur track, or other track 
designated for the storage of cars. 

take 

') 

Loss of individuals of a plant or wildlife species and/or any direct or 
indirect action that results in mortality and/or injury, "urther defined to 
include actions lhat disrupt normal patterns of wildlife species behavior; 
specifically those that reduce the survival and reproductive potential of an 
individual. Also refers to loss and/or degradation of species' habitat. 

threatened A species that is likely to become an endangered species within the 
foreseeable future throughout all or part of ils range, and is protected by 
stale and/or federal law. 

trackage ripbt The righl or combination of rights of one railroad to operate over the 
designated trackage of another railroad including, in some cases, the right 
to operate trains over the designated trackage, the right to interchange with 
all carriers al all junctions, and the right to build connections or additional 
tracks in order to access other shippers or carriers. 

turnout A track arrangement consisting of a switch and frog with connecting and 
operating parts, extending from the point of the switch to the frt^g, which 
enables engines and cars to pass from one track lo another. 

unit train A train consisting of cars carrying a single commodity, e.g., a coal train. 

water resources 

J 

All -inclusive term that refers to many types of permanent and seasonally 
wet/dry surface water features including springs, creeks, streams, rivers, 
pond, lakes, wetlands, canals, harbors, bays, sloughs, mudflats, and 
sewage-treatment and industrial waste ponds. 



wetland As defined by 40 CFR 230.3, wetlands are "those areas that are inundated 
or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and duration 
sufficient to support, and under normal circumstances do support, a 
prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil 
conditions. Wetlands generally include swamps, marshes, bogs and similar 
areas. 

^ 9 A principal track and two connecting tracks arranged like the letter "Y." 
on which locomotives, cars, and trains may be turned 
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May 15, 1996 
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L2J Put>iic Record 

Elaine Kaiser, Esquire 
Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
12lh and Constitution Avenue NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Re Union Pacific Control and Merger 
Finance Docket No 32760 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

The Board of Churchill County Commissioners i allon, Nevada, submits these coniinents and 
requests for consideration Churchill County, Neva .!. consists of approximately 4,900 square miles 
or approximately 3,144,320 acres. 1 opography consists of the typical basin and range features found 
in much of northem Nevada Vast tracks of this acreage were a part of ancient Lake Lahontan dating 
to North America's last glaciation period which ended some 10,000 years ago. 

At this time there is only one major population center in the county. There are approximately 22,000 
inhabitants in Churchill Coimty The City of Fallon, the County seat, has approximately 8,000 
inhabitants wilh the balance of the county's population (approximately 14 "̂OO residents) locaied 
witliin a 15 mile radius of the city. 

The railroad played an important role in Churchill County aiding the development ofthe first US. 
Bureau of Reclamation irrigation system to be implemented in this country shortly after the adoption 
of the Reclamation Act of 1902 At that lime the railroad was the main transportation medium 
serving C;hurchill County at the mainline terminal located at Hazen, Nevada, also in Churchill County 
Hazen at one lime had 10,000 inhabitants and was the disembarkation point for workers on the dam 
and irrigation .system, settlers and miners going eastward to farms around Fallon and further to gold 
and silver boomtowns Now, Hazer. is nothing more than a memorj- with a few residences and a 
small general store. 

190 WEST FIRST STREET FALLON, NEVADA 89406 (702)423-5136 FAX 423-0717 
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The Southern Pacific mainline enters Churchill County on the northern boundary between Churchill 
County and adjoining Pershing County and traverses Churchill County generally from the northeast 
to tlie southwest. Southem Pacific has 41 84 miles of mainline track in Churchill Ccnty according 
to the State of Nevada Department of Taxation, Division of Central Ass.-ssment"! , is only one 
mainline highway crossing located approximately 28 miles north of tht ( . . ' J!on on U S 
Highway 95 This crossing is protected by gates and flashing lights Traffic c - .... Highway 95 is 
relatively .sparse However, wtth the increasing number of trains crossing Higliway 95 at this poinl 
the potential for accidents may rise Two branchlines onginate in Hazen ofl the mainline and are not 
part of these comments. 

Although the mainline is a considerable distance fiom the major population center in Churchill County 
(the City of Fallon), we are concerned that the increases expected in railroad traffic, especially the 
number of trains carrying hazardous materials, may intensify the level of potential injury exposure to 
our lesidents as a result of hazardous materials accidents involving the railroad. More specifically, 
we are concemed that tne volunteer fire department which serves the ntcds of our residents may be 
sorely put upon as first responders in the event of a railroad accident, especially those accidents 
involving hazaidous matetials A similar case in point a number of years ago, involved an over the-
road truck and tractor traversing Churchill County on Interstate 80 on the northern boundary ot our 
county The truck was involved in an accident spilling its cargo of hazardous material requiring a 
response by the Fallon Volunteer Fire Department Although a hazardous materials management firm, 
was dispatched to the accident site by the trucking firm, the initial exposure and subsequent 
potentially fatal consequences of incorrectly re-packaging the spilled materials due to a mistake by 
the hazardous materials specialist, unnecessarily exposed our volunteer fire department members to 
injury Additionally, equipmirnt utilized by our fire department in controlling the accident scene was 
damaged by exposure lo the materials to the point they were no longer usable To add insult to 
injury, the county, in order to recover the costs expended in controlling this accident, was forced lo 
go to court resulting in additional costs for legal counsel as wel! as delay in reimbursement for our 
out-of-pocket costs. 

The readiness and training of our volunteer fire department is superior and alle s to enjoy some 
ofthe lowest ISO (Insurance Semces Office) ratings in tht stale of Nevada, including a number of 
paid departments, resulting in relatively low fire insurance rates Yet, the unnecessary exposure to 
potentially harmful or fatal hazards resulting from the increased likelihood of railroad accidents 
involving hazardous materials has our Board of County Commissioners concemed. In the board 
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members' minds, the potential harm to our volunteers coupled together wilh the possible loss of 
equipment are of primary concem in this merger proposal Furthermore, the question of liability and 
reimbursement of out-of-pocket costs for providing equipment and necessary training for our 
volunteer fire crews is likewise of paramount importance Therefore, we respectfiilly request that the 
Surface Transportation Board, prior to taking an action to confirm the proposed merger, seek 
answers to the questions posed with regard to hazardous materials exposure arid liability for control 
of accidents on the railroad mainline requiring response by our volunteer fire department 
Implementation of insurance and bonding requirements plus provision of safety training, equipment 
and response protocols should be mandated for the new carrier. 

RN P SELINDER 
unty Manager 

BPS wg 
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JfiN-03-'00 TUE 04:27 ID: TEL NO: «ai2 pai 

K A. N S A S 

S T A T B 

H I S T O R I C A L 

S O C I E T Y 

i 4 7 S S . W . 6tl> A > < r n « « 

T e p e k i , X i n i t l 

t t H i - 1 0 9 9 

r H O N B « ( t l l > t T t I t t l 

r AXt i*t i ) z i i - t f z 

T T Y # ( 9 I J ) . ' 7 2 . | * I J 

K A N S A S H l S l o R Y C E P * T E R 

C t i i M r«( Hii tMcal Himiii 'K 

CulninI lUiDUtcn* 

F dwctilaA / O u i m c h 

Histonc 5i«a 

K t i u u Muacuni of Huior / 

Llbrt/y & Archivw 

HISTORIC »rrBs 

A44ir C4bin 

Conffinioon Htll 

Cottoit^^o^ Utitch 

Pint Teniuxitil Cipitel 

Oaorfnow HauM 

Crinicr Pise* 

H<>ll«nb«r| t a n s R 

Kttr MiwioA 

M t n i j dot C y i n a i MuMCfc 

MiM CfMk VtiUcncI* 

N i u - c A<n*noii H « ' i u { « Mujcum 

r i »nc< IvdiaK Villafc 

f i w M B Rack 

Date j5-^/-<r<, ) Time ^- / Totot Poges ^ 

To: Name BLOUAJ- M. h a/^ojty^ 

Business ^u>^ot<jt> T A A V X ^ oA/*^/t>> 

Vole© Phone #. 

: i FAX Phone# ^oA - 9^7-<>^^ ^ 

From: Name ^.i/.fti/ul /W^/ux^ 

Voice Phone # 3 7^~^t,^i 

FAX Phcr.9 (913) 272-8682 

Upcoming Events: 

June 1 -16 
Kancas Archeology Tcvlotng Prognun Held School 
Kanopolis vicinty, EQswo: County 
Fort Ellsworth and Fort Harker 

June 3 - JiOy 14 
Forty-T*v Days Ahug tbe Trail 
Camp Sites Along tbe Trail 
175 Annivenazy of the Santa Fe Trail 
Kauaas City to Elkhart 

June lO-JufyU 
Summer Wortnbopa for Kid* 
Katuas Miuieum of History, Topeka 

ENTERED 
Office ot tha Sscrstary 

Part Of 
Public Record m Part Of 
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Richard Pankratz page -3 

FAX REPLY to : 202/927-6225 

To: Elaine K. Kaiaer, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Waahington DC 20423^X)01 

From: Richard Pankratz. Kansas State Historic Preservation Officor 

^l^n>l^i»_..^eAJAMJ2c.;i 
Date S'h /̂f^ " ^ 

R»: Section 106 Consuttatkm Comments regarding 
Proposed Merger of Unwn Pacific and Southem Pacific Raiiroads 
Finance Docket 32760 

I concur with the Surtece Transportation Board's (STB) findings regarding historic and 
cultural resources as described in STB's letter of May 14 ,1996. 

I concur with Uie Surtace Transportation Board's (STB) fin<fing6 regarding historic and cultural 
\ resources as descrik)ed in STB's letter of May 14,1996, with the following eommenta: 
/ 
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Sl ATE OF NEW MEXICO 

OFFICE OF CULTURAL AFFAIRS 
HISTORIC PRESERVATION DIVISION 

GARY E. JOHNSON 
COVEHNOII 

BUILDING 
AVENUE 

EXICO 87501 
120 

May 17, 1996 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaisej 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington , D.C. 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. K a i s e r : 

OH c« ot :h« .^rfcretary 

m Pan of 
Public Record 

I am w r i t i n g i n response to your l e t t e r dated A p r i l 3, 1996 a 
copy o^ which I j u s t received from Myra Frank and Associates 
Thank ou f o r the information that we reques'.ed conjerning the 
Un.or a c i f ic/Southern Pa c i f i c r a i l i o a d mergvir undertaking. I can 
no'." I ' va you our recommendations on the undertaking pursuant to 
Secti n 106 of the National H i s t o r i c Preservation Act, as 
amend id, and i t s implementing regulations 36 CFR 800. 

The undertaking, as defined w i t h i n the state of N* Mexico, w i l l 
involve groiind d i s t u r b i n g a c t i v i t i e s w i t h i n e x i s t i . i g r a i l r o a d 
rights-of-way associated with new r a i l l i n e segment construction 
r e s u l t i n g i n capacity improvements such as dcuble tra c k i n g and 
siding extensions. These a c t i v i t i e s have the p o t e n t i a l to e f f e c t 
both known and unknown h i s t o r i c properties that are e l i g i b l e f o r 
l i s t i n g on the National Register of H i s t o r i c Places. 

For the Cochii , AZ t o Lordsburg to El Paso TX co r r i d o r , a second 
track one t r a i n length long w i l l be constructeC' at Aden, Afton, 
Akela, Carne, Dona, Gage, Lanark, Strauss, and Tunia. At Deming 
a double track s i x miles long w i l l be b u i l t . From Lizard t o 
Anapra and from Lordsburg to Ulmoris a second main trac': w i l l be 
b u i l t . Lastly, from Separ to Wilna a double track and an 
ad d i t i o n a l crossover w i l l be constructed. Deming contains two 
buildings l i s t e d on the National Register of H i s t o r i c Places that 
are i n the v i c i n i t y of the proposed second track. Known 
archaeological .sites are located i n Deming, the Lizard to Anapra 
area, the Separ to Wilna area, and i n the v i c i n i t y of Strauss, 
New Mexico. 

For the F.I Paso, TX t o Dalhart, TX corrido r , f i v e new sidings 
9,700 feet long (each) w i l l be constructed at Arabella, Leoncito, 
Oscura, Robsart, and Tularosa. At Palomas that e x i s t i n g s i d i n g 
w i l l be extended by 3120 feet. One known archaeological s i t e s i s 
near Tuiarose, New Mexico. 



For each of the propoeed l i n e constructions, I recommend that an 
archaeological survey be conducted to i d e n t i f y a l l c u l t u r a l 
resources'that may be affected by the undertaking as required 
under 36 CFR 800.4. This w i l l involve h i r i n g an archaeologist 
who meets the professional q u a l i f i c a t i o n s contained i n 
Archaeolocrv and H i s t o r i c Preservation: Secretarv of the 
I n t e r i o r ' s Standards and Guidelines (FR, 48:190, Septen.ber 29, 
1983). The archaeologist i s to conduct a pedestrian survey 
w i t h i n the proposed right-of-way and along the lengths of each 
proposed r a i l segment and record a l l c u l t u r a l resources 
encountered using Laboratory of Anthropology Site forms available 
at t h i s o f f i c e f o r a l l new s i t e s and an update form f o r a l l 
previously recorded s i t e s . A f t e r the survey has been completed, 
a survey report must be prepared d e t a i l i n g the r e s u l t s of the 
survey and containing copies of the s i t e forms. This report mus 
be submitted to my o f f i c e f o r reviev.'. At that point, we w i l l 
provide you w i t h our recommendations on s i t e e l i g i b i l i t y and 
e f f e c t as required under 36 CFR 800.4 and 800.5. A l l s i t e s foxmd 
not to be e l i g i b l e to the National Register of H i s t o r i c Places 
w i l l require no f u r t h e r consideration. However, a l l s i t e s that 
are determined t o be e l i g i b l e , and that w i l l be effected by the 
undertaking, w i l l require treatment of e f f e c t p r i o r t o 
construction i n accordance w i t h the provisions of 36 CFR 800.5. 

I f you have any questions, please contact me. 

Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

David Cushman 
Acting Deputy State H i s t o r i c Preservation O f f i c e r 

Log: 50442 

cc: Rick Starzak 
Myra Frank and Associates 
811 W. 7th Street 
Suite 800 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 
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Gotwtor 
STATF. OF NEVADA 

ARTMENT OF ADMINISTRATION 
Capitol Complex 

Carson City, Nevada 89710 
Fas (702) 687-3983 

(702) 687-4065 

May 1.5, 1996 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmenlal Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1201 Constitution Avenue, NW, Room 3219 
Washington, DC 204: 

—mm^ 
Offica of tha Sacretary 

'jm-im' 
Partof 
Public Record 

JOHN P COMEAUX 
Dlrudot 

Re: Nevada SAI NVU 96300161 - Environmental Assessment for the Union Pacific and 
Southem Pacific Railroad Merger (Finŝ nce Docket No. 32760) 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

Enclosed are additional comments ftom the Nevada Division State Lands and the Division 
of Conservation Districts of that was received after our previous letler to you. Please 
incorporate this comment into yô . decision making process. If you have any questions, please 
contact me, at (702) 687-6382, or Julie Butler, Clearinghouse Coordinator/SPOC, at (702) 687-
6367. 

Sincerely, 

n 
Terri Pvodefer, Envirdiirnental Advocate 
Nevada State Clearinghouse 

Enclosia-es 



NEVADA STATE CLEARINGHOUSE 
Department of Administration 
Budget and Planning Division 

Blasdel Bidg.. Rm. 200 
(702) 687-4065 

fax (702) 687-3983 

DATE: April 22,1996 

Govtrnor's Oflice 
Nuclear Projeos OfTice 

Business & Intiustry 
Atrtculture 
Minerab 
Energy 

Economic Development 
Tounsm 
Fire Manhal 
Human Resources 

Aging Serv ices 
Health Division 

Colorado River Commission 

Legislative Counsel Bureau 
Communications Bd. 
Emp. Training Sc Rehab. 

Research Division 
PSC 
TraB>port«tk>a 
VNR BMftaii of Minea 
UNRLibfiry 
UNLV Library 
Wild Horse Commission 
Htotorif Preservation 
Emergency Management 
Washir:gton Oflice 

Resources 
pircetor's Offitc 
sute Lands 
Environmental Protection 
Forestry 
WIMIife 

Rction 1 
Retioa 1 
Region 3 

State Paris 
Water Resource* 
Water Planning 
Natural Heritage 

Nevada SAI # 96300161 Project: EA - Union Pacific Corporation & Southern 
Pacific Rail Corporation Control & Merger 

CLEARINGHOUSE NOTl-.S: 
See Related S 

Enclosed, for your review and commeatT̂ s" a copy of the iHove mentioned project. Please 
evaluate it with respect to its effect on your plans and programs; the importance of its 
contribution to state and/cr local areawide goals and objectives; and its accord with any 
applicable laws, orders or regulations with which you are familiar. 

Please submit your comments no latet than ?. Use the box below for short comments. If 
significant comments are provided, please use agency letterhead and include the Nevada SAI 
number and comment due date for our reference. If you have any questions, please contact either 
Terri Rodefer, Clearinghouse Environmental Advocate, at 687-6382, or Julie Butler, 
Clearinghouse Coordinator, 687-6367. 

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY REVIEW AGENCY: 

No coniment on this project 
Proposal supported as written 
Additional infonnation beiow 

Conference desired (See below) 
Conditional support (See below) 
Disapproval (Explain below) 

AGENCY COMMENTS: 

1. Recotmnend a l l proposed abandorments be considered for the r a i l s to t r a i l s 
program. 

2. Recommend a weed c o n t r o l program be set up f o r the r a i l r i g h t of ways. 
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Nevada SAI U 96300161 Project: EA - Union Pacific Corporation & Southern 
Pacific Rail Corporation Control & Merger 

CLEARINGHOUSE NOTES: 
See Related SAI #s 96300061 & 96300104 

for your review and comment, is a copy of the above mentioned project. Please 
evaluate it with respect to its effect on your plans and programs; the importance of its 
conunbution to state and/or local areawide goals and objectives; and its accord with any 
applicable laws, orders or regulations with which you are famil'<ir. 

Please submit your comments no later than ?. Use the box below for short comments. If 
significant comments are provided, please use agency letterhead and include the Nevada SAI 
number and comment due date for our reference. If you have any questions, please contact either 
Terri Rodefer, Clearinghouse Environmcnul Advocate, at 687-6382. or Julie Butler, 
Clearinghouse Coordinator, 687-6367. 

THIS SECTION TO BE COMPLETED BY REVIEW AGENCY: 

No comment on this project 
Proposal supported as written 

X Additional infomiation below 

Conference desired (See below) 
Conditional support (See below) 
Disapproval (Explain below) 

AGENCY COMMENTS: 
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United States Department of the Interior 

IN Kmtm.rEHTO: 

BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 
Anidirko Art» Offict 

P.O. Doi 36« 
Aind»flto. Oldahonn 73005 

MnY 0 7 «86 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1201 Constitution Avenue, NW 
Room 3219 
Washington, D.C. 2042J 

A t t n : Harold McNulty, Enviromnental Specialist 

RE: Environmental Assessment, Unicn Pac i f i c Corporation, Union 
Paci f i c Railroad Company, and Missouri P a c i f i c Railroad 
Company - Control ind Merger - Southern P a c i f i c R a i l 
Corporation, Sout :rn Pacific Transportation Company, St 
Louis Southwes- e> Railway Company, SPCSL Corporation, axid 
The Denver and i i > Grande Western Railroad Company (Finance 
Docket No. 32760) 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

This o f f i c e has received the environmental assessment f o r the 
proposed referenced co n t r o l and merger between the Unior. Pa c i f i c 
and Southern P a c i f i c Railroad Companies. Staff from t h i b o f f i c e 
have reviewed the assessment. We have no f u r t h e r comment beyond 
what was provided i n our e a r l i e r l e t t e r of February 20, 1996. We 
continue to see no evidence of consultation w i t h T r i b a l governments 
-egarding impacts to T r i b a l lands or areas considered important to 
the Tribes from a h i s t o r i c a l Oi. c u l t u r a l standpoint. 

Thank you f o r the continued opportunity to review and comm.ent on 
the referenced environmental assessment. 

Sincerely, 

Area Director 
ENT5RI5 

Of1ic« ot the Secretary 

'm-im' 
Partof 
Public Racord 
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Dr. Kathryn Eckert 
page 3 

FAX REPLY to : 202/927-6225 

ENTPRED 
Office of the Secretary t 

JUN 1 0 1996 

in Partof 
Pubiic Record 

To: 

From: 

Elaine K. Kaiser. Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
1201 Constitution Avenue 
Washingtc? DC 20423-0001 

Kathryn Eclcert/Michigan State Historic Preservation Officer 

Signature i.A Date 

Re: Section 106 Consultation regarding 
Proposed Merger of Union Pacific and Southem Pacific Railroads 
Finance Docket 32760 

1 concur with the finding of the Surface Transportation Boarr̂ 's Section of Environmental 
Analysis (SEA) that the proposed merger would have no effect to historic and cultural resources 
in Michigan, as described in SEA's letter of May 2, 1996. 

I concur with the fir^ding of the Surfa-e Transportation Board's Section of Environmental 
Analysis (SEA) that the proposed merger would have no effect to historic and cultural resources 
in Michigan, as described in SEA's Jetter cf May 2, 1 ^ ^ , with the followintj comments: . > 





/ t<4 US' 

CITV OF OREGON C I T V crrr lUMAGErs omct 
320 WtnwrMiiiw tatt 
Oncw Clti, OH 57045 

S03457-0WI 

May 13. 1996 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
UP-SP Enviroiunental Project Director 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
12th and Constitution Avenue, Room 3219 
Washington, D. C. 

ATTN: Finance Docket 32760 - Comments 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

mrm^— 
Office of tha Secretary 

JUN - 7 1996 

Partof 
Public Racord (Tl ""-"'^ 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the proposed merger of the Union Pacific and 
Southem Pacific railroads. - »• 

The City of Oregon City would like to have more information regarding the proposed increase 
in traffic volumes on the Southem Pacific line which runs through the county. We are 
concemed that increased train traffic will have an adverse safety impact at all tlie grade 
crossings in the City. 

If you have any questions or can send us additional information on traffic volume impact, 
please contact the City Engineer, Henry Mackenroth, PO Box 321, Oregon City, Oregon 
97045. He can be reached by telephone at (503) 657-0891. 

CHARLES LEESON 
City Manager 

END OFTHE OREGON TRAIL-BEGINNING OF OREGON HISTORV 
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The Fremont Cattlemen's Association 
P.O. Box 2134 

CAISION C«T>-. C O L O R A D O 81215 

S I N C E 1867 

A p r i l 29, 1996 

ENTERED 
Office of the Secretary 

m t 5 W6 

Putjlic Record 

transportation Board 
Elaine K. Ka^.ser, Chief _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 
Section of Environmental Analysis Sirface 
1201 Constitution Avenue, MW-Roon 3219 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Kaiser 

The following coraments are ot particular interest to t h i s Association: 

1. In Volume 1, Section 5.4, page b - i and Volume 3, Section 4.1.6, page 4-13 
the US Forest Service talks about hazardous materials coming i n contact with 
t r a i l users. An analysis needs to be done by the National Envirorjnental 
Policy Act (NEPA) before ar/one eisi., namely Governor Romer's "Heart of the 
Rockies Historic Corridor .' teering Committee" can proceed with proposed 
abandoned r a i l .orridor a c t i v i t i e s . T i t l e I ot NEPA states the responsi
b i l i t y of the Federal government to assure for a l i Americans safe, health
f u l , productive, and es t h e t i c a l l y and c u l t u r a l l y pleasing surroundings. 

2. Volume 3, Section 4.1.4, page 4 -7 ^ ays the proposed abandonm.ent would not 
affect any prime farmlands. Als'.. stated i n Section 4.2.3, page 4-17 i s that 

^ no prime agriculture land has bee' i d e n t i f i e d adjacent to the r a i i l i n e . 
This i s absolutely incorrect. We believe there i s prime a g r i c u l t u r a l land 
along the r a i l corridor, which w i l l be profoundly affected by t r a i l use. 

3. Volume 3, Section 4.2.3, page 4-18 discusses water resources and that the 
r a i l l i n e does not cross flood plains. In 1957 portions of the present 
track were under flood waters. 

4. No account of herbicide spraying of the tracks i n the l a s t 100 years has 
been m.entioned i n the EIS. Regional Environmental Review Coordinator 
Michael P. Jansky states i n his l e t t e r to you that Se • ion 309 of the Clean 
Air Act and the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) regulations reguire 
SPA to review and comment on projects that may s i g n i f i c a n t l y impact the 
q u a l i t y of the human environment. 

5. Volume ?, Section 4.2.7, page 4-28 states that "People for the West," who 
also represents cattlemen, i s for the t r a i l system. The l e t t e r i n Volume b, 
page E-73 proves t.he opposition of t.he t r a i l . 

6. In Volume 3, Section 4.2.6, page 4-28 salvage of hazrirdous materials i s what 
is being aadressed, not thc disposal of ra i l r o a d t i e s and/or buildings. 

Furthermore, there w i l l be economic hardship i f the r a i l i s abandoned because of 
the reduction of the tax base. Maintenance of the t r a i l s would come fro.m tax 
payers. The proposed abandorunent and t r a i l s system changes an income i n t o an 
expense for the community. 

Our biggest c ncern i s the problems i t would cause the property owners along the 
corridor. The i r r i g a t i o n ditches would socn be f u l l of rocks and trash, not to 
mention tne increase of trespassing. We also feel t"^at private property r ners 
along the corrlaor w i l l suffer unwarranted l i a b i l i t y o»instances of damage 



Elaine K. Kaiser, A p r i l 29, 1S36 
/ •; ' Page 2 

due to public treepaso and misbehavior. We feel t i e National T r a i l s System Act 
should be repealed becauoe of the assault oiv p:jyat» property r i g h t s . 

Also the highway t r a f f i c would increase to accommodate trucks hauling what the 
r a i l r o a d has been transporting. The statement i n Vcl'jme 3, Sec* on 4.2.4, 
page 4-25 concurs with t h i s . 

F i n a l l y , we received the EIS on A p r i l 22, 1996. This gives our Association 
12 days to review f i v e volumes of gobbledygook and fine p r i i t . •'EPA requires 
that the infonnation made to the public be of high qu.Aiity. ' te s c i e n t i f i c 
analysis, expert agency comments, and public scrutiny are . t o 
implementing NEPA. We feel the aforementioned categories ' iiS have not 
been met by NEPA standarda. Let i t be known we are stror.g ^^jsed to the 
proposed r a i l l i n e abandonment and the proposed t r a i l system for the r a i l 

t^,*t..a-t^ 

iremont Cattlemen's Association 
Private Property Rights 6 Environment Committee 

Dave Nash, Chainnan 
Rod Carpenter, President 
Denzel Goodwin 
Tim Canterbury 

In 

U3 Senator Hank Brown 
US Senator Hen Nighx-horse Campbell 
US Representative Joel Hefley 
US Representative Scott Mclnnis 
Governor Roy Ftomer 
State Senator Lind* I'owerfi 
State Senator I ^ r r y Schwarz 
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City of Martinez 
¥ 525 Henrietta Sireet. Martinez. CA 94553 2394 (-'̂  i 372 3505 

l-.\X (5IO, 229 50 I 2 

May 1, 1996 

MAy 10 ivy6 
Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transpcilation Board, Hoom 3219 j j . 
1201 Constitution Avenue, NW j L_Jw',iHi;.. -^.-f,r,j ' 
Washington DC. 20423 ^-r^-'J-.. .:iz:=.^=rr=!. 

Dear Ms Kaiser: 

The City of Martinez has the following comments on the Draft Environmental Assessment 
prepared foi the Union Pacific- Southem Pacific merger (Finance Docket No 32760); 

We have reviewed the Environ mental As.<;essment, and the proposed Operating Plan. 
The merger will result in a dramatic increase in freight trains through downtown Martinez. 
This conclusion is based on UP's intent to consolidate traffic from UP lines onto SP lines. 
Donner Pass Line (Sparks to Roseville), Sacramento Line (Roseville to Oakland), Mococo 
Line (Martinez to Stockton), and corcolidate ail UP/SP intermodal traffic at a new Joint 
Intermodal Terminal in the Port ofO&f > i,nd 

In addition, UP has gianted trackage rights to the Burlington Northem Santa Fe over 
many of the same lines. This will not only increase the number of trains in downtown 
Martinez, but wiil divert them from the BNSF Franklin Canyon Line (portion of Stockton 
to Richmond), which is a much safer alignment from Martinez io Richmond because it has 
no grade crossings. 

The specific impacts the City anticipates from the merger are: 

• The increased number of freight trains through downtown Martinez will cause a 
loca'ized significant decrease in air quality Although the San Francisco Bay Area has 
recently been redesignated as an Attainment Area by the federal govemment, that 
status is currently being reviewed 

We beiieve this impact could be mitigated by a IT /̂SP contribution to the City to 
encourage use of railroad passenger trains as an alternative to single occupant vehicles. 
This contribution could take the form of dedicating the site of our proposed new 
Intermodal Project (new Amtrak station, parking, bus transfer facility, bicycle lockers). 
The site is currently owned by the SP 

JA.MI iS J A K I i L . C I T Y .MA.NAr}FJ< 



Surface Transportation Board 
May 1, 1996 
Page 2 

The City plans to begin construction of our Intermodal Project next year We are 
investing a total of $13 million in Phases 1 and 2 We expect to begin construction cf 
Phase 3 in 1999 or 2000 We feel that it would be an appropriate mitigation measure 
for the new -aiiroad to contribute a portion of this investment in the form of land, and 
other facilities (see below). 

• According to the Southem Pacific, the increase in freii' .hrough downtown 
Martinez will interfere with existing and proposed ptss ' lin service, requiring 
the addition of a third track to allow freight trains to bypass the passenger station. 
Our Amtrak sta'ion is currently served by approximately 20 passenger trains per day: 
the Amtrak Coast Starlight, Amtrak Califomia Zephyr, Califomia/Amtrak San 
Joaquins, and Califomia/Amtrak Capitols. The daily number of passenger trains is 
expected to increase to 40 by 2010. 

This impact could be mitigated by the UP agreeing to install the third track for freight, 
at its expense, along with the required bridge over Alhambra Creek. 

• The increase in freight trains through downtown Martinez will also result in more 
frequent blockages of our grade crossings at Ferry Street and Berrellesa Street, which 
are the only roads accessing our Waterfront Park, our City Marina, the Regional 
Shoreline of the East Bay Regional Park District, the waterfront Horse / 'en,» •. d̂ Joe 
Dimaggio Ballfields complex, as well as the future Phase 3 of the Interrnoci! i-roject 
and the future City ferry temiinal These blockages will be more frequent not only 
because there will be inore trains, but because there wili be more train switching and 
blocking at the SP Ozol Yard, just west of these grade crossings Ozol yard activities 
invariably result in switcher trains blocking tiiese crossings. 

This impact could be mitigated by the UP agreeing to build their new Alhambra Creek 
Bridge (for the freight bypass track) wide enough to also provide two-way vehicle 
access from Berrellesa Street to North Ferry Street. 

• The increase in trains in downtown Martinez will result safe pedestrian access to 
the various waterfront park facilities, and to the future riiase 3 of the Intermodal 
Project We need safe pedestrian crossings for the Bay Trail and the Bay Ridge T:aii. 
These are regional trails which connect the City Waterfront Park and the Park Disf.'.ict 
Regional Shoreline to the City's open space in the Franklin Hills and the Park District's 
Carquinez Regional Park 

.lAMHS JAKEL. CITY .MANAGliK 



Surface Transportation Board 
May I, 1996 
Page 3 

This impact can be mitigated by the UP agreemg to fund grade separated pedestrian 
crossings at the City's Intermodal Project, the Park District's Nejedly Staging Area, 
and at the east end of the Regional Shoreline, near the Marina Vista/Escobar 
intersection. 

For further information, please contact Richard Pearson, Transportation Projects 
Manager, at (510) 372-3525, fax (510) 372-3534. 

, M 
James Jakel 
City Manager 
cc: Richard Pearson 

Transportation Projects Manager 

JAMES J A K E L . CITY MANACEK 
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.MAY.-03'96(FRI i 08:26 TO*N OF TS'JCKE 

1 

TEL:916582TT10 P. 002 

DtmUeCamaek, Siayor 

Inbttt B. itrrtu) CTOB 
Sf »A. CvpinuT 
KmlikMBatm 
KobtrtOalu 

ImjckgE] 

[jfgaaaaUtJsaiii 
Suplwn L Upright. Toim MMOfcr 

TitlK Fai. Otrraor ofFUianc* 
J D*rma Oait. Tomt Aiiarmy 

Jon Latdtr, Tenm iJtglmtr 
Aamm Ctnty. Fuklie Warb DIrraar 

Ttmy ItuSiroo* Caumnmuly D^mlopmaii 

May 2,1996 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Secticn of Environmecta! Analysis 
Siurface Transportation Board 
1201 Constitutic t\ Avv., NV 
Washington, DC 20423 

Re: Environmental Assessment- Finance Docket 32760 

Deai Ms. Kaiser. 

Thc Tcv,Ti of Truckee has reviewed the environmental assessment prepared to address the impacts 
of the l^nion Pacific Southern Pacific Rail Corporations merger. The concerns of thc Town all relate 
to thc expected increase in rail traffic on the Donner corridor resulting &om the merger and are 
outlined in detail in the three verified statements stibmitted by the Town of Truckee (Chiistcnsen, 
V/right and Shaw). These reports are part ofthe formal record for this proceeding and will not be 
repeated in this letter. 

Our pnmary concern vvith the environmental assessment is the daily rail ttafBc assumption used for 
the environmental assessment and particularly for the various technical sUdies including craffic, air 
quality and noise impacts. The environmental assessment is based upon a total of 25.1 truin trips 
through Truckee per day on the line between Sparks, Nevada and Roseville, California. Infonnation 
developed by our railroad consvlfants indicates that rail trips through Truckee will increase from the 
current level of 14 trips to 36 tr.p< per day (including B.N.S.F. traffic). It is inoperative that the 
technical studies and their conclusions be based upon an accurate projection of the increase in rail 
traffic expected to result firom the merger to avoid a fatal flaw in the validity of the environmental 
documentation. This issue must be addressed before the environmental a.ssessmcnt is accepted. 

Beyond our concem with the validity of the rail traffic estimates and the tixhnical studies contained 
in the environmental analysis we sv^port the mitigation measures established on page 4-43 and 4-44 
of volvunc 2 of the environmental assessî -nt. In fact the Town i ;'-" ".vely negotiating with Union 

Teleplione (916) 582-7700 11570 Donner Pass Road. Truckee. CA 96161 FAX (916) 582 - 7710 
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Ekloe Kaiser, Sur&ce Tmsportuloa Board 
May 2,1996 Page 2 

Pacific within the context of / ir Quality mitigation measnre I and TranspoitatiOT and Safety 
mitigation measure 1. We are optimistic thai we breach an agreemciii with UP/SP on these issues 
in the very near fixture. We request that these mitigalion measures be retained within the final 
environmental assessment They provide the only mechanism to insure that significant 
environmental impacts created by increased rail traffic associated with the merger arc adequately 
mitigsted. 

Thank you for considering our comments. Wh. 
please give me a call. 

<' y have questions or need more informanon. 

Sincerely, 

Stcphc 
Town Manager 

aOI Winner, Unicn Facific 
HOUR Council 

.J RAOfALT.WPO 

Telephone (916) 582-7700 11570 Donner Pass Road. Truckee. CA 96161 FAX (916) 582-7710 
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CUirnS TIJNNF.1.L 
EXECLTIVE DIRECTOR 

T E X A S H I S T O R I C A L C O M M I S S I O N 
PO. BOX 12276 AUSTIN. TEXAS 7»711-2276 (TELEPHONE; 5i2-4«J ftlOO (FAX; 5 i : 47i-487; H F.L AY TXi l-»00-735-29ll«(TDD) 

.ix.. ENTERED 
NATIONAL REGISTER DEPAf • 'MEi^jce of the Secretary 

May 3, 1996 MAY 1 ;i 

mPcrt ot 
Public Record 

Elaine K. Kaiser, Chief 
Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, D. C. 20423-0001 

Re: Union Pacific/Southem Pacific Railroad Merger, Section 106 Compliance Financt. Docket 
No. 32760 (STB, NIO) 

Dear Ms. Kaiser: 

The State Historic Preservation Office [SHPO] reviewed the federal undertaking referenced 
\ above under Section 106 of 'he National Historic Preservation Act, 36 CFR 800. ITie :>HPO's 

' National Register Departn ent and the Department of Antiquities Protection review properties to 
determine their historical significance. 

The National Register Depanment and Department of Antiquities Protection conducted a review 
of thc above referenced undertaking by applying state and federal criteria for historical 
designation and would like to defer comment until after the environmental assessment and survey 
of historic properties is completed. 

For questions about eligibility of standing structures contact Jamie Wise, National Register 
Department, at 512/463-6006 and for archeologicî  xmcems contact Sergio Iruegas, Department 
of .Antiquities Protection at 512/463 6096. 

Thank you for your interest in the cultural heritage of Texas, and for your compliance with this 
federal review process. 

Sinoerely. 

V ~^ j ^ / r / f J / r S e . 
V_-,}^ics W. Steely, DSHPO 

7^ie__ National Register Department 

cc: Sergio Iruegas, THC Department of Antiquities Protection 

JWS/JLW 

T^e. State Hgmcy for (Historic Tresewatim 
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The County of Placer and Placer Cou 
it Comments to the Section of Environmen 
Pacific Railway Company with the Soothe 
Pacific and Southern Pacific merger will re; 
post-merger environment. Rail traffic is ex 
Sparks route (D nner Route) and the Rose 
increase in rail activity along these routes 

jy Transportation Plu. ting Agencv hereby submits 
Analysis regarding tl. 'Proposed merger of Union 
Pacific Raiiroi ^ Coinpt. y. The proposed Union 

\lt in a consider*, c inert e ir. train activity in the 
to incnea * "jbstaCt̂ âlly on the Roseville to 

|lle to Marysvillc ..cute (Marysville route). This 
the potcnttaJ to create significant impact on the 

County and various jurisdictions within the jTounty. 
j 

As a small suburban/runU county along both tht Donner Summit and Marysvillc rail routes. 
Placer jurisdictions would be disproportionately affected by the proposed merger. The merger 
would increase the number of trains travclin|g through Placer County from the priscnt twenty-
eight trains to as many as fifty. Union Pacific pn ôses to use thc Roseville rail yard as its 
Northem Califomia freight hub. This increl«ed route and yard traffic would have an adverse 
impact on passenger rail and traffic congestion due to increased noise, air pollution and delay 
at grade crossings, dcg-Tidation of water quality and redi'xd public safety. These impacts were 
previously documented in a March 28, 1996|. Piacer County submission to the Federal Surface 
Transportation Board as Comments to Finance Docket Number 32760 regarding the Union 
Pacific/Southern Pacific rail merger, and in<,iude: 



IMPACTS ON THE LOCAL AND lEGIONAL TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS. 
Thiny-eight at-grade rail crossmgs cx:s along the Donner and Marysville Routes. Fifteen 
of these occur on routes which arc con udered to be regionally significant. For most, no 
parallel roadways exist which would offer residents and businesses a way to avoid delays 
caused by increased train traffic. Increased delays at these crossings would affect both 
regional and I'̂ âl road traffic. Based pit the data made available to us, t-i. J delay at ai-
grade crossings could increase by as mjjch as 1,527 hours~an increase more than twenty-
three (23) times thc observed pre-merjer deiay. We estimate that 18,350 more vehicles 
(approximately 26,400 more people) wduld expenence delays at crossings. This means that 
ten percent (10%) of the total populaucta of Placer County would experience delays at rail 
crossings at some time of the day. | 

AIR EMISSIONS AND AMBIENT ^IR QUALITY CONDITIONS. Most of Pi.'X' 
County falls within the federal and Stat* ozone non-attainment boundaries. Portions of th 
County are also designated by the St^t as non-attainment for PM-IO. Increased uain 
activity would lead to an increase in Plil-lO emissions and an mcrease in ozone precu.-sor 
emissions. Increased on-road delay at trade crossings would result in increased vehicular 
emissions. j 

TRANSIENT CRIME PROBLEM. Transients who use trains as transportation into 
Placer County pose a major problem fojr residents and businesses in the City of Roseville. 
Forty percent of the individuals using l|ocal free meal programs have arrived in Roseville 
using rail. The City's Police Departmejit has the equivalent of 1.5 police officers assigned 
to deal widi transient-related crimes and disturbances. Union Pacific's plan to establish 
thc Roseville yard as a hub will have tl e potential to substantially increase thc number of 
transients in Placer County. 

NOISE. Increased train acuvity will 
crossings from engine noise, and 

ejad to an increase in noise in the vicinity of at-grade 
whistles or homs which provide advance waming. 

PUBLIC HEALTH AND SAFETY. Many of the at-grade crossings occur on roadways 
that provide the only access to large ru -al and forested areas of Placer County. Delays at 
these crossings may prevent fire, police, and medical vehicles from reaching an emergency 
in a timely manner. Where minutes can mean the difference between life and death, this 
represents a major public health and sai tty concern. Increased transport of flammable and 
hazardous materials also poses a potimtial public health hazard due to spillage from 
accidents. Of major concern, as well, is the safety at railroad crossmgs for automobiles 
and buses. The increase in train traffi; wili increase the potential for collisions betweer 
trains and automobiles. 

URBAN COMMUTER AND INTEUCITY RAIL SERVICE. Southem Pacific Rail 
Corporation has been wo.-lcing with the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
;PCTPA) and Placer jurisdictions to d sliver rail service to the fast-growing Placer area. 
Caitrans and Piacer County have identif ed four intercity rail stanon sites (Colfax, Auburn, 
Rocklin, and Roseville) and four a< Iditional commuter rail station sites (Bowman. 
Newcastle, Penryn. and Loomis). Intercity service to Auburn and Colfax may begin as 



soon as 1997 Although rail improveUnts proposed by Umon Pacific as part of the 
^̂ T̂ ê̂ nLVimpt̂ vê v̂̂ ĉe in Jlongkrm, the merger itself may delay implementauon 
of station improvements and, thereby, Extension of service to the County. 

Increased train activity could increase the risk of 
me coniamiiiauu,. v,. u.. r i ^ water sys«m. Many of the water system delivery 
ZZ^c7:^Ut^cs between thê 'comniun.ty of Alta and the City of Rocklm are located 
below the Donner rail route and are esĵ cially vulnerable to toxic spills. 

WATER QUALITY CONDITIONS. 
Lhe contamination of die Placer regional 

The County and Placer County Transponation Planmng Agency are presenUy '̂ o'̂ n̂g 
Union Pacific to address the unmitigated clerhents of the Environmental Assessment. We hope 
to have an agreemem m place by the time the final environmental document is released. 
However, in light of these impacts, thc Couiity and thc Placer County Tiansportation Planning 
Agency suggest the following mitigation mc isures. 

1) REGIONALLY SIGNIFICANT 
GRADE SEPARATIONS. 

AT-GRADE CROSSINGS AND PROPOSED 

rettional level, most are local impacts that carl ^ - j 
mitigation measures. Placer junsdictions hafe identified the highest priority at-grade crossings 

Although there are a number of countiy wide issues that need to be resolved at a more 
be resolved through the implemenaUon of ^ i f i c 

in Placer County. These projects are either 
traffic delay, or (2) significant safety/access 

(1) regionally significant with the highest overall 
problems. 

• PLACER COUNTY AT-GRADt CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS AT LUTHER 
ROAD. Luther Road is an impor̂ t access between State Highway 49 and Interstate 
80. This rail ctx>ssing on UUier koad is presemly rough asphalt. Tie t̂ o-lanc, at-
grade crossing ts inadequate to hafidle local traffic with increased nul traffic. Placer 
County staff have identified the trossing as a priority candidate for u-nprovrment 
The improved Cotinty-proposcd dfesign includes the addition of two tumout lanes and 
a center mm lane. This cix>ssing design will also include a standard concrete c.-ossing 
reinforcement. The redesign of iill needed improvements of the ai-grade crossing is 
estimated to cost at least $5O0J0O0. The County would like Umon Pacific to 
participate in the funding of thc nisedcd construction or to work with the County and 
PCTPA to identify other fiindingj sources for the project. 

• TOWN OF LOOMIS PROpi)SED GRADE SEPARATION OF SIERRA 
COLLEGE BOULEVARD CROSSING. Sierra College Boulevard is a pn îpal 
two-lane arterial at-grade crossin __ of the future Union Pacific Rail lines. The Sierra 
CoTlea '̂B êvlrd aT-gradc crossjig is presently in poor condition. Loomis proposes 
that the at-grade crossing be imbroved to grade separation. Preliminary PCTPA 
analysis of thc present and future traffic infomution has supported this request. 



Sierra College Boulevard is presently a regional, two-lane primary arterial with a 
daily count of 7,180 vehicles. Thi ..Ighway will be expanded to a four- and six-lane 
facility over its entire length in {the near future. It is expected that with this 
expansion, the daily counts will î icrcase substantially to 25,300. To minimize the 
impact of future rail acuvity, itj is proposed that Sierra College Boulevvd be 
converted to a grade separated crossing. Preliminary estimates suggest that an over 
crossing of Sierra College Boulevju-d would cost about $5 million. 

The Town of Loomis would !• ice \M\on Pacific tc participate with the Town and other 
affected jurisdictions to fund the lieeded constioiction or work with Placer jurisdic
tions and the PCTPA to identify i)ew funding sources for the project 

I 
CITY OF ROCKLIN ARGONAUT AVENUE OVER CROSSING. Argonaut 
Avenue is one of the City's residential collectoj streets. Argonaut Avenue is 
prese:itly dead-end succt ending proximately 400 feet from the eastbound tracks. 
The City of Rocklm proposes to ̂ xtend Argonaut Avenue to Delmar Avenue. The 
tracks in this location are depressed by about 18 feet. With mmimum road woric, it 
could be elevated to accommodatei approximately 24 feet of clearance from thc track 
bed. This grade separation prop()sai is the most cost-effective emergency service 
connection to the Delmar neighbô tood and could eliminate thc at-grade crossing at 
Yaiikee Hill Road. 

As part of tbe frain traffic mitigation, the City of Rocklin would like Union Pacific 
to participate with the City of Roqklin to fund an overcrossing at this location. The 
cost of this over crossing is estimated to be $2,000,000. 

TRAFFIC CONGESTION MitlGATION QN YOSEMITE, BERRY. AND 
ATLANTIC STREETS AND ̂ LAND DEDICATION TO THE CITY OF 
ROSEVILLE FOR THE ATLAl m C STREET WIDENING RIGHT-OF-WAY. 
A number of streets in Roseville Will be affeaed by both increased rail activitv and 
Roseviile rail yard activities, incliiding Yoscmite and Berry Soects ihat cross the rail 
yard and AUantic Street that fee<̂ s into Yoseraite and Berry Streets. The City of 
Roseville bas determined Uiat tlie hiost efficient way to address the traffic congcsttcn 
delay at Yoscmite and Berry Streets is to install right tum stacking lanes to minim.'ze 
intersection congestion. The rail r̂ossings at Berry and Yoscmite Streets are in poor 
condition. It is expected that theie crossings will have to be replaced with standard 
concrete crossing improvements, i Preliminary estimates suggest that these crossing 
improvemems will cost $300.00(](. The addition of the tuming lanes on Atlantic at 
both Berry and Yoscmite Streets peeded to handle traffic congestion caused by rail 
activity will cost an additional $2pO,000. 

Although the construction of Atlalrtic Street will proceed in part with the use of local 
Roseville transportation ftinds, tjie City of Roseville proposes that Union Pacific 
dedicate sufficient easement rightH>f-way to the City of Roseville as its share in the 
mitigation project. This right-of-iay request roughly includes a strip of land between 
thc current curb line of Atlantic Street and 50 feet of the future Umon Pacific track 



beginning near Harding Boulevard 
could be made through actual title 
the City of Roseviile. Union Pa( 
Atlantic Avenue easement to the 

CONSTRUCTION OF AN OV 
present at-grade crossing situation 
rail traffic on the Marysvillc route i 
ft-om emergency service provider!; 
problem through the construction 
approximately $2,000,000. 

The City of Lincoln would like 
needed construction of the project 
sources for the project. 

extending to near Folsom Road. The dedication 
transfer or through dedication of an casement to 
fic has agreed in initial discussions to grant an 
ity of Roseville. 

^RPASS IN THE CITY OF LINCOLN. The 
. ̂  created a potential safety problem. Increased 
< ould effectively isolate the westem part of Lincoln 

The City of Lincoln proposes to address this 
of a grade separated overpass. This will cost 

Ujiion Pacific to participate with Lincoln to fund thc 
wor.; with PCTPA to identify alternative funding or' 

2) IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM FOR DTHER PI ACER AT-GRADE CROSSING. 

In addition to thc five regionally significant grade improvements addressed above, there are 
roughly thirty ciglit at-grade crossings in P(accr County. Many of these roads cross double 
tracks. Most of these crossings are rough asp l̂t and are m poor condiuon. To minimize traffic 
delav and address safety concerns. Placer [jurisdictions have proposed that (1) all at-grade 
crossings be upgraded to concrete and (2) Uiion Pacific review and update when ! » c e s « 7 ^ 
crossing waming systems as part of this proiram. A preliminary woriung esumate of 575,000 
per track crossing has been used to develojcost estimates. The total cost for dus crossing 
improvement program is approximately $4,000,000. 

• AT-GRADE CROSSING IMP^IOVEMENTS AT VARIOUS STREETS IN 
UNINCORPORATED PLACER COUNTY. There are twenty at-grade crossings 
m unincorporated Placer Count)̂ . The total cost to up-grade these crossings is 
estimated at $1,800,000. State Route 65, Athens Road, Wise Road, and Chamberlain 
Road crosses thc RoseviUe-Maryiville Route at-grade in the umncorporated portion 
of die County. English Colony R ^ crosses tiic Donner Summit castbovnd track and 
Auoum Ravine Road crosses the Donner Summit westi?ound track. Mam Street 
(NewcasUc), Chubb Road (Bowi|un), Ponderosa Way (Weimar). East Cape riom 
Road Lincoln Road. Sacramemoj Street, Alta Bonny Nook Road, Dutch Flat Road, 
and Soda Springs Road cross b<th the Donner Summit westbound and eastbound 
iracks. Thc State Route 65 crossi ig has recendy been reconstmcted. Oiher crossings 
will be analyzed individually. 

itt 
AT-GRADE CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS 
CITY OF COLFAX. There 
Colfax: Grass Valley Road and 
Donner Summit tracks. Grass 

AT VARIOUS STREETS IN THE 
two at-grade railroad crossings in thc City of 

(teariiart Street. These roads cross both sets of the 
Valley Road was recently improved by Southem 



Pacific Railrtad but additional mprovemcnts may be needed. The estimated cost to 
improve these crossings is $'̂ 00,C|X). 

AT-GRADE CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS AT SIX STREETS INTiir CITY 
OP LINCOL*' The City of Lincoln is on the Marysvillc route. Th? :• • line 
p '̂-'lels State ... .te 65 through d^ entire lenglh of town. The tnick is only 140 feet 
from State Rcuie 65. There are ̂ x unimproved ai-grade crossings along this route 
in Lincoln tist Street, 3rd Street, 5th Stieet, 6ih Street, 7th Street, and Moore 
Streets). The crossings are pr̂ sendy composed of rough asphalt; most have a 
grading problem. The corabinatibn of these problems has created a public safety 
problem. It will cost about $800JOOO to improve uhcse at-grade crossings. 

The Lincoln at-gi^c crossings ars often used by pedestrians and wheelchair bound 
individuals. The City of Uncoln would also like to explore the feasibility of making 
one Of more of thc at grade crossings "wheelchair accessible'. The cost to make 
these improvements has not been jesumatcd at this time. 

AT-GRADE CROSSING IMPROVEMENTS AT VARIOUS STREETS IN THE 
CITY OF ROCKLIN. There jare five at-grade crossings in Rocklin: Rocklin 
Avenue, Midas Street, Yankee Ĥ II Road, Delmar Avenue and at thc spur serving 
Sierra Pine. Rocklin Road and Midas Street have been recently upgraded by the City 
but may require signalization improvements. Delmar Avenue aiid Yankee Hill Road 
should be upgraded to standard poncrete reinforced crossings. The total cost to 
address these problems has been jstinuted at $200,000. 

Both the westbound and eastbomnd Donner Summit tracks cross Midas Avenue. 
Thjre is approxinutely a seventy-fioot separation between die tracks at Midas Avenue. 
These crossings operate wiUi two separate sets of signals. The signal arms work 
simMltaneously, allowing die traffjc to vacate die area between the two tracks, but the 
distance between the tracks has a i^ntial safety problem. School and transit busses 
are required to stop at any railrt^ crossing. In doing so, it is possible that thc 
combination of one or more bussis and other vehicles could create a backup across 
the tracks during the passage of a (rain. To address this problem, the City of Rocklin 
would like to see Uiat tracks be brt̂ ught closer together to allow die elimination of one 
of the two signals. | 

AT-GRADE CROSSING IMPRIOVEMENTS AT VARIOUS STREETS IN THE 
CITY OF AUBURN. There ar<̂  four unimproved at-grade crossings in die City of 
Auburn. All of Uiese are preseî Uy in poor condition and should be upgraded to 
standard concrete reinforced croiings. The total cost to address this problem has 
been estimated at $300,000. T h ^ include Blocker Stixet, Agard Street, Pleasant 
Avenue, ana Sacramento Street. I 

IMPROVEMENT OF THE WEBB AND KING ROAD AT-GRADE CROSSING 
IN THE TOWN OF LOOMIS.I Webb Street is an important local street at-grade 
crossing of Uie future Umon Pacilic lines. This crossing is an alternative emergency 



vehicle crossing to King Street, this road also alleviates congestion on King Road̂  
s J a at-grilc crossings are pre«nUy in very poor ĉiidition. Loom 

requests that Uiese crossings be irfproved with ^^Jflg^^^^f 
isexoected dut Uic improvements Will cost about $100,000, Webb Street ispresenuy 
I ^ To minimTzc die impact of expected increased rail acuvî -, 
L^mis^ mipJ^ that Webb *treet be expanded to fo-ar lanes across the trackŝ  
ifTc^^sion^rcost about $100,000, an extra $100,000 for Uic cemem at-grade 
crossing, and additional funds for Uic extra crossing gates. 

King Road is an arterial at-grade dossing of die ftitiire Union Pacific lines. Tht King 
S atTrade crossing is presenÛ  in very poor condition. Loomis requests *at die 
ai-cradc crossing shoukl be improved wiUi standard concrete reinforcements, t is 

tS tJe improvement will cost about $100,000. King Road is prescntlya 
" S c artenal. To mimmize ie impaa of advanced rail acnvity. it is propoŝ  
duit King Road be expanded to fov̂ r lanes across the tracks TTiis «P»""°" ̂ ' ^ ^ 
about $400,000, an extra $100,000 fbr die cement at-̂ radc crossing, and additional 
funds for Uie extra crossing gates 

3) INTERCITY AND COMMUTER R^IL PROJECTS. 

Placer County is located in a State and federal ozone non-attainment area. Increased rail 
Placer couniy is IUMISW m a ,JU»M' r̂  . 

^Uviiy^ll h-ther degnui. a.r quality. ultWly le«ling » more «™8em «<1»>«™™ °" 
' . . .• m—.... .t.rirAii^rinnK nrmnw to mitlSaie SOme OI 
î rea and mobile sourees of emissions. Placer jurisdictions propose to miti^ some of 

S^Tpacis Oirough die implemenuition jof interoity rail passenger service and eventual 
development of a passenger commuter rail service. 

Th.. Cities of Auburn Rocklin. and Ro^villc are to be provided rail service as pan of U»e 

tfKCaliforma Capitol Corridor rail service. Service is expected to beyn in 1997. benatori irn 
Us^;^^™e Sffomia First District has proposed a budget --" -̂"^^^^^^^^ l ^ , : ' ^ 
California Leaisiature to provide a mominfe and afternoon train to Roseville, Kocwin ana 
S^i^rwiufa laŷ ^̂ ^ in Colfax. Un̂ on Patific actions to advance thc intercity P«^nge rail 
irJr« Z l d migate Ute impact of incre$d freight train adivity associated wiUi the Umon 
Pacific and Soudicm Pa*-.fic Rail merger. 

. DEDICATION OF RIGHT-Of-WAY TO COLFAX ^ ^ ^ l ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ F ^ ^ 
RAIL STATION. Colfax is pIrescnUy a station stop on die Amtrak Califorma 
^phvr and has been chosen as ailogical layover facility for one ofthe t^««^the 
Cahfomia Capitol Corridor rail service. To Uiat end, Coltax ^ ^ ^ ; ^ f ' \ " ^ 
obuumng: (l/federal funds to restore die historic Colfax rail station and to <kve op 
parking facilities; and (2) State funds to build a passenger P » ^ o ™ ; , ^ ^ ^ f « 
station has been proposed as an litemiodal facility to allow 
Capitol Comdor'rail service andjsierra Mountain do J ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ " ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ " 
station and parking facilities will kquire approximately 18.5 acres of â"<» "T ^ 
S n Street^t Street. Railrdad .Avenue, and Newman. TTie proposed platfomi 



location will require Union Paciic Rail to move two unused rail spurs. Colfax 
Union Pacific Rail to m^e Uiese tracks as part of Uic merger agreement. 

DEDICATION OF THE HISTORIC COLFAX RAIL DEPOT AND RELOCA
TION OF UNION PACIFIC RAIL YARD MANAGEMENT OFFICES 
OUTSIDE OF THE HISTORiq RAIL DEPOT. SouUicm Pacific Lines made a 
^ S n 1 1 ^ Sfax to dedi4 Uie histonc Colfax Rail ^ ^ < L ^ ^ ^ ^ l Z ^ 
condition of a Federal Transportation Enhancement Activiues (TEA) Grant to restore 
die station. Colfax agreed to least a portion of die stanon back Southern Pacify 
as offices to avoid relocauon costs! Umon Pacific has agreed to uphold Uie SouUiem 
Pacific agreement. 

Union Pacific has mdicated Uuit. al it modernizes its facilities, standard practice ̂ ' * 
for Uiem to build temporary facilities raUier U«n renovate exisnng dated facilineŝ  
AS irraodemizes its rSroad ope^ons in Uie Colfax rail yard, ^^^^rtJactf̂  h^ 
agreed to move its offices to a nef stmcture as it modenuzes us railroad opcrztton̂ ^ 
It would vacate Uie histonc depot ^ pan of Utis modernization. Union Pacific will 

not charge Colfax any relocation jxMts. 

LAND DEDICATION TO AUBURN FOR CAPITOL CORRIDOR INTERCITY 
RAIL STATION. Thc City of Auburn has been identified as a station «icfor^^ 
Califomia Capitol Conidor r. 1 service. Auburn has obtained a federal CMAQ gran 
wiUi die PCTPA to develop a pbrking lot faciUty for Uic fiitiire Auburn Capitol 
Comdor station. Auburn has aisb received a Sute Transit Capital Investment (JCI) 
zrant to partially fund Uic construction of an Intennodal center at Uie Auburn sitê  
The Auburn passenger rail stauon and pariiing facility will require approximately 13.5 
acres of land paralleling Nevada iirttt on boUi sides of the ^"^^""d Dom r̂ Route 
tracks This land is bounded by HUockcr Street on Uic north and Interstate 80 on die 
souUi." This property includes an historic 1920 vintage rail stauon and fni« packing 
shed Uiat will be restored as part of Uic rail program. 

LAND DEDICATION TO T H L CITY OF ROCKLIN FOR THE ROCKLIN 
INTERCITY RAIL STATION. The City of Rocklin has been identified as a station 
site for die California Capitol Corfidor raal service in Proposition I l6-dTie legislatiori 
Uiat defined Uie Capitol Corridor Service boundaries. Rocklin was awjuded a federal 
CMAQ grant wiUi die PCTPA tojdevelop a parking lot facility a die fuwre Rocklm 
Capitol Comdor station. Umon P^ific has agreed to dedicate sufficient nght-of-way 
to- (1) build die Rocklin intcrcî  passenger rail station; (2) develop an adequate 
passenger paiiang lot; and (3) reitore *e site of Uie histonc Rocklm round house. 

LAND DEDICATION TO T H L CITY OF ROSEVILLE FOR PARKING AT 
THE ROSEVILLE INTERCITfY RAIL STATION. Roseville is Uic cuircnt 
eastem-raost nation of Uie California Capitol Corridor rail service. One of Uic four 
Cap.tol trains presendy lays ov<̂  at Uie Roseville sution. The R^^'^ ' .^JJ^" 
building was complete m 1994 aid a 1,000-foot long plattonn will be completed m 
19%. The station parking facilitjcs have not been completed to date. Roseville was 

8 



successhil m obtaining federal CMAQ funds to p îUly ^^.^^^f^^^f^^ 
The grant will not completely cover die cost of Uie facility. "̂"̂ .̂ ^ "̂5̂ ^ 
to d«iicate to die City of Roseville adequate nght-of-way to complete Uie parking 
Sc^^« of tL exi ung interoity Jil stiSon. The City has identified a possible sitt 
S^^at Uic intersection of Churdh and Grant Sueets. TTiis site or an cqu'-l«t «tc 
^ n t to die station should be (jedfcated Uirough actual ude transfer or Uirough a 
tong-temi lease (99 years) at no ajinual charge. 

PLATFORM LEASES FOR INTERCITY RAIL STATIONS AT ROCKLIN 
AUBURN AND COLFAX. The Cities of Rocklin, Auburn, and Colfax will 
reqmre^e;is?ruie S^k nght-o -way « produce a 1.000-foot platf^ as required 
by C ^ t L X passenger in«reitV rail service. This platfonn lease falls withm the 
Unior^mc 5?footlide operaU nght̂ f-way. This n^t-<'i.-«yJ;^^ 
be provided by Umon Pacific to U|e service provider at no cost. ^rP '»^f^^^ 
wiil be developed simulta.ieously fiUi Uic passenger rail suuon P^8™^^«^"^"" 
fJr ^estnanlrossings may alsd be required to allow access to proposed suuon 
parking. 

UNION PACIFIC OPERATIot ADJUSTMENTS TO FAOLITATE INTER-
OT?^TL SE^̂ ^̂ ^̂  AUP^RN. The Cty of Auburn splits die westbound 
andLuxHind tracks. This has! created a situation where Auburn would luv̂ ^̂ ^̂  

two rail stations to addreiss intercity rail service onthe ̂ vo o«-^ayjrac^s^ 
of Uie merger. Union Padific proposes to install CTC Uiat will allow trains 

^ tS;:̂ lm bodi dlLtions on eî er track. TTie City of Auburn ^ ^ ^ ^ ' ^ ^ ^ 
Pacific allow die Inuircity Capito Corridor Service to mn '^''^'^•^'^ZZ^lVl 
on tht easdxnind track until CTC krvice is msulled. TTus «P«™t̂ °" .«»ju«ment will 
allow Aubum to build and opcratfc a single, pcraianent passenger rail stanon. 

JOINT PCTPA and UNION ^ACIFIC COMMUTER PASSENGER RAIL 
SERVICE FEASIBILITY REP<))RT. PCTPA and Caitrans have completê  n̂ ^̂ ^̂  
evaluating Ute feasibility of comrtiutcr and intercity rail service frwn. (J)/^*^"'; 
to Marŷ ille; (2) San Francisco! to Reno; and (3) Davis to Col^^ Ijac of 
money for sution development Ijas limited Uie feasibility of the service PCTPA 
^^eLLrt^nion Pacific and ^ A joindy examine die feasibility of Cornmuter 
^ T ? Z r County along die Dbnt̂ r Pass and Marysvillc Routes. TTj.s «udy wiH 
Sntify: (1) potential sUUon si3s in die City of Uncoln, Town of L^mi . «md 
Placer uninoirporated communî s; (2) individual suuon l^^";:^""-
Pacific freight scheduling confiiĉ ; (4) commuter service rolling stock requirements, 
and (5) necessary track improvcî nts. 

POSSIBLE FUTURE UNION | A C I F I C DEDICATION OF RIGHT-OF-WAY 
FOR COMMirreR RAIL STTATIONS. On the basis of Uus commuter rail 

PCTPA would Uke to explore die possibility of 
mon picific Licatinl^ut ..entecnacre, f*^^,^"™^^^™'^^:^^^^ 
dedication could be made Uirough .v:tual tide transfer or Uinxigh a long;tcnn lease (99 
years) wiUi no annual charge. These include: (1) two acres of right-of-way in 



<;h(.ndan- (2) five acres in Uic Ncrth Auburn/Bowman area near 1-80; (3) two acres 
T s ^ C c ^ ^ y S d i e NomcTSr-ramp in the comclor. whe^^^^ 
Road crosses Uie Donner Summit Route; (4) one acre m Uie Sugar Bowl Ski Resort 
w r d ^ c L ^ i f t crosses the Soî Uiem Padfic .racks; (5) two acres of n ^ of way 
n«r die Twelve Bndges Proj3t in Uncohi; and (6) five acres m downtown 
NcwcasUc souUi of Taylor R«d. Final dedication of nght-of-way would be 
contingent'upon Uic identification^ funding for die sution constnicnon and service 
operation. 

4) UNION PACIFIC PARTICIPATION IN PLACER ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT 
AND ANTI-BLIGHT PROGRAMS. 

The Domier Pass and Marysville lines l̂ .sect all of die Placer incorporated cities and many 
of Uie unincorporated communities. These properties have been neglected by SouAcm Pacific 
SLiT m Sic paTand often represem a bl.ghjd area wiUi abandoned buildings and unimproved 
^ P^LSr un«licuons hope Uut Umoii Pacific wiil work with dĵ m to f nuna« the« 
SISi Jareas in a manner consistent wiUi i ^ jurisdictions' general and redevelopment plans. 
Rail operauon noise is also a significant imjUct on neighboriiood blight. 

• LAND DEDICATION TO Tjifi TOWN OF LOOMIS TO ASSIST IN THE 
REDEVELOPMENT OF THE^CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT TTie Town 
of Loomis requests die dedicatioij of su acres of Union Pacific right-of-way to help 
mitigate die impacts of die mergei This property is bounded by Walnut Street on Uie 
west iie westbound Donner Rout̂  track on d»e north, Taylor Road on die souUi, and 
King Road on Uie east. This prdperty includes an historic 1920 vmuge TU sution 
and fniit packing shed Uiat will b<f restored as part of Loomis' econornic devciopmem 
program. TTie Town would li% to be assured Uiat, as it completes its traffic, 
cirSilation, and pariong analysis. Union Pacific will be willing to grant eidier nght-
of-way or dedication of ptopertjl soudi of Walnut Street for die constaKmon of a 
roadway Uiat would tie back into tayior Road. The Town believes Uiat die economic 
benefit to Union Pacific would bd substantial as it would pnmdc impnjved access to 
its property, affording it greater opportunity to lease it for odier uses at a potenually 
greater retura. 

• LOOMIS SIGNAGE ON UNI6N PACIFIC RIGHT-OF-WAY. Loomis would 
like to develop a "Gateway- program in die near futiire. Signage for Uiis program 
would require an easement on die future Union Pacific right-of-way. As part of Uie 
merger mitigation, Loomis requests Uut Union Pacific allow Uicm to place Gateway 
signs along Taylor Road at die ijown boundary. 

• LAND DEDICATION TO TfiE CTTY OF ROCKUN TO ASSIST IN THE 
^ S S ^ V ^ L S P M E ™ ^ ^ ^ TH l̂ftOClULW CENTRAL BUSINESS DISTRICT. 
The City of Rockhn requests die iedication of 28 acres of Union Pacific nght-of-way 
to complete die Rocklin Capitol donidor rail sution and to help mitigatt die impacts 
of die merger. This propeny is biunded by Pacific Street, Yankee Hill Road. Second 
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Street, and Rocklin Road. This 
roundhouse that will be restored, 
removed and mmed into clean 
development and blight climinatiô  
Union Pacific deed Uie property 

propeny includes an i t̂oric nira-of-the-ccntury 
and dilapidated wood pmcessing shed Uiat will be 
indusoial sites as part of Rocklin's economic 
programs. It is requested dut where possible, Uut 
the City of Rocklin. tp 

5) MITIGATIONS SPECIFIC TO ROS EVILLE RAIL YARD OPERATIONS. 

Union Pacific has proposed to conven 
distribution center. As die hub of diesc 
disproportionate effect on Uic Cities of 

NOISE IMPACTS ON TH 
ANTELOPE OAKS NEIGHB( 
engines and crew betoit enterin; 
occurs in Loomis adjacent to Uie 
Antelope Oaks neighborhoods 
noise and pollution as Uie uains i 

die Roseville rail yard to its norUiem Claliforaia 
otcradons, the increased yard activity will have a 

Roseville and Rocklin and die Town of Loomis. 

LOOMIS' DELMAR AND ROCKLIN'S 
HOODS. Soudiem Pacific presentiy exchanges 

die Roseville yards. This exchange occasionally 
Imar neighborhood and in Rocklin adjacent to die 
s delay and engine changes results in considerable 

Hie in a residential neighborhood during die entire 
24-hour period. This practice oft m blocks Boulder Ridge Road and creates a public 
safety problem. Union Pacific agrees to change diis practice and to localize train 
sucking and crew changes widii i Uie Roseville yard to avoid adverse iropacu on 
residential neighborhoods. 

UNION PACIFIC 
ROSEVILLE YARDS AND OM 
a major cnme problem associatid 
Roseville rail yards. Transient 
crime problem in Roseville by 
Police Department. Roseville requests 
closely with die Roseville Police 
to prosecute repeat offenders of 
to address Uiis problem. 

ENFORC^IENT OF TRESPASSING LAWS IN THE 
FREIGHT TRAINS. The City of Roseville has 
wiUi transients entenng Roseville Uirough die 

related crime has been idcmified as die most serious 
the Roseville City Council and die Roseville 

Uut Uic Union Pacific security forces work 
I|)epartment and Uie Placer County Disuict Attomey 

uespass laws and to develop a ̂ }ecific program 

todi 

tie 

ROSEVILLE STACKING 
to determine "Stacking Zones" 
residential areas. This policy 
mitigation program. 

IMPACTS ON ROSEVILLE 
of conditions occurring in Uie 
streets. Union Pacific should i 
priority once the merger is 
allow water to drain into the 
thc City street crews to clean die 

ZONES. Union Pacific should coordinate widi die City 
f< r trains Uiat cannot enter Uie main yard to avoid 

w0uld be included as part of Uie rail yard operations 

STREET MAINTENANCE, There are a number 
Ros evillc rdl yard dat affect Uic condition of Roseville 
der tify Uie following yard maintenance projects as high 

execuicd: (1) repair of cracks in Uie rail yard surface dut 
Washington Boulevard underpass; (2) cooperation widi 

Jrainage ditches Uut run Uirough the rail yards; and 
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(3) staybilization of die rail yard 
policy would be included as pan 

b4nk atong Vemon Sueet to prevent slippage. Th»s 
0f die rail yard operations mitigation program. 

RO.SFVILLE RAIL YARD FEI^ING. Union Pacific should review the existing 

S w r a S i ^ w a l l . ms replacement would mitigate die noj«imf«,ct̂ ^^ 
S v l l T o n ^ e Old Town nei|tborhood. Tins policy would be included as part 
of Ihc yard operations miligatofi projiim. 

rOMPLIANCEWrTHTHEIlcisEVIU..ENOISEORDlNANCE. Union Pacific 

element of die rail yard operation mitigation program. 

6) COUNTYWIDE PUBLIC HEALTH 

iinatiid Placer County maintiuns a coordi 
hazardous waste spills. Providers have ex 
result from Uic merger will increase Uie pro|)abil 
Placer hazardous materials professionals 
Uiese issues. 

SAFETY NEEDS ANALYSIS 

AND SAFETY. 

prdssed 

"he 

public healdj and safety pn)gram to address 
a concem Uut increased rail activities Uut will 

iity of a toxic spill and stretch Uic capacity of 
following mitigations arc prt)posed to address 

JOINT PLACER COUNTY UNION PACIFIC HAZARDOUS WASTE 
_ Union Pacific should conduct a joint hazanious 

w^'Jafetye^pro^'irand Pairing needs analysis with Placer ^^1^^"^^^;^, 
providers. TTds analyius will review (1) existing hazardous waste afety progranis 
(2) equipmcm and training pn>gnms need to respond to potential accidems resulting 

3) a funding strategy for die program. from increased rail activity, and 

should 
RAINING EQUIPMENT. If supported by Uic 

provide an annual financial contribution (plus 
_..,Js response team to defer 30% of Ute costs 
i nnual training, equipment, suits, monitor mainte-
iordous materials technidans/specialistt necessary 

HAZARDOUS MATERIALS 
needs analysis. Union Pacific 
inflation) to each hazardous materials 
(physical examinations, pagers, 
nance) necessary to mainuin 50 
to deal wtUi rail car emergencies 

This program will augmcm Uic ujrec existing hazanious materials response teams by 
providing and mainuining rail er lergency response equipment incUiding: 
plugging and patching equipment gaskets and discs, booms, •[^^f^"^ 
UnSn Pacific/Soudiem Pacific d jems necessary to mitigate incidems. TTie support 
equTmem will have a one-time cl ̂ ge of $24,382. An annual contnbution ir̂ luding 
cos^ of training and per diem \OT 6 personnel to a Colorado inumng faality is 
estimated at $12,518. 
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TRANSPORTATION CACHES 
should provide and maintain 
response equipment at Alu aivl 
have a one-time cost of $11,850. 

If supported by Uw needs analysis. Umon Pacific 
uaiisportable caches, tuiitamcrs, or vehicle-based 
N ^ Tahoe./Donner Summit. This cquipmem wil. 

ly FOAM TRAILER. If supported 
an approved foam trailer, foam. 
These have a one-time cost of $3( 

snd 

UNION PACIFIC RESPONSE 
Union Pacific should mainuin existing 
Roseville facility for immediate 
County. 

I rAPABILFTY. If supported by thc need analysis, 
isting Soudiem Pacific response capability at die 
response to Roseville and to odier areas of die 

EMERGENCY MEDICAL 
for rail uaffic in boUi directions i 
potential for a major collision 
analysis. Union Pacific should 
supplies capable of handling a 
a one time cost of $15,000. 
community: (1) to review Uie 
review die fiinding potential of 

SERIVICES. Thc recendy discussed use of a single line 
(ivolving freight and passenger trains increases Uie 

„ multiple casualties. If supported by a needs 
Uiree caches of emergency medical and trauma 

of 50 casualties. These services will have 
Pacific should work widi the Placer emergency 

mattrial and training needs identified above; and (2) to 
Uys request. 

inv< living 
pro /ide 1 
rai limum 

Union 

DATED: May 3, 1996. 

die needs analysis. Union Pacific should provide 
nozzles appropnate for unk car emergencies. 

.000. 

Respectfully submitted, 

PLACER COUNTY COUNSEL 

GERALD O. GARDEN 
Senior Deputy County Counsel 
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KECK, MAHIN & GATE 

1201 Nf W YORK AVrNUE, N W 

WASHINGTON. D C 20001 1919 

(202) 789 3400 

FAX (202) 789 I I 

DIIICI OlAL 789-8931 

May 3 , 1996 

Ms. Elaine K. Kaiser 
Chief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Surface Transporta'_ion Board 
1201 Constitution Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Re: F.P. No. 32760 UP/SP Merger Application 

Dear Ms. .Kaiser: 

Enclosed are an o r i g i n a l and 10 copies of the Comment on the 
Preliminary Draft Environmental Assessment (served A p r i l 12, 
1996, submitted on behalf of the City of Reno. 

.\ copy of t h i s l e t t e r i s also being f i l e d w i t h Vernon A. 
Williams, Secretary of the Surface 'transportation Board. 

A disk of t h i s matsrial i ; available i f you desire. 

Very t r u l y yours. 

Pa 

PHL/dph 
Enclosures 

cc: Hon. Vernon A. Wi:liams 

Lamboley 

A L A W P.»KiNi«r>Hir I M . L L O I . , r«i>i tssu.NAL Co«PO«AriuNv 

CHICAGO ILLINOIS HOUSTON. TE.XAS LOS ANGELES. CALIFO«NIA NEW ¥0»K NEW VORK 

n . - t l l y M , S , M . , M M D A S , : s , , , M , r o 5 - J | , M H - B - . . ^ O K A , r ' I l l M ^ I S - . L H A U M I U t O , I L L I N O I ^ , 



United States of America 

Before the 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION T.-̂ARD 

RENO-5 

F.D. NO. 32760 

Union P a c i f i c Corporation et a l . — 
Control and Merger — Southern Pac i f i c Corporation ^1, 

COMMENTS 

ON 

PRELIMINARY DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

(served A p r i l 12, 1996) 

BY 

C I T Y OF RENO 

Qtf iCf i "It - h n v -
ary 

I Public Record ( 

Dated: May 3, 1996 

Paul H. Lamboley 
Keck, Mahin & Cate 
1201 New ^orK Ave., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20005 
Phone: (202) 789-8931 
Fax: (202) 789-1158 

P a t r i c i a A. Lynch 
City Attorney 
Michael K. Halley 
Deputy City Attor^ 
Reno City H a l l 
490 So. Center Street 
Room 2 04 
Reio, NV 89501 
Phone (702) 334-2050 

Counsel f o r City of Reno 
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COMMENTS ON PRELIMINARY DRAFT ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 
(PDEA), served APRIL 12, 1996 

The Cit y of Reno submits comment on the Preliminary Draft 

Environmental Assessment (PDEA), served A p r i l 12, 1996, i n two 

Parts: Part A contains general comments on the process and 

substance of the PDEA^and Part B contains s p e c i f i c comments on the 

PDEA and those portions related to the City of Reno, and the Reno/ 

Sparks/Truckee Meadows Basin. 

The conclusion of these comments i s that because of 

inadequacies both i n process and substance regarding the 

in v e s t i g a t i o n , evaluation and m i t i g a t i o n of the adverse 

environmental consequences of the r r i l r o a d merger proposed oy the 

applicants, an environmental impact statement (EIS), rather than an 

environmental assessment (EA) i s required f o r the c i t y of Reno and 

the Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadows Basin. 

The City of Reno strongly disagrees wit h the PDEA's FONSI 

conclusion t h a t "as cu r r e n t l y proposed, the proposed merger and 

rel a t e d construction and abandonment proposals would not 

s i g n i f i c a n t l y a f f e c t the q u a l i t y of the human environment." The 

City also strongly disagrees with the PDEA's i m p l i c a t i o n t h a t 

adequate, viable m i t i g a t i o n of the demonstrable adverse 

environmental consequences have been evaluated as required. 
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part A 

An environmental impact statement (EIS) i s not merely more 

appropriate than an environmental assessment (EA), i t i s required 

i n the circumstances of t h i s case. 

1. Goveirn:vna Po l i c i e s and Principles. 

As the preliminary d r a f t environmental assessment (PDEA) 

recognizes, the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 42 U.S.C. 

SS 4321 et seq., and regulations issued thereunder, notably 40 

C.F.R. Parts 1500-1508, provide governing p o l i c i e s and p r i n c i p l e s 

f o r evaluation and remediation of environmental consequences of any 

major Federal action, such as the regulatory approval of the 

r a i l r o a d c o n t r o l and merger transaction here proposed by the 

app l i c a t i o n f i l e d November 30, 1995 before the I n t e r s t a t e Commerce 

Commission (ICC) . 

The ICC Termination Act of 1995 (ICCTA), PL 104-88, 109 Stat. 

803, e f f e c t i v e January 1, 1996, abolished the ICC and established 

the Surface Transportation Board (STB or Board) as we l l as i t s 

j u r i s d i c t i o n over r a i l r o a d merger approval functions. The Board 

was also authorized t o continue ICC regulations applicable to the 

regulatory functions retained i n the Board. 

As a r e s u l t of ICCTA, the STB i s the lead agency f o r 

regulatory approval of the r a i l merger proposed. The regulations 

i n 49 C.F.R. Part 1105, Procedures f o r Implementation—of 

Environmental Laws, represent the lead agency's protocol t o ensure 

compliance with i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s under NEPA. 
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The STB regulations i n turn impose obl i g a t i o n s on an applicant 

seeking regulatory approval t o i n i t i a l l y provide an environmental 

report (ER) s u f f i c i e n t t o inform the agency and -.he public of the 

proposed action, the environmental consequences of the proposal, 

and present appropriate m i t i g a t i o n measures. 49 CFR 1105.7. 

NEPA c a l l s f o r an environmental impact assessment (EIS) to be 

made i n any case involving a "major Federal ac t i o n " . 42 U.S.C. 

4 3 32 (2) (C). The Act requires an EIS to enable the government and 

public t o take a "hard look" the environmental consequences of 

any such action. The "hard look" requirement i s a reasonable yet 

dynamic, continuing investigatory o b l i g a t i o n , not a s t a t i c , snap

shot-in-time process. 42 USC S4331; 40 CFR 1502.9(c). NEPA 

encourages a p p l i c a t i o n of environmental p o l i c i e s early i n the 

regulatory process. 40 CFR 1501.2. The hallmark of the p o l i c y and 

i t s process i s one of inclusion - opening the process t o 

cooperating governmental agencies and public i n t e r e s t s . The 

"scoping" process i s a p a r t i c u l a r l y useful vehicle f o r t h i s 

purpose. 4 0 CFR 1501.7. 

2. Procedural and Substantive Inadequacies of PDEA. 

At t h i s juncture i n proceedings before the Board, the process 

rind substance, as evidenced by the PDEA, i s seriously flawed. The 

only remedy as i t r e l a t e s t o the City of Reno and surrounding 

region i s preparation of an EIS. 

(a) Procedural f a i l u r e s Requires EIS 

The procedural f a i l u r e s not only begin w i t h the applicants, 

they continue to be compounded by the applicants. 
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Any f a i r reading of the November 30, 1995 environmental report 

(ER) accompanying the application demonstrates applicants' f a i l u r e 

t o comply with 49 CFR 1105.7. The applicants' ER discusses and 

dismisses most environmental consequences, burying them i n a 

"systemwide" analysis or an " o f f s e t t i n g " fashion. The ER otherwise 

f a i l s t o provide s u f f i c i e n t d e t a i l s about issues i n areas where 

applicants had reason t o know that adverse environmental impact 

thresholds would be exceeded. The ER provides no information 

concerning hazardous materials. 

The applicants have served the Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadows 

Basin f o r decades. They are w?ll f a m i l i a r w i t h the high desert 

environment of the basin, the delicate water supply and watershed, 

noise and a i r q u a l i t y issues, atmospheric and c l i m a t i c concerns. 

The applicants were surely aware of the public health and safety 

issues as a r e s u l t of the known density of resident and t o u r i s t 

pedestrian and vehicular t r a f f i c that traverse 10 of the 15 at 

grade r a i l crossing i n Reno's 24-hour downtown environment. 

Although the City of Rsno was not i n i t i a l l y noticed or 

included i n the environmental investigatory process u n t i l the City 

i t s e l f became a party before the Board, the applicants a c t i v e l y 

s o l i c i t e d support included i n t h e i r a p p l i c a t i o n from i n t e r e s t s 

throughout the Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadows area.' 

^ I n addition t o f a i l u r e t o n o t i f y the City of Reno of 
environmental consequences, the applicants d id not attempt to 
n o t i f y the City of Sparks or the T r i b a l Council of the Reno-
Sparks Indian Colony. 
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A f t e r becoming a party January 16, 1996, and reviewing the 

appl i c a t i o n , including the BNSF trackage r i g h t s agreement and the 

BNSF comments f i l e d December 29, 1995, the su b s t a n t i a l adverse 

impacts to the public health and safety of the City and i t s 

c i t i z e n s as a r e s u l t of the proposed post-merger r a i l operations 

became evident. 

On February 16, 1966, the City wrote t o the SEA u n i t of the 

Board i n q u i r i n g why a required environmental report (ER) was not 

f i l e d regarding the BNSF agreement. On March 5, 1996 the SEA wrote 

to advise the applicants t o f i l e an environmental assessment (FA) 

regarding the BNSF agreement by March 29, 1996, the same date the 

City and other public comments were due on the ap p l i c a t i o n . 

Obviously, the City and other public comments could not then 

address the supplemental BNSF-related environmental report (ER) 

simultaneously f i l e d . The City's request f o r extension of time 

beyond March 29 i n which t o comment was opposed by the applicants 

and u l t i m a t e l y denied by the Board. Decision No. 21, (served March 

20, i y y b ) . ' 

An ER accurately reporting the post-merger r a i l t r a f f i c 

a n ticipated on the l i n e segment through the City of Reno i s an 

obviously c r i t i c a l , material element i n t h i s case. Train frequency 

not only benchmarks environmental thresholds but also forms the 

basis f o r cal c u l a t i o n s i n the evaluation of c e r t a i n impacts. 

I t i s noteworthy that while the PDEA does not include 
any of the information provided by the City of Reno i n i t s March 
29 comments, the PDEA does include that of applicants i n t h e i r 
supplemental ER information f i l e d March 29. 
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Not only did the applicants f a i l to p r o j e c t t r a i n frequencies 

i n t h e i r November 29, 1995 f i l i n g , t h e i r subsequent March 29, 1996 

f i l i n g arguts t h a t the 8NSF Agreement has l i t t l e environmental 

impact and was factored i n o r i g i n a l l y . The applicants "estimates" 

of t r a i n s per day frequency has con t i n u a l l y increased.' 

Now i n r e b u t t a l comments f i l e d A p r i l 29, applicants f i n a l l y 

acknowledge t h a t BNSF would run at least 2-5 loaded t r a i n s per day. 

See Vol. 2 and 3, RVS Ongerth and Peterson. Peterson notes t h a t 

" i n l a t e A p r i l " applicants agreed t o give BNSF new trackage r i g h t s 

t h a t " w i l l f u r t h e r improve BN/Santa Fe's Central Corridor 

operations, allowing much faster and more d i r e c t movement of t r a i n s 

from the Donner Pass l i n e to Stockton." Peterson also points out 

that "BN/Santa Fe's new Chicago-Richmond/Oakland and Chicago-

Stockton intermodal t r a i n s w i l l allow i t t o take pressure o f f i t s 

busy Southern c o r r i d o r main l i n e and provide new single l i n e 

service to important intermodal locations enroute at Reno, Salt 

Lake City, Denver and Omaha." RVS Peterson at 148^n.54. 

BNSF's own December 1995 f i l i n g had stated i t s i n t e n t i o n to 

operate not less than 6 through t r a i n s per day over the Central 

Corridor Donner Pass. BNSF-1, VS Owen. 

The applicants have consistently attempted to hide the b a l l 

and mislead the Board and the SEA. For environmental purposes the 

applicants minimize the BNSF agreement but f o r competitive purposes 

The o r i g i n a l f i l i n g based on 1994 i n volume 3 
(Operating Plan) projected a 20 t r a i n per day frequency i n Reno, 
in Volume 6 (Environmental Report) 22.6 t r a i n per day were 
projected, and on March 29, 1996, 25.1 t r a i n s per day were 
projected. 
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the applicants emphasize there w i l l be s i g n i f i c a n t competition for 

t r a f f i c i n the Central Corridor as a r e s u l t of the BNSF agreement. 

Surely a two BNSF t r a i n s per day frequency f o r environmental 

purposes does not support a claim of vigorous competition i n the 

Central Corridor over Donner Pass f o r competitive purposes. 

But while the applicants may have mislead the Board, the 

procedures adopted by the Board i t s e l f i n these proceedings also 

compromise the adequacy of the NEPA investigatory process. 

The Board's expedited procedural schedule, combined with the 

lack of early notice reasonably designed to include those who would 

be impacted, r e s u l t s i n a f a i l e d procesr. - a process that does not 

comply with NEPA requirements or Board r*2gulations. The oniy 

remedy f o r such procedural f a i l i n g now must be the preparation of 

an EIS f o r the C i t y of Reno and the Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadows 

Basin.* 

(b) Substantive Failures Require EIS. 

As noted, NEPA anticipates preparation of an EIS i n a l l major 

Federal actions. NEPA regulations provide guidance regarding when 

to prepare an EA i n contrast to an EIS. CF. 40 CFR 1501.3 and 

1501.4. I n each instance, lead agency regulations t h a t comply with 

NEPA are a reference p o i n t . 

* The proposed transaction has both national and l o c a l 
environmental consequences. Notice and investigatory procedures 
employed should have contemplated both l e v e l s . 40 CFR 1506.6. 
Geographic s i t e or region s p e c i f i c EIS evaluations are 
appropriate. 40 CFR 1502.4(C)(1). 
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I n proceedings before the Boa the regulations i n Part 1105 

provide "determinative c r i t e r i a " and " c l a s s i f i c a t i o n of actions" 

f o r EA and EIS purposes. See 49 CFR 1105.5 and 1105.6. 

Section 1105.6(b)(4) notes th a t an EA w i l l normally be 

prepared f o r " ( i ) operational changes tha t would exceed the 

thresholds established i n Sections 1105.7(e)(4) or ( 5 ) ; or ( i i ) an 

action t h a t would normally require an environmental documentation." 

(Environmental thresholds f o r a i r and noise i n Sections 

1105.7(e)(4) and (5) are obviously exceeded f o r the City of Reno, 

and the Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadows Basin). 

Section 1105.6(d) f u r t h e r provides t h a t " f o r actions generally 

r e q u i r i n g an EA, the Commission may prepare a f u l l EIS where the 

p r o b a b i l i t y of s i g n i f i c a n t impacts from p a r t i c u l a r proposal i s high 

enough t o warrant an EIS." 

Such i s precisely the case f o r the City of Reno and the 

Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadow Basin as the discussion i n Part B 

s p e c i f i c a l l y demonstrates regarding various NEPA elements.' 

The NEPA regulations encourage u t i l i z i n g an EA (here a PDEA) 

to determine the appropriateness of preparation of an EIS -

p a r t i c u l a r l y i f "the nature of the action proposed i s one without 

precedent." 40 CFR 1501.4(c) and (e). The proposed UP/SP merger 

transaction with the companion BNSF trackage r i g h t s agreement i s 

without precedent i n scale, scope or impact. 

For NEPA-related d e f i n i t i o n s of "cumulative impact" see 
49 CFR 1508.7, f o r " e f f e c t s " - Section 1508.8, of "human 
environment"-l508.14, or " s i g n i f i c a n t l y " - 1508.27 and of 
"m i t i g a t i o n " - 1508.20. 
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At present only an EZS f o r the City of Reno and the 

Reno/Sparks Truckee Meadows Basin w i l l s a t i s f y the p o l i c y , purpose 

and mandate of NEPA, 49 USC 4332, and i t s regulations, 40 CFR 

1500.1-.3. As pointed out NEPA regulations encourage EIS 

evaluations "geographically," 40 CFR 1502(c)(1) wit h an appropriate 

"scope", and " t i e r i n g " . Sections 1508.25 and 1508.28. 

Undoubtedly, an EIS f o r the City of Reno and the Reno/Sparks/ 

Truckee Meadows Basin f i t s w e l l w i t h i n the NEPA p o l i c y , purposes 

and mandate. 

Comparison of the content of an EA with an EIS demonstrates 

that only an EIS f o r the City of Reno and the Reno/Sparks/Truckee 

Meadows Basin w i l l contain the r e q u i s i t e " f u l l and f a i r discussion 

of s i g n i f i c a n t environmental impacts" necessary to s u f f i c i e n t l y 

"inform decisionmakers and the public of the reasonable 

a l t e r n a t i v e s which would avoid or minimize adve je impacts or 

enhance the q u a l i t y of human environment." 49 CFR 1502.1. 

The PDEA, as presently drafted, i s mainly b u i l t upon the 

applicants' ER and i s l i t t l e more than a "disclosure document"- not 

an act i o n - f o r c i n g device to ensure th a t NEPA p o l i c i e s are infused 

i n t o the process. The procedural f a i l u r e s t o date have resulted i n 

a substantive "notice only" approach. Part B contains analysis and 

discussion of the c r i t i c a l portions s p e c i f i c t o the City of Reno, 

and i s testimony t o the deficiencies of the PDEA process t o date. 

Given the inadequacy of procedures, the resul*--mt c o n f l i c t of 

material f a c t , and the c r u c i a l absence of discussion of m i t i g a t i o n 

central t o the case, i t would be unreasonable not t o undertake EIS 
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procedures. This i s especially true when significant environmental 

impact thresholds have been exceeded, as they have been in thr City 

of Reno and the Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadow Basin by the proposed 

action, and there have been no mitigation proposals offered by the 

applicants nor c r i t i c a l l y evaluated by discussions in the PDEA. 

Only by an EIS w i l l the Board satisfy substantive compliance with 

NEPA requirements. 4 0 CFR Part 1507. 

In addition, as lead agency, the Board must necessarily 

coordinate with other agencies which have special expertise and by 

law are authorized to develop or enforce environmental, public 

health and safety requirements. 40 CFR 1501.5-.6 and 1508.26. 

Such other agencies are Federal and state Environmental Protection 

Agencies and Federal Railroad Administration (FRA). A syster d*-i.c, 

interdisciplinary approach that ensures integration of natural and 

social sciences and environmental design arts i s mandatory, 42 USC 

4332(2)(A). 

Moreover, based upon the PDEA presentation i t would be 

unreasonable to make a "finding of no significant environmental 

impact" (FONSI) for the City of Reno or the Reno/Sparks/Truckee 

Meadows Basin. The PDEA i s not a concise document that contains 

sufficient information for determining whether to make a finding of 

no significant environmental impact. 49 CFR 1105.4(d) and 40 CFR 

1508.9(a)(1). Accordingly, i t would be unreasonable to do so, or 

to have done so in this instance. 
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3. Conclusion 

Under NEPA and Board p o l i c i e s an EIS i s now required for the 

City of Reno and the Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadows Basin. For 

reasons d e t a i l e d i n P̂  r t B the PDEA process and product to-date 

f a i l s the basic NEPA r e s p o n s i b i l i t y t o provide a d e t a i l e d statement 

on: 

• the environmental impact of the proposed action, 

• any adverse environmental e f f e c t s which cannot be 

avoided should the proposal be implemented, 

• a l t e r n a t i v e s t o the proposed action, 

• the r e l a t i o n s h i p between l o c a l short-term uses of 

man's environment and thr maintenance enhancement 

of longterm p r o d u c t i v i t y 

• any reve r s i b l e and i r r e t r i e v a b l e commitments of 

resources which would be involved i n the proposed 

action should i t be implemented; or 

• study, development and descr i p t i o n of appropriate 

a l t e r . l a t i v e s t o recommend i n courses of action :.n 

any proposal which involves unresolved c o n f l i c t s 

concerning a l t e r n a t i v e use of available resources. 

42 USC 1332(2)(C) -nd (E). 

Respectfully submitted May 3, 1996. 

Paulf H. Lamboley 
KECK, MAHIN & CATE 
1201 New York Ave., N.W. 
Suite PH 
Washington, D.C. 2005-3919 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby c e r t i f y that I have served the foregoing Comment of 

the City of Reno (RENO-5) on Arvid E. Roach, I I and Paul A. 

Cunningham, Esq. by messenger and on a l l other p a r t i e s of record on 

the service l i s t i n t h i s proceeding by f i r s t class mail, postage 

prepaid, t h i s 3rd day of May 1996. 

H. Lamboley 



United States of America 

Before Che 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

F.D. No. 32760 

Union P a c i f i c Corporation et a l . - -
Control and Merger -- Southern P a c i f i c Corporation et a l 

VERIFIED STATEMENT OF COLLEEN BATHKER 

My Name i s Colleen Bathker. I am a NEPA documentation p r o j e c t 

manager i n the Stace of Nevada. I am c u r r e n t l y a Project Manager w i t h 

Summit Envirosolutions, Inc. and maintain o f f i c e s at 1475 Terminal Way, 

Reno, Nevada. My f u n c t i o n a l r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s incluae a l l aspects of NEPA 

document preparation and project management. 

I have served as project manager f o r an environmental team 

evaluating the Environmental Assessment prepared by the STB f o r the 

merger of the Union P a c i f i c and Southern P a c i f i c r a i l r o a d s , and i t s 

a f f e c t on the Ci t y of Reno. The Environmental Team i s composed of: 

S\unmit EnvirosolutionE Inc., Reno, Nevada, which serves as the 

prime consultanc, providing NEPA and technical information 

concerning i n f r a s t r u c t u r e p r o j e c t s . 

WESTEC Inc., Reno, Nevada, provides NEPA compliance and 

engi.neering services through Eric J. Ruby, P r i n c i p a l 

Environmental Planner, w i t h s p e c i f i c emphasis on NEPA 

conformance and noise/air q u a l i t y assessment. 
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MADCON Consultation Services, Reno, Nevada, provides NEPA 

compliance and environmental document planning and analysis 

services through Mark \ . Demuth, P r i n c i p a l , w i t h s p e c i f i c 

emphasis on NEPA conformance, NEPA document review, and land 

use planning. 

The attached document e n t i t l e d , "City of Reno Comment Dv.cument, 

^invironmental Assessment" dated May 1, 1996 was a j o i n t and c o l l e c t i v e 

product provided t o the Cit y by the pr o j e c t team working under my 

supervision. 

The f a c t u a l information contained i n the report was obtained from 

i d e n t i f i e d public sources as wel l as statements provided by the various 

state and l o c a l o f f i c i a l s i n charge of agencies having p u b l i c health, 

safety and environmental r e s p o n s i b i l . i t i e s . 

The attached statements and correspondence contain information 

relevant to the comment document. 

The contents of che comment document, executive summary and other 

items attached hereto are incorporated herein f o r the purpose of t h i s 

statement. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

een Bathker 



VERIFICATION 

I , Colleen Bathker, declare u.nder penalty of p e r j u r y that the foregoing 

statement and attachments hereto, are true and co r r e c t . Furcher, I 

c e r t i f y that I am q u a l i f i e d and authorized to f i l e chis statement, and 

attached documenus on behalf of the City of Reno. 

Executed on May 1, 1996. 
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PROFESSIONAL PROFILE 

COLLEEN BATHKER 
Project Manager 

Professional Summary 

Ms. Bathker has over twelve years of experience managing, preparing, and processing 
environmental documentation pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), 
Califomia Environmentai Quality Act (CEQA), and other state environmentai guidelines. In 
addition, Ms. Bathker has extensive data acquisition and analysis skills, enabling her to 
effectively document the issues and impacts of controversial projects. 

Professional Experience 

0 Managed and prepared a detailed environmental assessment analyzing the issues 
associated with construction, operation, and m.aintenance of a large natural gas pipeline 
traversing the Las Vegas Valley in Southem Nevada. This project involved coordination 
with die Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, Bureau of Land Management, Fish and 
Wildlife Service, State of Nevada Public Service Commission, and several local 
jurisdictions. 

0 Managed and prepared environmental documentation associated wilh construction, 
operation, and maintenance of several natural gas pipeline projects traversing portions of 
the Lake Tahoe Basin, and the Washoe and Carson Valleys in Northem Nevada. Major 
issues associated with these projects included quantifying impacts to sensitive biological, 
wetland, and cultural resources as well as preparing successful erosion conUol and 
revegetation plans to mitigate all identified impacts. 

0 Prepared a Mine Environmental Handbook for the employees at a major gold mine 
located in Eastem Nevada. The handbook provides useful informaiion about federal and 
slate policies and laws, as well as site-specific insUiiclions to follow lo avoid adversely 
impacting sensitive natural and environmenlal resources. 

0 Managed and coordinated the State of Nevada's Natural Resources Plan on behalf of the 
Department of Conservation and Natural Resources. Began inventory of lhe state's 
natural and environmental resources, compiled and evaluated existing policies pertaining 
lo managing natural resources, and evaluated resource degradation and depletion issues. 

2/96 

Sumrntt 
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COLLEEN BATHKER 
Piofcsjional Profile 
Page 2 

O Managed, prepared, and processed environmental impact reports, environmenlal notices, 
and other specialized planning studies in Southem Califomia. Coordinated the efforts of 
technical sub-consultants, assistant planners, graphic technicians, and support staff for a 
variety of projects involving residential and commercial uses. 

O Managed and prepared environmental documentation and conducted permitting 
associated with a diverse range of development projects including mining operations, 
water-related infrastructure, and industrial facilities located in Northem Califomia. 

O Prepared environmental documentation analyzing issues associated with development of 
two mines (gold and copper) located on the weslem slope ofthe Siena Nevada. 

O Prepared environmenlal documentation analyzing the impacts associated with 
development of storage tanks, pumping facilities, and transmission pipelines located in an 
environmentally sensitive area of Northem Califomia for a large irrigation district. 

Education 

O B.S. Environmental Planning 
Califomia Polytechnic State University, Pomona, Califomia 

Professional AfTiIiations 

0 Nevada Water Resources Association 
O Associalion of Environmental Professionals 

Continuing Education/Specialized Training 

0 Completed various Environmental and Landscape Architecture courses offered by the 
University of Califomia, Irvine. 

O Successfully completed a Project Development and Environmenlal Documentation 
Course offered by the Federal Highway Administration. 



MARK A. DEMUTH, M.Ed. 
Principal 
MADCON Consultation Services 

Project Report Production 
Environmental Document Preparation 

Technical Editing/Writing 
Administrative Management & Training 

SUMMARY OF PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE 

Mr Demuth has 9 years of expenence providing document production consultation, traininj, support, and service 
to geotechnical, dvil engtnsering. environmental, and archaeological firms. He has produced baseline study 
documents, bibliographies, cultural resource documents, environmental assessments (EAs), environmental 
impact reports (EIRs), environmental impact statements (EISs), evidentiary and due diligence documenta
tion permits and permitting, plans of operations, safety documents, siting proposals, specifications for 
subcontractors, and storm water pollution prevention plans. Mr. Demuth s practical knowledge stems from 
his experience in tne field as a project manager/environmental compliance consultant supervising exploration 
drilling, condemnation drilling, water exploratioii and production dniling. preconstojction. and construction at a heap 
leach gokJ facility on the Cariin trend. 

EDUCATION 

University of Nevada - Reno. M.S. in Environmental and Natural Resource Scienco. in progress 
Vandertilt University. M.Ed, in Education, 1984 
Kent State University. B.S. in Education, 1983 

PROFESSIONAL HISTORY 

MADCON Consultation Services. Rr.io, Nevada. Principal, 19P-8 - Present 
Resource Concepts, Inc., Carson oity, Nevada, Data Sen îces Manager, 1987 
Nebrasica Department of Education, Lincoln. Nebraska, Consultant for Data Services & Educational Consultant, 

1984 - 1986 

George Peabody College. Vanderiailt University. Research Specialist, 1983 - 1984 

SUMMARY OF EXPERIENCE 
Bodie Mine Project. Environmental Impact Report - Drilling Program. Bodie, Califomia 
Bodie Project. Class III Cultural Resource Inventory - Histonc and Prehistoric Resources, Bodie, California 
Buffalo Gulch Project Environmental Impact Statement Speafications for Subcontractors, Idaho 
CR Briggs Corporation - Briggs Project. Final Environmental Quality Assurance/Compliance Plan/Handbook, Inyo 

County, Califomia 
OR Briggs Corporation - Briggs Project, Safety Manual and Injury and Illness Prevention Program, Inyo County, 

Califomia 
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MARK A. DEMUTH 

CR Briggs Corporation - Briggs Project. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for Consouction 
Activities, Inyo County. Califomia 

Cripple Creek Cresson Project Class III Cultural Resource Inventory of 6,882 Recorded Features Teller Countv 
Colorado ' 

Fortune Cookie Placer Mine Project, Operating Permits. Pershing County, Nevada 
Fortune Cookie Placer Mine Project, Plan of Operatwns, Pershing County. Nevada 
Hayden Hill Mine Project. Data Recovery Report Lassen County, Califomia 
Hayden Hill Mine Project, Cultural Resources Section of Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) Lassen Countv 

Califomia 

Ivanhoe GoW Mine, Draft Amended Environmental Assessment - Drilling Program, Winnemucca, Nevada 
Ivanhoe GoW Mine, Environmental Assessment - Drilling Program. Winnemucca, Nevada 
Ivanhoe GoW Mine, Environmental Assessment - Mine Plan, Winnemucca. Nevada 
Ivanhoe GoW Mine, Production Water Program, Winnemucca, Nevada 
Ivanhoe GoW Mine. Water Rigfits Permitting Program, Winnemucca, Nevada 
Lower Olinghouse Placer Mine Project, Plan of Operations. Washoe County. Nevada 
Lower Olinghouse Placer Mine Project Zero Discharge Permit. Washoe County. Nevada 
Midas Bar and Pack Statran. Water Rights Permits and Discovery, Mklas Nevada 
Quartz Mountain GoW Project, Baseline Studies Document, Lakeview, Oregon 
Quartz Mountain GoW Project Draft Environmental Impact Statement Lakeview, Oregon 
Riepetown: A Data Recovery Report for the Histonc Townsite of Riepetown, v m e Pine County Nevada 
Robinson Mine Project Class III Cultural Resource Inventor/ of the Historic Townsite of Rieptown White Pine 

County, Nevada 

Robinson Mine Project. Site Synopsis for Cultural Resources Section of Environmental Impaa Statement (EIS) 
White Pine County Nevada 

Robinson Mine Project Data Recovery Plan of the Historic Townsite of Rieptown, White Pine County Nevada 
Round Mountain Mine Project, Cultural Resources Section of Draft Environmental Impact Statement "(EIS) Nve 

County, Nevada 

San Juan Ridge Mine Environmental Impact Report, Nevada County. Califomia 
Sierra Lakes Village Environmental Impact Report. Yuba County, California 
Sleeper Mine, Class III Cultural Resources Inventory, Winnemucca, Nevada 
Twin Creeks Mine Project. Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan' (SWPPP) for Industrial Activities HumboWt 

County, Nevada 
Undisclosed Client. Leach Pad Damage Documentatiori. Colorado 
Undisclosed Client Pre-feasibility Environmental Due Diligence, Southem Califomia 
Wind Mountain Mine. Class III Cultural Resources Evaluation, Empire. Nevada 
Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste Project. The Southem and Central Great Basin; Southem Paiute and Eastem 

Shoshone Bibliography: 1969 - 1990. Clark, Lincoln, and Nye Counties, Nevada 

SELECTED RELEVANT EXPERIENCE 

BASEUNE STUDIES DOCUMENTS 

Quartz Mountain Gold Project, Baseline Studies Document. Lakeview. Oregon: Managed collection and 
integration of 13 subcontracted disapline sections of Proponent's Comprehensive Baseline Study for proposed 
mine on Fremont National Forest in Oregon. Woric perfonned for Steffen Robertson & Kirsten and Galactic 
Sen^ices, Inc. (GSI), and the U.S.D.A. - Forest Service - Fremont National Forest 
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BIBUOGRAPHIES 

Yucca Mountain Nuclear Waste Project, The Southem and Central Great Basin; Southem Paiute and 
Eastem Shoshone Bibliography: 1969 -1990, Clark. Uncoln. and Nye Counties, Nevada: Performed editing, 
formatting, and word processing for compilation of 1,057 abstracted and indexed bibliographical citations for Mary 
K. Rusco and the Nevada Nuclear Waste Project Office. 

CULTURAL RESOURCE INVENTORIES. EVALUATIONS. & DATA RECOVERY 
REPORTS 

Cripple Creek Cresson Project: Class III Cultural Resource Inventory of 6.882 
Recorded Features, Teller County Colorado: Responsible for technical editing and 
document production of 13 Class III Cultural Resource Inventones from the field and 
tha final documentation production of 110,000 pages of site and feature forms, 
photography pages, and site specific maps of the Cripple Creek Histonc Mining Distnct 
for Independence Mining Company and the U.S.D.I. Bureau of Land Management 
(BLM) through Westem Cultural Resource Management inc. 

Riepetown: A Data Recovery Raport for the Historic Towns/re ofRlepetovm. White 
Pine County Nevada: Responsible for technical editing and production of the cultural 
resources data recovery report of the historic townsite of Rieptown for Magma Copper 
Company and the U.S.D.I. BLM through Weslem Cultural Resource Management inc. 

Robinson Mine Project, Data Recovery Plan of the Historic Townsite of Rieptown. White Pine County. 
Nevada: Responsible for technical editing and prodi.::tion of the cultural resources data recovery plan of the 
histonc townsite of Rieptown for Magma Copper Company and the U.S.D.I. Bureau of Land Management (BLM) 
through Westem Cultural Resource Management Inc. 

Robinson Mine Project, Class III Cultural Resource Inventory o f t he Historic Townsite o f Rieptown, White 
Pine County, Nevada: Responsible for technical editing and production of the cultural resources evaluation of 
the historic townsite of Rieptown for Magma Copper Company and the U.S.D.I. BLM through Westem Cultural 
Resource Management Inc. with contnbutions by Woodward-Clyde Consulting. 

Hayden Hil l Mine Project. Data Recovery Report, Lassen County, Califomia: Responsible 
for technical editing and production of the cultural resources data recovery report of the Hayden 
Hill Mine Project for Amax Resource Conservation Company, Lassen Gold Mining, inc.. and the 
U S.D.I. BLM through Westem Cultural Resource Management Inc. 

Bodie Project, Class III Cultural Resource Inventory - Historic and Prehistoric Resources, 
Bodie, Califomia: Managed the document editing (576 pages of text), formatting, and 
production of the 24-volume histonc and prehistonc reports and appendices for Westem Cultural 
Resource Management Inc. and Bodie Consolidated Mining Company. 

Sfeeper Mine, Class III Guttural Resources Inventory. Winnemucca. Nevada: Responsible 
for technical editing and document production of the Class III Cultural Resource Inventory of 
the Sleeper Mine Wetlands Enhancement Project for Nevada Gold Mining, Inc. and Amax Gold 
Inc. through Westem Cultural Resource Management Inc. 

Wind Mountain Mine, Ckss III Cultural Resources Evaluation, Empire, Nevada: Responsible for technical 
editing and production of tho cultural resources evaluation within the proposed amendment to the Wind Mountain 
Mine for Wind Mountain Mining, Inc. an'^ Amax Gold Inc. through Weslem Cultural Resource Management, Inc. 

CONSULTAnON SERVICES 
3 



MARK A. DEMUTH 

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS 

Ivanhoe Gold Mine, Draft Amended Environmental Assessment - Drill ing Program, 
Winnemucca, Nevada: Managed and prepared draft amended EA for a 1,500-acre 
expkjratory drilling program located 90 miles north ot Winnemucca, Nevada. 
Administered sutxxintractors' work on cultural resources, topography, soils, vegetation, 
wiWIife, and unique and other biotic resources sections. Work performed for Ivanhoe 

Vt iSkTQbmpaS^m U.S.D.I. BLM. Elko Resource Area. 

Ivanhoe Gold Mine, Environmental Assessment • Drilling Program, Winnemucca, 
Nevada: Managed and prepared EA for an exploratory drilling program, located 90 
miles north of Winnemucca. Nevada. Appropriate mitigation actions were developed 
for all impacts. The major element in the EA was the cultural resources of the Tosawihi 
Quames 26EK3032. Work performed for Touchstone Resources Company. 

Ivanhoe Gold Mine, Environmental Assessment - Mine Plan, Winnemucca, Nevada: Conducted 
comprehensive review and technical edit of plan of operation and third-party EA for Galactic Services, Inc. and 
U.S.D.I. BLM. Elko Resource Area. All phases of the EA were completed and approved by the BLM. 

Coyote Spring Valley/Garfield Flat Florida Land Exchange, Draft Environmental Assessment, Southem 
Nevada: White previously employed, Mr. Demuth provided editing and document and graphics production of an 
EA lhat addressed the ramificatkins of exchanging 45.000 acres of BLM administered lands in southem Nevada 
for 4.500 acres of privately owned lands situated in the Everglades of Florida for Aerojet Nevada and U.S.D.I. BLM 
through Resource Concepts. Inc. The EA was prepared as a supportive document presented before Congress. 

Crofoot Mine, Environmental Assessment, Humboldt County, Nevada: While previously employed. Mr. 
Demuth provided editing and dooiment and graphics production of a third-party EA for a gold mine and heap leach 
recovery process in Humboldt County, Nevada, for Hycroft Rasources and U.S.D.I. BLM, Winnemucca District 
through Resource Concepts, Inc. 

Laughlln Golf Course Project, Environmental Assessment, Laughlln, Nevada: While previously employed, 
Mr. Demuth provided editing and document and graphics production cf a third-party EA regarding a proposed 
18-hole golf course and outdoor recreation facility in Laughlln, Nevada, for Laughlln Community Recreational 
Cenler, Inc, through Resource Concepts, Inc. 

Grantsville Mine, Environmental Assessment, Nye County, Nevada: While previously employed, Mr. Demuth 
provided editing and document and graphics production of a third-party EA for a silver mine and heap leach 
recovery process in Nye County, Nevada, for Fury Explorations and U.S.D.A - Forest Service - Austin District, 
through Resource Concepts, Inc. 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS 

Sierra Lakes Village Environmental Impact Report, Yuba County. Califomia: Responsible for technical t>'iiting 
and document pro-duction of an environmental impact report and mitigation monrtonng program for the 1,400-.icre 
Sierra Lakes Village Specific Plan (proposed project includes 1,240 acres of residential, commercial, recreational 
and open space uses as well as a 160-acre copper mine) for Welsh Engineering Science & Technology, Inc. 

San Juan Ridge Mine Environmental Impact Report, Nevada County, Califomia: Responsible for technical 
editing and document production of an environmental impact report which analyses the environmental impacts 
associated with development of a 162-acre underground gold mine situated in Nevada County for Welsh 
Engineering Science & Technology, Inc. 
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Hayden Hil l Mine Project, Cultural Resources Section of Draft Environmental Impact Report (BR), Lassen 
County, Califomia: Responsible for technical editing and document production of the cultural resource section 
to the Hayden Hill screencheck draft EIR for Hayden Hill Operating Company. Inc. through Westem Cultural 
Resource Management Inc. 

Bcdie Mine Project, Environmental Impact Report - Drilling Program, Bodie, Califomia: Responsible for 
technical editing, document production, and graphics for screen check draft and draft environmental impact report 
(EIR) prepared by Bodie Consolidated Mining Company and their technical team composed of regional experts 
in eleven different resource fieWs. 

BIJou Park and Golf Course, Environmental Impact Report and Statement, South Lake Tahoe, California: 
Provided editing and document and graphics production of a third-party environmental impact report/ environmental 
impact statement for the City of South Lake Tahoe, Califomia, and the Tahoe Regional Planning Agency (TRPA). 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENTS 

Round Mountain Mine Project Cultural Resources Section of Draft Environmental Impact Statement (BS), 
Nye County, Nevada: Responsible for writing and technical editing of the preliminary draft cultural resource 
section to the Round Mountain EIS for the third party EIS consultant through Westem Cultural Resource 
Management inc. 

Robinson Mine Project, Cultural Resources Section of Environmental Impact Statement (BS), White Pine 
County Nevada: Responsible for writing and technical editing of site synopsis for the cultural resource section 
to the Magma Robinson Project EIS for Magma Copper Company and the U.S.D.I. BLM through Westem Cultural 
Resource Management Inc. 

Quartz Mountain Gold Project, Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Lakeview, Oregon: Managed 
collection and integratksn of 13 subcontracted discipline sections for U.S.DA Forest Service Preliminary EIS for 
proposed mine on Fremont National Forest in Oregon. Coordinated witli Forest Service Interdisciplinary team to 
assure NEPA compliance and consistency throughout document production. Work performed for Galactic Services, 
Inc. and the U.S.DA - Forest Service - Fremont National Forest 

Sherwin SU Area, Draft Environmental Impact Statement, Mammoth Lakes, Califomia: Provided editing and 
document and graphics production of a third-party draft environmental impact statement on the Sherwin Ski Area 
near the Town of Mammoth Lakes, Mono County, Califomia, for U.S.D.A - Forest Service - Inyo National Forest. 

EVIDENTIARY AND DUE DIUGENCE DOCUMENTATION 

Undisclosed Client, t -re-feasibility Environmental Due Diligence, Southem Califomia: Conducted pnvileged 
and confidential pre-feasibility environmental due diligence work prepared al request of council foi a major mining 
corporation in southem Califomia. 

Undisclosed Client, Leach Pad Damage Documentation, Colorado: Researched 
and compiled a pictorial history of a catastrophic heap leach pad (HLP) construction 
failure at a large gold mine site surrounded by Rio Grande National Forest land in 
Colorado. Exhibits consisted of the HLP liner as-built prior lo failure, final perimeter of 
new HLP liner, repaired and replaced HLP lin.3r, repair areas of HLP liner, and ore on 
HLP pnor to failure. 
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MA.NAGEMENT 

Westem Cultural Resource Management, Inc. (WORM) Consulted for WCRM on a retained 21 month contract 
including technical editing/wnting, archaeological document preparation, document production/publication 
consulting, administrative services management/superviskjn. word processing support services, and WordPerfect 
training. 

Autumn Productions, Inc., Corporate Management, Rano, Nevada: MADCON continues to provide business 
management services to API. All aspects of corporate management including day to day operation, purchasing, 
and distributkjn of their product is handled by MADCON. 

Welsh Engineering Sdence & Technology, Inc. (WESTEC), Administrative Services, Reno, Nevada: 
Consulted for WESTEC on a retained one year contract, including technical editing/writing, environmental 
document preparation, document production/publication consulting, administrative services manage
ment/supervision, word processing/drafting support services, and WordPerfect training. 

hfanhoe Gold Mine, Production Water Program, Winnemucca, Nevada: Managed $1.3 million production water 
procurement project during the preconstruction and constmction of the Ivanhoe Gold Mine. Accountable directly 
to mine manager of Ivanhoe Gold Company and responsible for the exploration, dniling and production of five 
water wells. The three-pfiase program consisted of completion of existing dniled production wells with production 
pumps: contract design of pipeline, storage tanks, and delivery system, production drilling of two additional water 
wells; airiift pump testing; equipping with pumps and totalizing meters; and initiating and administering an 
exploration dnil program of more than 10,000 feet of borehole in search of water for future needs. 

PERMTTS & PERMITTING 

CR Briggs Corporation • Briggs Project, Final Environmental Quality Assurance/Compliance 
Plan/Handtmok, Inyo County, California: Managed and prepared compilation of the mitigation and reclamation 
requirements for the construction, extraitran, processing, closure, and reclamation of the CR Briggs Corporation -
Briggs Project This easy and quick reference is further intended to be a short summary of the project the 

benefits derived from the project, and the way the project is to look upon completion of mining and i eclamation. 
The U.S.D.I. BLM - Ridgecrest Resource Area and County of Inyo requirements are shown in detail, and respective 
inspection and enforcement responsibilities are indicated. 

Fortune Cookie Placer Mine Project, Operating Permits, Pershing County, Nevada: 
Managed and prepared zero discharge permit monitoring plan, application for a water 
pollution control permit application for air quality permit to construct/operating permit, 
and application for NDOW industrial artificial pond pennit for East West Minerals Inc. 
and Nevada Department of Environmental Protection. 

Lotver Olinghouse Placer Mine Project, Zero Discharge Permit, Washoe County, 
Nevada: Managed and completed zero discharge permit monitoring plan and 
application for a water pollution control perrrm for New GoW Inc. and Nevada 
Department of Environmental Proiectofi. 

tvanhoe Gold Mine, Water Rights Permitt ing Program, Winnemucca, Nevada: Managed the permitting strategy 
for 331.2 million-gallon water rights program for production water for Ivanhoe Gold Mine. 

Midas Bar and Pack Station, Water Rights Permits, Midas Nevada: Completed work on all water nghts 
permitiing and support documentation for BLM right-of-way for water supply for Midas Bar & Pack Station and 
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discovery work reiattd to law suit against semi-municipal water supply for Midas, Nevada, on behalf of Les and 
Bev Matson. 

PLANS OF OPERATIONS 

Fortune Cookie Placer Mine Project, Plan of Operations, Pershing County, 
Nevada: Managed and prepared a pian of operations for the Fortune Cookie Placer 
Mine Project for East West Minerals Inc. and Nevada Department of Environmental 
Protection. 

Lower Olinghouse Placer Mine Project, Plan of Operations, Washoe County, 
Nevada: Managed and prepared a plan of operations for the Olinghouse Placer Mine 
Project fcr New Gold Inc. and Nevada Department of Environmental Protection. 

SAFETY DOCUMENTS 

CR Brigg!, Corporation - Briggs Project, Safr»ty Manual and Injury and Illness Prevention Program, Inyo 
County, Califomia: Responsible for technical editing and document production of the CR Briggs Corporation -
Briggs Project, Safety Manual and Injury and Illness Prevention Program, including production ot 300 personal use 
sized manuals for distnbution to employees. 

SfTING PROPOSALS 

State of Nevada's Response to Department of Energy's Invitation for Site 
Proposals for the Superconducting Super Collider (SSC): 13 Volume AppUcation, 
Near Winnemucca, Nevada: Provided project management on the editing and 
document/graphics production of the State of Nevada's response lo the DOE's invitation 
for site proposals for the Super Conducting Super CollWer (SSC) project being 
considered at the time by the DOE, involving the design and construction of a federal 
research laboratory to conduct expenments in high energy physics. Wcric completed 
for the Nevada Commission on Economic Development and the U.S. Department of 
Energy. 

SPECIFICATIONS FOR SUBCONTRACTORS 

Buffalo Gulch Project, Environmental Impact Statement SpecMcations for Subcontractors, Idaho: Prepared 
and compiled comprehensive specifications for subconbactors for completion cf an environmental impact statement 
for the Buffalo Gulch Project under the supen,'ision of Steffen Rot)ertson & Kirsten and Idaho Gold Corporation. 

STORM WATER POLLUTION PREVEffPON PLANS 

CR Briggs Corporation - Briggs Project, Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan tor Construction Activities, 
Inyo County, Califomia: Managed and pi spared SWPPP for construction activities for proposed project 
consisting of the construction and operation of an open pit gold and silver mining operation, associated heap leach
ing faality, and ancillary facilities. Tne SWPPP requires implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) 
to control and abate the discharg'j of pollutants in storm water discharges constitute compliance with Best 
Available Technology Economical y Available (BAT)/Best Conventional Pollutant Control Technology (BCT) 
requirement and with requiremerts lO achieve water quality standards. The SWPPP consists of detailed 
descriptions of the project background, site c .̂-.raclerisl̂ cs, faality information and construction activities, best 
management practices, penodic evaluation and reporting, and plan certifications. 
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Twin Creeks Mine Project, Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan for Industrial 
Activities, Humboldt County, Nevada: Prepared SWPPP for industrial activities for 
proposed project consisting of open p't mines, overburden and interburden storage 
areas, dewatenng water treatmeit and disposal facilities, milling circuits, tailings 
storage facilities, dump leach processing circuits, and ancillary facilities. The SWPPP 
requires implementation of Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control and abate 
the discharge of pollutants in storm water discharges constitute compliance with Best 
Available Technology Economically Available (BAT)/Best Conventional Pollutant Control 
Technology (BCT") requirement and with requirements to achieve water quality 
standards. T ,̂̂  SWPPP consists of detailed descnptions of the project background, 
site ch?»rp.cteristics, facility infomiation, best management practices, periodic evaluation and reporting, and plan 
certiftcation. Work performed for WESTEC. Inc. 

COMMITTEE/COUNCIUASSOCIATION EXPERIENCE 

City of Reno - River Renaissance Focus Committee. Member and CoChairperson. November 1995-present 

City of Reno - Board of Adjustment Member August 1995-present 

Paric Towers Residents' Association, Inc. President and Chainnan ofthe Board. Non-profit corporation of resioents 
(mostly senior citizens) provWing leadership and advocacy in tenant concems, issues, and nghts. 1992-present 

Mono County Mining Committee. SecrBtary/Treasunar Established to devetop a unified voice for pmdent mineral 
development in Mono County. Califomia. 1989-1993 

American Foundation for AIDS Research (AmFAR), Public Education Task Force - Subcommittee on Person with 
Disabilities. Commrtfee Me.mber and Chairperson. Committee provided technical expertise on the comprehensive 
AIDS education program of deaf, blind, and deaf-blind, as well as phys.cally disabled individuals. 1983-1991 

National Counal - Long Range Planning Committee for Mortar Board, Inc. Committee Member ProvWe 
coordination of 186 Honor societies across the nation. 1982-1985 

Kent State University, College of Education Teacher Educatran Council. Council Member Goveming body for all 
teacher education programs at Kent State Univei-sity. 1982-1983 

Kent State University, College of Education, Department of Special Education, Undergraduate Curriculum 
Committee. Committee Member 1982-1983 

Kent State University, Affirmative Action Committee. Committee Member Investigative committee on all affirmative 
action issues and cases. 1982-1983 

Kent State University, Alumni Assooation, Distinguished Teacher Awards Committee. Committee Member. Awards 
three $1000 awards for outstanding teaching contributions from a full time faculty member. 1982 

Triennial Conference of Mortar Board, Inc. Kent State University Chapter Delegate trom section XIII 1982 

United Stales Assoaation of Blind Athletes, Kent State University Steenng Committe? for the 1985 United States 
Association of Blina Athletes Summer Olympics to be held at Kent Stale University. Committee Member 
1980-1983 
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cnir^ I Oliav CEQA/NEPA Documentavon 
tniU J. nUD r y^g Planning 

Project Manager Environmental Impact Analyses 
Socioeconomics 

Feasibility Analyses 

SUMIVIARY OF PROFESSIONAL EXPERTISE 

Mr Ruby has over 15 years of expedience in the environmental planning and urban design field. The 
emphasis of his experience is in environmental planning, entitlement to use processing, development 
of resource management plans, and assistance in regulatory compliance programs. Mr. Ruby is a 
recognized California Environmental Quality Act expert, having managed over 200 CEQA documents. 
Including Environmental Impact Reports (EIRs), Negative Declarations, initial Study/Environmental 
Assessments (EAs), and mitigation monitoring programs. He has been responsible for a variety of 
complex CEQA compliance projects ranging from small residential EAs to General Plan/EIR/Master 
Environmental Assessments. 

Most recently Mr. Ruby was responsible for the LaVina Specific Plan/EIR, which made CEQA 
procedural case histor>' at the California Supreme Court. The environmental documentation includes 
over 10,000 pages of analyses over an 8-yea. penod. He also has broad expenence in preparatiori 
of spec.fic plans, oak tree survey reports, AQMP compliance, and other specialized environmenta 
assessments. Prior to joining WESTEC, Mr. Ruby was a principal with Urban Vision and held several 
senior management positions with major Southern California urban and environmentai planning firms 
and engineering companies. Th.s multi-disciplinary background in management, environmental 
science, urban planning, and civil engineering enables Mr. Ruby to provide comprehensive .nsight to 
complex projects. 

EDUCATION 

University of California, Irvine B.A. in Social Ecology, 1980 

AFFILIATIONS 

Americfin Planning Association 
Building Industry Association 
Association o* environmental Professionals 
Urban Land Institute 

PROFESSIONAL HISTORY 

WESTEC, Inc., Reno, Nevada, Proiect Manager, January 1996 to present 
Urban Vision, Newport Beach, California, Managing Principal. November 1990 to January 1996 
Planning & Design Solutions, Director, Planning & Environmental Services, May 1989 to November 

1990 
The Planning Center, Senior Project Manager, March 1987 to May 1989 
Michael Brandman Associates. Project Manager, January 1985 to March 1987 
Engineering Service Corporation, Planner, October 1982 to January 1985 
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SELECTED RELEVANT EXPERIENCE 

Specific Plan and EIR, laVina - Altadena, California'. The LaVina planned community involved an 8-
year planning process which required a General Plan Amendment, Specific Plan, and EIR processes 
within the County of Los Angeles. LaVina is a proposed residential community of single-family homes 
and a 10 --fC orivate school on 220 acres. Over one-half of the site is preserved as open space. Over 
lO.CXX) pagei of environmental documentation were prepared for the project. In addition, the project 
set the precedent for CEQA procedural case law. Additional project components included an off site 
wetlands mitigation plan, oak tree program, specialized fuel modification program and forest 
management plan policy conformance review, and a community-wide consensus building program. 

Mandaville Canyon Estates, City of Los Angales, California, EIR: The Mandeville Canyon Estates 
project is located in the Brentwood Pacific Palisades area of the City of Los Angeles, situated at an 
elevation of approximately 1,300 feet. The proposed project consists of 34 estate-size residential lots 
for a private, guard-gated community on 239.1 acres. The development area will occur on 
approximately one-third of the site, leaving the remaining two-thirds as undisturbed natural open 
space. 

Primary EIR issues inciuded unstable slopes and a substandard landfill situated in the upper reaches 
of the site's central canyon, which required substantial remedial geotechnical work. Additional issues 
for the EIR included traffic and circulation, visual impacts, site access, creation of a fuel modification 
zone, and development of a comprehensive community participation program. 

Cilywida Biological Resource Survey, City of Mission Via/o. Califomia: A comprehensive Biological 
Resource Survey was prepared for the City of Mission Viejo to support its Citywide Weed Abatement 
Program. Potentially significant resources were inventoried, photographed, and mapped to document 
existing conditions. Mitigation measures were developed to minimize short-term and long-teim 
impacts to sensitive resources during weed abatement activities. The biological resource survey 
served as the basis for identifying pnmary resource enhancement areas. 

EIR and Fiscal Impact Report, La Laguna Estates, City of Lake Elsinore, California: The project 
involved the preparation of an EIR .^nd a Fiscal impact Report for the development of a proposed 
master-planned community situated on 489 acres in the City of Lake Elsinore. The development 
propose the construction of 600 attached and detached single-family homes on 189 acres with 58 
percent of the site to remain as enhanced open space. Significant issues addressed included 
circulation and site access, compatibility with adjacent mining activities, hydrology, creation of a fuel 
modification zone, hillside topography, and a market analysis. 

Expanded Environmental Assessment. City of La Habra. California, Old Settlers Pta.'^ / Nixon Law 
Office: An expanded environmental assessment was prepared for demolition of Old Settlers Plaza, 
including a historical evaluation of the Nixon law office building and the Wcitar Hotel. Lack of 
significant historical value resulted in the preparation of a negative declaration. 
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Design Gtjidelines, Snow Creek Commercial Center. Walnut, California: Design guidelines and an 
information booklet were prepared for tnis 28-acre commercial site located within the City of Walnut. 
Land uses included office/commercial, service commercial, and retail land uses. Land use 
compatibility issues were addressed through architecture and landscape buffering. 

Master Plan and EIR. Members Club at Firestone, County of Los Angeles, California: This Master 
Plan/EIR was prepared for two IS hole golf courses, the Southern California Gold Association 
Headquarters, a Hyatt Hotel, and associated facilities. Major constraints in the project included the 
Tonner Canyon Significant Ecological Area, biotic resources, and site access. Traffic, visual resources 
and wastewater treatment/water quality were significant issues addressed in the environmental 
documentation for the project. 

Eeonomk Development Strategy and Development. Design Concept-Watts Recovery Area, Community 
Redevelopment Agency. City of Los Angeles. California: The Watts Recovery Project includes 10 
targ-st areas within the Watts comnvjnity that will be redeveloped or revitalized as part of the recovery 
project in the City of Los Angeles. Urban Vision prepared the opportunities and constraints analysis, 
and Master Plan of Development and the design concepts for this project. The project involved 
rehabilitation of existing residential, commercial, and industrial development. It also involved areas 
for future development opportunities. 

Palm Desert Properties Land Planning. Palm Desert. California: The Palm Desert Properties are located 
in the City of Palm Desert, south of the Monterey Avenue.'Interstate 10 interchange, adjacent to the 
northeast corner of Monterey Avenue and Gerald Ford Drive. The project site consisted of 275 single-
family detached and attached homes on 110 acres, which included an internal parkway that 
functioned as an open space buffer, and a community center with recreation facilities. A separate 
20-acre parcel comprised the second phase of the project, which proposed 220,000 square feet of 
commercial area. 

The project required the preparation of a site plan and tentative subdivision map applications, an initial 
environmental assessment, landscape architectural requirements, design guidelines, and a vesting 
tentative tract map for the property. 

Master Plan/EIR. Bermuda Dunes. County Club Expansion. County of Riverside, California: Urban 
Vision prepared an expanded environmental assessment and master development strategy for the 
addition of 9 holes and 130 custom lots to the Bermuda Dunes County Club. Major issues included 
general plan consistency, circulation, and archaeological resources. 

I.OS Angeles Veterans Initiatit/e, Inc. ILA. Vetsl, Ingle wood. California: Preparation of grants for HUD 
funding of Section 8 certificates and supportive housing funds. Also worked with the City of 
Inglewood Housing Authority and Redevelopment Agency to receive redevelopment funding for 
rehabilitation of existing building. The project provides housing for 400 formerly homeless veterans 
in Los Angeles County with supportive services. Urban Vision also was in charge of entitlements and 
project brochure preparation. 

Military Base Housing Master Plan Programs, San Diego, Califomia: Preparation of a comprehensive 
Neighborhood Plan for the San Diego Naval Station and a site investigation for a project in Everett, 
Washington. Tasks included technical writing and graphics preparation. 
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Development Feasibility Study, Aqua Amarga Canyon. City of Rancho Palos Verdes. California: An 
expanded environmental assessment, opportunity and constraints analysis, arid CDFG/ACOE 
regulatory permitting was prepared for a 14,5-acre hillside oceanview property located on the Palos 
Verdes Peninsula. Key issues irKluded remedial grading, habitat restoration and r ydrology associated 
with construction of a storm drain. 

Saddleback Meadows EIR. Orange County. California: A comprehensive EIR was prepared for a 318-
unit residential project on a 223-acre hillside site, adjacent to O'Neill Regional Park. The proposed 
prcject is the latest version -'f several development proposals proposed for the site over the last 18 
years, and is located within „ ie Foothill-Trabuco specific plan planning area. Major issues evaluated 
in the EIR inciuded land use compatibility, geotechnical hazards, sensitive biological resources 
(including a Federally listed endangered species), aesthetics, recreation, noise, air quality and traffic. 

Dale Stieet Grade Separation EIR. City of Buena Park. Catitornia: A focused EIR was prepared for the 
proposed grade separation of existing Dale Street and the AT&SF Railroad, in accordance with Public 
Utilities Commission requirements. In addition to the focused environmental analysis (hydrology, 
noise, traffic and aesthetics), the EIR evaluated .several geometric alternatives to the proposed grade 
separation. 

Marine Bird Care Facility EIR. San Pedro. Califomia: Operating under a joint agreement, a focused EIR 
was prepared for Los Angeles Unified School District (LAUSD) and the California Department of Fish 
and Game for the construction of a marine bird care facility. Proposed within the Fort MacArthur 
Educational Reservation, the facility is designed to care for marine birds during oil spill/hazard 
conditions and to serve as an LAUSD educational facility. 

La Verne Heights Specific Plan/EIR. La Verne. California: A specific plan and EIR were prepared for 
a 212-acre hillside residential project within one of the last undeveloped areas of the city. Major 
issues included general plan consistency, geotechnical hazards, sensitive biological resources and 
habitat restoration. 

College Park Palmdale Specific Plan and EIR. Falmdale. California: Preparation of a specific plan and 
EIR for a mixed use project, including 1200 detached and attached residential units, an 18-hole 
championship golf course, 5 acres of retail commercial, and a satellite campus for Antelope Valley 
ComnrHjnity College. Major issues included annexation to the City of Palmdale, seismic hazards (San 
Andreas Fault), flood hazards, public services and aesthetics. 

Pine Ridge Village Community Plan. Pine Ridge. South Dakota: Preparation of a draft community plan 
for the Oguaga Sioux Indians on the Pine Ridge Reservation in South Dakota. Major design cnieria 
included cultural traditions, limited infrastructure, and extreme weather conditions. 

Lake Master Plan Mitigated Negative Declaration. City of Lake Elsinore. California: Preparation of an 
expanded initial study/environmental assessnent and mitigated negative declaration for the year 2010 
Lake Elsinore Master Plan. Projected master plan land uses included marina facilities, resort hotels, 
museum, shoreline park enhancements, a water ski stadium and associated retail land uses. 

Chrisanta Drive Channel Expanded Environmental Assessment and Habitat Restoration Program. City 
of Mission Viejo. California: As a result of recent flooding, the Chrisanta Drive Channel was 
reconstructed, resulting in an impact to existing wetlands and willow woodland. A habitat restoration 
program was prepared to mitigate wetland impacts, arvj incorporated into the subsequent CDFG 1603 
Streambed Alteration Agreement and ACOE Section 404/401 permits. 
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Canyon Oaks Estates ElP.'Project Planning. Topanga Canyon. California: Preparation of a draft EIR. 
information booklet and projtct planning for a 97 custom lot golf course community, located in upper 
Topanga Canyon, within the S'.nta Monica Mountains. Following completion of the EIR, the property 
was acquired by the Santa Monica Mountains Conservancy for open space. 

Sf*f» Route 58 Bypass EIR/EIS. Mojave. California: Preparation of the land use and socioeconomic 
analysis portions of the SR 58 Bypass EIR./EIS for Caitrans District 9. The EIR.'EIS evaluated the 
environmental and social effects of routing 8 miles of SR 58 around the city of Mojave to relieve 
traffic congestion and related safety hazards. 
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LO INTRODUCTION/OVERVIEW 

i. l PURPOSE 

The Cily ol Reno, Nevada has conducted a comprehensive review of the preliminary 

Environmental Assessment (EA) prepared tor the Union Pacific/Southern Pacific (UP/SP) 

Merger (the proposed Merger)(Finance Dockei No. 32760) by the Surface Transportation 

Board (STB), Section of Environmental Analysis (SLA) dated April 12, 1996. The EA has 

been reviewed for compliance wilh the statutory provisions outlined in the National 

Environmenlal Policy Act of 1969, as amended (NEPA) (PL 91-190, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et 

seq.); the Council on Environmental Quality (CEQ) Regulations (40 Code of Federal 

Regulations [CFR] 1500-1508, 43 FR 55990, Nov. 28, 1978. Revised ihrough July 1. 1991;, 

the Interstate Commerce Commis.sion (ICC) Regulations (49 CFR 1105, 56 FR 36105, July 

31, 199!) adopted by the STB'; and accepted professional environmental and engineering 

analysis practices. 

The following documents were evaluated in the City of Reno"s Review of the EA: 

Environmental A.s.iessment, Finance Document No. 32 760, Vols. 1-5, Union Pacific 
Corjjoration, Union Pacific Railroad Company, and Missouri Pacific Railroad 
Company -Control and Merger- Southern Pacific Rail Corporation, Southern Pacific 
Transportation Company. St. Louis Southwestern Railway Company. SPCSL 
Corporation, and the Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Company. April 12, 
1996. Surtace Transportation Board, Section of Environmenlal Analysis, 
Wa.shington, D.C. 

Railroad Merger Application. ICC Finance Docket No. 32760. Applicants' 
Environmental Report and Operating Plan, Union Pacific/Southern Pacific Control 
and Merger, Vols. 1-6. November 30, 1995. Surface Transportation Board, 
Washington, D C. 

Applicants' Submission of Preliminary Draft Enviromnental .-issessment Concerning 
Settlement with BN/Santa Fe. March 29, 1996. Surface Transportation Board, 
Washington, D C. 

Surface Transportation Board Environm.ental .Assessment. Finance Dockei No. 
32760, Union Pacific Corporation. Union Pacific Railroad Company, and Missouri 
Pacific Railroad Company -Control and Merger- Southern Pacific Rail Corporation, 

The ICC Termination Act of 1995, PL 104-88. 109 Stat. 803 which was enacted on December 29, 1995 
and took effect on lanuary 1. 1996, abolished the Interstate Commerce Commission and tiansferred its 
railroad merger approval functions to the Surface Transportation Board. 
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Southern Pacific Transportation Company, St. Louis Southwestern Railway 
Company, SPCSL Corporation, and the Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad 
Company. Errata to Environmental Assessment. April 18. 1996. Surface 
Transportation Board, Washington. D C. 

Railroad Merger Study. March 15. 1996. Nolte and Associates. Inc.. Strategic 
Management, Inc. Kleinfelder, and SEA, Incorporated. Copy on file, Reno 
Redevelopment Agency, Reno, Nevada. 

Reno Downtown Traffic/Parking Study. December 1995. Barton-Aschman 
.Associates, Inc., Strategic Project Management, Inc., and Lumos & Associates, Inc. 
Copy on file, Reno Redevelopment .Agency, Reno, Nevada. 

The comments and information contained in this review document are in addition to the 

Comments and Verified Statement ofthe City of Reno, submitted to the STB, dated March 

29, 1996, incorporated and made pari of this document by reference. This document was 

not reflected in the EA, although other documents wilh the same date (BN/Sanla Fe 

Preliminary Draft Environmenlal Assessment [STB, 1996a]) were. 

The City of Reno opposes approval of lhe proposed Merger of the Union Pacific (UP) and 

Southern Pacific (SP) Railroads as currently proposed because the posl-merger operations 

proposed by UP/SP (the ".Applicants") will have significant adverse impact on the 

environment and public health and safely, as well as commerce of the City of Reno, and 

neither the application, nor the Applicant, propose action that will adequately safeguard the 

environment, public health and safety, and mitigate the adverse impacts of the proposed 

Merger, in accordance with the requirements of NEPA. Based on the analysis conl.lined 

within this document, i l is clear that the EA prepared for the proposed Merger is not 

adequate in several respects, that i l cannot be made to comply with the provisions of NEPA, 

and as a result, an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for lhe Reno/Sparks/Truckee 

Meadows area is more appropriate and is required. 

As promulgated under 40 CFR 1502.4(c)(1) - Major Federal Actions Requiring the 

Preparation of Environmenlal Impacts Statements, federal agencies may find i l useful to 

evaluate the proposed action geographically, including components of the proposed action 

which would occur within the same general location or region. Implementation of this 

provision would focus the analysis in the EIS to significantly affected regions, including the 

Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadows area. 
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The specific basis for the City of Reno's position relating to thc EA is contained in the 

following chapters of this documen'.. 

1.2 ORGANIZATION OF COMMENTS 

This comment document has been organized to provide comments on the EA in a logical 

manner, generally following the structure ofthe EA Comments contained in this document 

are focused on the 139.0 mile n i l line segmeni beiween Roseville, Califomia and Sparks, 

Nevada, and specifically the portion of this line segmeni traversing the corporate limits of 

the City of Reno. In cases where impact categories are not affected by political boundaries, 

such as air quality, the commenis address a bronder impact area. 

Commenis on the EA are evaluated in the following chapters cf this document: 

2.0 NEPA Procedural Issues 

3.0 Adequacy of Environmental Assessment - Vol. I , Chapter 1.0 -
Description of the Proposed Action and Alternatives 

4.0 Adequacy of Environmental Assessment - Vol. 2, Chapter 12.0 - Rail 
Line Segment, Rail Yard, and Intermodal Facility Impacts - Nevada 

5.0 .Adequacy of Environmental Assessment - Proposed Mitigation 
Measures 

6.0 Adequacy of Conclusion - No Significant Effect on the Quality of the 
Human Environment 

7.0 Conclusions/City of Reno's Requested Action 

8.0 References 

Comment letters recei\'ed from public agencies affected by the proposed Merger, not 

previously submitted, are included in the Appendix of this document. 
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2.0 NEPA PROCEDURAL ISSUES 

2.1 NEPA IMPLEMENTATION - STB/ICC REGULATIONS 

The National Environmenlal Policy Act (NEPA) is the United Slates' basic national charier 

for protection of the environment and is the governing environmental protection law. NEPA 

establishes environmenta! policy for the nation, provides an interdisciplinary framework for 

federal agencies to prevent environmental damage and degradation, and contains procedures 

to ensure thai federa! agency decision-makers consider environmenlal factors in the decision 

making process (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.; 40 CFR 1500.1). 

In order to effectively implement NEPA. the CEQ established NEPA regulations for 

guidance to federa! agencies under 40 CFR 1500-1508. In addiiion, 40 CFR 1507.3(a) 

requires that every federal agency prepare procedures to supplement NEPA and the NEPA 

regulations. The STB has adopted the ICC's environmental regulations for implementation 

of NEPA (49 CFR 1105), and the STB's SEA retained a third parly consultant lo prepare 

the EA. The STB NEPA implementing regulations are not consisteni with NEPA and the 

NEPA regulations, in that they substantially focus the requirements for impact analysis, 

resulting in unevaluated significant environmental factors. 

In preparing thc EA, STB was required lo identify lhe issues and areas of potential 

environmental impact; analyze the potential impacts of the proposed Merger; consider 

alternatives to the proposed Merger; review and incorporate pi olic comments into the EA; 

consult with alTecled federal, stale, and local agencies lo incorporate their concerns inlo the 

assessment; and develop mitigalion measures lo avoid, or reduce lo less than significant, 

impacts on the environment. The EA does not adequately assess and incorporate lhe above 

outlined mandatory factors inlo the analysis and conclusion of the document. Each issue is 

discussed in detail in the following sections. 

Part 1105.7 of Chapter 49 of the Code of Federal Regulations, the STB NEPA implementing 

regulations, require the Applicant to submit an environmenlal report on the proposed action 

containing the informaiion specified by 49 CFR 1105.7i-). The Applicant's environmenlal 

report does not contain the mandatory provisions of subsection (e), and as a result, is not 

adequate to function as the baseline document for the EA. 
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2.2 PROCEDURAL ISSUES 

Although the Cily of Reno was never formally consulted under the requirements of NEPA, 

the NEPA Regulalii.ns, and the STB Environmenlal Regulations, formal commenis and 

verified statements were transmitted to the STB for consideration and incorporation inlo the 

EA on March 2'^ 1996. A thorough review of the EA has revealed that none of uie 

comments submitted by the City of Reno, including the verified slatemenls and associated 

Cily department and regional agency comment letters, were incorporated into the EA. 

NEPA defines an EA as a concise public document lhat a lead agency prepares when a 

project is not covered by a categorical exclusion, and the lead agency does not know whether 

the impacts will be significant (40 CFR 1508.9(a)). The EA has three purposes, outlined as 

follows: 1) that it provides sufficient evidence and analysis determine wheiher an EIS is 

required; 2) that i l supports an agency's compliance with NEPA when no EIS is required; 

and 3) that it facilitates preparation of an EIS when one is required. The five volume, over 

1,000 page EA is not a concise public document, and warrants an extension of lime to allow 

the Cily of Reno lo provide meaningful comments to the STB. Part 1501.4(e)(2) supports 

the concept of lead agencies allowing for adequate review lime, although the STB has 

ignored the City of Reno's repeated requests for an extension of time. 

2.3 PUBLIC INVOLVEMENT/SCOPING 

Public involvement is an important part ofthe NEP.A process, and is encouraged during the 

preparation of com.plex, controversial EAs to achieve full disclosure (40 CFR 1506.6(a)). 

Although not technically required for an EA, a scoping meeting should have been conducted 

prior 10 preparation of the EA for the proposed Merger, to obtain important input relative 

lo environmenta! factors lo be evaluated and alternatives to be considered. At a minimum, 

scoping meetings should have been conducted in areas which were forecast to be impacted 

the greatest 'oy the proposed Merger. The lack of impact and alternatives analysis in the EA 

relative to significant issues of concern to the City of Reno clearly demonstrates the value 

of scoping. In addition, tlie Reno-Sparks Indian Colony, a Native American organization, 

was not consulted, as required by 40 CFR 1501.7(a)(1). 

2.4 INTERNAL CONSISTENCY 

All NEPA documents, including EAs, must be prepared so that the relationship beiween lhe 

proposed action, environmental setting, impact analysis, mitigalion measures, and comparison 

of alternatives remains internally consistent. An incorrect or misleading proposed action has 

a direct effect on the analysis contained within the body of the EA, resulting in inadequate 
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mitigation measures and alternatives. Several impact assessment areas wiihin the EA use 

confiicting methodologies and assumptions, resulting in a document which is internally 

inconsistent. Specific examples of these inconsistencies are documented in Chapters 3 .0.4.0, 

and 5.0 of this document. 

2.5 ESTABLISHED THRESHOLDS 
NEPA requires lhat an EIS be prepared when a proposed federal action has the potential lo 

significantly affect the qualitv of the hum.an environment. The key components of the EA 

used to determine if the proposed action would have the potential to affect the quality of the 

human environment are the established thresholds. While some environmental factors have 

quantifiable thresholds, such as air quality and iraffic, other thresholds are more subjectively 

related to the region and unique characteristics of the area of potential affect. 

A review of the impact analysis portion of the EA has revealed numerous errors and flaws 

in methodology which will result in several of the established significance thresholds being 

exceeded. Several ofthe environmenlal factors evaluated have no defined thresholds, making 

any analysis of the significance of impacts impossible. Part 1105.7(e) of Chapter 40 of the 

Code of Federal Regulations specifically excludes significance thresholds for most of the 

identified environmental factors. In adc.ition, many of the environmenlal factors not 

evaluated in the EA, including energy, cultural resources, iand use, socioeconomics, water 

resources, and biological resources have established significance thresholds which may be 

exceeded by the proposed action. Adequate mitigation measures have not been proposed to 

avoid or reduce these impacts lo less than significant, and as a result, the findings ofthe EA 

that the proposed action would not significantly affect the quality of the human environment 

are not supportable. 

Chapters 3.0. 4.0. and 5.0 of this document identify specific examples of internal 

inconsistency, threshold exceedance, and meaningless, open-ended mitigalion measures. 
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3.0 ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT - VOL. 1, 
CHAPTER 1.0 - DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACTION AND 
ALTERNATIVES 

3.1 MANDATORY ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT COMPONENTS 

An EA musl include a discu.ssion of four (4) primary components including: 1) the need for 

the proposed action; 2) feasible alternatives; 3) the environmental impacts ofthe proposed 

action and the altematives; and 4) a list of agencies and persons consul-d. The EA prepared 

for the propo.sed Merger is not adequate in all four of the above outlined areas. The EA 

does not adequately describe the need for the proposed action, does not include feasible 

alternatives identified by the Cily of Reno, does not adequately evaluate the impacts ofthe 

proposed action, does not evaluate the impacts of feasible alternatives since none are 

proposed, and though a list of agencies and persons consulted is included il is not 

compreliensive (thc City of Reno was not formally consulted) The following sections of this 

document contain a discussion of lhe above outlined inadequacies of the EA. 

3.2 PROPOSED ACTION/PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The proposed action, as il relates lo the City of Reno, is described in Vol. 1, pages 1-7 

through 1-15. Vol. 1, page 1-11, Table 1-3 describes the rail line segments which meet or 

exceed environmenlal analysis thresholds, resulting in the requirement for additional impact 

analysis in the EA. 

The rail segment which would affect the City of Reno is identified as Roseville. California 

to Sparks, Nevada. The table indicates lhat the referenced rail segment is currently operated 

by SP, and has a lenglh of 139.0 miles Pre-merger train iraffic is shown as l3.8 irains per 

day, with posl-merger train traffic of 25.1 trains per day, for a: increase of 11.3 trains per 

day. In addiiion, the gross ton-miles per year is shown as increasing 78.7 percent. Since 

no rail yards, intermodal operaiions, abandonments or construction projects are proposed for 

this line segment, the EA purports that the identified increase in trains per day and ton-rniles 

per year represents the entire proposed action as it relates to this segment and the City of 

Reno (see Section 3.2.2 of this document lor a discussion of abandonment components of 

the proposed action in the Reno vicinity). 

3.2.1 ROSEVILLE. CALIFORNIA TO SPARKS. NEVADA RAIL SEGMENT 

An evaluation of all ofthe applications, settlement agreements. Voi. 1. Chapter 1.0 ofthe 

EA. and related documents reveal that none of the documents contain information on the 

characteristics of existing or future rail Iraffic for the Rosevillt, California lo Sparks, Nevada 
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rail segment, upon which fhe analysis in the EA must be based. Missing, underestimated, 

and overestimated post-merger train characteristics include: 1) total number of irains; 2) 

average train length; and 3) average train .speed of trains. Without this basic information, 

the impact analysis portion of the EA, as it relates to the City of Reno, is meaningless. All 

three of these assumptions, upon which the entirely of the impact analysis section of the EA 

appear to be based, are incorrect. 

Number of Trains 

The EA significantly underestimates the increa.se in the number trains per day and gross ton-

miles per year. 

Volume 3 of the Railroad .Uerger .Application. ICC Finance Docket .\'o 
32 760 states that the rail line segment between Roseville, California and 
Sparks. Nevada, has currently 13 trains per day with a post-merger lolal 
of 20 (STB, 1995:384-5). 

Volume 6, Part 1, Table 1-1, of thc Railroad Merger Application, ICC 
Finance Docket No. 32760 stales that lhe rail line segment between 
Roseville, California and Sparks, Nevada, has currently 13.6 trains per day 
wilh a post-merger total of 22.6 (STB, 1995:7). 

Table l - I p. 7 of Attachment A of the Applicants' Submission of 
Preliminary Draft Environmental As.sessnient Concerning Settlement with 
BN/Santa Fe states current levels at 13.8 irains per day with a posl-merger 
lotal of 25.1 (STB, 1996a:). 

Vol. 1, page l-U, Table 1-3, line 13 of said table's data, the pre-merger 
irains per day are 13.8^ and. lhe posl-merger trains per day are 25.1. 

The correct post-merger lolal number of trains per day, which should have been used for 

analysis in the EA is thirty-eight (38), based on curreni levels of operaiions reported by 

(Barton-Aschman et al., 1996; Nolle et al., 1996) and apportioned as follows: 

22 historical freight trains per day assumed to be an accurate baseline condition 
6 Western Pacific freight trains per day 
6 Burlington Northern/Santa Fe (BN/Santa Fe) settlement agreement trains per day 
2 Amlrak Irains per day 
2 local movemeni irains per day 

1994 base vear SP statistic. 
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This represents an increase of 24.2 trains per day (175 percent increase in the number of 

trains and ton-miles over existing train traffic), or a tolal posl-merger volume of 13,870 

trains per year, as compared to the incorrect proposed action outlined in Vol. 1, Chapter 1.0 

of the EA. 

Speed of Trains 

The EA uses a variety of overestimated train speeds for various analyses: 

20 mph Vol. 2, page 12-10,1 4, line 4 

30 mph Vol. 2, page 1-25. Note on Table 1-3 
Vol. 5, page H-10. «! 1. line 1 
Vol. 5, page H-14, ' I 3, line 2 

40 mph Vol. 2, page 12-10,1 4, iine 6 

50 mph Vol. 1, page 2-15, Note to Table 2-7 
Vol. 5, page li-10, «! 1, line 1 
Vol. 5, page H-14, 3, line 2 

The correct per-merger and post-merger irains speed is 20 mph within the Cily of Reno. 

The Public Service Commission reports ihal the train speed limit through downtown Reno 

is set by SP and is described in the SP's Timetable U\ (see Page 38, Roseville, Subdiv ision, 

Sp Timetable #1, Speed are Eastbound (MP 242-243.1) 20 mph; Westbound (MP 243.2-

242) 20 mph. The track in the downtown Reno area is Class 2, which according to 49 CFP 

213.9 provides for maximum allowable speeds of 25 mph for freighi trains and 30 mph for 

passenger trains (PSC, 1996). 

Lenglh of Trains 

The EA uses a variety of underestimalt-i train lengths for various analyses: 

Vol. 1. page 2-3, § 2.1.1, ^ 1, line 4: "Often two or more of these 
loctmotives are combined to pull a train of 50 [3,500 feet] to 100 [7,000 
feel] or more cars" 

Vol. 5, page H-9, ̂  3. line 1: "The '.standard train' used hy the Applicant 
for the consolidation analysis is 3-1/2 locomotives and 5000 feel of rail 
cars. The assumptions of 70 cars per consist is consistent with 'he 
Applicant '.v, for a representative car length of 70 feet. 
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Vol. 5, page 1-4, % 1, line 5: "L = Length ofthe train in feel, assumed to 
be 5,000 feet" 

The correct post-merger train length is variable. The Cily of Reno has used a number of 

6,500 feel based upon the followmg assumptions (Nolte et al., 1996): 

Historically, irains operaiing over Donner Summit (approximately 33 miles 
west of Reno, al 7,239 feet above mean sea level) ranged up to 8,000 feel 
in length. Trains of 7,000 feel in length or greater generally required 
helper locomotives lo negotiate the 2.6 percent grade and heavy curvature. 

Southern Pacific irains historically averaged around 6,000 feet in length, 
according lo a former SP Sacr.imento Division operating superintendent. 

Union Pacific operating personnel have indicated that they will probably 
operate most trains on this route without helper locomotives, indicating thai 
most Irains will not exceed 7,000 feet. 

The City of Reno believes the average post-merger train lengths will be approximately 6,500 

feet long, with a few trains approximately 7,000 feel to 8,000 feel in length using helper 

locomoiives. Union Pacific could, however, choose to operaie standard lerglh 8,000-fool 

trains should business and locomotive availability favor the use of helper locomotives on this 

route segmeni. This statement is further bolstered by lhe fact that the Port of Oakland is 

currently undergoing a major expansion to accommodate an increase in the size and volume 

(48 percent) of cargo ships. Distribution of post-merger cargo shipments from the Port of 

Oakland lo points easi would require the use of the Central Corridor over Donner Summii, 

passing through the Reno/Sparks/Truckee Meadows area. 

3.2.2 UNION PACIFIC TOFC YARD 

Union Pacific operates a TOFC (trailer on flal car) yard in North Reno off Old North 

Virginia StreeL'.Alt 395 and Parr Blvd al Union Pacific Lane. I l is staled in several places 

in the EA, as follows: 

Attachment I - Union Pacific/Southern Pacific Proposed Merger 
Environmental Information Package (Slatc-by-Stale Overview), page 3, § 
3, *l\ 2, line 1: "Intermodal facilities that may warrant evaluation of 
potential environmental impacts in Oregon [sic] include: Reno/Sparks: 
(Phaseout of Existing UP Facility; Consolidation of Intermodal Traffic at 
tSP Facility) " 

CITY OF RENO 
Environmental Assessment Comment Document - L P SP Railroad Merger 3 - 4 

May 2, 1996 



ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Vol. 2, page 12-13, •! 5, line 1: "SEA notes that the UP/SP operating plan 
states that the UP TOFC yard in Reno would he clo.sed" 

Vol. 5, page C-I3, «| 2, line 2: "Nevada: Reno/Sparks: (Phaseout of 
Existing UP Facility: Consolidation of Intermodal Traffic at SP Facility}" 
Note: This is the STB SEA Fact Sheet Regarding the Proposed Merger of 
the Union Pacific and Southern Pacific Railroads. 

Vol. 5, page C-21, \ line 1: "Nevada: Reno/Sparks: (Phaseout of 
Existing UP Facility: Consolidation of Intermodal .. affic at SP Facility)" 
Note: This is the STB SEA Proposed Merger Fact Sheet. 

Vol. 5, page E-60, Nevada Slate SHPO Letter, «1 4, line I: "The UP 
Facility in Reno, Nevada, has not been surveyed" 

It would appear lhat either the description of the proposed action for the Nevada portion of 

the proposed Merger is incorrect or the impacts of this closure/"abandonment"/phaseout of 

the UP yard have not been evaluated in Vol. 3 of the EA. 

.3.2.3 E F F E C T S OF INADEQUATE PROPOSED ACTION/PROJECT 

DESCRIPTION 

The incorporation of the above outlined correct assumptions inlo the impact assessment 

modeling would result in a su'bstantially greater level of impact than reporled in the EA. In 

other words, the impact analysis conclusions contained in the EA significantly underestimate 

the severity of impacts associated with the proposed Merger, l l appears that, based on lhe 

above outlined correct assumptions, proposed Merger impacts lo air quality and noise are 

likely to exceed significance thresholds. A detailed discussion of the adequacy of 

environmenlal impacts, including air quality and noise, is contained in Chapter 4.0 of this 

document. 

The Proposed Aclion/Projecl Description is inaccurate, misleading, and results in an EA 

which underestimates the effects of the proposed Merger on the Cily of Reno, and violates 

numerous provisions contained in NEPA. The Proposed Aclion/Projecl Description musl be 

revised to reflect the correct proposed action, the impaci analysis recalcula'.ed and rewritten 

lo reflect the correct characteristics of the proposed action, additional miiigation measures 

proposed lo reduce merger-related impacts lo less than significant, and the revised EA 

recirculated to affected parties for meaningful commenis. 
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3.3 CUMULATIVE IMPACT ANALYSIS 

An Environmental Assessment musl consider the cumulative effects of a proposed action, in 

conjunction with reasonably anticipated related projects and actions, when determining 

whether a proposed action significantly effects environmental quality (40 CFR 1508.25(c)). 

Vol. 1, Chapter 1.0. page 1-2 of the EA stales: 

"In other actions related to the proposed merger, six parties (three 
railroads. IMTO utilities, and one transit agency) filed responsive 
applications .seeking the Board's auihority for trackage rights and/or 
acquisition of specific UP/SP rail lines (see .Section 1 -I helow) This EA 
does not analvze the potential environmental impacts of ihese responsive 
applications because it appears, based upon verified slatemenls .suhmitted 
by the six parties, that the Board's environmental thresholds will not he 
met or exceeded, and no .substantial increase in trains or other activities 
are expected as a result ofth^e proposals." U'nderline added for emphasis. 

The above quoted statement contained within the E.A violates the provisions and intent of 

NEPA, and leads lo an inaccurate and misleading Proposed .Action/Proj ect Description. The 

applications for trackage rights are either a portion of the proposed action or they must be 

considered related to lhe proposed action and evaluated as related projects, resulting in the 

potential for cumulative impacts. T he EA ignores these related projects, and as a result, the 

proposed action and related impact analysis is not adequate. 

In addiiion lo the lack of analysis of cumulative railroad-related projects, the EA has not 

adequately considered other related actions or projects within the region which could result 

in cumulative effects to the environmenlal factors evaluated in the document. These related 

projects include, but are not limited lo: 1) downtown development'redevelopmenl which 

would r^-sull in additional vehicular and pedestrian traffic; 2) regional growth which would 

result in additional vehicular and pedestrian Iraffic; 3) the general increase in Reno's tourism-

based economy, which is reflected in the dramatic growth in passenger traffic at nearby 

Reno/Tahoe International Airport; and 4) increases in rail traflic along the Central Corridor 

as a result of port facilities expansion, including but not limited lo the Port of Oakl.ind. 

3.4 ALTERNATIVES 

NEPA requires that an EA evaluate feasible altematives lo the proposed action, which would 

result in the reduction of significant environmental effects associated with the proposed 

action. Vol. 1. Chapter 1.0. page I-I8 of the EA attempts to satisfy this mandatory 

requirement by evaluating only the "No Action" or "No Merger" alternative. While this 
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alternative is required to be evaluated under NEP.A, it does not represent a reasonable range 

of feasible alternatives, particularly since lhe entirety of the alternatives analysis section 

consists of one short paragraph. voidance of an alternatives analysis is in conflict with the 

intent ani. provisions of NEPA, .tnd musl be add.essed in the EA. This avoidance of 

alternatives analysis is of particular concern given the fact that the Cily of Reno has gone 

to great lengths and considerable expense to develop several feasible alternatives lo the 

proposed action. 

Three primary altematives lo the proposed action have been developed and submitted lo the 

STB in a document entitled, "Reno Transportation Corridor Altemativea Study" March 1996. 

These alternatives inciude: 1) Interstate 80 Corridor; 2) full or partial lowering of the tracks 

through the downtown Reno corridor; and 3) at-grade tracks with sireel overpasses and 

underpa.sses. The.se alternatives, incl'iding detailed engineering and cost analysis, were 

available at the lime of EA preparation, and should have been included in the analysis of 

alternatives. 

Vnc City of Reno's preferred mitigation alternative for the proposed merger is the relocation 

of the Iracks from the downtown are: to an alignment parallel lo and south of Inlerstate 80. 

TTiis 3.6 mile realignment, ^̂ as been designed lo meet the UP's design criteria for 40 MPH 

operaiion and provides adequate area for a maintenance road along with the fiber optic 

cable(s) and petroleum pipelines. This alternative provides the community with the greatest 

overall benefit by: 1) consolidating train and pipeline operaiions in the same corridor as 

Interstate 80; 2) permitting the redevelopment of the downtown railroad corridor; and 3) 

eliminating all al-grade crossings within the downtown Reno area. 

The Cily of Reno also finds the full lowering of the Iracks through the downtown corridor 

as an acceptable alternative to thc proposed action. This alternative provides a substantial 

reduciion in the level of environmenlal impact by eliminating at grade crossings in the 

downtown Reno area, eliminating vehicular/pedestrian - train conflicts and permitting lhe use 

o f ; irspace above the iracks. This alternative would, however, expose lhe down'.own area 

lo son'e level of railroad noise and air quality impaci. 

The grace separation of three railroad-highway crossirgs ofthe 15 al-grade crossing wiihin 

the City of Reno, is not adequat.; mitigation, and as a result, is not acceptable lo the City of 

Reno. 
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4.0 ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT - VOL. 2, 
CHAPTER 12.0 - RAIL LINE SEGMENT, RAIL YARD, AND 
INTERMODAL FACILITY IMPACTS - NEVADA 

The Cily of Reno has reviewed the EA for the Union Pacific control and merger of Southern 

Pacific. Review of the EA is divided into general comments and specific comments. The 

specific commenis are directed to individual pas.sages in the documen* referenced by volume, 

page, .section (§), paragraph (f) , and line. 

4.1 SECTION 12.1 - AIR QUALITV ANALYSIS 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-1, § 12.1, 1, line 5: "SEA concludes that increased rail 

operation activities in these regions would result in increased emissions of nitrogen dioxide 

(NOt), 'vhich contributes to the formation of ozone. Increases in emissions, however, would 

he partially offset by decreases in train activity on other segments." 

Comment #1: This cannot be substantiated because the offsets are not wiihin the same air 

basin (e.g., Winnemucca, Nevada to Flanigan, Nevada segmeni is 175 miles away from 

Washoe County). 

4.1.1 SUBSECTION 12.1.2 - NORTHWEST NEVADA (AQCR 148) 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-3, § 12.1.2. 1, line 6: "SEA concludes that adverse 

impacts could result from increased rail segment activity in this AQCR." 

Comment HI: As indicated in Vol. 2, page 1-24. •! 1. line 2. "Potential impacts in 

'attainment' areas were evaluated using the criteria and standards established in the 

Prevention of Significant Deterioration (PSD) permitting program: any increase in emissions 

for a given pollutant of 250 tons per year or more is considered a significant impact" As 

shown in cciTiments belov.', errors in calculations have been made in the EA, and certain 

emissions (CO and NO,) increas'.- by al least 250 tons per year (TPY), therefore sit,nificant 

impacts would exacerbate an already unsatisfactory situation. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-4, «[ 1, line 1: "The Northwest Nevada AQCR (148) 

includes the counties of Carson Cit} . Douglas. Lyon, Storey. Washoe, and is designated as 

a nonattainment [sic] for total .suspended particulates (TSP). particulate matter (PM-10), 

carbon monoxide (CO), and ozone (OJ." 
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ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Comment #3: Total suspended particulate (TSP) is no longer a regulated pollutant and has 

not been so in Nevada since December 26, 1991. when it was replaced by PM,,;. Carbon 

monoxide (CO) is only in non-atlainmenl for the Truckee Meadows (highly populated portion 

of Washoe County). Ozone (O,) is only in non-attainment for Washoe County. 

4.1.1.1 Subsection - Emissions from Increased Rail Segment Activity 

E.A Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-4, below «[ 2 (an unnumbered table), line 4 of said table's 

data indicated percent change in TPY as: -74%. 

Comment #4: As indicated in Vol. 1, page 1-12, Table 1-3 (continued), line 23 of said 

table's data, thc percent change in gross ton-miles per year is 74.1 pe.cent. This is an 

increase of 74 percent, not a decrease of 74 percent as indicated in the table (Vol. 2. page 

12-4, below ^ 2 (an unnumbered table), iine 4 of said table's data). 

E.V Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-4, below 3 (an unnumbered table), lines 1-3 of said 

table's data indicated below: 

(Existing Unnumbered Table) 

Rail 
Segment 

AQCR 
CD no ) 

Estimated lncrea.se in Emissions (tons per year) Rail 
Segment 

AQCR 
CD no ) HC CO NO, SO, PM,„ 

Roseville -
Sparks 

148 3.1 9.6 71.6 5.2 1.6 

Sparks -
Winnemucca 

148 38.2 1 18.7 888 ' 64.4 193 

TOTAL 41.3 128.3 '»5".8 69.6 20 9 

AQCR - Air Quality Control Region; HC = hydrocarbons (in air); CO = carbon monoxide; 
NO, = nitrogen dioxide; SO, = sulfur dioxide; PMK, = particulate matte.- (under 10 microns 
in diameter) 

Comment #5: As indicated in Vol. 1. page 2-6, Table 2-2 (continued), line 31 of said 

table's data, the pollutant emission for this segment are estimated in TPY. as follows: HC 

12.7, CO 39.6, NOj 296.1, SO, 21.5, and PM,u 6.4. not as indicated in the table above (Vol. 

2, page 12-4. below % 3 (an unnumbered table), lines 1-3 of said table's data). The existing 

unnumbered table would appear as follows, with the correct TPY: 
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ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

(Existing Unnumbered Table - with correct TPY) 

Rail 
Segment 

AQCR 
(ID no ) 

Estimated Increase in Emissions (tons per year) Rail 
Segment 

AQCR 
(ID no ) HC CO NO; SO, PM,, 

Roseviile -
Sparks 

148 3.1 9.6 71 6 5.2 16 

Sparks -
Winnemucca 

148 12.7 39.6 296.1 21,5 6,4 

TOTAL 15.8 49.2 367.7 26 7 8,0 

These numbers differ slightly from those indicated in Vol. 1. page 2-12, Table 2-5 

(continued), line 19 of said table's data indicated below (underline added for emphasis): 

AQCR State AQCR Name Emissions increase dons per year) AQCR State AQCR Name 

HC CO NO, SO, PM„ 

148 NV Northwest Nevada 15.8 49.1 367.6 26.6 8.0 

4.1.1.2 Subsection - .Analysis of Activity 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, *|j 1, line 2: "These estimates of increased emissions 

are conservative, however, because they do not account for offsetting decreases that c luld 

result from truck-to-rail diversions." 

Comment #6: Truck-to-rail diversions in Nevada have not been indicated in the proposed 

action. This statement is not substantiated by facts as presented in thc EA and cannot be 

used to reduce post-merger emission levels. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, I, line 4: "Overall, SEA concludct that while the 

proposed action is not subject to National .Ambient .rlir Quality Standards General 

Conformity regulations, the propo^-rd merger would result in increased levels of all pollutants 

in the Northwest Nevada AQCR, primarily from mobile rail segments emissions." 

As indicated in Voi. 2, page 12-2, ^ I, line 2: "One of the two AQCRs in Nevada is in 

nonattainment [sic]for ozone." 
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ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL A.SSE.SSMENT 

Further stated in Vol. 2, page 1-24.1! 2. line 1, "Potential impacts in non-attainment' areas 

were assessed against the standards established in the General Conformity Regulations of 

the Clean Air Act Under the.se regulations, increases in volatile organic compounds or 

nitrogen oxides are considered to he a .significant impact if emissions exceed the following 

levels: 100 tons/year in Moderate Ozone Non-Attainment .Areas." 

Comment #7: Washoe County Air Quality Management Division (WCAQMD) reports that 

the Truckee Meadows is in non-attainment for PM|,j and carbon monoxide (CO) and all of 

Washoe Counly is in non-attainment for ozone (O3). The implication of these three EA 

statements is the nitrogen dioxide (NO,) will increase by 367.7 TPY. surpassing the 

thresholds as stated in Vol. 2. Chapter 1.0. Section 1.2.4 of the EA. therefore significant 

impacts wouiJ exacerbate an already unsatisfactory situation, based upon the existing 

unnumbered table with the correct TPY above (Vol. 2, page 12-4. § 12.1.2, ^ 5 (an 

unnumbered tabic), lines 1-3 of said table's data). 

The evaluation of thc impacts of the post-merger rail traffic should address the Truckee 

Meadows non-attainment area for PM,,j and carbon monoxide (CO), and all of Washoe 

Counly for ozone (O3). The other areas of the AQCR should not be considered unless it can 

be shown lhat there is an impaci from the proposed Merger in those areas. 

4.2 SECTION 12.2 - AIR QUALITY IMPACTS AT GRADE CROSSINGS 

KA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, § 12.2, line 1: "SEA assessed the overall air quality 

impacts of emissions from idling vehicles wailing at grade crossings. On average, annual 

emissions al a grade crcssing with 5,000 vehicles per day would he 0.0021 lon of volatile 

organic compounds, 0.0013 ton of hydrocarbons, 0.0111 lon to carbon monoxide, and 0.0003 

ton of nitrogen dioxide (NOt) per train crossing. Traffic volumes of more than 5,000 

vehicles per day would increase the estimated emissions accordingly." 

Comment UH: These numbers ar not substantiated nor is the methodology given for the 

calcuklions. It is assunied that the _rossing Delay per Vehicle" as described in Vol. 5. 

Appendix I , page 1-4, of the EA was used. If this is the case, some ofthe basic assumptions 

in that calculation are in error. The lenglh of the train in feet is assumed to be 5,000 feet. 

This is not the case in the City of Reno. The average lenglh of irains is 6,500 feel (see 

Section 3.2.1, of this document above). The train speed in miles per houi (mph) is not 

given, though in other sections of the EA it is stated as either 20 mph. 30 mph, 40 m.ph, or 

oO mph. Th; average speed oflrains through the Cily of Reno is 20 -^ph (see Section 3.2.1, 
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of this document above). Therefore, if the "Crossing Delay per Vehicle" is calculated in 

error and the emissions calculations from those idling vehicles would also be in error (see 

Comment #22 through Comment #27 below for a complete discussion of crossing delav 

calculations). 

In a recent study prepared for the City of Reno entitled Railroad Merger Study by Nolle el 

a!., in .March 1996, Kleinfelder estimated vehicular air emissions resulting from an increase 

in the number of trains using the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency's MOBlLESa model 

(Nolle et al., 1996; Spandau, 1996). The results ofthe emissions calculations are presented 

below, (as total estimated annual vehicular air emissions in TPY): 

VOC CO NO, PM,o 

19.2 234.0 5.2 0.1 

VOC = volatile organic compound(s); CO = carbon monoxide; NO, = nitrogen oxides; 

PM,o = particulate matter (under 10 microns in diameter) 

These numbers are higher than the estimates provided in the above quoted EA text. A 

complete methodology and explanation of the data set is required, as this would appear to 

be a significant impact exacerbating an already unsatisfactory situation. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, § 12.2, line 5: "Railroad crossings are usually grade-

separated when roadway and/or train traffic volumes become high, so the air quality impacts 

at grade crossings would generally he relatively minor." 

Comment #9: This statement is without merit and assunipti\e. Streets within the City of 

Reno cross the existing SP main line tracks at-gnde 15 times. The EA does not adequately 

chamcte.ize the existing environment in the City of Reno. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, § 12.2, line 7: "/// Nevada, most grade crossings carry 

5,000 or fewer vehicles" 

Comment #10: On the contrary, the avorage daily traffic (ADT) al 9 of the 15 crossings 

in downtown Reno were recently monitored. The average roadway traffic was determined 
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to be 10,000 . \DT\ with two separate al-grade crossings exceeding 20,000 ADT (Barton-

Aschmar et al., 1996; Hall, 1996; RTC, 1996c; Spandau. 1996). The EA does not 

adequately characterize the existing environment in the City of Reno. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, § 12.2, line 8: "SEA concludes that nc adverse air 

quality impacts would results from increased grade cross.ng delays as a result of the 

proposed merger" 

Comment #11: The overall air quality impacts of emissions from idling vehicles wailing 

at grade crossings musl be included with the results of the rail segment emissions (above). 

The total impact on air quality can then be determined. It would appear from the 

information provided in the EA on rail segment emissions, the errors in calculating the 

emissions from idling vehicles, and the data presented above, that the standards established 

(Vol. 2, page 1-24, ^ 1 & ^ 2) would be violated and significant impacts may occur to air 

quality from increased carbon monoxide (CO) totaling 283.1 TPY and nitrogen oxides (NOJ 

totaling 372.8 TPY emissions. The data presented above as well as in the EA are not 

detailed enough to come to a tlrm conclusion as to the significance of this issue. Without 

this additional information, the EA concludes withoui fact, that there will be no signiticani 

impacts related lo air quality from increased grade crossing delays. 

4.3 SECTION 12.3 - NOISE ANALYSIS 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, ̂  1, line 1; "SEA performed noise analyses to identify 

noise-sensitive land uses where the proposed changes in operations could result in increases 

in noi.se exposure that meet or exceed the Board's environmental analysis thresholds at 49 

CFR 1105.7(e)(6). 

Comment #12: The noise analyses presented in the EA is based upon methodology 

provided in Vol. 5. Appendix H. Responding lo the Cily of Reno's request for additional 

information dated April 25, 1996. Wilson. Ihrig & Associates, Inc. (WIA) the E.A 

Consultants' subcontractor on noise, provided on May 1, 1996, color repioduclions of maps 

This is based on the average ADTs listed on Figure 11 from the December 1995 Reno Donnionn 
T'affic/Parking Study (Barton-Aschman Associates et al., 1995) 10,' 33 AI>T; confirmed by the recent 
Barton-Aschmancountsof'i crossings averaging 10,611 ADTiHall. 1996); Kleinfelder, Inc.'s counts for 
the same 9 crossings averaging 10.537 ADT (Spandau, I996r, and the Regional Trarisponation 
Commission's counts for the same 9 crossings averaging 12,116 ADT (RTC, 1996c). 
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with land-use descriptions and noise contours used by WIA for assessing the noise impact 

which would occur as a result of the proposed Merger. 

The City of Reno is concerned that the base maps are outdated (1982) and do not specifically 

represent current land use. For example, the City of Reno's downtown west of .Arlington lo 

Keystone is residential in nature not commercial as indicated on WIA's maps 

In an attempt to accurately assess the noise impact, new contours were calculated (Comment 

#16, below) and mapped on aerial survey photographs (Great Basin .Aerial Surveys, 1994), 

and new counts were generated (see Comment #18. below) based upon current (April 25, 

1996) Washoe County Department of Comprehensive Planning 'and use maps. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, % 1, line 1: "The following discii.ssion provides an 

estimate ofthe numher of noise-sensitive receptors (e.g.. residences. .schooLs, churches) where 

the Board's thresholds would he exceeded, potentially causing an adverse increase in noise 

expcsure." 

Comment #13: The EA uses noise-sensitive receptors (e.g.. schools, libraries, hospitals, 

residmces, retirement communities, and nursing homes) which represents a very narrow 

category of I d uses when estimating ultimate affects of noise. In addiiion. this category 

of land uses u. ed in the EA is not consistent with the STB's own implementing regulations 

which define "receiving properties" as commercial and residential properties that receive the 

sound from railroad facility operations, but that not owned or operaied by a railroad (40 

CFR 201(w)). 

Part 20Ue) of Chapter 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations defines commercial property 

as any properly that is normally accessible to the public and that is used for any of the 

purposes described in the following standard land uses: retail trade; finance; insurance, real 

estate, personal, business and repair services; legal and other professioiial services; 

governmental services; welfare, charitable and other miscellaneous services; native 

exhibitions and other cultural activities; entertainment, public and other public assembly; and 

recreational, resort, park and other cultural activities. 

Part 201(x) of Chapter 40 ofthe Code of Federal Regulations defines residential properties 

as any property that is used for an;' of the purposes described in the following standard land 

uses: residential; medical and other health services; educational services, religious activities; 
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and cultural activities. As documented, the STB's own implementing regulations offer a 

much broader category of land uses thus affecting a greater number of land uses locaied 

along the railroad iracks. 

4.3.1 SUBSECTION 12.3.1 - INCREASED RAII. SEGMENT ACTIVITY 

4.3.1.1 Subsection - Roseville, California to Sparks 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, 4, line 1: "This rail segment currently has 13.8 

trains/day and would experience an increase of 11,3 trains/day (a change of 79 percent in 

gross ton-miles per year) as a result of the proposed merger " 

Comment #14: Using the correct number of post-merger trains per day, thirty-eight (38) 

(see Section 3.2.1, of this document above), the total increa.se oflrains per day would be 

24.2. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-5, •{ 4, line 3: "This change in through train activity 

would result in an increase in the Lj„ of 2.6 dB.A along the alignment." 

Comment #15: The calculations lo obtain an increase of 2.6 dBA are based on using an 

increase of 11.3 trains per day. While the calculations were not conducted using the correct 

post-merger increase of 24.2 trains per day (see Section 3.2.1. of this document above), the 

post-merger train activity would most like'y increase the dBA past the noise criteria 

significance th.'-eshold of 3 dBA which is the minimum level at which adverse impacts will 

occur. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-6, *j 1, line 3: "Currently, the noise impacts at grade 

crossings extend approximately 480feet perpendicular lo the tracks, whereas after the merger 

the distance for noi.se impacts would increase to about 670 feet" 

Comment #16: Posl-merger noise impacts would increase more than as slated in the EA. 

The noise impact projection using the 65 dBA Lj„ distance contour (both wiih and withoui 

horns) was recalculated uiing the correct mmber oflrains per day (38) and train speeds (15 

mph to 20 mph) expected within the City of Reno (see Section 3.2.1. of this document 

above). For these calculations the same number of cars and locomotives and time of day of 

use were used as in the EA projections (70 cars, 3.5 locomotives, and a random day/night 

mix). The .subsequent result indicat'>d a 1,400 feet distance to the 65 dBA Lj„ of post-merger 
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noise impacts from trains using horns and a 260 feel contour distance for trains not using 

horns (Giroux & Associates, 1996). 

EA Text Quote: Vol 2, page 12-6, «! 3, line 2: "There are 13 grade crossings along the 

tracks." 

Comment #17: Streets within the City of Reno cross the existing SP main line Iracks at-

grade 15 times at Woodland, Del Curto, Keystone, Vine, Washington. Ralston, Arlington, 

West, Sierra Virginia, Center, Lake, Morrill. Sutro, and Sage Streets. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-6, «[ 3, line 7: "An additional 58 residences would lie 

within the post-merger contour." 

Comment #18: A greater number of residential properties (40 CFR 201(x)) would be 

affected within the post-merger 65 dBA Lj„ contour distance using the 1,400 feet contour 

distance specified in Comment #14. An additional 606 residential properties would lie wiihin 

the post-merger contour. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-6, ̂  5, line 3: "With the proposed increase in train traffic, 

this would increase by 86 residences for a lotal of 242 residences and 2 churches within the 

post-merger 65 Lj„ contour as shown below:" (pertaining to the subsequent unnumbered table 

on page 12-7). 

Comment #19: After incorporating the increase of 606 residential properties (40 CFR 

201(x)), not even attempting to account for tlie hundreds of commercial properties (40 CFR 

201(e)), into the calculations using the 1 400-foot posl-merger 65 dBA Lj„ contour (see 

Comment #16, above) the numbers of residences for the Nevada portion ofthe post-merger 

railway tracks, including Sparks and Verdi, increased accordingly. For the Nevada portion 

ofthe post-merger railway segment, residential properties would increase by 634 residential 

properties and the total number of residential properties would be 792. 

4.4 SECI ION 12.4 - TRANSPORTATION SYSTEMS 

EA lext Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-10. % 2. line 5: "While the time of delay at grade 

crt;ssings would increase proportionately with the increase in train trajfic, mo st of the grade 

crossings in Nevada carry fewer 5.000 [sic] vehicles per day " 
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Commenc #20: On the contrary, the average daily traffic (ADT) at 9 ofthe 15 crossings 

in downtown Reno were recently monitored. The average roadway traffic was determined 

to be 10.000 ADT^ wilh two separate at-grade crossing exceeding 20.000 ADT (Barton-

Aschman et al., 1996; Hall, 1996; RTC, 1996c; Spandau, 1996). Therefore, any subsequent 

calculation of the delay al grade crossings would be invalid. The EA does not adequately 

characterize the existing environment in thc City of Reno. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-10, IJ 2, line 5: "SEA concludes that increases in vehicle 

delav and/or wait time due to merger-related operational changes would not be exce.ssive." 

Comment #21: The EA concludes that there will be no significant impacts related to grade 

crossing delays, despite known facts that there will be impacts. See Comment ii22 through 

Comment #27 for further information. 

4.4.1 SUBSECTION 12.4.1 - (;RADE CROSSINGS 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-10, § 12.4.1, 1. line 4: "While an increase in the 

numher of trains would result in more crossing closings per day, the length ofthe queue at 

each individual crossing closing event would change only if the train length changes." 

Comment #22: Based upon the methodology as slated in Vol. 5. Appendix I , page 1-4, of 

the EA, specifically "Crossing Delay per Train" the calculation of delays are inaccurate as 

they are based upon the length of the train in feet as 5,000 feel. This is not the case in the 

City of Reno. The average length oflrains is 6.500 feel (see Section 3.2.1, of this document 

above). Therefore, the calculation for "Crossing Delay per Train" also shown as "TB" is 

incorrect. 

4.4.1.1 Subsection - Roseville. California to Spark.s 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-10, ^ 1. line 1: ".Average rail traffic on the Roseville, 

California to Sparks line would increase from 13.6 lo 24.9 trains per day, a tram volume 

increase of about 83 percent." 

This is based on the average .ADTs listed on Figure 11 from the December 1995 Reno Dotvniotvn 
Traffic/Parking Study (Barton-Aschman Associates et al , 1995) 10.733 ADT; confirmed by ihc recent 
Banon-Aschman counts of 9 crossings averaging 10.611 ADTl.Mall, 199.')); Kleinfelder. Inc.'scounts for 
the s.iine 9 crossings averaging 10,537 ADT (Spandau. 1996): and the Regional Transportation 
Commission's counts for the same 9 crossings averaging 12,116 ADT (RTC, 1996c). 
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Comment #23: As indicated in Vol. 1, page 1-11, Table 1-3, line 13 of said table's data, 

thc pre-merger trains per day are 13.8. the posl-merger irains per day are 25.1, therefore the 

train volume increase is 82 percent as staled in the EA. As demonstrated in Section 3.2.1 

of this document above, 38 irains per day is a more appropriate number. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-10, ^ 1, line 2: "There are 18 grade crossings along this 

segment; 8 of these have Average Daily Traffic (ADT) counts greater than 5.000 vehicles per 

day" 

Comment #24: Streets within the City of Reno cross the existing SP main line tracks al-

grade 15 times (Woodland, Del Curto. Keystone, Vine, Washington, Ralston, Arlington. 

West, Sierra, Virginia, Center, Lake, Morrill, Sutro. and Sage). 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-10, *! 1, line 4: "At typical and low .speed grade crossings 

along the -oute (e.g., train speed of 20 mph). delay to vehicle : 'ifftc would increase from 48 

minutes (pre-merger) to 88 minutes (post-merger) over a 24-hour period." 

Comment #25: Based upon the methodology as stated in Vol. 5, Appendix 1, page 1-4 of 

the EA, specifically "Increase in Total Crossing Delay per Day" was calculated with 5,000 

foot trains, al 20 mph, for 25.1 irains. When these calculations are re-evaluated using the 

6,500 fool trains, al 20 mph, for 38 trains (see Section 3.2.1, of this document above), the 

increase in lolal crossing delay per day increases significantly from the estimated 88 minutes 

(post-merger) to 166 minuies (posl-merger). 

Fhe Regional Transportation Commission (RTC) which operates the public transportation 

system for Washoe Counly including the Cities of Reno and Sparks indicated lhat their buses 

cross the railroad tracks 704 times a day in Reno (10 of 24 routes), carrying an average of 

8.713 passengers a day on these lines. Current rail traffic delays buses from 2 to 3 minutes 

according to RTC (RTC, 1996a; !996b; 1996c). 

Another transit issue involves Irains blocking pedestrian access to the CitiCen'T (the 

downtown transit transfer slalion) from points south of the tracks. Passengers transferting 

from one bus lo another will often miss their conneciion due to crossing delays. This can 

mean a 1-hour delay lo some passengers connecting with routes cunently operaied hourly. 

Delays caused by longer and more frequent trains would only exacerbate these problems 

(RTC. 1996a). 
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EA Text Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-10, ^ I. line 7: "At the highest speed grade crossings 

(e.g., train .speed of 40 mph), delays to vehicle trajfic would increase from 29 minutes (pre

merger) to 52 minutes (post-merger) over a 24-hour period." 

Comment #26: It should be noted lhat the maximum train speed at all crossings in the Cily 

of Reno is 20 mph. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-10, * 1. line 8: "7"/it' maximum queue length per train due 

to peak-hour vehicle traffic would range from 1 to 80 vehicles, and the corresponding delay 

per vehicle would vary from 1.35 to 2 06 minutes" 

Comment #27: The above information on maximum queue length appears to be incorrectly 

staled, l l would appear that the above number of 80 could only be correct i f the ADT used 

was 45,584. More likely, the number 80 is actually a typographical error for the number 8, 

which could be correct based upon 5.000 ADT, a TB of 3.51, and 4 lolal lanes of traffic. 

If we accept that the above is a typographical ertor and then re-evaluated the numbers using 

10,000 .ADT^ a TB of 4.36, and 4 total lanes of Iraffic, then the maximum queue lenglh is 

21.8 vehicles, and the corresponding delay per vehicle would be 2.48 minutes. This length 

of queue indicates a serious gridlock affecting operaiions of adjacent businesses as well as 

safe circulation of pedestrian and vehicle traffic. 

4.5 SECTION 12.5 - SAFETY 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-11. § 12.5. *\ 1: "SEA assessed a number of safety issues 

associated with the proposed merger, including the probability of increa.sed accidents at 

grade crossings, and the risks associated with increased shipments of hazardous 

commodities." 

Comment #28: As indicated in Vol. 1. page 2-22, § 2.4.1, ^ 1: "Railroad operations may 

afreet public health and safety as a result of (I) accidents that occur at grade crossings, 

and (2) delays at grade cro.ssings, which could afreet the time required to respond to an 

emergency or could affect the judgement of motorists concerning safe cro.ssing of lhe tracks. ' 

This is based on the average ADTs listed on Figure 11 from the December 1995 Reno Dot̂ ntown 
Traffic/Parking Siuih (Barton-Aschman Associates et ai., 1995) 10,733 ADT; confirmed by the recent 
Banon-.Aschman counts of 9 crossings averaging 10,611 ADT (Hall. 1996); Kleinfelder, Inc'scounts for 
the same 9 crossmgs averaging 10,537 ADT (Spandau. 1996); and the Regional Transportation 
Commission's counts for thc same 9 crossings averaging 12,116 ADT (R FC, 1996c). 
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l l appears from the above passage that the EA failed to evaluate the effects of these impacts, 

even though the EA acknowledges the importance and potential impacts to emergency 

response vehicle delays The increased public health and safety nsks associated with 

emergency service vehicles delayed at crossings (al-grade) is i significant impact lo the 

citizens of the City of Reno, specifically based on the underestimation of delays 

Any increase in number, length, or speed of trains, md the subsequent "Increase in Total 

Crossing Delay per Day" (see Vol 5, Appendix 1. page 1-4 of the EA) wiil have a significant 

impact in the following areas: 

Ambulance/Medical 
The Regional Emergency Medical Services Aulhorii> (RI:MSA) indicates that they received 

28,956 calls requesting service in 1995. Of these calls. 835 patients were transported code-3 

to hospitals with life-threatening illness or injuries (REMSA. 1996). 

Fire Pro, iion 
The City . , . leno Fire Department (RFD) disp.itches equipment and personnel based on the 

potential t ,r the equipment to be blocked by a train. Multiple alarms in District #1 require 

the dispatch of a minimum, of four (4) engines or trucks because of these potential delays. 

F'lre Chief Lan-y S. Farr indicated that a total of 3,170 incidents in 1995, :e affected by 

railroad crossings (RFD, 1996a; 1996b). 

Police Protection 
Chief Jim Weston. City of Reno Police Department (RPD) commenis on the potential 

impacts of the propo.sta Merger: 

Police response times tvill increase to emergency and non-emergency calh which are 
cross-di.spatched, Cro.ss-di.spatching is routine and occurs 24 hours per day because of 
curreni police .staffing s'lwrtages Citizen resp/mse lime complaints will increase 

Officer safety and citiren safety will he impacted by delayed response of police units to 
assist officers needing cover, police response lo injury related traffic accidents, or any 
other citizen injury type call. 

Special events management will deteriorate as irains bisect parr des, static display street 
closures, and major special events. 

intoxicated pedestrians I tourists, transients, and locals) currently race across tracks to 
avoid trains. Their •r.ipaired condition increases the ; 'tcnttal for an injury. Massive 
special events crowds, combined wilh noise levels ofthe event, often force pedestrians too 
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close to train tracks Reno's entertainment industry often result: in tourists and local 
citizens being intoxicated or under the influence of alcohol in thc downtown area 

Increased tram crossing traf fic \ lolotions will occur Currently, impatient drivers ignore 
cro.ssing arms lo beat oncoming trams, make U-turns, or drive the wrong way to find an 
escape route to avoid tram delay.t .Additional tram traffic will exacerbate this already 
dangerous situation (RPD, 1996), 

As indicated in Vol. 1, pagf 2-22, § 2.4.1, ^ 1: "Railroad operations may affect public 

health and .safety as a result of: (I) accidents that occur at grade crossings, and (2) delays 

al grade crossings, which could affect the time required lo respond to an emergency or could 

affect the judgement of motorists concerning .safe cro.ssing ofthe tracks." It appears fron: 

the above passage, even though the EA acknowledges the importance and potential impacts 

to motorists concerning safe crossing ofthe 'racks, they failed lo evaluate the effects of these 

impacts. 

4.5.1 SUBSECTION 12.5.1 - GRADE ^ ROSSING SAFETY 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-12. § 12.5.1. % 1. line 1: "Accidents at grade crossings 

are a function of the numher of trains, train .speed, number of train iracKS. grade crossing 

condition and warning facilities, roadway condition and number of lanes, and amount of 

roadway trajfic." 

Comment #29: No methodology is available lo support this a.;,sumplion or to shovv how 

calculations were performed. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-12. § 12.5.1, *[ 1, line 3: "Since the proposed merger 

would not result in any new grade crossings and would affect only the numher of trains 

passing through existing grade cro.ssings, the probability of an increa.se in the numher of 

accidents at grade crossing would depend on the increased number of on [sic] trains on rail 

segments." 

Comment #30: This statement cannot be supported by the present information in the 

proposed action. If the speed ofthe trains is increased lo 30 mph or 40 mph. this statement 

v\ould not hold l.iie. 

Reno's Police Chief comments, "Currently, impatient drivers ignore crossing arms to beat 

oncoming irains. make U-turns, or drive the w.ong way to find an escape route to avoid train 
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delays. .Additional train traffic will exacerbate this already dangerous situation" and 

"increased train crossing traffic violations will occur" (RPD, 1996). 

.LA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-12, § 12.5.1, H 1, line 3: ".SEA concludes that the 

accident exposure in Nevada will range from an increase of 90 percent lo a decrea.se of 52 

percent depending on rail .segment." 

Comment #31: See Comment #29 above under Section 4.5.1 of this document. With a lack 

of methodology and no way lo calculate the above percentages, these numbers have no 

validity. Several factors previously discussed in Section 3.2.1 of this document, would affect 

this calculation: 

The number oflrains is stated in the EA as 25.1. As demonstrated in Section 3.2.1 
of this document above, 38 trains per day is a more appropriate number. 

The length of the train in feet, is assumed to be 5.000 feet. This is not the case in 
the City of Reno. I he average length of trains is 6,500 feet. 

The train speed in miies per hour is given as either 30 mph or 50 mph. This is not 
the case in the City of Reno. The average speed of trains ihrough the Cily of Reno 
is 20 mph. 

The Nevada Department of Transportation (NDOT), Railroad Safety Section, maintains data 

on railroad crossing vehicle collisions verified by the Reno Police Department (RPD). For 

the 25 year period ending in 1995. 3 fatalities occurred, 17 personal injuries, and 39 

collisions with property damage. Additionally, three pedestrians have been killed and two 

more injured during this same period (NDO T, 1996). These figures do not include trespasser 

incidents between crossings. 

4.5.2 SUBSECTION 12.5.2 - HAZARDOUS COMMODITIES 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-12. § 12.5.2, ^ 1, line 1: "The proposed merger is not 

expected to affect the policies or operation of UP/SP concerning the type or quantity of 

hazardous commodities transported or thc method of handling " 

Comment #32: The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) has recently announced plans for 

shipping foreign reactor nuclear fuel ihrough the Port of Oakland, California to Idaho Falls, 

Idaho via Nevada. There are other routes DOE could use to transport this fuel, however, we 

musl assume that the fuel has the potential lo be transported ihrough Reno, Nevada. It is the 
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understanding of the Stale of Nevada Agency for Nuclear Projects - Nuclear Waste Project 

Office (NWPO) in Carson Cily, Nevada that al least eight (8) rail shipments of spent nuclear 

fuel would be transported through Reno as early as late 1997 (NWPO, 1996). DOE has 

indicated that rail is the preferred mode of transportation for these shipments. The Agency 

for Nuclear Projects further stales lhat while the number of shipments for the proposed 

campaign is modest and the shipments arc one-time occurrences, the use of Concord, 

California as the port of entry could set a pr .cedent for future shipments of spent fuel and/or 

high-level radioactive waste (NWPO, 1996). 

Even as few as eight (8) shipments of spent fuel will require considerable planning, 

emergency preparedness, and training along tbe shipping route, especially in heavily 

populated areas such as Reno, Nevada. It is the City of Reno's opinion that this activity 

should be mentioned m the EA as additional rail activity in the future. 

The EA should evaluate the impacts of special train activity and restrictions on railroad 

operations, the fl w of rail traffic through the City of Reno, the polenti il for accidents, and 

other operational issues. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-12, § 12.5.2, «! 1, line 3: "A total of 420,000 and 305.000 

hazardous commodity shipments were transported by UP and SP, respectively in 1994. 

These .shipments resulted in 118 reportable incidents for UP and 35 incidents for SP. 

Therefore, 99.98 percent ofthe shipments arrived at their destination without incident." 

Comment #33: This statement documents a total of 153 separate UP and SP rail incidents 

involving hazardous commodity shipments occurring in 1994. As documented in 49 CFR 

1105.7(ii): " I f hazardous materials are expected to be transported, identify: the materials and 

quantity; the frequency of service; whether chemicals are being transported that, i f mixed, 

could react or form more hazardous compounds; safely practices (including any speed 

restrictions); the applicants' safely record on derailments, accidents, and hazardous spills; the 

contingency plans to deal with accidental spiils; and the likelihood of an accidental release 

of haẑ ardous materials. The EA does not document the majority of the items in 49 CFR 

1105.7(ii). This is informaiion lhat should be documented so the general public is informed 

as lo the nature of incidents involving hazardous commodities. 
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EA Text Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-12, § 12.;".2, 1, line 6: "The applicants have noted that 

the consolidation of the companies will result in a 'best practice' approach to hazardous 

commodity handling." 

Comment #34: The term '"best practice" -approach" is not defined in the EA's glossary so 

it is unclear as lo the meaning of this term or approach. The EA should define this term as 

well as the methods associated wilh implementing this approach. The Cily of Reno is unable 

to determine if this "'best practice' approach" is the most strategic and environmentally 

sensitive approach to handling hazardous commodities and musl assume that economics are 

the only factor considered with adopting this approach. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-12, § 12.5.2,«! 1, line 8: "SEA concludes that using the 

same rate of safe transport, the projected increases in accidents and shipments of hazardous 

materials as a result of the proposed merger do not constitute a significant .safety risk." 

Comment #35: ,A threshold for safety is never define^ in the EA therefore, it is not possible 

to derive a conclusion lhat the proposed Merger does not constitute a significant safety risk. 

The data presented above as well as in the EA is not detailed enough lo come to a 

conclusion as to the significance of this issue. If additional inlormaiion pertaining to these 

incidents involving hazardous commodities was incorporated into the EA, we could be in a 

posiiion to determine if a lolal of 153 incidents violates thresholds related to transporting 

hazardous commodities and a threat involving public safety. Without this additional 

information, the EA is concluding, without fact, that there will be no .significant impacts 

related to transporting hazardous commodities. 

4.6 SECTION 12.6 - SUMMARY OF AGENCY COMMENTS 

Public involvement is an important part of the NEPA process, and is encou-aged during the 

preparation of complex, controversial EAs to achieve full disclosure (40 CFR 1506.6(a)). 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-13, % '', line I: "City of Reno is concerned that the 

proposed merger will almost dtnihle the train frequency (from 13 to 23/day) through the 

downtown Reno hotel/casino district. Frequency of UP/SP. BN/SF. .Amtrak train service will 

be increased to more than 30 trains per pay. not including local service. Eight of the 15 at-

grade crossings are located in downtown Reno which will affect siihstantial pedestrian and 

vehicular traffic, as well as police, fire and ambulance equipment movements. Environmental 
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impacts on air quality, congestion, and noise levels are a result ofthe proposed merger are 

also under study." 

Com<rneiit #.36: The STB has solicited comments from thc public (summary of the Cit) of 

Reno's letters noted above), but has not responded to issues raised in the comments provided 

by the Nevada Department of Conservation and Natural Resources. Division of 

Environmental Protection Bureau of Air Quality, Nevada Department of Transportation. Slate 

Historic Preservation Office, and the City of Reno ihrough their agent Paul H. Lamboley of 

Keck, Mahin & Cate (summarized in Vol. 2, Section 12.6 of the EA and provided in 

complete form in Vol. 5, Appendix E ofthe EA). Specific comm.cnts were received by the 

STB during the scoping phase ofthe EA process during mid-February 1996. in ample time 

lo incorporate these concerns and issues into the environmental document. 

4.7 ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS NOT EVALUATED 

Vol 2, Chapter 12.0. of the EA evaluates a tolal of four (4) environmental factors which 

would potentially be affected by the proposed action, including: air quality, noise levels, 

transportation systems, and safety. A critical evaluation of these factors is included in 

Chapter 4.0 and 5.0 of this document Several additional environmental factors, not 

evaluated in the EA, would be affected by the proposed Merger including: energy, cultural 

resources, land use, socioeconomics, water resources, and biological resources. The EA 

should be revised lo include an evaluation of these environmenlal factors not considered. 

4.7.1 ENERG'i CONSUMPTION 

EA Text Quote: Vol. L page 2-25. § 2.5, ̂  1, line 1: "The Board's environmental rvlea 

at 49 CFR 1105.7(e)(4) require a descriptitm of: lhe effect of the proposed action on 

transportation of energy re.sources and recyclable commodities," and Vol. 1, page 2-25, § 

2.5.1. !i 1. line 1: "The applicants stated no change in the transport of energy-producing 

materials or recyclable commodities are planned as part of the proposed merger " 

Comment #37: This is another example of the EA utilizing information from the 

Applicant's Environmenlal Report withoui exercising independent review and analysis lo 

determine the actual impacts. Sierra Pacific Power Company (SPPCo) provides electrical 

energy lo the Cily of Reno and Washoe Counly. primarily through ils North Valmy power 

plant, locaied between Winnemucca and Battle Mountain. Nevada. The North Valmy power 

plant and the secondary Pinion Pine power plant located in Tracy arc coal-fired power plants 

and currently receive coal shipments from mines located in Colorado and Utali via several 
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alternative railroads and routes. Implementation ofthe proposed Merger could result in the 

elimination of alternative routes and railroad carriers for the transport of coal to both power 

plants. This facet ofthe proposed .Merger would result in the creation of a monopoly, which 

would drive up the cost of coal transportation to SPPCo and ultimately result in increased 

energy costs to City of Reno residents and businesses. Any increase in trarisportation costs 

associated wilh the propo.sed Merger, which could create a monopoly, has been discussed in 

numerous studies prepared for other utilily mergers. These studies have shown that energy 

prices increase between 8 percent and 15 percent to end-consumers following the merger of 

utilities. 

In addition, the EA does not evaluate the waste of energy (gasoline) associated vvith the 

lengthy delays anticipated al the 15 at-grade crossings within the City ol" Reno. 

Vol. 2, Chapter 12.0 of the EA which documents proposed .Merger impacts to the Slate of 

Nevada, and in particular the City of Reno, does not contain a discussion of energy impacts. 

This is peculiar since it is a potential environmental impact indicated in Vol. 2. Chapter 1.0, 

Section 1.2 of the EA. 

4.7.2 CULTURAL RESOURCES 
Comment #38: The EA does not consider the effects of the proposed Merger on cultural 

resources thai might be located within, or adjacent to the railroad track right-of-way 

traversing the City of Reno. Cultural resources include, but are not limited lo. historic 

properties, historic structures, archaeological sites, and the railroad line itselL According to 

a letter dated February 15, 1996, prepared by the Nevada State Historic Preservation Office 

(SHPO) submitted to the STB, they have expressed concerns regarding incomplete survey 

coverage for areas locaied within the City of Reno (Vol. 5. Appendix E. page E-6U of the 

EA). In an earlier letter dated January 4. 1996. the Nevada SHPO requested the ICC to 

initiate consultation • ih their office in Carso.i City. Nevada as required by Federal Law 

(Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act [NHPA] of 1966, as amended) 

(SHPO, 1996). Compliurce with Federal law requires inventory, evaluation, and assessment 

of the effects of the undertaking on historic properties that are part of the proposed project. 

In a letler dated October 24, 1995, prepared by the Nevada SHPO to the Applicant's 

consultant (Dames & Moore), SHPO mentioned the historic significance of the railroad route 

(SHPO, 1995). The STB's environmental consultant prepared written correspondence 

requesting informaiion about existing cultural and historic resources (Dames & Moore, 1996). 
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Although .some of this information has not been officially recorded in a database maintained 

by the SHPO, that does not excuse the Applicant or STB from adequately addressing the 

potential environmental issues affecting cultural resources in the EA. 

The Cily of Reno is specifically referring to the UP Facility in North Reno which has been 

referenced in several reports and the STB's fact sheets (see Section 3.2.2. ofthe document 

above). It is our understanding that the rail activity associated with UP Facility in North 

Reno including the UP TOFC yard (located adjacent to Parr Boulevard) will be phased out 

of existence, which should be considered in the EA document as an abandonment. We have 

been unable to locate a section of the EA addressing the environmental impacts associated 

with abandonment ofthe UP Facility in North Reno including the UP TOFC yard. However, 

we have documentation in the form ofthe STB fact .sheets mentioning the phasing out this 

facility. 

4.7.3 LAND USE 

Comment #39: The EA limits its discu.ssion of land u.se impacts associated with the 

proposed Merger to those directly related to existing land uses affected by merger-related air 

quality and noise impacts. As previously discussed in Chapter 4.0 of this document, the 

evaluation of merger-related air quality and noise impacts significantly underestimates the 

impacts to existing land uses as a result of a combination of flawed methodology and 

underestimated train characteristics (length, speed, etc.). In addiiion, the analysis focused on 

land uses identified as sensitive by the STB NEPA implementing regulations, and ignored 

the unique nature of other sensitive land uses wiihin and adjacent to the rail corridor wiihin 

the City of Reno. 

As indicated in Section 4.3 of this document, the noise analysis significantly underestimates 

the number of sensitive land uses impacted by projected 65 Lj„ dBA noise contour. The 

correct number ot impacted sensitive land use receptors is as follows: single family 

residential (665 units), nursing homes (1), mobile home parks (7), apartment 

buildings/complexes (6 containing up to 120 units each), churches (3), and parks (5). 

The analysis contained within the EA does not consider the major policy planning 

documents/programs, which contain the goals, objectives, and policies for the future orderly 

growth of the Cily of Reno and Washoe County A review of these documents shows 

numerous .sensitive land uses planned, but not currently built, within proximity lo ihe rail 
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corridor which would be adversely affected by the pioposed Merger. None of these policy 

plarming considerations have been included in the EA for evaluation. 

The City of Reno and related agencies and organizations spon.sor numerors outdoor festiv als, 

programs, and community events, which center around the primary natural resource within 

the City of Reno: the Truckee River. These events include concerts, expositions and themed 

events (Hot Augu.sl Nights, Street Vibrations, Italian Festival, etc.) which are sensitive to all 

environmental im.pacts associated with increased rail traffic through the City of Reno. In 

addition, the casino district is heavily dependent on pedestrian and vehicular iraffic to 

circulate unobstructed, to facilitate the continued revitalization of the downtown area. 

Implenentation of the proposed Merger would bave a substantially greater impaci on existing 

and planned land uses than documented in the EA. 

4.7.4 SOCIOECONOMICS 

Comment #40: Ihe EA lias not adequately examined the potential for tourism in the City 

of Reno lo be negatively affected by the combined effects of the proposed Merger and the 

additional rail activity ihrough the downtown area. In addition, the potential for tourism in 

the Cily of Reno to be negatively affected by the combined effects of the proposed Merger 

and potential shipments of spent nuclear fuel and radioactive waste has not been addiessed 

in the EA. 

The City of Reno believes that increased train iraffic ihrough the downtown area will result 

in tourisl^•isitor frustration related to increased crossing delays at at-graue crossings, and 

increased noise along Virginia Street where special events arc planned several weekends a 

month. Increased noise experienced inside older hotels and motels locaied wiihin several 

blocks of both sides ofthe tracks will negatively affect tourists and visitors who will choose 

to visit other destinations that are further away from the tracks lo engage in legalized 

gambling (Comstock, 1996; Fitzgeralds, 1996; Harrah's, 1995; Sands, 1996; TRI., 1996). 

Increased train Iraffic will also delay casino employees trying to get to work which would 

result in additional overtime as managers of the hotels hold employees longer to cover for 

other employees delayed by trains (Hanah's, 1995). 

The EA does not attempt to address, discuss, quantify, or qualify the potential impacts 

associated with socioeconomics. 
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4.7.5 WATER RESOURCES 

Comment #41: The EA has not adequately considered the probability of train derailments 

along the Truckee River, west of the City of Reno. Since the Donner Pass/Truckee River 

Canyon will be experiencing an increase in faster and longer trains, the EA should provide 

information and calculations on the probability of a train derailment along the Truckee River. 

The Truckee River currently supplies the City of Reno and surrounding communities sa its 

primary' water source and mitigation measures are necessary lo ensure protection of this 

source. The EA should, al a minimum, identify the potential travel route and velocity of a 

hazardous spill in the Truckee River. In addition, the EA should analyze the type and 

amouni of equipment necessary lo isolate a hazardous/'loxic material spills before the spill 

enters the water supply treatment and distribution systems west of the City of Reno. 

The EA also fails lo address the potential for train engine leaks and spills which typically 

occur along railroad tracks. Accumulation of leaks and spills will create a poti'ntial toxic 

hazard which will eventually require clean-up measures. The EA should address this issue 

and should provide/offer mitigation measures to minimize the migration of leaks and spills 

into the Truckee River in the Truckee Canyon, and the groundwater supply in the City of 

Reno. 

4.7.6 BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Comment #42: As discussed under Section 4.7.5, of this document above, the risk of spills 

of hazardous materials trom train derailments increases proportionally with the increase in 

the lolal number and length oflrains. A spill of hazardous materials into the Truckee River 

would not only significantly impact the primary source of domestic and agricultural water 

for the metropolitan Reno area, il would also affect downstream terrestrial and aquatic 

wildlife. Ĉ f particular concern is the federally listed endangered fish, the Cui-ui (Chasmistes 

cujus) and the threatened Lahontan cutthroat trout (Salmo clarki henshawi). A derailment-

related spill of hazardous materials into the Truckee River would rapidly flow downstream 

inlo Pyramid Lake, and have a devastating effecl on the above referenced endangered and 

threatened species. 

4.7.7 ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION 

Comment #43: The EA has not adequately addressed or offered mitigation relating to 

environmental remediation ofthe UP TOFC yard locaied in North Reno. If this facility is 

be abandoned or phased-out and consolidated with the intermodal facility in Sparks. Nevada, 

then the fOFC yard in North Reno would require evaluation of environmental issues 
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associated with remediation of chemicals, petroleum and other constituent; "hat may have 

accumulated in the soils, on and adjacent lo the facility. 
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MITIGATION MEASURES 

A mitigalion measure is basically a solution to a problem. To be adequate and effective, a 

mitigalion measure mu.st fit into one of five categories of activities including: 1) avoiding 

impacts; 2) minimizing impacts; 3) rectifying impacts; 4) reducing or eliminating impacts; 

or 5) compensating for impacis by replacing or providing substitute resources or 

environments. Mitigation measures that do not fall in one of the above mentioned categories 

are generally ineffective. The mitigation measures discussed in an EIS must cover the entire 

range of impacts of the proposal. The measures may include design changes to the proposal 

and altemative locations (40 CFR 1508.20). 

The mitigation measures contained in the EA were formulated based on an incorrect 

assumption that the City must live wiih the anticipated impacts of the proposed project 

without consideration of other alternatives including: 1) Interstate 80 corridor alignment; 2) 

full lowering ofthe Iracks tlvough the downtown Reno corridor; and 3) at-grade tracks with 

.street overpasses and underpasses. In addition to identification of alternatives to mitigate the 

significant impacts associated with the project, the Applicant should be responsible for the 

full costs associated with implementation of each mitigation measure. This would include 

time spent, on behalf ofthe City of Reno, to assist the STB or the Applicant by identifying 

offsets or mitigation, to be compensated by the Applicant. 

In addition to identifying appropriate mitigation measures lo offset impacts ofthe proposed 

action, lhe EA should analyze the impacts associated with the mitigation measurcb offered. 

Mitigat'on measures discussed must cover the range of impacts ofthe entire proposal. The 

measure may include such options as design alternatives that would decrease impacts (project 

and mitigation measures, to con.struction impacts) (40 CFR 1502.14(f). 1502.16(h), and 

1508.14). Construction impacts include the potential impacts fium miiigation measures 

offered as part of the project in the EA. For example, the proposed mitigation measure to 

grade separate three railroad-highway crossings, creates additional impacts which musl be 

identified and mitigated in the EA. 

The following mitigation measures have been offered in the EA. 

5.1 AIR QUALITY 

E.A Text Quote: Vol. 1, page 2-13. *; 1, line 7: "Stale and local agencies may find it 

necessary to find additional emissions reductions to offset the potential emissions increases" 
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Comment #46: This mitigation mea.sure is neither adequate nor acceptable lo the Ci.. of 

Reno. Specific mitigation measures including alternatives to the proposed action should be 

identified to reduce the mcrease in noise and the number of sensitive receptors affected by 

additional trains in order to mitigate impacts to below levels of significance. According to 

the EA, noise impacts have been quantified (although they are incorrect), therefore, specific 

mitigation to offset these impacts should be identified now and not in the future. If noise 

impacts cannot be mitigated, then noise impacts must be considered significant and 

unmitigated therelore. requiring full environmental documentation in the form of an EIS. 

NEPA regulations also prohibit deferring mitigation inlo the future. Noise impacts have been 

quantified (although they are incorrect) and therefore miiigation should be offered in the EA 

which reduce noise or sensitive receptors. 

5.3 TRANSPORTATION AND SAFETY 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-14, § 12.8, ̂  4, line 1: "UP/SP shall conduct individual 

traffic/safety studies in consultation with the Cities of Sparks and Winnemucca. respectively. 

Each study shall as.sess .safety and highway traffic impacts associated with the proposed 

merger, and specify site-.specific mitigation, as appropriate UP/SP shall periodically advise 

SEA ofthe status of the ccnsidtations and shall submit the final version of each .study." 

Comment #47: This mitigalion measure is neither adequate nor acceptable to the Cily of 

Reno. The EA should have acknowledged consultation with the City of Reno, in addition 

lo consultation with the Cities of Sparks and Winnemucca The EA specifies mitigation in 

the form of three grade separations to be constructed in the City of Reno, however, this alone 

does not mitigate impacts to the remaining 12 at-grade crossings lhat currently exist. 

The findings of each individual sludy should clearly offer the mitigalion necessary to 

alleviate significant impacts in order for decision makers to deiermine if the measures are 

realistic md feasible. "Paper" mitigation measures are not acceptable according to the NEPA 

regulations. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-15, f 2: "SEA recognizes the unique characteristics of 

the City of Reno. This includes tourism, heavy concentration of notels. and high levels of 

rail, vehicular, and pedestrian trajfic 24 hours a day. SEA is aware .hat the City of Reno 

is conducting .studies and negotiations with the Applicants to develop plans to alleviate 
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ADEQUACY OF ENVI.'{ON>'ENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Comment #44: Though not specifically identified as a mitigalion measure, this statement 

does not meet NEPA's definitions of mitigation because the EA is suggesting that stale and 

local agencies identify additional emissions reductions lo offset the potential increases when 

it is the responsibility ofthe Applicant. 

The phrase "may be necessary" is not concrete or realistic. In addition, the financial burden 

should be placed on the Applicani and not on state and local agencies. This statement 

implies that the EA has not concluded whether the air quality impacts associated with the 

proposed Merger would be significant, in direct conflict with the conclusions of the EA. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-14, § 12.8, «I 2, line I: "UP/SP shall con.sult with 

appropriate Federal [sic], state and local agencies responsible for regulating air quality in 

AQCRs and 148, concerning any possible mitigation mea.sures to reduce any potential 

adverse emissions from the rail segments in these two regions, UP/SP shall advise SEA of 

thc results of these con.sullations." 

Comment #45: This miiigation measure is neither adequate nor acceptable to the City of 

Reno. Specifc mitigalion measures .should be identified lo reduce the increase in air 

emissions associated with additional train and cars idling al railroad crossings in order to 

mitigate impacts to below levels of significance. According lo the EA, air emissions have 

been quantified (although they are incorrect), therefore, specific mitigation to offset these 

impacts should be identified now and not in the future as recommended by the STB. If 

olfsels cnnot be identified, than air emissions must be considered significant and 

unmitigated therefore, requiring full environmental documentation in the form of an EIS. 

NEPA regulations also prohibit deferring miiigation into the future Air impacts have been 

quantified (although they are incorrect) and therefore mitigation should be offered in the EA 

which reduces air emissions. 

5.2 NOISE 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-14. § 12.8, ^ 3, line I: "To reduce potential noise level 

impacts to .sensitive receptt rs along the Roseville. California lo Sparks. Sparks to 

Winnemucca. and Ogden, Utah, to Alazon rail line .segments UP/SP shall con.sult wilh 

appropriate state and local agencies to develop noise abatement plans. The Applicant shall 

advise SEA ofthe results of these consultations andprovide SEA with a copy of any resulting 

noise abatement plans." 
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ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

railroad-highway grade cro.ssing and pedestrian conflicts in the downtown region. SEA 

encourages these efforts, and recommends the following mitigation measures:" 

"a. UP/SP .shall continue to cooperate with the City of Reno in the development of a 

final plan and agreement UP/SP shall negotiate a final agreement with the City 

of Reno within one ond one-half years after the effective date of the merger, if 

approved However, this deadline may be extended hy the mutual consent of the 

City of Reno and UP/SP. UP/SP .shall advise SEA whether or not a final agreement 

has been reached" 

Comment #48: This mitigation measure is neither adequate nor acceptable to the City of 

Reno. This plan .should be completed, reviewed, and agreed upon by the parties involved 

now, and not deferred inlo the future, in order for all of the impacts lo be fully disclosed and 

mitigated. An 18 month negotiating timeframe is utiacceptable and mu.st be accomplished 

prior to the completion of the EA and issuance of a "Finding of No Significant Impacts" 

(FONSI). Again, mitigation must be offered and documented in the EA and not deferred to 

a future date. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-15, ^ 4: "h If no agreement can he reached within the 

time provided above, SEA recommends the following mitigation:" 

"In con.sultation with the Cily of Reno, UP/SP shall construct a minimum of three 

highway/.-ai Iroad grade separations The following streets are to he given first consideration 

for selection: Keystone Street. Vine Street, Evans Sireet, Washington Street, Ralston Street, 

West .Street, .Sierra Street, Virginia Sireel, Center Street, Lake Street, and Sutro Street. 

UP/SP shall consult with the City of Reno concerning the financing of these separations 

SEA anticipates the City [of Reno] would apply for shared fiinding for these separations from 

appropriate federal and state .sources." 

Comment #49: This mitigation measure is neither adequate nor acceptable to the City of 

Reno and il does not offset the impacts identified in the EA regarding air quality, noise, 

transportation, or public safely. The city prefers one of three alternatives. T hree primaiy 

alternatives have been developed and submitted to the STB in a document entitled. "Reno 

Transportation Corridor Alternatives Study" March. 1996. These altematives include: 1) 

Interstate 80 Corridor realignment; 2) full or partial lowering of the tracks ihrough the 

downtown Reno corridor; and 3) at-grade iracks with street overpasses and underpasses. 
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ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

The City of Reno's preferred mitigation alternative for the proposed Merger is the relocation 

of the tracks from the downtown area to an alignment parallel to and south of Interstate 80. 

This 3.6 mile realignmenU has been designed to meet the UP's design criteria for 40 mph 

operation and provides adequate area for a maintenance road along with the fiber optic 

cable(s) and petroleum pipelines. This alternative provides the community with the greatest 

overall benefit by: 1) consolidating train and pipeline operations in the same corridor as 

Interstate 80; 2) permitting tlie redevelopment of the downtown railroad corridor; and 3) 

eliminating al! at-grade crossings within the downtown Reno area. 

The City of Reno also finds the full lowering of the tracks through the downtown corridor 

as an acceptable alternative to the proposed action. This alternative provides a substantial 

reduction in the level of environmental impact by eliminating at grade crossings in the 

downtown Reno area, eliminating vehicular/pedestrian-train conflicts and permitting the use 

of airspace above the tracks. This alternative would, however, expose the downtown area 

to some level of railroad noise and air qua'ity impacts. 

In addition, the concept of shared funding should be spelled out, wilh time spent by the City 

of Reno compensated by the Applicant. If lunding is not available, additional miiigation 

should be offered, such as the Applicant paying the full cost for each grade separation 

project. The City of Reno should not be financially responsible for the majority of the cost 

of each grade separation. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-15, f 6: "UP/SP shall cooperate with the City of Reno 

in the location of the three grade separations. Selection criteria shall include, but not be 

limited lo. .safety, construction costs, highway traffic flows, downtown redevelopment plans, 

and aesthetics. The potential for street closings in conjunction with the new grade 

separations should also be studied." 

Comment #50: This mitigation measure is neither adequate nor acceptable to the City of 

Reno and sireel closures .ihould be identified and agreed upon now and not in the future. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-15, *1 7: "SEA recognizes the unique pedestrian-oriented 

nature of downtown Reno UP/SP shall retain an independent third party consultant to work 

under the direction and .supervision of SEA lo .study the .safety and adequacy of pedestrian 

circulation tin tiie downtown region. If found warranted by this study. UP/SP shall construct 

up lo two pedestrian grade separations." 
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ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Comment #51: T wo pedestrian grade .separations are neither adequate nor acceptable to the 

City of Reno. This issue, as well as the appropriate locations, should be documented in the 

EA and not deferred to a later date. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2. page 12-16, «1 2: "UP./SP, in consultation with the City of Reno, 

shall study the adequacy of existing warning devices for those highway-railroad crossings 

that remain at-grade Based on this study, UP/SP shall upgrade warning devices as needed. 

Enhancements .such as full barricade gating of traffic lanes, non-mountable curbs, and 

constant time systems for grade crossing warning signals shall he considered (these are 

signals capable of providing prior warning of approximately 20 to 25 .seconds for trains 

approaching crossings at various speed.s). UP/SP shall advise SEA of the results of the 

study" 

Comment #52: This mitigation mea.surc is neither adequate nor acceptable tO the City of 

Reno, rhe EA should determine and identify which intersections warrant special devices at 

grade crossings and when they will be imiplemented. Stating something like "as needed" is 

not specific enough, in addition, the results of constmcting this mitigation measure could 

substantially alter EA findings pertaining to noise and public safety. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-16, 3: "UP/SP shall maintain all rail line and grade 

crossing warning devices according to Federal Railroad Administration Standards (49 CFR 

Part 213)" 

Comment #53: This is not a miiigation measure. Specific Code requirements are part of 

the proposed action and must be complied with regardless of significance of impacts. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-16,1 4: "UP/SP shall transport all hazanious materials 

in compliance with the U.S. Department of Transportation Hazardous Materials Regulations 

(49 CFR Parts 171 lo 180)" 

Comment #54: This is not a mitigation measure. Specific Code requirements are part of 

the proposed action and must be complied vvith regardless of significance of impacts. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 2, page 12-16, 5: "In the case of a hazardous materials spill, 

UP/SP .shall follow appropriate emergency response procedures outlined in their Emergency 

Response Plans," 
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ADEQUACY OF ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT 

Comment #55: This is not a mitigalion mea.surc. Specific Code requirements are part of 

the proposed action and must be complied with regardless of significance of impacts. The 

Emergency Response Plans are a part of the proposed action and should appear as such. 

Then, the Cily of Reno can comment on the plans' adequacy or applicability to hazardous 

materials spills in the Truckee Canyon. 
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ADEQUACY OF CONCLUSION 

• The EA does not provide and evaluate a rea.sonable range of meaningful alternatives 
lo the proposed action which would reduce or eliminate significant impacts 
associated wiih the proposed action. 

• The EA does not include an adequate analysis of the impact of the proposed action 
on air quality. 

• The EA does not prepare an adequate analysis of the impact of the proposed action 
on the ncise environment. 

• The EA does not provide an adequate analysis of the impact ofthe proposed action 
on safety. 

• The EA does not include any analysis of the impact of the proposed project on 
energy, cultural resources, land use, socioeconomics, water resources, and biological 
resources. 

• The EA does not propose adequate, enforceable mitigation measure to reduce or 

eliminate the significant impacts of the proposed action on air quality, noise, 

transportation, safety, energy, cultural resources, land use, socioeconomics, water 

resources, and biological resources. 

• The EA does not adequately support the conclusion of EA pertaining to the 

proposed action not significantly affecting the quality of the human environment. 

In conclusion, the EA as it is currently structured, in no way has the ability to support a 

Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI), as promulgated by 40 CFR 1501.4(e), 1508.13. 
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7.0 CONCLUSION.S/CITY OF RENO'S REQUESTED ACTION 

The City of Reno, Nevada has reviewed fhe EA prepared for the proposed Merger, and 

identified numerous deficiencies in the content, analysis and procedures utilized to prepare 

the document. The Cily of Reno opposes the approval ofthe proposed Merger as currentlv 

proposed because the post-merger operations proposed by the Applicant will have significant 

adverse impacts on the human environment and public health and safety, as well as 

commerce, of the Cily of Reno, and neither the Applicant nor the STB propose action that 

wil! adequately .safeguard the environment, or mitigate the adverse impacts of the proposed 

Merger, in accordance wilh the requirements of NEP.A. Based on the analysis contained in 

this cominent document, it is clear that the EA prepared for the proposed Merger is 

inadequate in several respects, cannot be made to comply wiih the provisions of NEPA, and 

as a result, an Environmental Impact Statement is required. 

The City of Reno formally requests the STB find that the EA has not been prepared in 

compliance with the provisions of NEP.A, the NEPA regulations, the STB NEPA regulations, 

and requires the preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement. 
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6.0 ADFQl At ^ OF CONCLUSION - NO SIGNIFICANT EFFECT ON THE 
Ql A U r n OF THE HUMAN ENVIRONMENT 

The EA, in a three sentence paragraph, documents the following conclusion based on the 

impact analysis and mitigation measures contained in the EA. 

EA Text Quote: Vol. 1. page ES-19. § ES 8. 11 I: "Based on its independent analysis, 

review of available information, and the recommended mitigation measures, SE.A concludes 

that, as currently proposed, the propo.sed merger and related construction and ahandonment 

proposals would not significantly affect the quality of the human environment. Accordingly. 

SEA recommends that the Board impose these mitigation measures as conditions to any final 

decision approving the proposed merger and related abandonments and construction projects. 

Therefore, the environmental impact statement process is unnecessary in this proceeding." 

Comment #56: As shown in the comments presented in the preceding Chapters (1.0 - 5.0) 

of this comment document, it is readily apparent that the EA has numerous procedural and 

analytical errors, omissions and misleading statements. As a result, the EA has not been 

prepared in compliance with the requirements of NEPA, the CEQ NEPA regulations (40 

CFR 1500-1508), and the STB NEPA implementing regulations (49 CFR 1105), and as a 

result, cannot be used as the basis for the above referenced finding that the proposed Merger 

would not significantly affect the quality of the human environment. 

In summary, the E.A is not adequate for the following rea.sons: 

• The EA does not comply vvith the procedural provisions of NEPA. including 

consultation wilh affected agencies and local jurisdictions, adequate revievv time, 

public involvemtnt'scoping, internal consistency and incorporation of comments 

from affected agencies and local jurisdictions. 

• The EA does not provide an adequate and complete description of the proposed 

action, upon which all impact analysis, mitigation measures, and level of 

significance determinations are based 

• The EA does not include and evaluate related projects which would result in 

cumulative impacts exceeding established significance thresholds. 
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APPENDIX - SUPPORTING COMMENT LETTERS 

The attached letters support the City of Reno's comprehensive review of the Environmenlal 

Assessment (EA) prepared for thc Union Pacific/Southern Pacific (UP/SP) Merger (Finance 

Docket No. 32760) by the Surface Transportation Board (STB), Section of Environmental 

Analysis (SEA) dated April 12, 1996. 

Agency for Nuclear Projects, Nuclear Waste Project Office April 25, 1996 
City of Reno Fire Department May I , 1996 
Comstock Hotel Casino April 24, 1996 
Fitzgerald Hotel Casino April 29, 1996 
Giroux & Associates April 26. 1996 
Harrah's Hotel Casino September 20. 1995 
Prostinak. Danie! J. and Debra A. April 19, 1995 
Region.al Emergency Meilical Services Auihority May 1, 1996 
Regional Transportation Commission May 1. 1996 
The Sands Regency Hotel Casino April 29, 1996 
Truckee River Lodge April 25, 1996 
Truckee River Yacht Club April 29, 1996 
Washoe County April 30, 1996 
Washoe County Sheriff April 24, 1996 

Letter previously submitted with Comments and Verified Statement of the City of Reno. 

submitted to the STB, dated March 29, 1996, incorporated and made part of this document 

by reference. 

City of Reno Fire Department March 6, 1996 
City of Reno Police Department February 23, 1996 
City of Sparks Fire Department Februaiy 27, 1996 
Dennis Banks Construction Company March 6, 1996 
District Health Department Environmentai Services February 28, 1996 
Don's Pharmacy Undated 
Eleclro-'Fesl, Incorporated March 6, 1996 
James I . Schaap February 29. 1996 
Micioflex Medical Corporation February 29, 1996 
Nevada Department of Transportation January 25, 1996 
Regional Emergency Medical Service .Authority January 29, 1996 
Regional Transportation Commission January 26. 1996 
Regional Transportation Commission January 29.1996 
Regional Transportation Commission March 6. 1996 
Reno-Sparks Indian Colony - Tribal Council February 29, 1996 

Washoe Countv Commission March 28, 1996 
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BOB MILLtR STATE OF NEVADA ROBERT R LOUX 
Extcullve Directoi 

AGENCY FOR NUCLEAR PROJECTS 
NUCLEAR WASTE PROJECT OFFICE 

Capitol Complex 
Carson City. Nevada 89710 
Telephone: (702) 6S7-3744 

Fax: (702) 687-5277 

M E M O R A N D U M 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

Ms. Dori Owen, Project Manager 
UP/SP Merger Environmental Assessment 

Joe Strolin, Administrator 
Planning Division 

April 25, 1996 

SUBJECT: Comments on the UP/SP Merger Environmental Assessment - Your Memo 
of April 18, 1996 

I have reviewed the materials you sent me under cover of you April 18th 
memorandum. There are two interrelated issues involving the transport of nuclear 
materials that may have bearing on thc analyses required for the Environmental 
Assessment (EA): 

Issue One 

The U.S. Department of Energy (DOE) has recently announced plans for shipping foreign 
reactor spent nuclear fuel through the port of Concord, Califomia to Idaho Falls. Idaho 
via Nevada. It is our understanding that at least eight (8) rail shipments of spent fuel 
would pass through Reno in mid to late 1997. DOE has indicated that rail is the preferred 
mode of transport for these shipments. While the number of shipments for the proposed 
campaign is modest and the shipments are onetime-only occurrences, the use of Concord 
as a port of entry could set a precedent for future shipments of spent fuel and'or high-
level radioactive waste. Even as few a eight shipments of spent fuel will require 
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considerable planning, emergency preparedness, and training along the shipping route, 
especially in heavily populated areas such as Reno-Sparks. 

Issue Two 

DOE is also considering a number of potential rail spur routes for shipping large 
quantities of spent fuel and high-level waste to the proposed Yucca Mountain high-level 
radioactive wa,ste repository. One of these rail spur alternatives, known as the Carlin 
route, would run from the current SP rail line near Carlin, Nevada to Yucca Mountain 
(see attached map). If a Carlin spur were to be built, it would mean that spent fuel from 
Cf'i'bmia reactors, and perhaps waste from reactors in Oregon and Washington, could be 
routed through Reno. This could amount to between 1,200 and 2,000 rail shipments of 
spent fuel over a 30 to 50 jear period. (It should be noted that DOE has made no decision 
regarding selection of a rail spur route or whether to build a spur at all, and the Carlin 
altemative is one of 4 currently under consideration. The other routes would come off the 
UP main line in either Lincoln or Clark counties.) 

Comments for the EA 

The potential for spent reactor fuel shipments from Concord through the Reno/Sparks, 
Lovelock, Winnemucca, Elko, Wells/Wendover corridor presents near-term problems in 
terms of planning, emergency preparedness, training, and public perception of risk: 
Likewise, potential shipments of high-level radioactive waste bound for Yucca Mountain 
or an interim storage facility at the Nevada Test Site via a possible Carlin spur present 
similar, longer-term issues for communities along the rail corridor. Some of the potential 
problems/issues that should be addressed in the EA are as follows: 

• The EA should evaluate impacts of'"special train" restrictions on railroad 
operations, the flow of rail traffic through populated areas such as Reno, the 
potential for accidents, and other operational impacts. 

In the past, spent nuclear fuel has been shipped in "special"' or "'dedicated" trains 
that are required to operate under certain restrictions. For example, such trains 
must follow adhere to speed limitations (as low as 35 MPH, I believe). The EA 
should examine the impacts of such restrictions on overall rail opeiations, taking 
into account the increased routine trafTic flow that would result from the proposed 
merger. 



The EA should also examine potential radiological impacts associated with the 
shipment of radioactive materials through congested urban areas such as Reno and 
assess the effect ofthe proposed merger on such impacts. 

Even though spent fuel and high-level radioactive waste are shipped in heavily 
shielded canisters, radiation is not completely contained by the packaging. It is 
possible for individuals close to a container for extended periods to receive 
radiation exposures significantly in excess of background levels. Sucn exposures 
are possible, for exa.mple, in the event of a "gridlock" incident, where a rail car is 
stopped at a crossing with occupied motor vehicles halted in proximity to the train. 
The EA might evaluate what effect the merger will have on increasing the risk of 
such exposures either because of increased traffic flows and increased auto 
congestion or because of increased risks of accidents and slow-downs within urban 
areas such as Reno? 

The EA should examine the potential for Reno area tourism lo be negatively 
affected by the combined effects of the proposed merger and the potential 
shipments of radioactive materials by train through Reno. 

It is possible that increased train traffic through Reno/Sparks will result in 
tourisL'visitor frustration over crossing delays, noise and other impacts. In addition, 
research undertaken by the State's Agency for Nuclear Projects has demonstrated 
that the potential exists for negative impacts to accrue to the tourism and visitor 
industry as a result of the extraordinarily negative reactions people have to things 
nuclear and the propensity for any nuclear-related incident to be amplified by the 
media. Will the proposed merger exacerbate any negative "stigma" impacts in the 
event that spent fuel and high-level waste are shipped through Reno? Are there 
operational or other measures that can be instituted to prevent the types of 
incidents that would contribute to negative impacts or at least mitignte their 
effects? 

Perhaps the most severe form of incident involving speni fiiel or high-level waste 
would be one involving some form of terrorist threat to such a shipment. The EA 
might examine whether the proposed merger increases the risk of such an incident 
occurring in or near Reno (the major population center in Nevada along the norther 
rail corridor). Are there things about the merger that would amplify or attenuate 
this risk? 

The EA should also address how unique local conditions may affect the potential 



Fire Department Larry S. Farr 
Fire Chief 
Fire .Marshal 

Lee Amestoy 
Assistant Chief 

May 1. 1996 

Dori Owen, Project Manager 
City of Reno Redevelopment Agency 
P O Box 1900 
Reno, NV 89505 

Dear Dori, 

Attached are our commenis about the Railroad Merger. 

I f l can answer any questions, please call me at 334-2300. 

Sincerely, 

Lee Amestoy, Assistant Fire Chief 
Reno Fire Department 

rc'uimia pcnoniK 1/uncstoy/nmerger wpd 
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Railroad Merger Report 
Fire Department Study 

INTRODLCTION 

The Reno Fire Depanment provides emergency services lo citizens and visitors of the City of 
Reno in the areas of fire suppression, emergency medical, technical rescue, and hazardous 
materials mitigation. This service is provided by a network often fire stations located 
throughout a city roughly bisected by the Southem Pacinc Railroad. The fire protection system 
serving the urban environment relies on the distribution of fire stations and specialized fire 
companies and their ability to quickly arrive and intervene at the various categories of 
emergencies. Although a call for service (emergency) is a singular event, multiple companies 
from the nearest locations are dispatched depending on the alarm type. It should be noted that 
these incident are always "in-progress". Response time is critical. 

The Reno Fire Department also has formal emergency aid agreements with all neighboring 
jurisdictions and agencies. Depanment resources are provided on a reciprocating basis either by 
request or by pre-plaiuied response. The full range of emergency services are provided. 

RESPONSE DATA 

yi££: 

Calls for service increase every year. Calendar year 1995 had 14.916 calls for service requiring 
22,354 individual unit responses. See attachment A. As the population of citizens and visitors 
grow, as city limits increase with higher urban density and increased transportation activity, the 
department's emergency responses increase an average of 11.9% per year. The size of the 
department has not grown in relation to the city's growth. As a result, it is projected that calls for 
service will continue to rise 11% per year but apparatus responses will accelerate each year 
approximately 15%. 

The Reno Fire Department's adopted objective is to respond to one-hundred per cent of the calls 
for service in 5 minutes or less.' The most recent reporting shows the department achieving the 
objective 72% ofthe lime. 

Response TirpgS' 

Less than 3 minutes 3 1 % 
3- 4 minutes 22% 
4- 5 minutes 19% 
5- 6 minutes 12% 
6- 7 minutes 7% 
Over 7 minutes 10% 

1 hscai ve.u •'It 'I AjoptcvJ iioaW .ind v>biecii-*e^ 
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TELfPMOW TO '»9 3663 

April 29. 1996 

Mr. Jerry L Hall 
Strategic Project Management 
1755 East Plumb Lane. Suite 128 
Reno. NV 89502 

Dear Jerry: 

I am submitting the following data in response to your April 24, 1996 memo 
requesting data that would occur rf the railroad merger is consummated. Trie 
economic impacts are as follows: 

1. All hotels near the railroad corridor currently have to significantly discount 
their room rates for any rooms fs'.oing the railroad corridor. It is the number 
one guest complaint here at Fitzgeralds I know it is also a major problem for 
the Flamingo Hilton, the Sands and the Eldorado. The many small motel 
owners that are near the corridor also expenence the same problem. These 
properties depend solely on room revenue for their survival. To a lessor, but 
still significant degree, the railroad noise generated by the train whistles also 
impact the Silver Legacy and Hanrah's. Because many of these properties 
have to discount their room rates, the amount of room tax generated back to 
the City is also significantly reduced. If the amount of trains coming Ihrough 
the corridor triples as forecasts call for, it is possible that the room tax 
generated back to the City could deaease by 5%. 

2. Having up to 38 trains a day going through the corridor will, in effect, throw 
up a *wall of iron' in our Downtown. The current economic growth in the 
Downtown is on the north side of the tracks. This growth has been spawned 
by the advent of the National Bowling Stadium and the major expansions by 
Circus Circus and Eldorado and the new Silver Legacy. The southem side of 
the tracks is experiencing economic stagnation. The closure of the 
Horseshoe and Harolds Club properties are the most recent two examples 
Having this "wall of iron' will further exacerbate the economic difficulties 
experienced by properties on the south side. There could be a negative 
impact on gaming revenues Again, this will further decrease gaming taxes 
generated by gaming properties to the State and which are then further 
distributed back to counties and cities. This impact could be somewhere in 
the 1%to 5% region. 
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... MEMORANDUM 

TO: Jim Rogers, Antoinette DeVore cc: George Rmaldi 

FROM: Ken Stellmacher, 
Strategic Planning 

EXT: 3691 

DATE: September 20, 1995 

SUBJECT: IMPACT OF TRAINS ON OUR BUSINESS 

I've outlined below for vou some of the impacts thai increased train traffic m tha dowrtown 
corridor will likely have on Harrah's Reno. If we feel any financial impact here at Harrah's, you can 
be assured that the Cal Neva will also feel an impact (their impact may even be greater since they 
rely heavily on lodgers from north of the iracksl. 

• Noise pollution wil! disrupt our guests' stay at Harrah's and Hampton 

Depending on time of day that the trams pass through, we mry get complaints about the 
noise they create, which could raise guarantee invocation costs. Additionally, we might be 
impacted by guest defections as they look for other accommodations that are further away 
from the tracks on f'Jture trips. 

• Trains will delay our employees when trying to get to work. 

The increased rail traffic could result in additional ovctime as managers hold employees 
longer to cover for employees delayed by trains. 

• Trains will impact our customer and subsequent gaming revenue volumes. 

Trains may deter lodgefS staying at hotels north of the tracks from visiting Harrah's Reno, or 
from spending as much time with us. An internal analysis levealed that under a worst case 
scenario, the trains could reduce our gaming revenues by $22 million. This does not include 
any impact to food, beverage or show revenues. 

• Heavier rail traffic will adversely affect events held in downtown Reno. 

For events that utilize Virginia Street (Street Vibrations, Hot August Nights. Italian Festival 
etc.l. the increased number of daily trams may diminish their appeal, both to participants 
and to spectators. Harrah's Reno usually performs strongly when the special events are 
held downtown (i.e.. when the market is fuHl. 

• More trams may mean higher cleaning costs. 

Do the current trams or cars waiting for trains, kick up a lot of dust and dirt in the 
downtown area' If so. the additional rail traffic couid push up externa! and Internal cleaning 
costs. 

Pit-ase give me a call at x3691 if you have any questions or want to discuss further. 



REGIONAL EMS AUTHORITY ( R E N . ^ ) -RAILROAD OPTIONS EVALUATIONS 

OPS. EVALUATION ITEMS/CURRENT TRACK OPTIONS NO BUILD ROADS TRAIN ~ 1-80 
BELOW GRADE BELOW GRADE CORRIDOR 

Response Time Impact To Patient Locatkjns (TO SCENE)' Adverse Adverse High Value Added High Value Added 

Response Time Impact Transporting Patienib {TO HOSPITALS)^ 
• Cardiac Arrest -- To Closest Hospital Adverse Adverse High Value Added High Value Added 
• Traumatic Injuries -- To Trauma Center Adverse Adverse High Value Added High Value Added 
• Serious Med. Problems Chest Pain, Diff. Breathing, etc. Adverse Adverse High Value Added High Value Added 

Response Time Impact - To patient on train^ N/A Potentially Adverse Adverse Potentially Adverse 

Potential For Train Versus Vehicle/Pedestrian Accidents* Adverse Med. Value Added High Value Added High Value Added 

Population Risk on Derailment (Multiple Casually Incident)* 
• Injury Risk Adverse Adverse Med. Value Added High Value Added 
• Evacuation Logistics In City Area Adverse Adverse Med. Value Added High Value Added 
• Access To Hospitals Adverse Adverse High Value Added High Value Added 
• Access To Scene/General Population Adverse Adverse High Value Added High Value Added 
• Access To Scene (i.e. personnel, rail cars, etc.) Med. Valua Added Adverse Adverse Med. Value Added 

Operational Impact On Emergency Medical Ambulance Service 
• Increased Frequency of Trains Adverse Adverse Low High Value Added 
• Increased Length of Trains Adverse Adverse Low High Value Added 
• Combination of Increased Length and Frequency Adverse X 2 Adverse X 2 Low High Value Added 

Economic Impact On Emergency Medical Ambulance Service 
• Increased Frequency of Trains Adverse Adverse None None 
• Increased Lerigth of Trains Adverse Adverse None None 
• Combination of Increased Length and Frequency Adverse Adverse None None 

Paramedic Ambulance Response Numbers 1995 2000 (Proj.) 
• All 29000 35000 
• Immediate Downtown Reno Corridor (see maps) 6873 6248 
• Number of Cardiac Arrests 500 600 
• Critical Patients (Trauma, Medical Problems) 350 420 
• Trauma Patients 9368 11242 
• Medical Patients 13070 15684 

Prepared by Staff 4/30/96 Page 1 



REGIONAL i£MS AUTHORITY (REI\rtoM) -RAILROAD OPTIONS EVALUATIONS 

Note # 1 - RESPONSE TO SCENES. Will be adversely atfected by train length and frequency as long as the trains run through the Downtown 
Corridor atiove grade. Proposals to move the trains below grade or to the 1-80 corridor provide the best solution for emeregency 
medical response. A significant number of patients ore sen/ed in or around the Downtown Corridor of Reno, which will only increase over the 
yaers. 

Proposals to have one-way streets, below grade thru-ways at certain streets and closing certain roads provides the following problems from 
an emergency medbal response perspective: 

• One-way streets, reduced arterials undergrade (I.e.. 4+ lanes to 3, and street closures will have an adverse impact on emeregency 
medical responses. Problems can and will arise with traffic congestion under the below grade streets. This can cause emeregency responders 
to be time delayed, especially given that some routes are reduced under grade to one lane. 

• Further any accident, minor or major, has high potential to block the undergrade pass delaying responses should the emergency vehicle 
be caught under the under pass with traffic infront and behind the responding paramedic ambulance. 

• Emergency responses to accidents in the underpass which are more likely ihan a train problem underground, will hamper access to these 
paiineis and removal for rapid transport to hospitals. We believe the odds are much higher of traffic accidents than train accidents below 
grade. 

• One way streets and street closures will make emergency access to patinets, and ultimately patinet transport to hospitals, more ditiicult 
and cost more time. This is unacceptable from a public safety perspective. 

• Moving the Irains below grade through the "Downtown Corridor" or to teh 1-80 corridor is the best solution for multiple rease ns listed in 
this report. 

Prepared by Staff 4/30/96 Page 2 



REGIONAL EMS AUTHORITY (REMSA) -RAILROAD OPTIONS EVALUATIONS 

Note » 5 -MULTIPLE CASUALTY INCIDENTS fMCI'S). While REMSA believes the major impacts to the community and our patients are on a 
daily basis, one can not over look the potentially catastrophic derailment in a populated area which could result in multiple injuries, large scale 
evacuations, and other disaster level response needs. REMSA viewed this '.n a number ot perspectives in the table. The probability that could 
occur with potential large scale loss or hann to life, and the potential lo ^ivoid this for the communities citizens and visitors, makes the first 
two options even more undesirable. Reducing the daily risk will also reduce the less likely but very dangerous potential of a large scale 
disaster. 

Prepared by Staff 4/30/96 Page 4 
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Ms. Dori Owens 
May 1, 1996 
Page 2 

Other Traffic Related Issues 

• The assumption of 5,000 ADT as an average grade crossing volume is not 
accurate, as mentioned above. The EA should be revised to utilize the actual 
volumes to revise the estimate of accident exposure at grade crossings. 

• The City of Reno is not mentioned as the recipient of individual traffic analysis as 
noted on page 12-14. As noted, 15 crossings are listed in the EA as being in 
Reno. It is not clear why they were excluded. 

• There is no mention of the impact on public transportation in the EA. As the 
Citifare public transit system has its downtown location and transfer center within 
one (1) block of the railioad tracks, an assessmeiit of the proposed merger would 
be important. There are over 700 daily crossings of the railroad tracks by Citifare 
coaches each day. The Citifare system averages over 34 passenger boardings 
per hour. The EA should be revised to consider thc air quality, passenger delay, 
and accident exposure impacts that result from the project. 

Please feel free to call me wi th any questions regarding this matter at 348-0480. 

Sincerely, 

»jre?rKrause\ 
Planning Meager 

GHK:dsc 
cc Celia Kupersmith, RTC 

Mark Demuth 

\MERGER.LTR 
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Keystone Ave 25,651 
Vine St 2,938 
Washington St 1.808 
Ralston St 4,633 
Arlington Ave 14,125 
Sierra St 22,826 
Virginia St 15,707 
Cente.'- St 13,560 
Lake St 7.797 

NDOT 1994 AADT increased 13% to reflect the cunent year and the difference 
between annual average daily traffic (AADT) and average daily traffic (ADT) 

\RAILTRAF WK4 
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TRUCKEE RIVER 
LODGE 

501 West 1st Street • Reno. Nevada 89503 • (702) 786-8888 
FAX: (702) 348-4769 • Reservations: (800) 635-8950 

April 25, 1996 

Mr. Jerry Hall 
Strategic Project Management 
175S E. Plumb Lane, Suit© 128 
Reno, NV 89502 

Dear Mr. Hall: 

A3 the Truckee River Lodge ia located at 501 West lat 
Street, two blocks aouth of the tracks and with 901 of our 
cuatomer baae coming from the north aide of the ttacks, the 
doubling of the ttains through town would be devaatating to our 
hotel operation. 

Once our guests have arrived and checked into the hotel they 
go back north, croaaing the tracka to access the caainoa. 

We aa a city cannot let this situation proceed. If we do, 
it will create two cities; one north and one south. This would 
not be a happy situation. 

Sincerely, 

Robert f. Ruak 
General Partner 
Truckee River Lodge 

RFR.-iraa 



Letter to: Don Owen 
Subject; Comments on the EA for the Proposed Railroad Merger 
April 30, 1996 
Page 2 

whether homs are sounded at each public crossing regardless of the distance to the next 
crossing, etc. This information would be particularly important in areas where there are 
several public crossings fairly close together (e g., downtown Reno) 

Air Quality Impacts. The EA pnmanly recuses on the air quality of its diesel engines in calculating 
the impacts to air quality. The EA should address the air quality impacts of idling cars as they wait 
at railroad crossings. In our confined air basin, it is likely that this impact will be significant, 
particularly when considenng the delays due to the increased number of trains along the Donner 
Pass comdor Additionally, Sparks is not evaluated for the air quality impacts of its railroad yard 
(once again, presumably since it did not satisfy certain thresholds) The EA should provide the 
appropriate calculations and results to demonstrate why Sparks should not be evaluated for 
railroad yard air quality impacts. 

Economic Impacts. There is no evaluation of the economic impact of the proposed merger to our 
local economy Such an evaluation is particularly important to our region, because the impacts 
caused by a significant increase in the number of trains using the Donner Pass comdor could be 
substantial. Lengthy delays at railroad crossings, increased noise (particularly at public crossings 
when trains are required to sound horns), and the potential for national media attention in the 
event of train accidents or hazardous matenal spills can affect the cecisions of tounsts to visit our 
region. The region is no longer dependent on the railroad as its pnmary economic "engine"; 
therefore, the EA should evaluate how the merger will affect our economy. 

Reno Brancti Line. Union Pacific/Southern Pacific should provide a detailed analysis of the future 
of the Reno Branch line and the Reno intermodal facility (Parr Boulevard area). If there is to be a 
significant increase in either of these two areas, then a formal assessment must be conducted. If 
the rail line is to be abandoned, then public agencies may desire to acquire the nghts of way for 
future 'rails to trails" systems. 

Public Safety 

Isolated Communities. Several communities in Washoe County have their only access over the 
railroad tracks The safety of residents and businesses within those communities wiil be in 
jeopardy when their access is blocked at the railroad crossing. This blockage will occur daily 
dunng normal operations of the railroad as trains cross the road; this situation is a concem for 
emergency response vehicles. The blockage could also occur should a tram accident or 
hazardous matenal spill block the access. The charts below identity the isolated communities, 
show the community composition, provide information on the length of time dunng which the 
access will be blocked d inng normal railroad operations, and indicate whether these communities 
have emergency access which does not cross railroad tracks. Tiie accompanying map shows the 
locations of these communities 

The largest communities impacted by sole access across railroad tracks are those using 
Woodland Avenue (City of Reno), Del Curto Lane and Canal Road Of these, the community 
using Woodland Avenue will expenence the most growth over the next several years, both in 
residential and commercial/industrial land uses. The chart on the following page outlines 
community composition. 



Letter to Don Owen 
Subject: Com.ments on the EA for the Proposet! Railroad Merger 
April 30, 1996 
Page 3 

Community Map ID Number Community Composition 

Donner Pass Comdor 

Quilici Ranch 2 1 residence 

Verdi private crossings 5,6 2 to 3 residences 

Mogul Read #1 7 3 to 5 residences 

Mogul Road #2 8 1 residence 

Woodland Avenue 10 40 residences (200+ planned) 
commercial industrial 

Stag Lane 11 5 residences 

Del Curto Lane 13 28 residences 
Ditho Road 14,15 2 residences 
Canal Road 17 35 residences (all in Storey County) 

Reno Brancti 

MarMac Street 19 3 residences 

Seneca Drive 21 80 residences 
Panther Valley 
(Ranger and Link Rd) 

24,25 200 + residences 

University Heights 
(Comstock and 
Socrates Drives) 

2< 28 unknown (at least 200) 

The expected railroad crossing delays are outlined below: 

Community Total Crossing Delay per Day'̂  

6,000 foot long tram 8.000 foot long tram 
Current'' Projected* Current'' Projected 

Donner Pass Comdor 

Quilici Ranch 30 mm 1 hr 14 mm 37 mm 1 hr 31 mm 
Verdi private crossings 30 min 1 hr 14 mm 37 mm 1 hr 31 mm 
Mogul Road #1 30 mm 1 hr 14 mm 37 mm 1 hr 31 mm 
Mogul Road #2 30 min 1 hi 14 mm , 37 mm 1 hr 31 mm 
Woodland Avenue 30 mm 1 hr 14 mm 37 mm 1 hr 31 mm 

Stag Lane 30 mm 1 hr 14 mm 37 mm 1 hr 31 mm 

Del Curto Lane 30 mm 1 hr 14 mm 37 min 1 hr 31 mm 

Ditho Road 22 mm 54 mm 27 mm 1 hr6 mm 
Canal Road 22 mm 54 mm 27 mm 1 hr 6 mm 

Note: Number of residences are estimates based on field survey work and Washoe County Assessor 
Files. 

Note: Total Crossing Delay was computed using fhe formulas provided in Appendix I. Volume 5 of the EA. 
The speed of the tram was either 42 MPH or 65 MPH depenr'ing on the location. Speed 
information was provided by Union Pacific officials Times c're rounded. The Reno Branch was 
not included because there is supposedly no significant increase in tram traffic with the merger 

' Note Current crossing deiay was computed using 13 freight trams per day. Does not include Amtrack 
trains. 

' Note Projected crossing delay was computed using 32 freight trains per day Does not include Amtrack 
trains. 



Letter to: Don Owen 
Subject Comments on the EA for the Proposed Railroad Merger 
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Page 4 

In all cases, waiting times at railroad crossings will more than double. Crossmg delays for a single 
tram range from 2 min 18 sec (6,000 foot trams) to 3 mm (8,000 foot trams) at 42 MPH and 1 
mm 45 sec. (6,000 foot trains) to 2 min. (8,000 foot trains) at 65 MPH Delay times aside, the 
increase m the number of daily trains (18 to 32) will double the chances of any given railroad 
crossing being blocked during an emergency response situation as outlined below: 

Community Emergency Access 
Donner Pass Comdor 

Quilici Ranch Yes. Unimproved dirt road to Garson Bluff. 
Verdi private crossings Yes. Dirt road to Garson Road Locked gate on dirt road. 
Mogul Road #1 Yes Pnvate bridge and private road to Don Bell Lane Sierra Pacific 

Power Comoany maintains keys Problems with emergency access 
Mogul Road #2 No 
Woodland Avenue Yes. Pnvate paved road south of railroad tracks 2 locked gates, 

emergency responders do not have keys Road meets with Mayberiy 
Dnve on a down slope at a blmd comer (traffic hazard) 

Stag Lane No 
Del Curto Lane No 
Ditho Road No 
Canal Road Yes. Unimproved dirt road through Storey County to Virginia City. 

Storey County officials would recommend use of this road solely by 4 
wheel drive, high clearance vehicles and only in good weather 

Reno Branch 

MarMac Street No 
Seneca Drive No 
Panther Valley 
(Ranger and Link Rd) 

No 

University Heights 
(Comstock and 
Socrates Drives) 

unknown 

The length of trains may also cause a public safety problem For instance, in Verdi the pubiic 
crossings at Crystal Park Road and Bridge Street are about 3.400 feet apart. Obviously, both 
crossings are blocked for a short time with both 6,COO foot and 8,000 foot trams. This reduces the 
opportunities for emergency responders to use one crossmg should the other be blocked. Similar 
situations occur at other locations on the railroad tracks. 

It appears that the primary focus for public safet/ with isolated communities should be along the 
Donner Pass corridor Of the nine crossing singled out on that corridor, three deserve immediate 
attention because of the size and location of the community impacted by its sole access across 
the railroad tracks These three are the communities served by Woodland Avenue, Stag Lane 
and Del Curto Lane Canal Road should also be addressed, but will take close coordination with 
Storey County Proposals for these three communities are discussed in the section titled 
Proposed Mitigation Measures. 
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Noise Impacts 

The attached maps illustrate the distance along the railroad tracks which are subject tc noise 
impacts. The map shows 290 and 780 feet distance from the tracks based on the following chart: 

Average 
Number of 

Trains per day 

Distance to L̂ ^ = 65 dBA Average 
Number of 

Trains per day Without horns With horns 
(public grade crossings) 

50 mph j 30 mph 50 mph 30 mph 

32 290 ft 1 250 n 780 ft ' 1.100 ft 

The distances used m this evaluation are ba->ed on extrapolation of figures H-1, H-2, H-3 and H-4 
in Volume 5 Additionally, the figures shown m Appendix H, Volume 5 fo. distance to Lan differ 
from those included m section 12.3, Noise Analysis of Volume 2. The numbers shown on page 
12-6 are 480 feet (perpendicular) before merger and 670 feet after merger There is no 
explanation for these numbers and it is unknown if these numbers mclude horn soundings at 
public crossings. Usmg charts H-1 through H-4, and the extrapolation above, the figures for the 
unincorporated County should be closer to Pre-merger: 140 ft (without horns) and 465 (with 
horns) plus post-merger: 290 ft (without horns) and 780 ft (with horns). 

The number and types of sensitive receptors along the Donner Pass corridor (outside of the Reno 
and Sparks area) are shown on the following chart. These numbers and types were derived from 
assessor information contained m Washoe County's Geographic Information System These 
numbers are from a buffer drawn 780 feet from the tracks and within a quarter mile each side of 
public crossings (distance noted in the EA where trams are required to sound their horns). In 
many cases, the sensitive receptor numbers differ from those shown in the EA (page 12-7) 

Community Number of Sensitive Receptors Community 
ResidentiaT School Church 

Verdi 
(crossings 3 & 4) 

81 0 0 

Mogul to W Reno 
(crossmgs 7,10.13) 

83 0 0 

The rjnmary focus for noise impacts (outside of the Reno-Sparks area) along the Donner Pass 
comdor are m Verdi. Proposed mitigation for Verdi is discussed in the section titled Proposed 
Mitiga'ion Measures. 

Environmental 

Union Pacific officials have told the region s HAZMAT responders that there should be a decrease 
m bulk shipments and waste/hazardous matenal along the Donner Pass corridor since that 
corridor will be primarily for high speed intermodal trains The Feather River route will then be 
used pnmanly for slowf. 'raffic to mclude the majority ofthe waste/hazardous matenal shipments 

' Note Tms figure was used in calculating the sensitive receptor information from the attached maps. 
' Note Residential Includes single and muUi family, plus manufactured housing (e g , mobile homes). 
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The EA does not address the potential impact of such traffic along that route. Of particular 
concern for Washoe County would be the impacts to the town of Gerlach What type of response 
equipment would be needed at Gerlach in the case of a hazardous matenal spill or accident? 
Where would this equipment come from? Who would respond and what would be the response 
time? 

Since the Donner Pass corndor will be expenencing an increase in faster and longer trains, the 
EA should provide calculations on the probability of tram derailments along the Truckee River 
comdor. This should be combined with detailed watershed and/or drainage basin mapping which 
would clearly illustrate and identify the potential travel routes of spills to the Truckee River The 
Truckee River supplies our region with its primary water source and such measures are 
necessary to ensure protection of that source. In addition, the EA should analyze the type and 
amount of equipment necessary to isolate any hazardous/toxic matenal spills before the spills 
enter the water supply systems of Reno, Sparks and Wadsworth. 

As an another measu'-^ to protect the region's water supply, the EA stiould address engine leaks 
and spills which occur along the railroad tracks Accumulation of leaks c.nd spills creates a 
potential toxic hazard and will eventually require clean-up measures The EA should address this 
impact and provide mitigation measures to minimize the migration of leaks and spills into the 
ground water supply and/or into surface drainage facilities which eventually empty into the 
Truckee River. There may be a need for structures similar to catch basins which are required for 
parking lots 

Proposed Mitigation Measures 

1 Improve the emergency access road from Woodland Avenue to Mayberry Dnve Several 
measures should be taken: 

a. Ensure that the access road is indeed an easement for emergency access All regional 
emergency responders should be made aware of the road and provided instructions on 
access (either a key system or bolt cutters). 

b. The road is currently pa.ed to about 20 to 25 feet wide. If this is not adequate to allow 
emergency evacuation, in addition to emergency response, then the road should be 
widened. 

c. Coordinate regional emergency response plans to mclude traffic control on Mayberry 
Drive Sight distance for traffic on Mayberry Dnve heading south/southeast is very limited 
when approaching the emergency access road 

d. Inform the residents and businesses who use Woodland Avenue of the emergency 
access road and the situations when it would be used This information would provide a 
level of comfort to those citiztPS wedged between the tracks and the river (or foothills) 

2. Provide emergency access to the Del Curto Lane community Based on an on-site visit, there 
appears to be three options to provide access: 

a. Construct an emergency access road heading east to connect with Dickerson Road. 
Private owneiship. Oxbow Park, and the Orr Ditch complicate such an emergency access 
road. However, there appears to be room between the railroad tracks (on railroad 
property) and the Oxbow Park area (to include the undeveloped part of the park) to 
provide room for emergency access. Such an access would probably require negotiation 
with at least one private property owner (Kenneth Freeman) to allow the road to connect 
with Jolly Lane in fhe Del Curto community Additionally, the connection to Dickerson 
Road, either through Oxbow Park or around it, would have to be determined 
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b. Construct an emergency access road on railroad land westward toward McCarran Blvd. 
This access would be south of the iaiiroad and another at grade crossmg would need to 
be constructed to allow the emergency access road to connect with an existing 
maintenance road north of the tracks. The two crossings should be far enough apart to 
minimize the potential for both being blocked by long trams. 

c. Construct an emergency access bndge across the Truckee River. Such a bndge could 
either connect Truckee River Trail (west end of the Del Curto Lane community) with 
Cnssie Caughlm Park or connect Jolly Lane/Goodsell Lane with Ivan Sack Park. The 
draft City of Reno discusses possible construction of a footbndge at either Ivan Sack or 
Cnssie Caughlin Parks; an emergency access bridge could possibly be designed to 
provide pedestrian/bicycle access at all times and emergency access when needed. 

3. Provide en-ergency access to the Stag Lane community Based on an on-site visit, there 
appears fo be two options to provide access: 

a. Construct a dual use (pedestnan/emergency access) bridge across the Truckee River at 
Dorostkar Park, then an emergency access road from the bridge to Stag Lane Access 
and iand 'jse concerns would have to be addressed with this option. 

b. Construct an emergency access road and another at grade crossing either east or west of 
the Stag Lane crossing. Site location of such a crossing could be difficult, since the land 
significantly narrows to either side of Stag Lane (at Mayberry Drive and across f'om 
Ambrose Park) and there is only about 4.500 feet of area between the two narrows. 

4. To minimize noise impacts to the Verdi community, freight trains should not sound their homs 
at the two public crossings (Crystal Park Road and Bndge Street). If necessary, upgrades to 
the Signals at these two crossing should be constructed to allow trams to avoid sounding their 
horns. 

5. Evaluate all railroad crossing sites for safety and maintenance. The crossing at Woodland 
Avenue is currently being repaired; however, there are many other crossing sites which 
deserve attention. For instance, the crossing site at Del Curto Lane appears narrower than 
the rest of the road while the Stag Lane crossing is only one lane wide. Union Pacific officials 
told me that they have no responsibility for pnvate crossings. However, common sense 
seems to dictate that if the Railroad Company granted access, then there should be joint 
responsibility for maintaining an adequate and safe c^ossing site Railroad officials and 
appropnate public agencies (i e , the Public Service Commission and/or local Public Works 
Departments) should agree on a plan to evaluate all crossing sites and repair those deemed 
appropnate. 

6. Provide a system which alerts emergency responder dispatch centers as to when trains are 
on the tracks This system should be able to divide the Donner Pass corndor through 
Washoe County into discrete segments so that dispatcher? can keep track of the progress of 
a tram S' ch a system would alert emergency responders when a crossing will be blocked so 
they can plan alternate routes Without such a system, emergency responders either gamble 
that crossing will be clear or habitually plan alternate routes to avoid railroad crossing sites, 
thus adding to their response times. 

7 Develop a plan to respond to hazardous material spills and/or accidents in Gerlach The plan 
should identify fhe equipment needed for minimum response and the location of this 
equipment, the agency(s) (both public and pnvate) charged with responding to an incident, 
and response times to an incident. 
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B Develop a plan to address the impact of spills and leaks of hazardous/toxic material along the 
railroad tracks. The plan shouid provide mitigation measures to minimize the migration of 
leaks and spills into the grcund water suppr/ and/or into surface drainage facilities which 
eventually empty into the Truckee River The plan should also address the need for 
structures similar to catch basins (which are required for parking lots) for the railroad tracks 
and railroad yards 

9. Control the speed of trair s in the Truckee Canyon (Wadsworth to Verdi) adjacent to municipal 
water intakes on l.<*» Truckee River. Develop a plan to address train derailment and/or 
Lazardous/toxic matenal spills which endanger either ground water or Truckee River water 
supplies. S'tuate appropriate emergency response and spill containment equipment in the 
T'uckee Meadov.'"? region. 

If you have any questions concerning this memorandum or the proposed mitigation measures, 
please do not hesitate to call me at 328-3623. 

Sincerely. 

BO'D Webb 

Community Coordinator 

CRWbw 

Enclosures 

cc: Washoe County Commission 
John Maclntyre, County Manager 
John Hester, Director, Department of Comprehensive Planning 
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Richard Kirkland 

April 24. 1996 

Jerry Hall 
Strategic Project Management. Inc 
lOSuda Way 
Reno, Nevada 89509 

SEl Am 

Dear Mr Hall: 

Environmental Assessment Commenta 

In a review of tfie propo.. : l . our agerK:y ha? little concem regards the increased in 
train traffic throughout our jurisdiction as adequate alternate routes exist for 
movement ttiroughout our area of respor^sibility. The only concem we express is 
vwth any increase in the storage of hazardous materials already stored in the close 
proximity of the Horizon Hills residential area North of Reno off of old North Virginia 
Street/Alt US395N, on the spur located to the West of tha! location. Tlie present 
storage has always been a concem fbr us and any increase in the quantity stored 
will certainly increase lhat concern not only for ua but I am sure for the residence of 
that area. 

RICHARD KIRKLAND, SHERIFF 

Marc J. Fowler, Captain 
Patrol Division Commancfw 

cc: Don Owen, Special Proiects Manager 
Reno Redevelopment Agency 

Wiv>h«c C>uiiu SheiiiTj Office • (702) T'S 300J 
<J11 P;jrr UjiuleviM R*no. iJV • 89512-1000 


