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Threatened or Endangered Species 

Responses fiom al! agencies contacted regarding threatened or endangered species have not been 

received. The USFWS did not identify any threatened or endangered spccits in the proposed 

corsttTiction area. The area is heavily disturbed and influenced by rail road and urban 

dcelopment. Due to this lack of habitat, no impacts to threatened or endangered species are 

expected. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges, and Sanctuaries 

No adverse impacts are expected to these resources since nc state or federal parks, preserves, 

refiiges or sancmaries are in the vicinity of the proposed constmction. 

3.23.4 Air Qwality 

Madison County is an air quality attainment area Impikcts to air quality would result from 

constmction, operation and maiuteriancc of the proposed project. The operation of heavy 

equipment would be the primary source of pollutant emissions during constmction activities. 

Such pollutants vary b^ the source, as described below: 

• Particulate matter, volatile organic compomids (VOCs), carbon monoxide (CO) and 

n trogen oxides (NOX) resulting from the combustion of diesel fiiel 

• Fugitive dust emissions along the right-of-way and unimproved roads resulting from 

the operation of ticavy equipment. 

Fugitive dust can be controlled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressan, s. The 

combustion emissions associated with remo\al operations (VOCs, CO and NOX) generally 

would be minor and of short duration and would have insignitlcant impacts on air quality. The 

amount of overall train traffic on the proposed rail line would exceed STB thresholds for air ^ , 
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quality. General air quality impacts are discussed in Part 4 .Appendix A. Air quality impacts •'̂ "^^•' 

related to increased traffic on rail segments are discussed in Part 2. 

3.2.3.5 Noise 

Thirty <5'""en residences would be within 500 feet of the proposed constmction. All of these 

residences are currently within 500 feei of the existing rail lines. Presently, these residences are 

exposed to the noise of approximately seven passing trains per day. The proposed connection 

would have i,even trains per day operating over it. This increase does not exceed STB thresholds 

for noise evaluation. However, the new connection could create additional noise due to the 

wheel squeal generated by trains operating on the connection. Seven trains per day would 

generate an Ldn 65 distance of approximately 700 feet, should wheel squeal occur. Sixty-five 

residences, including the 37 within 500 feet, would potentially be affected by noise from wheel 

squeal. 

Constmction operations coMd caise temporary increases in noise levels. Constmction activities 

would require the use of tmcks ani." heavy equipment. Noise generated by such equipment would 

be temporary and limited to the short constmction period. 

3.23.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

No documented archaeological sites or historic pioperties are on or near the proposed right-of-

way. However, the potential for undocumented archaeological and historic sites has not been 

dismissed. As part of the Section 106 process, the Indiana SHPO could require site-specific field 

surveys to verify that no archaeological resources or historic properties would be disturbed or 

destroyed by the proposed consttiiction. NS has begun consultation with the Indiana SHPO 

regarding the proposed site. NS will continue consultations with the Indiana SHPO to detennine 

any fiirther requirements. 
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3.2.3.7 Transportation and Safety 

The proposed rail line constmction project would improve train movement to destinations, 

enhancing the efficiency of NS operations. Rail traffic on the proposed rail line (nine trains per 

day) would cause minor traffic delays. Short-term dismptions of local tt-affic could occur during 

the one to two month constmction period. 

Train traffic o.. the proposed rail line would increase tlie potential for vehicle-tt-ain accidents at 

the Berry Street at-grade crossing, which has crossbuck waming signs. Pending final design, the 

existing at-grade crossing and waming signals at Berry Street may need to be upgraded. Any 

necessary upgrades will be completed in cooperation with the Indiana Department of 

Transportation (DOT). 

EDR's data'oase search did not identify any hazardous waste sites or other sites of environmental 

conc-m in the vicinity of the proj)Osed rail line constmction. The database search revealed 7 

unmappable sites, two within the city limits of Alexandria and 5 within Madison County. These 

sites could not be located because of poor address or geocoding information provided to the state 

and/or •̂ -deral databases. Based on observations made during the site visit, these sites are not in 

or adjacent to the proposed right-of-way. 

The scrap yard on the proposed constmc tion site was not listed in any of the searched databases. 

However, the potential for environmental contamination at the site cannot be eliminated. The 

scrap yard accepts batteries for recycling, in addition to scrap steel and other metals. The 

property will be Jissessed prior to conducting constmction activities. If any contamination is 

encountered, proper response and remediation of the property will be implemented. 

Fuels and oils necessary for construction equipment would be present only in small a.mounts. In 

the unlikely event that a spill occurs, only a small amount would be released. In the case of a 
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spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outlined in its emergency 

response pla-is. 

3.2.4 Potential Environmental Impact of Altemate/e Actions 

3.2.4.1 Bnild AittmatiYW 

No other build altematives for the proposed rail line construction project were identified. The 

proposed constmction route piu«ides the most direct rail line connection and would mi umize 

land use outside the NS and Com aii rights-of-way and related potential environmental impacts. 

3.2.4.2 No-Action Altemative 

If the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed rail line connection would not be 

constmcted and operated. Land use and other environmental conditions in the region would 

remain the same. Under this altemative, NS would continue to maintain and/or operate over less 

efficient rail routes. Improved efficiency between Chicago and Cincinnati and the Southeast for 

customers would not be realized. This altemative would result in delays from congestion, greater 

fuel consumption, air emissions, noise and an overall increase in expense to NS and the 

consumer. The no-action altemative is not considered practical or viable. 

32.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would result in minimal to no impawn to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, and tr.uisportadon -md ŝ Jety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general NS practices, NS has propo' ••d the following 

mitigation Measures to minimize environmental impacts: 

3.2.5.1 Lind-Uifi 

• NS v^U restore any adjacent properties that are disturbed during construction 
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3.2.5.2 Water Resources 

• NS will use Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control erosion, runoff and surface 

instability during constmction. After the new rail line is constmcted, NS will reseed 

outside the subgrade 'jlope lo provide pemianent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

3.2.5.3 Biological Resources 

• NS will use BMPs to control erosion, runoff and surface instability during constmction. 

After the new rail line is constmcted, NS will reseed outside the subgrade slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

3.2.5.4 AirQpality 

• NS will comply with all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the 

control of fugitive dust. 

3.2.5.5 Ciflisfi 

• NS will control temporary noise from constmction equipment by ensuring all machinery 

has properly fimctioning muffler systems and by work hour controls. 

3.2.5.6 H>storic and Cultural Resources 

• >fS will continue the Sectio. ? 106 consultation process. 

3.2.5.7 Transportation and Safety 

• NS will observe all applicable federal, state and local regule tions regarding hsmdiing and 

disposal of any waste materials encountered or generated during the proposed 

constmction project. 

• NS will transport all hazardous materials in compliance with the U.S. Department of 

Transportation Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 CFR parts 171-174 and 177-179). 

• in the case of a spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outlined 

in its emergency response plans. 
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• NS will restore all roads distuibed during constmction to the conditions required by state 

or local regulations. 

3.2.6 References 

City of Alexantlria Zoning Maps, April, 1997. Personal communication and faxed map copies. 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), 1981. FEMA Flood Ircurance Rate Map. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1967. Soil Survey of Madison Courty. Natural Resources 
Conservation Service. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 19y7. Bloomington Field Office Letter regarding threatened 
and endangered species. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1983. National Wetlands Inventory Map. Alexandria 
Quadrangle. 

U.S. Geological Survey, 1994. l:24,000-scale topographic maps. Alexandria Quadrangle. 

40 CFR Part 81 - Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes, Subpart C Section 
107, Attaimnent Status Designations. 
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33 BUTLER (NS) < ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ _ ^ > ^ | | | | | | | ^ 

Butler, FN is in De Ka)b County, 35 miles northeast of Fort Wayne (Figure 11). Existing rail 

lines in the area include the north/south-oriented NS Dettoit line and the east/west-oriented 

Conrail Chicago line. 

The proposed constmction site is on the east side of Butlei. The site extends from southwest :o 

northeast crossing U.S. Hwy. 6 and will occupy an area approximately 200 by 1,700 feet. The 

new right-of-way would occupy an area approximately 100 by 1,700 feet (3.9 acres). The 

proposed constmction site has been disturbed and is dominated by grassland areas and a 

wooded/weedy ditch adjacent to the existing track. A bowling alley is south of U.S. Hwy. 6 and 

west of the NS Dettoit line .<.esidences and businesses surround the proposed constmction site. 

3.3.1 Proposed Action and Altematives 

3.3.1.1 Propo"*̂  AttiPP 

The proposed action at Bufler would involve constoncting and operating a cona»cting track 

between the existing Conrail and NS tracks (Figure 4-11). This construction would create a new, 

efficient, more c'irect route between Dettoit, MI and Chicago, IL and will reduce congestion in 

Ft. Wayne. The design would include new powered tumouts on the NS mainlines and ^ V H P 

approximately 1,7>>0 feet of new rail line northeast of the existing crossing diamond. The 

proposed constmc.ion would require acquisition of approximately 3.9 ac.-es of right-of-way and 

leave the existing NS/Conrail crossing diamond intact. 

Construction Requirements 

Tlie exact labor force and duration of constmction are not available, but are expected to require 

10-15 people and three to six months. A culvert pipe may be required where the rail line would 

c OSS a ditch. Borrow material for the project would be obtained from local sources and hauled 

to the constmction site by rail or ttuck. 

Î5PÎ ^̂  ̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  
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Changes in Traffic 

Following are the estimated changes in tt-affic over the rail lines that would be connected by the 

proposed constmction: 

• Traffic on the NS mainline north of Butler would increase from 15 to 17 ttains per 

day. 

• Traffic on the Conrail mainline wes of Butler would decrease from 51 to 40 trains 

per day. 

• Traffic on the new constmction would be four ttains per day. 

33.1.2 .Vltematives .rmmmmmmmma^mF^ 

Build Ah ernatives 4 H i [ ^ 

No other build altematives were identified for the proposed rail line connection. The proposed 

rail line would be the most direct connection between the existing rail lines and would minimize 

ihe use of new land outside the existing NS and Conrail rights-of-way and associated impacts. 

No-Action Alternathe 

Under the no-action altemative, existing and additional post-Acquisition rail ttaffic would 

continue to operate over existing NS and Conrail rail lines. /. xess between the two lines would 

be limited to existing interchanges and terminals. The no-build altemative would red-ace the total 

economic and operational efficiency that would be possible unc'sr the proposed Acquisition. 

33.7 Existing Environment 

3.3.2.1 Laud Use 

The land on the site is zoned for hea\7 industry, two-family residential, local business and 

instimtiona! uses (Figure 4-11). Land use on the site is dominated by a wooded weedy ditch and 

grassland areas adjacent to existing rights-of-way. The area around the proposed construction 
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site is dominated by rail, residential and commercial uses. A buried MCI fii»pr optic cable is on 

the north side of the Coa lil line. 

..mil 
None of the soils at •he site are classified as prime farmland. 

The project is not within a designated coastal zone. 

According to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, no federal!)-recognized Indian tribes or Indian 

reservations exist in Indiana. 

3.3.2.2 W»tff R^spwryw 

The only surface v u*ers at the site consist of a drainage ditch along the north side of the Conrail 

line (Figure 4-11). This ditch drains into Big Run Creek, ĥich then empties int) the St. Joseph 

River. The St. Joseph River is approximately five miles east of the proposed constmction site. 

The prevailing storm water flow is from south to north, toward Big Run Creek. The ditch would 

be crossed by the propo.sed constmction. 

The proposed constmcticn area is not wdthin a 100-year floodplain. 

NWI maps indicate t̂ .at no wetlands are on the pioposed constmction iite. No hydric soils are 

located on the site. 

3.3.2.3 Biological Resources 

Vegetation 

Vegetation at the proposed constmction site primarily consists of small trees, shmbby brush, 

grasses and weedy species. Vegetation in the vicinity of the proposed constmction area has been 

distuibed jy previous railroad development and operations, as well as residential and commercial 

development. This vegetation is not unique or limited in the area. 
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WUdlife 

Because the proposed location is in a developed area and consists of small ttees, shmbby bmsh, 

weeds and ĵ /asses, the potential for wildlife is low. Wildlife would mainly be limited to birds 

and small mammals that have adapted to developed areas. The drainage ditch on the site may 

oupport some amphibians or reptile species. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

USFWS and the Indiana DNR were contacted regarding threatened and endanger'̂ d species in the 

area of the pioposed project. The USFWS did not indicate any threatened or endangered species 

or their potential habitats are kiiovm to o-̂ cur in the constmction area. Comments have not been 

received yet from the Indiana DNR. When conmients are received, they will be forwarled to the 

STB's Section of Environmental Analysis. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges, and Sanctuaries 

No known state or federally designated parks, forest preserves, refiiges, or -anctuarics are within 

one mile of the proposed constmction. 

33.2.4 Air Ouality 

According to 40 CFR 81, De Kalb County, is in attainment with the National Ambient Air 

Quality Standards (NAAQS). Vehicles and locomotives are the primary source of emissions in 

the project area. 

33.2.5 Noise 

Rail, vehicular and commercial ttaffic are the primary sources of noise in the area of the 

proposed rail line constmction. 
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Eleven residences are within 500 feet of the proposed new rail alignment. No schools or 

churches are within 500 feet of the consmicti n site. 

3.3.2.6 Historic and Cultural Rtt%aurt;f^ 

Records at the Indiana SHPO were reviewed to determine if previously identified historic and 

cultural resources are in the project area. Unlike m.ost of Indiana's counties, De Kalb County has 

not been surveyed for historic stmcttires. No books exist tliat list the important historic 

architecttire or sttnctures for the county. Therefore, no existing or eligible NRHP sites or 

archaeological sî es have been recorded in the vicinity of the proposed consttuction. The 

potential for archaeological resources is considered to be low. The potential for historic 

resources is unknown, although no potentially historic sttoictures were observed within or 

adjacent to the new right-of-way during a site visit. 

3.3.2.7 Transportation and Safetv 

The existing tt-ansportation network consists of both rail lines and city roads. The NS and 

Conrail lines cross southeast of Butler. U.S. Hwy . 6 is north of the crossing. Two unpaved 

Stteets, Beech and Erie, intersect south of the crossing diamond. The closest at-graie crossings 

are on the NS line at Beech Stteet and U.S. Hwy. 6, south and north of the crossing diamond, 

respectively. Traffic on U.S. Hwy. 5 in the vicinity of the proposed consttxiction is 

approximately 9,270 vehicles per day. No local automobile ttaffic data was available for Beech 

Street or Erie 'nreet. 

The EDR database search did not identify any hazardous waste sites in the vicinity of the 

proposed rai! line consttuction. However, the search did indicate one LUST site. Miles Homes 

(685 East Main Street), within 500 feet of the pioposed consttuction site. No other sites of 

environmental concem in the vicinity of the proposed consttuction site were identified in the 

database search. The database search revealed four unmappable sites within the Butler city 
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limits. These sites could not be located because of poor address or geocoding information 

provided lo the state and/or federal databases. No evidence at these sites were observed within or 

adjacent to the constmction area during the site visit. 

3.3.3 Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

333.1 Land Use 

The proposed project would result in minimal impacts to land use. The proposed construction 

would convert approximately 3.9 acres to rail line right-of-way. Land to be converted is 

currently undeveloped land. An MCI fiber optic cable may have to be relocated prior to 

constmction. 

The proposed constmction would te compatible with surrounding land uses. The soil at the site 

is not classified as prime farmlanc'., nor would any constmction activities occur in a designated 

coastal zone. 

3.3.3.2 wmr R^9^rw9 

The constmction of the proposed rail line would not have adverse impacts on groundwater or 

surface water resources. The project may require installation of a culvert to route an existing 

drainage ditch under the new rail line. TTie culvert is not expected to substantially alter storm 

v/3ter drainage or infilttation pattems in the area. No wetlands would be crossed by the proposed 

constmction. During constmction, appropriate erosion and sedimentation conttols would be 

implemented to minimize erosion and storm water runoff. 

3.3.3.3 Ei< 

Vegetation 

The proposed action would have minimal adverse impact to plant communities. The proposed 

constmction site is along an existing rail corridor where most of the area is heavily disturbed. 
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Land cover consists of small ttees, bmsh, grasses and weedy .species. Approximately a 100-foot 

wide section of ttees, shmbs and grasses would be lost. However, this vegetation is not unique 

or limited in the area. After constmction NS would reseed outside the subgrade slope. 

WUdlife 

No adverse impacts are expected on local wildlife populations. The proposed consttiiction site is 

small, and the existing habitat is of low quality. The loss of this '̂ mall amount of habitat wouid 

not significantly reduce the availability of wildlife habitat i.i the area. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

The USFWS indicated no threatened or endangered species were known to occur in the 

constmction area. No comments have yet been received from the Indiana DNR. The area is 

heavily disturbed and surrounded by industrial and residential development. Due to the lack of 

habitat, no impacts to threatened or endangered species are expected. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges, and Sanctuaries 

No adverse impacts are expecied to these resources since no state or federal parks, pT̂ «»rves, 

refuges or sanctuaries arc in the vicinity of the proposed cr>nstmction. 

333.4 Air Ouality 

De Kalb Coi'nty is an air quality attainment area. Impacts to air quality would result during 

constmî tion, operation and maintenance of the proposed project. The operation of heavy 

equipment would be the primary source of pollutant emissions during constmction activities. 

Such pollutants vary by the source, as described below: 

• Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon monoxide (CO) and 

nittogen oxides (NOX) resulting from the combustion of diesel ftiel 
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• Fugitive dust emissions along the right-of-way and unimproved roads resulting from 

the operation of heavy equipment. 

Fugitive dust can be conttolled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressants. The 

combustion emissions associated with removal operations (VOCs, CO and NOX) generally 

would be minor and of short duration and would have insignificant impacts on air quality. The 

amount of overall train ttaffic on the proposed rai? iine would not meet or exceed STB thresholds 

for air quality. Therefore, air impacts were not quantiiieo and are expected to be minor. General 

impacts are discussed in Part 4 Appendix A. Air quality impacts for segments expected to 

experience increased traffic are discussed in Part 2. 

333.5 Noise 

Eleven residences are within 500 feet of the proposed constmction site and within 500 feet of the 

existing rail lines in the area. Presently, these residences are exposed to an approximate total of 

66 trains per day. Traffic on the new constmction would be four trains per day. This increase 

doe... not exceed STB thresholds for noise evaluation. Noise impacts to local rsaidences are 

expert.'î  to be minimal. 

Wheel squeal is not anticipated to occur during ttain operation over the proposed connection due 

to tlie opermess of the curve. However, should it occur, the four trains operating on the line 

would generate an Ldn 65 noise level at approximately 300 feet. Of the 11 noise receptors 

identified within 500 feet, nine of them would be within this distance. 

Constmction ojjerations could cause temporary increases in noise levels. Constmction activities 

would require the use of tmcks and heavy equipment. Noise generated by such equipment would 

be temporary and limited to the short constmction period. 
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333.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

No documented archaeological sites or historic properties are on or near the proposed 

constmction site. However, the potential for undocumented archaeological sites and historic 

properties has not been dismissed NS has begun consultation with the Indiana SliPO regarding 

the proposed site. NS will continue consultations with the Indiana SHPC to d( termine any 

fiirther requirements. ^ ^ ^ ^ 

mm 
333.7 Transportation and Safetv 

The proposed rail line constmction project would improve ttain movement along the system, 

enhancing the efficiency of NS operations. The proposed consttuction would require one 

expanded at-grade crossing at U.S. Hwy. 6. The additional ttain ttaffic could increase the 

potential for vehicle-train accidents and traffic delays at this crossing. However, the crossing 

currently has waming gates and lights and the potential for accidents is considered low. The 

limited aniount of additional train traffic that would use the connecting ttack (four per day) 

would not significantly increase vehicle delays or dismptions in traffic. Short-term dismptions of 

local ttaffic could occur during the constmction period. 

EDR's database search did not identify any hazardous waste sites in the vicinity of the proposed 

rail line constmction. However, the database search indicated one LUST site within 500 feet of 

the proposed constmction site. This site would not be affected by the proposed project. No other 

sites of environmental concem were identified in the vicinity of the proposed constmction site. 

The database search revealed four unmappable sites within the Butler city limits. These sites 

could not be located because of poor address or geocoding information provided to the staie 

and/or federal databases. Based on observations made during the site visit, these sites are not in 

or adjacent to the proposed right-of-way. 
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Fuels and oils necessary for constmction equipment would be present only in small amo-onts. In 

tliw unlikely event that a spill occurs, only a small amount would be released. In the case of a 

spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outlined in its emergency 

response plans. 

3.3.4 Potential Environmental Impact of Alternative Actions 

3.3.4.1 Build AltgraatK 2s 

No other build altematives for the proposed rail line constmction project were identified. The 

proposed constmction route provides the most direct rail line connection and would minimize 

land use outside the NS and Conrail rights-of-way and consequently the associated 

environmental impacts. 

33.4.2 Nff-Aytion Alternative 

I f the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed rail line connection would not be 

constmcted and operated. Land use and other envirorLTiental conditions in the region would 

remain the same. Under this alternative, NS wouid continue to maintaii and/or operate over less 

efficient rail routes between Chicago and Dettoit and congestion in Ft. Wayne would not be 

alleviated. This altemative would result in longer routes and rail traffic delays, greater fiiel 

consumption, air emissions, noise and an overall increase in expense to NS and the consumer. 

The no-action altemative is not considered practical or viable. 

3.3.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would re<!ult in minimal to no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural reiources, and transportation and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general NS practices, NS has proposed the following 

mitigation measures to minimize environmental impacts: 
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3.3.5.1 Land Use 

• NS will restore any adjacent properties that are disturbed during c . sttuction. 

3.3.5.2 Water Resources 

• NS will use Best Management Practices (BMPs) to conttol erosion, runoff and surface 

instability during constmction. After the new rail line is consttiicted, NS will reseed 

outside the subgrade slope to provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

3.3.53 Biological Resources 

• NS will use BMPs to conttol erosion, runoff and surface instability during constmction. 

After the new rail line is consttucted, NS will reseed outside the subgrade slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

3.3.5.4 AirQvality 

• NS will comply with all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the 

conttol of fugitive dust. 

33.5.5 Noise 

• NS will control temporary noise from consttuction equipment by ensuring all machinery 

has property iimctioning muffler systems and by work hour conttols. 

3.3.5.6 Historic and Cultural Resnnrpys 

• NS will continue the Section 106 consultation process. 

33.5.7 Transportation and Safetv 

• NS will observe all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding handling and 

disposal of any waste materials encountered or generated during the proposed 

constmction project. 
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• NS will ttansport all hazardous materials in compliance with the U.S. Department of 

Transportation Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 CFR parts 171-174 and 177-179). 

• In the case of a spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outlined 

in its emergency response plans. 

• NS will restore all roads disturbed during constmction to the conditions required by stale 

or local regulations. 

• NS will cooperate with the Indiana Department of Transportation for any upgrades to 

waming stmctures at the expanded at-grade crossing. 

3.3.7 References 

City of Butler Zoning Maps, April, 1997. Personal communication and faxed map copies. 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), 1984. FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1982. So/7 Survey of DeKalb County. Natural Resources 
Conservation Service. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1997. Bloomington Field Office. Letter regarding threatened 
and endangered species. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1983. National Wetlands Inventory Map. Butler East 
Quadrangle. 

U.S. Geological Survey, 1994. I:24,000-sccle topographic maps. Butler East Quadrangle. 

40 CFR Part 81 - Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes, Subpart C Section 
107, Attainment Status Designations. 
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3.4 TOLLESTON (NS) 

Tolleston, IN is in Lake County near the Lake Michigan shoreline, one mile west of Gary, IN 

(Figure 4-13). Existing rail lines in the project area include two parallel northwest/southeast 

ttending rail lines, which are approximately 150 feet apart at the propo.sed consttuction site. The 

northem rail line is a NS line, which ends approximately one mile south of the proposed 

connection. The southem rail line is a Conrail line that serves Fort Wayne and the Chicago 

Mettopolitfn area. 

The proposed :on5.tmction site at Tolleston encompasses an area approximately 9o0 by 150 feet 

(3.L acres). The cjnnection would occupy an area approximately 900 by 100 feet (2.1 acres). 

Land between the rail li .;es is primarily grasses and shmbs with scattered deciduous trees. Trash 

items are littered throughout the area. The constmction site is bordered on the east and west by 

residential areas, whi'e commercial buildings, two churches, a medical facility and an at-grade 

crossing of Highway 20 are to the north. Residential areas adjoin the southem side of the Comaii 

right-of-way. 

3.4.1 Proposed Action and Altematives 

3.4.1.1 Prnposed Action 

The proposed action at Tolleston would involve the constmction and operation of a new 

connection between the existing, parallel NS and Comaii rail lines (Figure 4-13). This proposed 

connection would branch from the line near Marshall Stteet and extend south, connecting to 

the Comaii line near Rutledge Stteet. These stteets ai e perpendicular to the existing rail lines but 

do not cross them. This new connection would permit efficient ttain movement and provide 

better sei-vice to customers on the NS branch in Gary and an altemative route between the flH^Bl 

Chicago, IL and Fort Wayne, IN. The design includes approximately 900 feet of new rail line 

constmction. 
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Construction Requirements 

The exact labor force and duration of constmction are not known, but are expected to require 10-

15 people and three to six months. If borrow material for the project is necessary, it would be 

obtained from local sources and hauled to the constmction site by rail or tmck. 

Changes in Traffic 

The proposed Acquisition would result in the following estimated rail traffic changes on the rail 

lines that would be connected by the proposed consttuction: 

• Traffic on the existing NS line would remain two ttains per day. 

• Traffic on the existing, not-in-service Conrail line would increase from zero to two 

trains per day. 

• Traffic on the new constmction would be two ttains per day. 

3.4.1.2 AUemativy» 
BuUd Alternatives 

No other build altematives were identified for tlie proposed rail line constmction. The proposed 

rail line would be the most direct connection between the existing rail lines and would not 

require the acquisition of new land outside the existing rail rights-of-way. In addition, no 

significant environmental impacts are anticipated from the proposed construction. 

No-Action AUernative 

Under the no-action altemative, existing and additional post-Acquisition rail traffic would 

operate over existing Conrail and NS lines with no connection. Access between the two lines 

would be limited to existing interchanges and terminals. The no-build altemative would reduce 

the total economic and operational efficiency and other benefits that would be possible as a result 

of the proposed Acquisition. 
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3.4.2 Existing Environment 

3.4.2.1 LandJIsfi 

Land use at the proposed consttuction site is all existing rail right-of-way (Figure 4-12). Land 

between the NS and Conrail rail lines is primarily non-ru.tive grasses with a narrow strip of 

shmbs and scattered deciduous trees, centered between the existing rail lines. Vegetation west of 

Conrail's nght-of-way is primarily grasses with scattered deciduous ttees, while a mixture of 

gravel and grass exists between NS's eastem righi of-way and an alley to the east. This paved 

alley separates the rail right-of-way from residences to the east along Wabash Road, which runs 

parallel to the ttacks. Overhead power and telephone lines parallel the east side of the alley. 

Apartment complexes are located approximately 250 feet east of Conrail's line, separated by a 

strip of grass and deciduous ttees. Commercial buildings are located along Wabash Road, 

northeast of the proposed connection. Other land uses in the project vicinity include the Gary 

Municipal Airport, which is approximately 1.5 miles west of the proposed connection. The 

proposed constmction site is zoned residential. 

None of the soils at the site are classified as prime farmland. 

The project is not within a designated coastal zone. 

According to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, no federally-recognized Indian ttibes or Indian 

reservations exist in the constmction area. 

3.4.2.2 Wattr Rwowrgw 

National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps indicate that there are no surface waters or wetlands on 

the project site or within 500 feet, nor were any observed during a site visit. The Grand Calumet 

River is approximately 0.6 miles north of the proposed action. 
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Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) maps for the area show that the proposed 

project is not within the 100-year floodplain. 

3.4.2 3 Biological Resources 

Vegetation 

Vegetation 'n the project vicinity has been heavily disturbed by surrounding development. Non-

nativc grasses, with a nartow strip of shmbs and scattered deciduous trees occupy the 

constmction site, while a mixture of gravel, grasses and deciduous ttees line the edges of the 

existing rail rights-of-way. This vegetation is not unique or limited in the area. 

WUdlife 

Wildlife habitat found on the constmction site is limited due to the low quality and amount of 

cover present on the site and surrounding land. Existing habitat could support various small 

mammal, reptile and songbird species adapted to developed areas. 

Tiireatened and Endangered Species 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Indiana DNR wrre contacted regarding 

threatened and endangered species in the area of the proposed ra»l line constmction in Tolleston. 

Comments had not yet been received at the time this report was written. Due to the lack of 

habitat, no threatened or endangered species are expected to occur in the construction area. 

Parks, Forests Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

Tolleston City Park is located one mile south of the proposed consttuction site, which has a 

pond, picnic area and other recreational facilities. No other parks, forests, preserves, refuges and 

sanctuaries are located within a mile of the project area. 
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3.'t.2.4 Air Qwality 

According to 40 CFR 81, Lake County has nonattainment status in the entire county for ozone 

and partial nonattainment status for PNi-10 in relation to the National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards (NAAQS). The proposed construction site is within the PM-10 parti-" nonattainment 

area. Current sources of emissions in the project area include locomotives, vehicles, industry and 

aircraft. 

3.4.2.5 Noiye 

Rail, vehicular, commercial and airport noise are the primary sources of noise in the area of the 

proposed rail line constmction. A total of two ttains per day operates over the NS line, while the 

Conrail line is currently unused. 

Twenty-one residences, the Wabash Medical Clinic, Great Bend Church and St. Eliza Universal 

Prayer Center are within 500 feet of the proposed constmction site. Eighteen of the residences 

are single-family dwellings, which are approximately 250 feet east of the proposed action on 

Wabash Road. Three single-story apartment complexes are approximately 450 feet west of the 

project site off West 6th Stteet. The Great Bend Church, Wabash Medical Clinic and St. Eliza ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Prayer Center are all located northeast of the constmction site on Wabash Road and are ^WBBHIP 

approximately 250, 350 and 450 feet away, respectively. One fire jtation, an additional church 

and two schools are within 1,250 feet of the proposed constmction site. The fire station, church 

and Ambridge Schojl are north of the site and are approximately 800,900 and 1,200 feet away 

respectively. Chase School is approximately 1,200 feet west of the constmction site. 
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3.4.2.6 Historic and Cl'ltll'-a' Resources 

Records at the Indiana State Historical Preservation Office (SHPO> were reviewed to determine 

if previously identified cultaral resources are in the proposed project area. No NRHP sites or 

aichaeological sites were recorded in the vicinity of the proposed constmction, nor were any 

potential sites observed during a site visit. 

3.4.2.7 Transportation and Safetv 

The rail ttansportation network consists of two parallel single-track rail lines, which are 

approximately 150 feet apart at the proposed constmction site. The northem rail line is an NS 

line, which ends approximately one mile south near an NS customer, Indiana Sugar Company. 

The southem line is a Conrail line, which is currently unused. Two at-grade crossings over the 

existing Conrail and NS lines are within 1,000 feet of tlie project. An at-grade crossing on U.S. 

20 is approximately 1,000 feet north of the constmction site. Another at-grade crossing on Taft 

Stteet is approximately 800 feet south of the proposed action. Both crossings currently have 

waming lights and gates. 

ADT data 'mailable for roads with at-grade crossings near the proposed connection include a 

section j f U.S. 20 between Cjark Stteei and Bridge street. This section averages 15,360 vehicles 

per diy. Data for other at-grade crossings is not available. A total of one ttain per day uses the 

NR switching line, while the Co.-irail line is currently unused. 

Review of the EDR database indicated that no hazardous waste sites, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, 

RCRIS-TSD, ERNS, SPL (SHWS), IN Spills, LUST or SWF/LF, were identified in the vicinity 

of the proposed rail line constmction. The database search revealed five unmappable sites within 

Lake County, YN. These sites could not be located because of poor address or geocoding 

information provided to the state and/or federal databases. 
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3.4.3 Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

3.4.3.1 LamUJifi 

The proposed action would result in minimal impacts to current land use. Land converted would 

include non-native grasses, a narrow strip of shmbs and scattered deciduous trees, all of which 

are currently within existing railroad rights-of-way. No existing utility lines or stmctures in the 

surrounding area wouiu be altered by the constmction. The proposed project would be 

compatible with sui ounding land use because of its location between existing rail lines. 

The soil at the si. 's not classified as prime farmland. 

No consttuction activities would occur within a designated coastal zone. 

3.43.2 Wattr R̂ sQwrtcs 

National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps indicate that there are .lO surface waters or wetlands in 

the project vicinity, nor were any observed during a site visit. The Grand Calumet River is 

approximately 0.6 miles north of the constmction site. Impacts on the river are not anticij>ated 

due to its distance from the constmction site and erosion control measures that would be 

implemented by NS. Soil erosion and surface instability during constmction would be minimal 

with the use of BMP's by NS. After the new rail line is constmcted, NS will reseed disturbed 

soil areas outside the subgrade slope to restore vegetative cover and prevent or minimize erosion. 

Imp<.':ts to surface water drainage pattems are not anticipat''d. 

Vegetation 

The pio>x)sed action would impact the grass and wooded areas currently on the constmction site. 

Land converted would include non-native grasses, a narrow strip of shmbs and scattered 

deciduous ttees, all of which are currently within existing railroad rights-of-way. This vegetation 
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is not unique or limited in the area. In addition, NS would reseed disturbed soil areas outsiue the 

subgrade slope of the new connection. 

WUdlife 

A minimal amount of land, of only marginal value to wildlife, would be required for the 

connection. An insignificant amount of wildlife habitat would be affected. The minimal loss of 

habitat would have an insignificant impact on local wildlife. 

Threatened and Eii dangered Species 

Responses from the USFWS and the Indiana DNR have not bern received. Once these 

comments are received, they will be forwarded to STB's Section of Environmental Analysis. 

Due to the lack of habitat, no impacts io threatened or endangered species are anticipated. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

Tolleston Park would not be significantly impacted due to its location one mile from the 

constmction site. This area is currently exposed to train ttaffic on lines approximately 1,500 feet 

closer than the proposed action. No other parks, forests, preserves, refuges and sanctuaries are 

within one mile of the proposed constmction. 

3.43.4 Air Quality 

Impacts to air quality would result from constmction, operation and maintenance of the proposed 

project. The operation of heavy equipment would be the primary source of pollutant emissions 

during constmction activities. Such pollutants vary by the source, as described below: 

• Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon monoxide (CO) and 

nittogen oxides (NOX) resulting from the combustion of die-sel fuel 

• Fugitive du3t emissions along the right-of-way and unimproved roads resulting from 

the operation of heavy equipment. 
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Fugitive dust can be controlled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressants. The 

combustion en i?sions associated with removal operations fV'OCs, CO and NOX) generally 

would be minor and of short duration and would have insignificant impacts on air quality. The 

amount of overall ttain ttaffic on the proposed rail line wo ild not meet or exceed STB thresholds 

for air quality. Therefore, air impacts were not quantified anc are expected to be minor. General 

impacts to air quality are discussed in Part 4, Appendix A. 

Locomotive emissions from rail ttaffic (two trains per day) using the connection would not 

significantly affect Lake County's ozone nonattainment status. 

The proposed action is within the Lake County PM-10 nonattainment area. Locomotive 

emissions and constmction activities can contribute particulates and dust which can in act PM-

10 levels. Constmction activities would be short-term. Implementation of dust suppression 

techniques would conttol fugitive dust during constmction. 

The proposed constmction is not expected to increase total rail ttaffic within Lake County. It 

will allow for shorter, more efficient routing of ttains, reducing locomotive operating times and 

overall emissions within the county. While the constmction could result in minor but temporary 

adverse impacts to air quality, operation of the project may result in an improvement in overall 

air quality. 

3.4.3.5 Noise 

As described in Section 3.3.2.5,21 residerces, the Wabash Medical Clinic, Great Bend Church 

and St. Eliza Universal Prayer Center are within 500 feei of the proposed action. One fire 

station, an additional church and two schools are witiiin l ,250 feet of the proposed constmction 

site. All of these receptors currently experience noise generated by passing ttains on the NS rail 

line. Presently these facilities are exposed to two trains per day on the NS line and zero ttains 
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per day on Conrzul 's line. NS estimates two train movements per day on the proposed rail line 

connection. This does not exceed STB thresholds for noise evalus lon. No wheel squeal is 

expected to be produced by trains operating on the proposed cormection. Noise impacts from 

operation on the connection are not expected to be significant. 

Constmction operations would cause temporary increases in noise levels. Constmction activities 

would require the use of tmcks and heavy equipment. Noise generated by such equipment would 

b« temporary and limited to the short constmction oeriod. 

3.43.6 Historic and CMitural Rmwrŷ  

No documented archaeological sites or historic properties are on or neai the proposed 

constmction site. However, the potentied for undocurnen'ed archaeological sites or historic 

properties has not been dismissed. NS has begun consultations with the Indiana SHPO regarding 

the proposed site. NS will continue consultations with the Indiana SHPO until the Section lCt6 

process is complete. 

3.43.7 Transportation and Safetv 

The proposed rail line constmction project would improve train mô •ement to destinations, 

enhancing the efficiency of NS operations. The proposed constmction project would not cross 

any roads. Therefore, no vehicle delays, dismptions or increase in train/vehicle .accidents would 

result from ttain operations on the proposed ra 1 connection. Short-term dismpti ons of local 

ttaffic could occur during the constmction period. 

Review of the EDR database indicated that no hazardous waste sites, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, 

RCRIS-TSD, ERNS, SPL (SHWS), IN Spills, LUST or SWF/LF, were identified in the vicinity 

of the proposed rail line constmction. The database search revealed five unmappable sites within 
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Lake County, IN. These sites could not be located because of poor address or geocoding 

information provided to the state andor federal databases. During a site visit, no evidence of any 

potential hazardous waste sites was observed in the project area. No such areas would be 

impacted by the proposed constmction. 

Fuels and oils necessary for constmction equipment would be present only in small amounts. In 

the unlikely event that a spill occurs, only a small amount would be released. In the case of a 

spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outlined in its emergency 

response plans. 

3.4.4 Potential Environmental Impact of Altematives 

3.4.4.1 Bwiid Altffrnativw 

No other build altematives to the proposed rail line constmction project were identified. The 

proposed constmction route provides the most direct rail line coimection and would not reqiiirc 

additional land outside the Conrail and NS rights-of-way. The proposed build altemative would 

minimize associated environmental impacts. 

3.4.4.2 No-Atftion Alternative 

If the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed rail line connection would not be 

constmcted and operated. Land use and other environmental conditions in the region would 

remain the same. Under this altemative, NS would continue to maintain and/or operate over less 

efficient rail routes. This altemative would result in longer routes, greater fiiel consumption, air 

emissions, noise and an overall increase in expense to NS and the consumer. Customers in Gary 

would not benefit from improved service. The no-action altemative is not considered practical or 

viable. 
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3.4.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would result in minimal to no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, and ttanstiortation and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general NS practices, NS has proposed the following 

mitigation measures to minimize environmental impacts: 

3.4.5.1 Land Use 

• NS will restore any adjacent properties that are disturbed during constmction. 

3.4.5.2 Water Resources 

• NS will use Best Management Practices (BMPs) to conttol erosion, runoff and surface 

instability during constmction. .After the new rail line is constmcted, NS will reseed 

outside the subgrade slope to provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

3.4.5.3 Biological Resources 

• NS will use BMPs to confrol erosion, runoff and surface instability during consttuction. 

After the new rail line is constmcted, NS will reseed outside the subgrade slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent potential ercaion. 

3.4.5.4 AirOualitv 

• NS will comply with all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the 

conttol of fugitive dust. 

3.4.5.5 N'isc 

• NS will conttol temporary noise from constmction equipment by ensuring all machinery 

has properly fimctioning muffler systems and by \/Ofk hour conttols. 
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3.4.5.6 Historic and Cultural Resnurpyy 

• NS will continue the 'Section 106 consultation process. 

3.4.5.7 Transportation and Safety 

• NS will observe all applicable fede.-̂ l, state and local regulations regarding handling and 

disposal of any waste materials encountered or generated during the p oposei 

constmction project. 

• NS will ttansport all hazardous materials in compliance with the U.S. Department of 

Transportation Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 CFR parts 171-174 and 177-179). 

• In the case of a spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outlined 

in its emergency response plans. 

• NS will restore all roads disturb'^ during constt-uction to the conditions required by state 

or local regulations. 

3.4.6 References 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEl/lA), 1981. FE.MA Flood Insurance Rate Map. 

Indiana Department of Transportation (DOT), 1995. Highway Traffic Surrey. 

U.S. Departtnent of Agriculttire, 1972. Soil Survey of Lake County, IN. Soil Com ;rvation 
Service. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1981. National Wetlands Inventory Map. Gary and Highland, 
IN Quadrangle. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 1997. Letter regarding threatened and endangered species. 

U.S. Geological Survey, 1991. 1.24.000-scale topographic maps. Gary and Highland, IN 
Quadrangle 

40 CFR Part 81 - Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes, Subpart C Section 
107, Attainment Status Designations. 
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Figure 4-9 
CSX Proposed Constmction Location: Willow Creek, Porter County, Indiana. 
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Figure 4-11 
NS PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION 

BUTLER, DE KALB 
COUNTY. INDIANA 
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Figure 4-12 
NS PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION 

TOLLESTON. LAKE 
COUNTY. INDIANA 
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4.0 MARYLAND 

One cormection project is proposed in Maryland by NS. This section contains an analysis of the 

potential environmental impacts associated with the proposed construction. Information on the 

proposed construction is provided below. 

Location Length 
(feet) 

Descriptic 

Hagerstown (NS) 800 Connecting Comaii and NS tracks to create a straight-line 1 
continuous double-tracking rc .n e through Hagerstown for 1 
efficient train movement betweer. Front Royal, VA and | 
Harrisburg, PA | 

A detailed description of this proposed construction project, including altemative actions 

considered, the existing environment, the potential environmental impact and proposed 

mitigation measures, is provided below. 

NS DISCUSSION 

4.1 HAGERSTOWN 

Hagerstown, MD is in Washington County, approximately .. J miles northwest of Baltimore, MD 

(Figure 4-13). Existing rail lines in the project area include a Conrail mainline and siding and a 

north/south NS mainline and siding. 

The proposed construction site at Hagerstown encompasses an area approximately 200 by 800 

feet (3.7 acres). The new connection would occupy an area approximately 100 by 800 feet (1.8 

acres). The site once contained as many as seven parallel rail lines. Currently, only the two 

Conrail and NS mainlines and sidings are present. The site is primeirily gravel-covered with 

scattered weeds. Vegetation adjacent to the project site includes grasses, weeds, shrubs, and 
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small trees that form a buffer zone between the rail corridor and adjacent areas. Land use in the 

area is industrial and residential. Tlie site is bordered on the east by a baseball diamond and city 

park. 

4.1.1 Proposed Action and Alternatives 

4.1.1.1 Propoatd Attiop 

The proposed action at Hagerstown would involve the construction and operation of a new 

connection between the east̂ west Com-ail and north/south NS tracks (Figure 4-13). The 

cormection would be southeast of the intersection of these lines (Figure 4-13) and would create a 

straight line continuous double tracking route through Hagerstown. Tne project would include 

realigning the cxi-sting rail lines such that the Conrail and NS mainlines are connected as well as 

the Comaii and NS sidings. The new construction would permit efficient train movement 

between Front Royal, VA and Harrisburg, PA and improved service and efficiency between the 

Northeast and Southwest. The design inci odes approximately 800 feet each of new rail line 

construction and realignment of existing line. 

Construction Requirements 

The exact labor force and duration of construction are not available, but are expected to require 

10-15 people and three to six months. Borrow material for the project would be obtained from 

local sources and hauled to the construction site by rail or truck. 

Changes in Traffic 

The proposed Acquisition would result in the following estimated traffic changes to the existing 

rail lines that would be connected by the proposed constmction: 

• Traffic on Conrail's line between Hagerstown, MD and Harrisburg, PA would 

increase from 11 to 19 trains per day. 

• Traffic on NS's north/south lines would increase from 11 to 19 trains per day. 
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Traffic on the new construction would be 19 trains per day. 

4.1.1,2 Altematives 

Build Alternatives 

No other build altematives were identified for the proposed rail line const'action. The proposed 

rail line would be the most direct connection between the existing rail lines and would noi 

require new land outside the existing rail rights-of-way. In addition, tlie proposed construction 

would not result in any significant environmental impacts. 

No-Action Altemative 

Uncle- the nn-action altemative, existing and additional post-Acquisition rail traffic would 

operate over tht existing NS rail lines. Access between the two lines would be limited to 

existing interchanges and terminals. The no-build altemative would not provide the full 

economic and operational benefits that would be possible as a result of the proposed Acquisition, 

4.1.2 Existing Environment 

4.1.2.1 Land 

The proposed construction site includes rail and utility uses (Figure 4-13). Each existing right-

of-way formerly contained up to seven rail lines. Currently, each contains only one mainline and 

one siding. Other land uses surrounding the proposed site include residential and industrial 

properties along the east/west Conrail track and a recreational area east of the north/south NS 

track. A residential building is direcdy northeast of the site, south of the east/west Comaii line. 

An abandoned roundhouse and other abandoned industrial buildings are located to the northwest, 

on the north side of *' e east/west-trending Comaii tracks. The proposed connection would be 

approximately 300 feet from this area. The proposed construction site is zoned for general 

industry. A small area adjacent to the Conrail line is zoned as a conversion d strict. The 

conversion district includes a fomier warehouse which has been converted to an apartment 
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building. Conversion districts are special zoning designations to provide for the revitalization of 

industrial area. 

None of the soils at the site are classified as prime farmland. 

The project is not within a designated coastal zone. 

According to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, no federally-recognized Indian tribes or Indian 

reservations exist in Maiyland. 

4.1.2.2 Vi/uHr KnQvrw 

No surface waters are on the proposed construction site or within 500 feet. 

National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) m^s indicate that no wetlands are within 500 feet of the 

proposed construction area. 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) maps for the area show that the proposed 

project is not within the 100 year floodplain. 

4A.23 Biolpeii<?ftl R^gowrggg 
Vegetation 

The entire construction site is covered with gravel and sparse, scattered grasses and weeds. A 

vegetated strip consisting of small trees, shrubs, weedy annuals and grasses borders the nght-of-

way east axid west of the NS track and north of the Conrail track. East of the NS track and south 

of the Conrail track, sparse vegetation and lawn areas associated with industrial end residential 

facilities occur adjacent to the rights-of way. This vegetation is not unique or limited in the area. 
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WUdlife 

The potential for wildlife at the proposed constmction site is limited since the site is sparsely-

vegetated and includes rail, industrial, and residential development. Wildlife would mainly be 

limited to birds and small mammals that have adapted to developed areas. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Mary land Department of Natural 

Resources (DNR) were contacted regarding threatened and endangered species in the area of the 

proposed rail line construction. The USFWS did not have any comment regarding the impact of 

threatened or endangered species in the area. The Maryland DNR said they are unaware of any 

rare species or critical habitats in the proposed project area. Additionally, no endangered or 

tiireatened species or their habitats were observed during the site visit. 

Parks, Forests, Preserves, Refuges, and Sanctuaries 

There is one city park adiicenf to and east of the proposed construction site. The park contains 

ball fields, picnic facilities and a small lake. No forest preserves, refiiges or sanctuaries are 

located within one mile of the proposed project area. 

4.1.2.4 Air QmWty 

According to 40 CFR 81, Washington County is in attainment with the National Ambient Air 

Quality Standards (N.'\AQS). Current sources of emissions in the project area include 

locomotives, vehicles, and industries. 

4.1.2.5 Kfiisfi 

One residential facility, an apartment complex and one public facility (a park) are within 500 feet 

of the proposed construction site. Both of the facilities are approximately 150 feet from the 

proposed construction site. The nearest school is appi oximately 1,200 feet northwest of the 
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constmction site. These receptors currently experience noise generated by passing trains and 

vehicle traffic on local roads (see Section 4.1.2.1). 

4.1.2.6 Htetoric and Cultural Resoiiryey 

The proposed cciistruction would occur wdthin existing rail rights-of-way. The locations have 

been previously disUirbed by former rail line construction and removal activities. No 

undisturbed cultural resources are expected to occur in the proposed construction area. 

Additionally, no potential historic resources occur within the construction vicinity. 

4.1.2.7 Transportation a^^ Sf̂ frfY 

The rail transportation network consists of the north/south NS mainline and siding that intersect 

the east/west Conrail mainline and siding east of U.S. Highway 11. Roads in the project area 

include Potomac Street, U.S. Highway 11, Virginia Avenue, Burhans Boulevard and some local 

roads. The nearest at-grade crossing to the proposed connection is Jonathan Street. 

Review of the EDR database indicated that no hazardous waste sites, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, 

RCRIS-TSD, ERNS, SPL (SHWS), LUST or SWF/I.F, were identified in the vicinity of the 

proposed rail line construction. The database search revealed 14 unmappable sites, 12 withm the 

city limits of Hagerstown and two within MaugansviUe, MD. These sites could not be located 

because of poor address or geocoding information provided to the state and/or federal databases. 

No evidence of any hazardous materials sites was observed within the project area during a site 

visit. 
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4.1.3 Potential Environmentai Impacts of Proposed Action 

4.1.3.1 Land Use 

The proposed project would result in minimal impacts to land use since it would not require 

additional land outside the existing railroad rights-of-way. The land use would continue as rail 

transportation. The rail use would be compatible with the existing industrial zoning. 

The soil at the site is not classified as prime farmland. 

No construction activities would occur within a designated coastal zone. 

4.1.3.2 w»fyr Rwouryw 

The construction of the proposed rail line would not have adverse impacts on groimdwater or 

surface water resources. No surface waters or wetlands are on the proposed construction site. 

No wetlands occur in the project area and the construction is not within the 100-year flood plain. 

4.133 Biological Resonrces 

Vegetation 

The proposed action would only impact sparse, scattered vegetation present within the existing 

rail rights-of-way. The proposed rail line construction would be limited to the existing rail line 

corridor which is mostly covered by gravel. The vegetation is not unique or limited to the area. 

WUdlife 

No adverse impacts to wildlife populations are anticipated. The construction site is small, and 

contains only minimal, marginal habitat for wildlife. 
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Threatened and Endangered .Species 

Responses from tlie USFWS and the Maryland DNR have been received, and neither agency 

expects any impacts to threatened or endangered species or their potential habitats on the 

proposed construction site or within the project area. As described, the site is rail right-of-way 

and the surrounding area is industrial and residential. Due to the lack of habitat, no impacts to 

threatened or endangere d species are expected. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

Construction of the proposed connection would be limited to the existing rail rights-of-way. 

Therefore, the adjacent city park would be unaffected by the proposed construction. No other 

state or federally designated parks, forests preserves, refuges or sanctuaries would be impacted 

by the proposed construction. 

4.1.3.4 AirOualitv 

W^hingion County is an air quality attainment area. Impacts to air quality would result from 

construction, operation and maintenance of the proposed project. The operation of heavy 

equipmeit would be the primary source of pollutant emissions during construction activities. 

Such pollutants vary by the :>ource, as described below: 

• Particulate matter, volatile organic compoimds (VOCs), carbon monoxide (CO) 

and nitrogen oxides (NOX) resulting from the combustion of diesel fuel 

• Fugitive dust emissions along the right-of-way and unimproved roads resulting 

from the operation of heavy equipment. 

Fugitive dust can be controlled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressants. The 

combustion emissions associated with removal operations (VOCs, CO and NOX) generally 

would be minor and of short duration and would have insignificant impacts on air quality. The 

amount of overall train traffic on the proposed rail line would meet or exceed STB thresholds for 
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air quality. General air quality impacts are discussed in Part 4 Appendix A. Air quality impacts 

related to increased traffic on rail segments are discussed in Part 2. 

4.1.3.5 Cifiigfi 

As described under Section 4.1.2.5, one residential facility, an apartment complex, and one 

public facility (a park) are within 500 feet of the proposed construction site. Both of the facilities 

are approximately 150 feet from the proposed construction site. The nearest school is 

approximately 1,200 feet northwest of the construction site. All of these receptors currently 

experience noise generated by passing trains. NS estimates 19 total train movements per day on 

the proposed rail line. This increase exceeds STB thresholds for noise evaluation. Train traffic 

operating on the proposed connection (19 trains per day) would generate an Ldn 65 noise level at 

approximately 150 feet. No grade crossings would be present, therefore no additional Ldn 65 

distance would result from hom soundings. No sensitive noise receptors would be within this 

distance. Wheel squeal is not expected to occur or be minimal due to the openness of the 

cormecting curve. 

Construction operations could cause temporary increases in noise levels. Constmction activities 

would require the use of trucks and heavy equipment. Noise generated by such equipment would 

be temporary and limited to the short construction period. 

4.13.6 Higtffrig Md Cyltural Rwpurtw 

No significant archaeological or historic resources are expected to be impacted by the proposed 

construction due to the activity being confined to the railroad rights-of-way. However, the 

potential for archaeological sites or historic properties has not been dismissed. Frior to any 

construction activities the Maryland SHPO will be contacted end the Section 106 process 

completed. 
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4.13.7 Transportation and Safetv 

The proposed rail line construction project would improve train movement to destinations, 

enhancing the efficiency of NS operations. The proposed construction project would not cross 

any roads. Therefore, no veliicle delays, disruptions, or train/vehicle related accidents would 

result from train operations on the proposed connection. The nearest at-grade crossings are 

foimd at Jonathan Street. 

Review of the EDR database indicated that no hazardous waste sites, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, 

RCRIS-TSD, ERNS, SPL (SHWS), LUST or SWF/LF, were identified in the vicinity of the 

proposed rail iine construction. The database search revealed 14 unmappable sites, 12 within the 

city limits of Hagerstown and two within MaugansviUe, MD. These sites could not be located 

because of poor address or geocoding information provided to the state and/or federal databases. 

No evidence of any hazardous materials sites was observed within the p "ject area during a site 

visit. 

Fuels and oils necessary for construction would be present only in small amounts. In the unlikely 

event that a spill occurs, only a small amount would be released. In the case of a spill, NS will 

follow appropriate emergency response procedures outlined in its emergency response plans. 

4.1.4 Potential Environmental Impact of Altematives 

4.1.4.1 Build Ajtematives 

No other build altematives to the proposed rail line construction project were identified. The 

proposed construction route provides the most direct rail line connection, and would not require 

new land outside the existing railroad rights-of-way. Based on this review, the proposed 

construction avoids any significant environmental impacis. 
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4.1.4.2 Niy Aptinn Altemative 

i f the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed rail line connection would not be 

constructed and operated. Land use and other environmental conditions in the region would 

remain the same. Under this altemative, NS would continue to maintain and/or operate over less 

efficient rail routes. This more efficient route, and associated service improvement, would not be 

available to serve customers. This altemative would result in rail traffic delays, greater fuel 

consumption, air emissions, noise and an overall increase in expense to NS and the consumer. 

The no-action altemative iy not considered practical or viable. 

4.1.5 Proposed Mitigation 

Tlie proposed construction would result in minimal to no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, and transportation and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general NS practices, NS has proposed the following 

mitigation measures to minimize environmental impacts: 

4.1.5.1 LaiuLUsfi 

• NS will restore any adjacent properties that are disturbed during construction. 

4.1.5.2 Wff**'̂  Resonrces 

• NS will use Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control erosion, runoff and surface 

instability during construction. After the new rail line is constructed, NS will reseed 

outside the subgrade slope to provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

4.1.53 ffift^ngical Resources 

• NS will use BMPs to control erosion, runoff and surface instability during construction. 

After the new rail line is constructed, NS will reseed outside the subgrade slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 
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4.1.5.4 Air Qwality 

• NS will comply with i l l applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the 

control of fiigitive dust. 

4.1.5.5 fiiffiiSfi 

• Ni' will conti-ol temporary noise from construction equipment by ensuring all machinery 

has properly fimctioning muffler systems and by work hour controls. 

4.1.5.6 Htytoric flpd Cwltyritl Rwourtw 
• NS will continue the Section 106 consultation process. 

4.1.5.7 Transportation and Safetv 

• NS will observe all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding handling and 

disposal of any waste materials encountered or generated during the proposed 

construction project. 

• NS will transport all hazardous materials in compliance with the U.S. Department of 

Transportation Hazardcis Materials Regulations (49 CFR parts 171-1^ and 177-179). 

• In the case of a spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outiined 

in its emergency response plans. 

• NS will restore all roads disturbed during construction to the conditions required by state 

or local regulations. 

4.1.6 References 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA), 1984. FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map. 

Maryland Department of Natural Resources. Personal Communication. April 1997. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1996. Soil Survey of Washington County. MD. Natural 
Resources Conservation Service. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 3/80. National Wetlands Inventory Map. Hagerstown 
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Quadrangle. (Date based on last aerial photograph). 

U.S. Geological Survey, 1953, photorevised 1985. l:24,000-scale topographic maps. 
Hagerstov/n Quadrangle. 

40 CFR Part 81 - Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes, Subpart C Section 
107, Attaimiicnt Status Designations. 

Washington County Zoning Department. April, 1997. Personal communication. 
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5.0 MICHIGAN 

One new connection project is proposed in Michigan by NS at the northeast end of NS's 

Oakwood Yard in Detroit, MI. This sect on contains an analysis of the potential environmental 

impacts associated with the proposed rail Une constnxtion. Information on the proposed 

construction is provided below. 

1 Location 1 -»gth 
(feet) 

Description 1 

Eeorse Junction 
(Detroit)(NS) 

400 Upgrade existing Conrail track from NS's Oakwood Yard 
to Conrail's River Rouge Yard via Junction Yard 
Secondary and the construction of a connection to permit 
efficient movements from Conrail track to existing NS 
track. 

A detailed description of this proposed construction project, including altemative actions 

considered, the existing environment, the pot.;ntial enviroiunental impact and proposed 

mitigation measures, are provided below. 

NS DISCUSSION 

5.1 ECORSE JUNCTION (DETROIT) (NS) 

The Eeorse Junction upgrade and construction is located in sou l i Detroit, MI in Wayne County 

(Figure 4-14). Existing rail lines in the project area include a Com^l single-track comiection 

between Conrail's River Rouge and Lincoln Yards which parallels NS's Oakwood yard on its 

south side. A Grand Trunk Western (GTW) double-track line crosses the existing Conrail 

single-track and connects with NS's rail lines northeast of Oakwood, before cro.ssing the Rouge 

River. 

Environmental Report Part 4 - Constnictions 

359 



The proposed co-.istruction site at Eeorse Junction encompasses an area approximately 400 by 

200 feet (1.8 acres). The new connection would occupy an area approximately 100 by -,00 feet 

(0.9 acre). In addition to the comiection constmction, approximately 6,000 feet of existing track 

would be upgraded. The proposed new connection is located at the northeast end of Oakwood 

Yard. The proposed construction of the # 10 right-hand tumout crossover would begin just south 

of Conrail milepost 136. The crossover would extend west adjacent to the existing Comaii line 

leading to Lincoln Yard and the NS third rail in Oakwood Yard. The site is primarily gravel 

covered with dense patches of grass, weedy annuals and scmb saplings. 

5.1.1 Proposed Action and Alternatives 

5.1.1.1 Proposed Action 

Ihe proposed action at Eeorse Junction would involve upgrading an existing Conrail track from 

Oakwood Yard to River Rouge Yard and the constmction and operation of a #10 right-hand tum 

out crossover (Figure 4-14) The design includes approximately 6,000 linear feet (1.1 miles) in 

upgrades to existing rail line and approximately 400 linear feet of new rail line constmctions. 

The upgrade and construction would not require the acquisition of new right-of-way. Upgrading 

would consist of adding ballast, replacing ties where necessary, and upgrading tiie rails. The 

proposed construction of tiie new #10 right-hand mm out crossover w ould be in tiie northeast end 

of Oakwood Yard. This new cormection would permit efficient train movement between 

Conrail's River Rouge Ya.-d and NS's Oakwood Yard via Junction Y^u Secondary by avoiding 

tiie current need to make reverse train movements tiirough tiie existing connection. This would 

improve efficiency and consistency of service between Oakwood Yard in Detroit and Toledo. 

Construction Requirements 

The exact labor force and duration )f construction are not available, but are expected to require 

10-15 people and tiu-ee to six montiiS. Borrow inaterial for the project would be obtained from 

local sources and hauled to the construction site by rail or truck. 
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Changes in Traffic 

The proposed Acquisition would result in the following estimated changes in traffic over the rail 

lines that would be connected by the proposed construction: 

• Traffic on the existing NS line would increase from 6 to 8 trains per day. 

• Traffic on the existing upgraded Conrail line would increase from 2 to 9 trains per day. 

• Traffic on the upgraded line and new construction would be seven trains per day. 

5.1.1.2 Altematives 

BuUd Alternatives 

No other build altematives were identified for the proposed rail line constmction. The proposed 

new connection would be the most direct connection between the existing rail lines and would 

eliminate the need for new land outside the existing Comaii and NS rights-of-way. In addition, 

the proposed construction would not result in any significant environmental impacts. 

No-Action Alternative 

Under the no-action altemative, existing and additional post-.Acquisition rail tfrffic would 

operate between Conrail and NS lines using the existing, inefficient connection which requires 

trains to stop, reverse direction, stop again, and reverse direction again. Access between the two 

lines would be limited to existing interchanges and terminals. The no-build altemative would 

reduce the total economic and operational efficiency that would be possible as a result of the 

proposed Acquisition. 

5.1.2 Existing Environment 

5.1.2.1 Land Use 

The area around the proposed constmction site is dominated by rail, industrial and utility uses. 

Most of the site is covered with gravel ballast (Figure 4-14). Dense patches of grass, weedy 

armuals and scrub saplings are located along the existing rail rights-of-way. Interstate 75 
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overpasses the site .md Fort Street is southwest of the constmction site. The surrounding 

industrial properties include a Shell Oil distribution facility and above-ground storage tanks 

located southwest of the Conrail line and a warehouse located on Pleasant Street noilhwest of 

Rouge Yard. A buried petroleum pipeline is located south of the construction site in Oakwood 

Yard and utility poles are located on the east side of the proposed track upgrade. 1 he proposed 

construction site is zoned industrial. 

None of the soils at the site are classified as prime farmland. 

The site is not within a designated coastal zone. 

According to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, no federally-recognized Indian tribes or Indian 

reservations exist in Michigan. 

5.1.2.2 Wat̂ r R̂ gQtirtw 

The Rouge river is 500 feet northeast of the existing Conrail mainline. Approximately 1,000 feet 

east of Eeorse Junction tiie Conrail line passes over a drainage ditch that is connected to the 

Rouge River. A small intermittent pool of water was observed in the noith quarter of the 

Comail/GTW crossing. 

No wetlands were indicated on National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps for the proposed 

construction site. However, a potential, small (20 feet by 50 feet) wetlands north of where 

Conrail and GTW rail lines cross was noted on a site visit. 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) maps for the area show that the proposed 

project is not within the 100 year floodplain. 

5.1.2.3 Biological Resources 
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Vegetation 

Most of the proposed constmction site is covered with gravel. Much of the area around the site 

is already developed for rail activity and urban Indus , y. Vegetated patches consisting of weedy 

annuals, grasses and scrub saplings have grown along the Conrail, NS, and GTW rights-cf-way. 

This vegetation is not unique or limited in the area. 

WUdUf 

Wildlife in the proposed constmction area is limited due to the lack of habitat and the 

surroimding industrial development. All of the proposed new connection and associated 

upgrades would be located within existing railroad rights-of-way in an urban, industrialized area. 

Only those amphibian, reptile, songbirds, and small mammals adapted to survive in close 

proximity to humans and industrial development would be expected to occur in tiiese areas. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the Michigan Department of Natural 

Resources (DNR) were consulted regarding threatened and endangered species in the area of the 

proposed rail line constmction at Eeorse Junction. No plant or animal species listed as state or 

federally threatened, endangered, or rare have been reported to occur in the project vicinity. Due 

to the lack of habitat, no impacts to threatened or endangered species are expected. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

A neighborhood playground is located approximately 2,000 feet to the southwest of the proposed 

rail line upgrade. No other parks, forest preserves, refuges or sanctuaries are within one mile of 

the proposed construction site. 
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5.1.2.4 Air V'uality 

According to 40 CFR 81, Wayne County is in partial non-attainment with the National Ambient 

Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for carbon monoxide (CO). However, the proposed upgrade 

and construction are not located in the non-attainment area. Current sources of emissions in the 

project area include locomotives, ve ucles, and industries. 

5.1.2.5 Noise 

Rail, vehi'̂ ular, and commercial traffic are the primary sources of noise in the project area. 

Five residences are present within 500 feet of the proposed Conrail line upgrade and 

construction. No schools or churches axe within 1,250 feet of the site. 

5.1.2.6 Historic and Cultural Resou rces 

Records at the Michigan State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) were reviewed to determine 

if previously identified culniral resources are in 'Jie project area. No sites listed on the National 

Register of Historical Places (NRHP) or archae-jlogical sites were recorded in the vicinity of the 

proposed action. During a site visit, no unique or historical structures were observed in the 

project area. 

5.1.2.7 Transportation and Safety 1SB 
The rail transportation network consists of che existing Conrail rail line, Comail's Rouge and 

Lincoln yards, NS's Oakwoo'j Yard and associated lines, and the existing GTW double-track. 

Local roads with existing Ccnrail at-grad(; crossings near tiie proposed rail construction and 

upgrade include Pleasant Avenue and Shell Oil's access road. Interstate 75 passes over the 

Conrail line and Fort Stree . viaduct is southwest of the constmction site. 
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Review of the EDR database indicated that no hazardous waste sites, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, 

RCRIS TSD, ERNS, SPL (SHWS), LUST or SWF/LF, were identified in tiie vicinity of the 

proposed rail line constmction. The database search revealed four unmappable sites, one v/ithin 

the city limits of Dearbom, two in Detroit, and one within Wayne County, MI. These sites could 

not be located because of poor address or geocoding information provided to the state and/or 

federal databases. 

5.13 Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

5.1.3.1 Land Use 

The proposed project would result in minimal impacts to land use as all construction would occur 

within existing railroad rights-of-way. No agricultural land or prime farmland would be 

converted to railroad right-of-way. These impacts are expected to be insignificant due to the 

small portion of land affected and construction being limited to the existing rights-of-way. The 

proposed track upgrade and construction would not conflict with adjacent land uses, utility lines 

or zoning. 

No construction activities would occur in a designated coastal zone. 

5.13.2 Water Resources 

The construction of the proposed nal line would not have adverse impacts on groundwater or 

surface water resources. The proposed new cormection would cross one drainage diich using 

Conrail's existing bridge. NS would obtain all necessary permits for activities potentially 

affecting this resource. Impacts frotn soil erosion resulting from cleared vegetation and open soil 

would be insignificant with Best Maragement Practices (BMP) used to control runoff and 

surface instability. The Rouge River would not be impacted due to its distance from the 

construction area and the implementation of BMPs. In addition, NS would restore disturbed soil 

areas outside tiie roadbed side slope through reseeding. Sa>nn water drair̂ age pattems are not 

anticipated tu be altered by the proposed project. 
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5.1.3.3 Biological Resourcea ^^^^V 

Vegetation 

The proposed action would impact the narrow, grassy and wooded strip of vegetation bordering 

both sides of the existing Comaii and NS rights of-way The proposed rail line upgrade and 

construction would be within an existing rail corridor in an urban industrialized area that is 

mostly covered by gravel. What vegetation is present is characteristic of disturbed areas. This 

vegetation is not unique or limited in the area. 

Wildlife 

No adverse impacts to wildlife populations are anticipated. The construction site is small and 

contains only limited wildlife habitat. The lack of habitat and industrial nature of the area 

preclude it being important to wildlife. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

Response from the Michigan DNR indicated that no plant or animal species listed as state or 

federally threatened, endangered, or rare have been reported to occur in tiie project vicinity. Due 

to this and the lack of habitat, no impacts to threatened or endangered species are anticipated. 

Parks, Foresi Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

The neighborhood playground would not be impacted due to tiie proposed construction. The 

area is located approximately 1,000 feet from tiie site and currentiy experiences noise from rail 

activities on lines closer than the proposed action. No other parks, forests, preserves, refuges or 

sanctuaries are within one mile of the proposed construction. 

5.13.4 Air Qwftlity 

The proposed action is not witiiin tiie Wayne County CO uon-attainment area. Impacts to air 

quality would result from construction, operation and maintenance of the proposed project. 

Environmental Report 5-8 Part 4 - Constructions 



Construction activities would be short-term and the proposed construct) on and upgrades are not 

expected to increase the total rail traffx within Wayne County. The operation of heavy 

equipment would be the primary source ot poUutant emissions during construction activities. 

Such pollutants vary by the source, as described belov.'-

• Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon monoxide (CO) 

and nitrogen oxides (NOX) resulting from the combustion of diesel fiiei 

• Fugitive dust emissions along the right-of-way and unimproved roads resulting 

from the operation of heavy equipment. 

Fugitive dust can be controlled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressants. TTie 

combustion emissions associated vvith removal operations (VOCs, CO £Jid NOX) generally 

would be minor and of short duration and would have insignificant impacts on air quality. The 

amount of overall train traffic on the proposed rail line would not meet or exceed STB thresholds 

for air quality. Therefore, air impacts were not quantified and are expected to be minor. General 

impacts are discussed in Part 4 Appendix A. 

The project wil! allow for shorter, more efficient routing of trains, reducing locomotive operating 

times and overall emissions within the County. While the construction could result in minor but 

temporary adverse impacts to air quality, operations of the project may result in improvements to 

overall air quality due to shorter transmit times and delays created by the construction for trains 

operating within Wayne County. 

5.13.5 Haiat 

As described under Section 5.1.2.5, five residences are within 500 feet of the proposed rail line 

upgrade and Jeffries School is within 1,800 feel of the proposed construction.. These receptors 

currently experience noise generated by passing trains on the NS, Comaii, end GTW rail lines. 

PresePiiy, these facilities are exposed to approximately twc trains per day on the Conrail line and 
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eight ti'ains per day on tiie NS line. NS estimates seven tiain movements per day on the proposed 

rail line connection. This increase does not exceed STB tiiresholds for noise evaluation. Noise 

impacts are not expected to be sigmficant. 

No wheel squeal is expected to be generated by trains operating on tiie proposed ^nnection as it 

has no significant curve. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Construction operations could cause temporary increases in noise levels. Construction activities 

would require the use of tmcks and heavy equipment. Noise generated by such equipment would 

be temporary and limited to the short construction period. 

5.13.6 Historic and Cultural Resnurgî  

No documented archaeological sites or historic properties arc on or near tiie proposed 

constiiiction site. However, the potential for undocumented archaeological sites or historic 

properties has not been dismissed. Consultations with tiic Michigan SHPO will continue until 

the Section 106 process is completed. 

5.13.7 Transportation and Safetv 

The proposed rail line connection would require no new at-grade crossings or additional waming 

signals. However, tiie proposed new connection project would require expanded at-grade 

cn»ssings of Pleasant Avenue and Shell Oil's access road. Temporary vehicle delays or 

disruptions would result from train operations on the proposed rail line as well as incr*^ the 

potential for tiain/vehicle accidents. However, tiaffic disruptions and accident potential should 

be minimal due to low levels of both vehicle and rail traffic and the presence of appropriate 

waming signals. Short-term disruptions of local traffic could occur during tiie construction 

period. The connection would improve train movement, tiiereby enhancing tiie efficiency of NS 

rail operations in the area. 
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No at-grade crossings are involved with the pi oposed connection. Therefore, operation of the 

proposed connection would have no impact on vehicle delays or collisions. 

No hazardous waste facilities are expected to be impacted by the proposed construction. 

Review of the EDR database indicated that no hazardous waste sites, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, 

RCRIS-TSD, ERNS, SPL (SHWS), LUST or SWF/LF, were identified in tiie vicinity of tiie 

proposed rail line constmction. The database search revealed four unmappable sites, one within 

the city linuts of Dearbom, two in Detroit, and one within Wayne County, MI. These sites could 

not be located because of poor address or geocoding infomiation provided to the state and/or 

federal databases. During a site visit no evidence of potential hazardous waste sites was 

observed in the project area. 

Fuels and oils necessary for construction would be present only in small amounts. In the unlikely 

event that a spill occurs, only a small amount would be released. In the case of a spill, NS will 

follow >̂propriate emergency response procedures outiined in its emergency response plans. 

5.1.4 Potential Environmental Impact of Alternatives 

5.1.4.) Bnild Altematives 

No other build altematives for the proposed rail line connection construction project were 

identified. The proposed construction route provides the most direct rail line connection possible 

and would not require land outside the existing raihxiad rights-of-v/ay. The proposed 

construction would minimize associated environmental 'mpacts. 
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5.1.4.2 No-Action Altemativf 

If the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed rail line connection would not be 

constructed and operated. Land use and otiier environmental conditions in the region would 

remain the same. Under tiiis altemative, NS would continue to maintain and/or operate over less 

efficient rail routes. Customers would not benefit fiom improved service and efficiency between 

Detroit and Toledo. This altemative would result in longer routes, greater fuel consumption, air 

emissions, noise and an overall increase in expense to NS and tiie cons'imer. The no-action 

alternative is not considered practical or viable. 

5.1.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed construction would result in minimal to no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, and transpoitation and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general NS practices, NS has proposed tiie following 

mitigation measures to minimize environmental impacts: 

5.1.5.1 LaifiLLsc 

• NS will restore any adjacent properties that are disturbed during constmction. 

5.1.5.2 Water Resourcea 

• NS ill use BMPs to control erosion, runoff and surface instability during constmction. 

After the new rail line is constructef'., NS will reseed outside tiie subgrade slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

5.1.5.3 Bioloifical Rcsnurce!̂  

• NS will use BMPs to control erosion, runoff and surface instability during constmction. 

After tiie new rail line is constructed, NS will reseed outside tiie subgradr slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 
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5.1.5.4 AirQw»lity 

NS will comply with all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the 

control of fiigitive dust. 

5.1.5.5 Noisj 

• NS will control temporary noise from constmction equipment by c .juring all machinery 

has properly functioning muffler systems and by work hour controls. 

5.1.5.6 Historic and Cultui-al kesourccs 

• NS will continue the Section 106 consultation process. 

.̂1.5.7 Transportatiop and Safety 

• NS will observe all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding handling and 

disposal of any waste materia's encountered or generated during the proposed 

constmction project. 

• NS will transport all hazardous materials in compliance with the U.S. Department of 

Transportation Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 CFR pfjls 171-174 and 177-179). 

• In tiie case of a spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outiined 

in its emergency response plans. 

• NS wili restore ail roads disturbed daring construction to the conditions required by state 

or local regulations. 

5.1.7 References 

U.S. Di^artment of Agriculture, 1977. Soil Survey of Wayne County, ML Soil 
Conservation Service. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Iy84. Important Farmland Map of Wayne County, MI. Soil 
Conservation Service. 
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U.S Fish and Wilrtiife Service, 5/1980. National Wetlands Inventory Map. Dearbom 
Quadrangle. (Date based on last aerial photograph). 

U.%. Geolofical Survey, 1968. 1 i24,000-scale topographic maps. Dearbom, MI 
Quat'rangle. 

40 CFR Part 81 - Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes, Subpart C Section 
107, Attainment Status Designations. 
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6.0 NEW JERSEY 

One new connection project is proposed in New Jersey by CSX. This section contains an 

analysis of the potential environmental impacts associated with tiie proposed rail line 

construction. Information on the proposed coistruciion is provided below. 

Little Feny (CSX) 

Lengtii 
(feet) 

480 
600 

Description 

Two connections between Conrail and NYS&W tracks to 
allow trains to move between Conrail lines and a CSX 
Little Ferry intermodal facility. 

A detailed description of tiiis propf-sed construction project, including altemative actions 

considered, the existing environment, the potential environmental impact and proposed 

mitigation ineasures, are provided lielow. 

CSX DISCUSSION 

6.1 LITTLE FERRY (CSX) 

The proposed constmction site is located within the corporate boundaries of the Villagt of i JP |P 

Ridgefield P Jk, NJ, approximately 4 miles west of New York City (Figure 4-16). Tlie project 

would consist of the construction of connections between parallel lines of Conrail and New York 

Susquehanna and Westem (NYS&W), facilitating tiaffic moving on tiie Northwestern Gateway 

Service Route. The first connection would extend 480 feet between milepost 5. /5 on Conrail's . 

line between Selkirk and North Bergen to approximately milepost 5 65 on NYS&W's line 

between Patterson and Croxton. The second connection would extend approximately 600 feet 

between milepost 4.04 on Conrail's line to approximately milepost 4.15 on NYS&W's line. 
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This site is in a residential, light industrial and commercial area. The connections will be built 

on existing railroad rights-of-way and therefore no additional land will need to be acquired to 

complete this project. 

6.1.1 Proposed Action and Altematives 

6.1.1.1 Proposed Action 

The proposed cormections are approxim itely 480 and 600 feet long, extending obliquely between 

the existing Comaii and NYS&W tracks. Tne proposed connections will facilitate train 

movements between the CSX-acquired Conrail line and the Little Ferry intermodal facility, 

which is located on the NYS&W tracks.. 

Construction Requirements 

It is estimated th t a work force of approximately 30 persons will be required to constmct the 

cormection and that it will ta.ke several months to complete. Borrow material for the project 

would be obtained from local sources and hauled to the site by tmck. 

Changes in Traffic 

The Acquisition would result in the following estimated changes lo the existing rail lines that 

would be connected by the proposed construction: 

Traffic on the existing Conrail line north of the proposed construction would 

increase from 24 trains per day to 25 trains per day, an increase of one train per 

day. 

Traffic on the existing Conrail line south of the proposed construction would 

decreeise from 23 trains per day to 22 trains per day, a decrease of one train per 

day. 

An .verage of approximately five trains per day would operate over the new 

connections. 
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6.1.1.2 Alternatives 

BuUd Alternatives 

No b'lild altemaiives were identified for tiie proposed rail iine connections. The proposed 

project would offer the most direct connections between the existing rail lines. It would 

minimize tiie us? of land outside existing railroad rights-of-way, and tiius would minimize 

environmental impacts. 

mm No-Action Alternative 

The no-action altemative would reduce tiie total economic and operational efficiencv that would 

be possible as a result of the propose J Acquisition because CSX would not be able to offer 

efficient single line service between Little Ferry and the westem points of Chicago, it. Louis and 

Memphis. Were tiie connections not buih, CSX traffic would have to be routed over Syracuse 

via the NYS&W or over Buffalo via D&H to Binghamton and NYS&W to reâ h Little Ferry. 

Moreover, tiie comiections at Little Ferry are necessary to allow CSX to combine Little Ferry 

traffic witii traffic at tiie nearby S. Keamy terminal tiiat CSX would acquire from Conrail to 

permit more efficient intermodal service on lines to Chicago, St. Louis and Memphis. For tii s 

reason, a no-action alternative was not considered. 

6.1.2 Existing Environment 

6.1.2.1 Land Use 

Topography of the area is flat. The construction site is located north of tiie Bergen Turnpike on 

the NYS&W. A commercial building idjoins the east side of Conrail right-of-way. Commercial 

establishments, residences, and a m'Jiicipal park lie east of tiiis commercia. building. The 

Conrail arid NYS&W rights-of way extend north and south of the Bergen Turnpike. Overpeck 

Creek, a ributary of th** Hackensack River is located soutii of Bergen Turnpike and 

approximately 250 feet south of the proposed construction project. The Crystal Clear Importing 

warehouse lies to the west of the rail line rights-of-way. The Hackensack River idjoins the west 

side of the warehouse property, approximately 500 feet west of the proposed constmction. 
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Tne proTx>sed construction site is zoned as light industrial. The area immediately surrounding 

the site ii zoned either light industrial or commercial. Residential zoning occ.'rs approximately 

350 feet east of the proposed site. 

44m 
No Indian reservation was identified on or near the project area. A'̂ coi ding to the Eastem Area 

Otfice Bureau of Indian Affairs, no federally recognized Indian tribes or Lilian reservat* . ns exist 

in New Jersey. 

Soils at the proposed construction site are classified as urba'' land and arc not considered prime 

farmland soils. The proposed site is located within a Coastal Zone Management area. Two 

waterways, the Hackensack River and Overpeck Creek have been identified as tidal bodies of 

water and therefore are regulated by the New Jersey Coastal Zone. New Jersey has a Coastal 

Zone Management Program which requires a Waterfront Development Permit if construction 

activities occur within 500 feet of a lidal body. 

6.1.2.2 Water Resources 

The Hackensack River, a tidal body, is located approximately 500 feet west of the proposed 

crossover. Overpeck Creek, also a tidal body, is a tributary of the Hackensack River and is 

located approximately 250 feet south of the proposed crossover. 

National Wetiand Inventory (NWI) maps identified one estuarine intertidal wetland associated 

with Overpeck Creek, approximately 500 feet south of the proposed crossover. 

According to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) map, the site is locaied in an 

area of minimal Hooding. 
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6.1.23 Biological Resources 

Vegetaiion 

The proposed construction site is directly surrounded by commercial and light industrial land 

uses. The grcmd surface of the proposed site is an open area between the tracks consisting of an 

asphalt roadway, crushe '-stone ballast, and sparse non-woody vegetation. Asphalt, gravel, 

grasses and trees arc present i ear the commercial and industrial facilities east and wes: of the 

proposed crossover. 

Wildlife 

Wildlife habitat found on and adjacent to the construction site is limited lo narrow strips of 

intrusive non-woody vegetation, grasses and trees. This habitat may be suitable to birds and 

small mammals that have adapted to developed areas. 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFU S) was contacted regarding threatened and 

endangered species in tiie area of tiie proposed rail line constmction at Little Ferry, NJ. The 

American peregrme falcon (Falco perem. nus anatum), tiie bald eagle (Haliaeetus leucocephalus) 

and the roseate tern (Sterna dougallii dougallii) have been identified as endangered or threatened 

species tiu-oughout tiie entire state of New Jersey. Generally, the endangered American 

peregrine falcon nests Jong coastal bays on the Delaware River and on New Ycirk City bridges. 

The known nesting areas for tiie tiu-eatened bald eagle does not include Bergen County. Finally, 

the endanfered roseate tern is considered a rare migrant. The list did not identify any known 

nesting areas or migratory pa*hs for tiiis species. Bergen County was not identified as a known 

nesting area, hibemaculum or migratory path area for my species. 

Parks, Forests, Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

Ferris Park is a small municipal park, locafd approximately 250 feet east of the proposed site. 

The park is bound by ''lollege Place to tiie north, Ridgefield Avenue to the east and Main Street 

Environmcrial Report 6-5 Pan 4 - Construrtions 

380 



1̂ ^MMnni' 
to the west. No other parks, forest, preserves, refuges or sanctuaries were identified within one-

mile of the proposed site. 

6.1.2.4 Air Quality 

Bergen County is in non-attainment with the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). 

Current sources of emissions in the project area include vehicles, locomotives, and industry. 

6.1.2.5 Noise 

Rail, vehicular, and commercial traffic are the primary noise sources in the project area. 

Sensitive receptors identified witiiin 500 feet of the proposed site include approximately 17 

residences and one park. No schools or churches were identified within 500 feet of the proposed 

site. 

6.1.2.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

The project area for the proposed connections is a previously disturbed right-of-way between the 

Conrail tracks on the east and the NYS&W tracks on the west. The area was disturbed with the 

original construction of the tracks. It continues to be cleared and maintained to facilitate on­

going railroad operatii is. It is highly unlikely that archaeological resources are located within 

the area of potential effect 

To determine if known archaeological or historic resources exist in the area of the proposed 

action, the New Jersey State Historic Preservation Office and the Bureau of Archaeology and 

Ethnology of the New Jersey State Museum were contacted requesting information about historic 

properties in the project area, and potential for sites to be disturbed by project activities. Both 

responded that no sites are known on or adjacent to the project area. The SHPO indicated that 

the Section 106 process is concluded for this sive. In addition. Dames U Moore reviewed 
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railroad property records and performed a site reconr a'ssance. Based on this investigation, it 

was concluded that no recorded or observed cultural resources lie within the proposed 

construction area. 

6.1.2.7 Trapgponrtion Safety 

mmm 
The rail transportation network consists of two parallel north/south Conrail and NYS&W tracks 

that cross at Bergen Turnpike Access to the proposed construction project is available north of 

Bergen Turnpike, via a non-public, asphalt and cmshed-stone ballast thoroughfare. 

During the site visit. Dames & Moore did not observe any evidence of potential hazardous waste 

sites in the project area. An Environmental Data Resources (EDR) database search identified one 

hazardous materials release site within 500 feet of the proposed rail line construction. 

Information on this New Jersey release site, NYS&W Railway Yard (Bergen Turnpike), 

indicated the discovery of a diesel fuel spill on March 22, 1996. 

No other sites of environmental concem within 500 feet of the proposed constmction site were 

identified in the database search. TTie database search revealed nine unmappable sites within the 

Littie Ferrv/'Ridgefield City limits. These sites could not be located because of poor address or 

geocoding information provided to the state and'or federal databases. 

6.13 Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

6.13.1 Laod Use 

The proposed project woulJ result in minimal impacts to land ase. The proposed connections 

would be completed wiihin railroad rights-of-way and therefore no land would be acquired. An 

underground pipeline and telecommunications cables may need to be relocated as a result of the 

proposed rail alignment. No loss of prime fam land soil would be incurred, nor would it conflict 

with adjacent land uses or zoning. 
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The proposed construction area is located within a Coastal Zone Management and a Waterfront 

Development Permit would be required for any propo.sed construction activities within 500 feet 

of a tidal body. 

6.13.2 Water RggQurcw 

m The proposed construction wo-ald not havt adverse impacts on siufacc water or wetiands. 

However, since the proposed construction project is within 500 feet of a tidal body (i.e. ^ " " ^ ^ P 

Hackensack River and Overpeck Creek) a permit for construction activities would be required by 

the New Jersey Coastal Zone Management Agency. 

6.13.3 Bioiogital Rwourtw 
Vegetation 

The proposed project would have minimal impacts to plant communities. The proposed 

construction site is along existing railroad rights-of-way which consist of sparse, non-woody 

vegetation and are heavily disturbed. 

WUdlife 

Wildlife populations in the vicinity of the construction will be temponirily disturbed during fite 

activities. Once construction is complete, this disruption will cease. 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

The proposed construction projcn is located in a heavily disturbed area. Due to the lack of 

suitable habitat for the peregrine falcon, bild eagle, and roseate tern, it is unlikely these species 

will be affecccd by the proposed project. 

Part 4 - Constructions 

383 



Parks, Forests, Preserves, Refuges and Sanctua 

Ferris Park would not be significantly impacted by the proposed construction. The park is 

currently exposed to rail activities from the existing rail lines. No other parks, forests, preserves, 

refuges or sanctuaries were identified within one-mile of the proposed constmction site. 

6.13.4 Air Quality 

The operation of heavy equipment would be the primary rc-U'cc of pollutant emissions during 

construction activities. Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon 

monoxide (CO) and nitrogen oxide (NOx) emissions generally would be minor and of short 

duration and would have insignificant impacts on air quality. Fugitive dust emissions result from 

the operation of heavy equipment. Fugitive dust emissions may also result from the operation of 

hea-vy equipment during construction. Fugitive dust can be controlled by using water sprays or 

other suitable dust suppressants. 

Air quality impacts due to the operation of the new connections are anticipated to be minor since 

existinp rail lines currently carry traffic in the project area. The amount of overall train traffic on 

the proposed rail line would iiot meet the STB thresholds for analysis; therefore air impacts were 

not quantified. 

6.13.5 Noise 

Construction operations associated with the proposed action may cause increases in noise levels, 

since these operations require the use of tracks and heavy equipment. However, noise generated 

by such equipment would be minor and temporary. 

The proposed connections will not involve any curvature in the r j i l line. Therefore, wheel squeal 

is not expected to occur. 
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6.1.3.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

Based on consultation with the New Jersey SHPO and Bureau of Archaeology and Ethnology of 

the New Jersey State Museum, and Dames & Moore's review of railroad property records, no 

recorded or observed cultural resources lie within the proposed constmction area. In addition, 

the New Jersey SHPO indicated the Section 106 process is concluded for this site. 

6.13.7 Transportation and Safety 

The proposed rail line crossover would not require new at-grade crossings or modifications of 

grade crossings or signals at Bergen Turnpike. Therefore, no vehicle delays, dismptions or 

increased potential for train/vehicle accidents would resuh from the proposed construction. The 

connections would improve train movement, thereby enhancing the efficiency of operations in 

the area. 

One hazardous materials release site was identified within 500 feet of the proposed construction 

site. This site would not be affected by the proposed constmction project. The EDR database 

search revealed nine unmappable sites within the Littie Ferry/Ridgefield city limits, however 

none of these sites is believed to be within the proposed construction area based on historical 

lard use of the site and site recormaisseiiice. CSX will notify the New Jersey Department of 

Environmental Protection if hazardous waste is encountered during consimction activities. 

6.1.4 Potential Environmental Impact of Alternatives 

6.1.4.1 Build Altematives 

No build altematives were identified. 
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6.1.4.2 No-Action Altemative 

If the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed rail line cormections would not be 

constructed. None of the potential environmental impacts associated with construction would 

occur. However, the no-action altemative would not provide the operational and economic 

benefits possible through the proposed Acquisition, and would effectively cut off the Little Ferry 

facility from the rest of the CSX system, resulting in a serious loss of efficiency and ability to 

service area traffic (See Section 6.1.1.2). 

6.1.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would result in mimmal or no impact to land uses, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, transportation, and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general CSX practices, CSX would undertake the 

following mitigation measures. 

6.1.5.1 Land Use 

Adjacent properties disturbed during constmction activities will be restored to pre-constmction 

conditions. Heavy equipment will not be permitted on sensitive resources surrounding the 

constmction area. Should disturbance to sensitive resources be unavoidable. Best Management 

Practices will be employed to minimize impact to those resources. 

6.1.52 Water Resources 

Erosion and sedimentation control measures will be employed during constmction activities to 

minimizx, impact on water resources near the constmction activities. Erosion will also be 

minimized by disturbing the smallest area possible at the site and revegetate any disturbed areas 

immediately following constmction activities. Any culverts in the area will be kept clear of 
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de'oris to avoid flooding, in accordance with federal, state and local regulations. Necessary 

permits will be obtained if constmction activities require the alteration of or work in wetlands, 

ponds, lakes or streams or if these activities cause soil or other materials to ePect the water 

resources. 

6.1.5.3 Btologitai R«?}OMr<:gs 

The regrowth of vegetation in disturbed areas will be encouraged through stabilization of 

disturbed soils and reseeding. Should environmental altering acti vities occur, follow-up agency 

consultation witii the New Jersey DNR and USFWS will be conducted. 

6.1.5.4 Air Quality 

All applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the control of fugitive dust will be 

followed as well as using control methods such as water spraying. 

6.1.5.5 Noise 

Temporary noise from constmction equipment will be controlled through the use of work hour 

controls and maintenance of muffler systems on machinery. 

6.1.5.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

In the event that potentially significant resources are discovered during the course of the project, 

the New Jersey SHPO will be notified and procedures recommended by the New Jersey SHPO 

will be implemented. This may include halting constmction until the significance of the site can 

be evaluated and the impact to the sigruficant values of the site can be mitigated or reduced. 
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6.1.5.7 Transportation and Safetv 

All roads disturbed during constmction activities will be restored according to state or local 

regulations. Signs and barricades wili be utilized, as necessary, to control traffic dismptions 

during constmction activities. All hazardous materials generated during constmction activities 

will be transported in accordance with the U.S. Department of Transportation Hazardous 

Materials Regulations (49 CFR Parts 171 -174 and 177-179). If any hazardous materials are 

encountered during constmction activities, the appropriate response and remediation measures 

will be implemented. 

6.1.6 References 
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Personal Correspondence with Jay Springer at New Jersey Coastal Zone Management Agency, 
May 27, 1997. 
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Figure 4-15 
CSX Proposed Constmction Location: Little Feny, Bergen County, New Jersey. 

JOjX 2000 30(30 4000 5000 6000 70y) f ECT 

BaM Map: USGS 7.5' Topographic Quadnngle: mahawl»n. Now Janay-I^tw York 1967 (Photonvisad 1991) 
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7.0 NEW YORK 

Two cormection projects in New York proposed by NS would require environmental analysis. 

This section contains an analysis of the potential *^vironmental impacts associated with the 

proposed rail line constructions. Information on the proposed constructions is provided below. 

1 Location Lengtb 
(feet) 

Description 1 

1 Blasdell (Buffalo) 
(NS) 

5,200 Connection from the NS Cleveland mainline to the 
Conrail Buffalo line to provide efficient train movement 
from Erie, PA to points west to Buffalo, NY. Proposed 
constmction includes rehabilitation of an existing railroad 
bridge and constmction of a new overpass. 

Gardenville Junction 
(Ebenezer) (NS) 

1,700 Connection from the Conrail Buffalo line to Conrail 
Ebenezer secondary line to provide efficient train 
movement from Erie, PA to Buffalo, NY or tiie Comrail 
Southem Tier avoiding CP-Draw. 

Detailed descriptions of tiiese proposed construction projects, including altemative actions 

considered, the existing environment, the potential environmental impact and proposed 

mitigation measures, are provided below. 

NS DISCUSSION 

7.1 BLASDELL (NS) 

Blasdell, NY is in Erie County, approximately 6.0 miles south of Buffalo, NY (Figure 4-16). 

Existing rail lines in the project area include a north/south NS line and north/south and east/west 

Comaii lines. 

The proposed constmction site encompasses an area approximately 5,200 by 200 feet (23.9 
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area approxir^ately 100 by 5,200 feet (11.9 acres). This site is urban, witii industiy to tiie west 

and residences to the east. 1 he site itself is presently undeveloped. The site is located between 

tiie north/south NS and Conrail lines and was the location of a previous rail line. A 100 to 150-

foot strip of land separates tiie NS and Comaii lines from NS mile post B7.2 and Lake .Avenue. 

This area consists of native grasses, scmb brush, deciduous trees and scattered wetland.''. The 

area is bordered on tiie nortii by tiie Conrail Buffalo line and on the soutii by Mile Strip Road. 

The alignment for tiie proposed consimction follows the same alignment as a pist conn.;ction 

which has been removed. A substantial portion of the previous roadbed is still present and would 

be incorporated into this constmction. 

7.1.1 Proposed Action and Altr matives 

7.1,1,1 Proposed Action 

The proposed constmction at Blasdell wouid involve a new connection betsveen the north/south 

NS and east/west Comaii line. The connection would involve constmction of approximately 

5,200 feet of new rail line, rebuilding a previous overpass over Lake Avenue, and rehabilitation 

of an existing railroad bridge to tic into tiie Conrail Buffalo line. The connection would begin on 

the NS track at NS mile post B7.2, traverse a low-lying wooc'ed area, merge with an abandoned 

roadbed, cross Lake Avenue via a new overpass, and align witii ari existing railroad bridge to the 

north (Figure 4-16). This new cor ,tmction would provide efficient train movement between 

Erie, PA and Bison Yard in Buffalo, NY. This will improve service through Buffalo between 

Cleveland and the Southem T.er. This connection would require 11.9 acres of la~.d. Acquisition 

of approximately 3.0 acres of new right-of-way would be necessary. 

The proposed connection al Blasdell would be done in conjunction with the connection at 

Gardenville Junction (Ebenezer), NY. Botii connections are required to route NS traffic 

efficiently through Buffalo and one would provide no benefit witiiout the other. These 

connections will significantly reduce train delays in the Buffalo area, with associated savings in 
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fiiel consumption and ew »ns from idling locomotives. Section 7.2 contains a discussion of 

the proposed constmction ai Gardenville Junction. 

Construction Requirements 

Estimates for the labor force and duration of constmction are not available, but may be 

significant due to overpass constmction, railroad bridge rehabilitation, and site grading 

requirements. Extensive amounts of borrow material could be required, although no estimates 

have been prepared. Borrow material for the project would be obtained from local sources and 

hauled to tiie constmction site by rail or truck. 

Changes in Traffic 

The proposed Acquisition would result in the following estimated changes in traffic over the 

existing rail lines that would be connect'"̂  by tiie proposed constmction. 

• Traffic on the existing NS line would increase from 13 t•> 25 trains per day. 

• Traffic on the existing Conrail lines would increase from 4 to 13 trains per day. 

• Traffic on the new constmctior would be nine trains >cr day. 

7.1.1.2 Alternatives 

BuUd Alternatives 

No other build altematives were identified for the proposed rail line constmcticn. The proposed 

rail line would be tiie most direct cormection possible between tiie existing rail lines and would 

minimize the use of new land outside tiie existing NS and Conrail rights-of-way. In addition, the 

propostv̂  constmction would not resuh in any significant environmental impacts. The proposed 

constmction would utilize the remnants of a previous roadbed, miiumizing potential 

envirorunental impacts on that portion of the project. 
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No-Action Altr.rnative 

Under t'le no-action altemative, existing and additional post-Acquisition rail traffic would 

operate over existing NS and Coru-ail lines with no coimection. Access between the two lines 

would be limited to existing interchanges and terminals. The no-build altemative would reduce 

the total economic and ope rational efficiency that would be possible as a result of the proposed 

Acquisition. 

7.1.2 Existing Environment 

7.1.2.1 LaniLIIsfi 

The area of the proposed constmction site is primarily urban with adjacent residential and 

industrial areas (Figure 4-16). The Ijnd between the north/south NS and Conrail lines between 

Lake Avenue and NS mile post B7.2 contains deciduous trees, weedy annuals, and scmb brush. 

Scattered wetlands occur in this wooded strip of land. Land in the rights-of-way contain grasses 

and gravel ballast. Utility poles run parallel to the NS line on the westem side of the right-of-

way. The proposed constmction site is zoned industrial and residential 

Soils at the proposed constmction site arc classified as prime farmland. However, development 

of the site for existing rail use and of adjacent property for other uses has rendered the area 

unusable for agriculture. 

The project is not within a designated coastal zone. 

No federal or state recogtuzed Indian tribes or lands occur at the proposed constmction site. 
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7.1.2.2 Water Rê tources 

Neither the existing NS nor Conrail lines cross any surface waters within the constmction area. 

National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps had not been received \t the time this rqxjrt was 

written. However, Bums & McDormell persormel noted scattered shmb/scmb and wooded 

wetlands between the existing NS and Conrail lines. 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) maps for the area show that the proposed 

project is not within die 100 year floodplain. 

7.1.2.3 Biological Rysgurcg:< 
Vegetation 

The proposed constmction site is primarily urban. Land bordering the existing rail rights-of-v. ay 

includes native grasses, shmbs, and deciduous trees. An overgrown area of shmbs and trees 

divides the NS and Conrail lines south from Lake Avenue for approximately 1,300 feet. 

Vegetation on other areas of the rail rights-of-way is primarily weeds scattered over the gravel 

ballast. Tliis vegetation is not unique or limited in the area. 

WUdlife 

Wildlife habitat found on the constmction site is limited to narrow strips of grasses, shmbs and 

trees adjacent to the edges of the existing rail rights-of-way and the overgrown area between the 

NS and Comaii lines. These areas provide suitable habitat for a variety of common small 

mammals, reptiles, amphibians, song birds, and waterfowl. Wildlife habitat adjacent to the site 

includes strips of shmbs and deciduous tre JS, and graveled areas containing scattered grasses and 

weeds. 
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Threatened and Endangered Species 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and tiie New York Department of NaUu-al 

Resources (DNR)were contacted regarding tiireatened and endangered species in tiie area of tiie 

proposed rail line constmction at Blasdell. The USFWS responded tiiat no Federally listed or 

proposed endangered or threatened species are known to exist in the project area. Comments 

from the New York DNR have not yet been received. No tiireatened or endangered species or 

suitable habitat for such species were observed during a site visit. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

No parks, forest preserves, refuges or sanctuaries are in the proposed consttriction site vicinity. 

The nearest park is Lakeside Memorial Park, approximately three miles southwest of the site. 

7.1.2.4 Air Quality 

According to 40 CFR 81, Erie County is in nonattainment for ozone witii the National Ambient 

Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Current sources of emissions in the project area include 

locotnotiv,?s and motor vehicles. 

7.1.2.5 Noise 

Rail, vehicular and commercial traffic are the primary sources of noise in the area of the 

proposed rail line constmction. 

l en residences are within 500 feet of tiie proposed constmction site. One school and two 

churches occur witiiin 1,250 feet of the proposed construction site. These receptors currentiy 

experience noise generated by passing trains and traffic on local roads. 
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7.1.2.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

The proposed constmction would occur within former rail right-of-way. The location has been 

previously disturbed by former rail line constmction and removal activities. No undisturbed 

historic or cultural resources are expected within the existing rail rights-of-way. 

7.1.2.7 TransportatiQn and Safety 

The rail transportation network consists of three noitî 'south Conrail lines, an east/west Conn i l 

line and a north'south NS line. This connection is bordered on tiie no.lii by the Comaii Bufxalo 

line. One road in the project area would be crossed. Lake Avenue, via a railroad overpass. State 

Route 62 passes through Blasdell approximately 0.5 miles from the proposed constmction site. 

Interstate Highway 9' and State Route 5, both pass on the outside of Blasdell and both are 

approximately 0.75 mile from the constmction site. 

ADT data was not available for Lake Avenue and Mile Ship Road, but was observ cd to be heavy-

near the everting rush hour during a site visit. A total of 13 trains per da)' use the NS mainline, 

while four trains per day operate over the Comaii mainline. 

Review of the EDR database report indicated that tiiere were three LUST sites within the 

proposed constmction corridor. Two of the LUST are located at 45 Lisa Lane and a third is 

located at 62 Lisa Lane in Blasdell, NY. No other hazardous waste sites or known environmental 

conditions, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, RCRIS-TSD, ERNS, SPL (SHWS). SPILLS, or S^T/LF were 

identified in the viciruty of the proposed rail line constmction. The database search revealed 18 

vaamajppahle sites, three within the city limits of Blasdell, one within the city linuts of Buffalo, 13 

within the city limits of Lackawanna and one within Erie County. These sites could not be 

located because of poor address or geocoding information provided to the state and/or federal 

databases. No evidence of any hazardous waste sites was observed v«ithin the project area during 

a site visit. 
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7.1 J Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

7.13.1 Land Use 

The proposed project would result in minimal impacts to land use. Approximately 11.9 acres of 

land would be required for the new coimection. Temporary constmction impacts from 

excavation, mixing of soil profiles or .soil compaction to adjacent land are considered to be 

insignificant due to tiie small portion of land affected and constmction being limited mainly to 

tiie area of a former roadbed between two ex'sting rail lines. The proposed constiiiction would 

not conflict with adjacent land uses, utility lines or zoning. 

No constmction activities would occur wiihin a designated coastal zone. 

7.1J.2 Water Resources 

Wetiands occurring between tiie NS and Conrail lines would likely be crossed. These wetiands 

appear to have developed in tiic bonrow areas for tiie previous rail coimection. Minimal loss of 

wetland would occur due to consti-uction of a new roadbed across this area. NS would obtain all 

necessary permits for constmction in wetiands and implement measures to minimize impacts to 

adjacent wetiai ds. 

Impacts from soil erosion resulting fix>m cleared vegetation and open soil would be insignificant 

because NS would use Best Management Practices (BMPs) to control runoff and surface 

instability. In addition, NS would restore disturbed soil areas outside the roadbed sideslope 

through reseeding. In order to maintain current storm water drainage pattems, a culvert may 

need to be placed in tiie roadbed where it would cross any wetiand areas near NS mile post B7.2. 
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7.1.33 Biological Resources 

Vegetation 

The proposed action would impact a wooded area between the NS and Conrail rights-of-way 

This vegetation is not unique to the area. In addition, NS would reseed outside the subgrade 

slope of the new connection to restore vege\. 'ion affected by construction 

Wildlife 

No adverse impacts to wildlife populations are anticipated. The constmction site is smal! and 

while it provides habitat for a variety of species, it contains only limited wildlife habitat. Tne 

mirumal loss of habitat due to this constmction would be insignificant compared to the wildlife 

habitat available in the area. 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

The USFWS responded that no Federally lisied or proposed endangered or threatened species are 

known to exist in the project area. Comments from the New York DNR have not yet been 

received. Once these comments are received, they will be forwarded to the STB, Section of 

Environmental Analysis. Due to the lack of suitable habitat, no impacts to threatened or 

endangered species are .xpected. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

No parks, forest preserves, refiiges and sanctuaries are within one mile of the proposed 

constmction. The nearest park is Lakeside Memorial Park approximately three miles southwest 

of the site. This park is too distant to be impacted by constmction or operation of the proposed 

constmction. 
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7.1.3.4 Air Quality 

impacts to air quality would result from constmction, operation and maintenance of the proposed 

project. The operation of heavy equipment would be the primary source of pollutant emissions 

during constmction activities. Such pollutants vary by the source, as described below: 

• Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon monoxide (CO) 

and nitrogen oxides (NOX) resulting from the combustion of diesel fuel 

• Fugitive dust emissions along the right-of-way and unimproved roads resulting 

from the operation of heavy equipment. 

Fugitive dust can be controlled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressants. The 

combustion emissions associated with removal operations (VOCs, CO and NOX) generally 

would be minor and of short duration and would have insigruficant impacts on air quality. The 

amount of overall ti-ain tiaffic on the proposed rail line would exceed STB thresholds for air 

quality. General impacts to air quality are discussed in Part 4 Appendix A. Air quality impacts 

for segments expected to experience increased traffic above STB thresholds are discussed in Part 

2. 

Erie County is an ozone non-attainment area. Locomotive emissions can be contributing factors 

to ozone formation. However, the proposed constmction is not expected to increase total rail 

traffic within Erie County. The project will allow for shorter, more efficient routing of trains, 

reducing locomotive operating times within Er\ County and thus, overall enussions. While the 

constmction may not adversely impact the non-attainment status of Erie County, it may result in 

improved overall air quality for ozone. 
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7,13.5 Noise 

Ten residences are within 500 feet of the proposed action. These receptors currently experience 

noise generated by passing trains on the NS and Conrail rail lines. Presentiy these facilities are 

exposed to 13 trains per day on the NS line and four trains per day on Comail's line. NS 

estimates nine train movements per day on tiie proposed rail line connection. This exceeds STB 

thresholds for noise evaluation. Train traffic operating on the proposed connection (rune trains 

per day) would generate ar Ldn 61 noise level at approximately 100 feet. No at-grade crossings 

where hom soundings would occur would be located along the line to generate an additional I dr. 

65 distance. None of the 10 residences within 500 feet would be within 100 feet of the 

connection. Of potentially greater sigruficance would be noise generated by wheel squeal. 

Should wheel squeal occur, rune trains j>er day could generate an Ldn 65 distance of 

approximately 450 feet. Wheel squeal would only be expected to potentially occur at the 

northem end of the project, where the new line would curve to the east. In tiiis area, no 

residences or other sensitive noise receptors would be within 450 feet of the cormecting track. 

Constmction operations could cause temporary increases in noise levels. Coiisjmction activities 

would require the use of tmcks and heavy equipmem. Noise generated by such equipment would 

be temporary and limited to the short constmction. 

7.13.6 Historic and Cwltwral Rcsourgw 

No historic resources are expected to be impacted by the proposed construction due to it being on 

rjiilroad right-of-way. However, the potential for archaeological sites or historic properties, has 

not been disnussed. NS will continue consultations with the New York SHPO until the Section 

106 process is complete. 
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7.1.3.7 Transportation and Safety 

The proposed rail line cormection would require no new at-grade crossings or additional waming 

signals. A new overhead crossing of Lake Avenue would be installed. No vehicle delays, 

dismptions, or increased potential for train/vehicle accidents would result from operation of the 

cormection. Short-term dismptions to local traffic could occur during constmction of the Lake 

Avenue overpass, fhese dismptions would be temporary. The cormection would improve train 

movement, thereby enhancing the efficiency of NS raii operations in the area. 

During a site visit, no evidence of potential hazardous waste sites was observed in the project 

area. Constmction debris was encountered on the north end of the comiection. No hazardous 

waste sites are expected to be impacted by the proposed constmction. 

Review of the EDR database report indicated that there were three LUST sites within the 

proposed constmction corridor. No other hazardous waste sites or known environmental 

conditions, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, RCRIS-TSD, ERNS, SPL (SHWS), SPILLS, or SWF/LF, were 

identified in the vicinity of the proposed tail line constmction. The database search revealed 18 

unmappable sites, three within the city limits of Blasdell, one within the city limits of Buffalo, 13 

within the city limits of Lackawaaia and one within Erie County, These sites could not be 

located because of poor address or geocoding information provided to the state and/or federal 

databases. No evidence of hazardous waste sites was observed within the project area during a 

site visit. No impacts tc hazardous waste sites are expected. If contamination is encountered, 

proper response and remediation will be implemented. 

Fuels and oils necessary for constmction would be present only in small amounts. In the unlikely 

event that a spill occurs, only a small amount would be released. In the case of a spill, NS will 

follow appropriate emergency response procedures outiined in its emergency response plans. 
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7.1.4 Potential Environmental Impact of Altematives 

7.1.4.1 Build Altematives 

No other build altematives to the proposed rail line constmction project were identified. The 

proposed constmction route provides the most direct rail line cormection possible and utilizes an 

abandoned roadbed and an existing railroad bridge. The proposed project would minimize the 

acquisition of new right-of-way, the amount of fill used for construction and associated 

environmental impacts. 

7.1.4.2 No-Agtion Alt̂ mativg 

I f the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed rail line connection would not be 

constmcted and operated. Land use and other environmental ccmditions in the region would 

remain the same. Under this altemative, NS would continue to maintain and/or operate over less 

efficient rail routes. Customers would not benefit form improved service through Buffalo 

between Cleveland and the Southem Tier. This altemative would result in longer routes, greater 

fiiel consumption, air emissions, noise and an overall increase in expense to NS and the 

consumer. The no-iiction altemative is not considered practical or viable. 

7.1.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would result in minimal to no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, and transportation and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general NS practices, NS has proposed the following 

mitigation measures to minimize environmental impacts: 

7.1.5.1 LaadJIs£ 

• NS will restore any adjacent properties that are disturbed during construction. 
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7.1.5.2 Watgr RwonrcCT 
• NS will use BMPs to contt-ol erosion, mnoff and surface instability during constmction. 

After tiie new rail line is constincted, NS will reseed outside tiie subgrade slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

7.1.53 Biological Resources 

• NS will use BMPs to confrol erosion, runoff and surface instability during constmction 

After the new rail line is constmcted, NS will reseed outside the subgrade slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

7.1.5.4 Air Quality 

• NS will comply with all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the 

control of fugitive dust. 

7.1.5.5 Noist 

• NS will confrol temporary noise from constmction equipment by ensuring all machinery 

has properly functioning muffler systems and by work hour controls. 

7.1.5.6 Historic and Cultural Resonrces 

• NS will continue the Section 106 consultation process. 

7.1.5.7 Transportation and Safetv 

• NS will observe all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding handling and 

disposal of any waste materials encountered or generated during the proposed 

constmction project. 

• NS will transport all hazardous materials in compliance with the U.S. Department of 

Transportation Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 CFR parts 171-174 and 177-179). 

• In the case of a spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outlined 

in its emergency response plans. 
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NS will restore all roads dismrbed during construction to the conditions required by state 

or local regulations. 

7.1.6 References 

Personal communication with Erie County Zoning Department, April, 1997. 

U.S. Department of Agriculttire, 1982. Soil Survey of Erie County. NY. Soil Conservation 
Service. 

U.S. Etepartment of Agriculture, 1983. Map of Prime Farmland. Soil Conservation Service. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 10/1978. National Wetlands Inventory Map. Buffalo SE, N.Y. 
Quadrangle. (Date based on last aerial photograph) 

U.S. Geological Survey, 1965. Ii24,000-scale topographic maps. Buffalo SE, N Y. Quadrangle 

40 CFR Part 81 - Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes, Subpart C Section 
107, Attainment Status Designations. 
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7.2 GARDENVILLE JUNCTION (EBENEZER) 

Gardenville Junction, NY is in Erie County, approximately 3.0 miles soutiieast of Buffalo, NY 

(Figure 4-18). Existing rail lines in tiie project area include northwesf soutiieast and east/west 

Conrail lines. 

The proposed construction site at Gardenville Junction encompasses an area approxin».-'tely 1,700 

by 200 feet (7.8 acres). The new connection would occupy an area approximately 100 by 1,700 

feet (3.9 acres). The connection would be located along tiie alignment of a previous connecting 

track which has been removed. The connection would be located within existing railroad right-

of-way. The site is undeveloped and is primarily weed and grass covered. A dense woodlot is 

adjacent to tiie eastem side of tiie site. A large wetiand is located on tiie soutii side of tiie 

intersection of tiie two Conrail tracks (Fig ure 4-18). An oil/petroleum tank farai is located to tiie 

west. 

7.2.1 Proposed Action and Altematives 

7.2.1.1 ^ jQsedAct 

The proposed action at Gardenville Jurrtion would involve tiie constmction and operation of a 

new connection between tiie northwest/soutiieast Conrail "Ebenezer Secondary" track and tiic 

east/west Conrail "Buffalo" tt-ack. The connection would bf northwest of tiie intersection of tiie 

Comaii lines (Figure 4-18). This new consttuction would permit efficient tt-ain movement 

between Erie. PA and Bison Yard in Buffalo, NY and improve service tiirough Buffalo between 

Cleveland and tiie Soutiiem Tier. The design includes approximately 1,700 feet of new rail line 

on 3.9 acres and occupy approximately 1.8 acres of existing right-of-way. 

The proposed connection at Gardenville Junction would be built in conjunction witii tiie 

connection at Blasdell, NY. Botii connections are required to efficiemly route NS ttaffic tiirough 
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Buffalo and one would provide no benefit without the other. The reader is referred to Section 7.1 

for a discussion of the proposed constmction at Blasdell. 

Construction Requirements 

The exact labor force and duration of constmction are not available, but are expected to require 

10-15 people and three to six months. Borrow material for the project would be obtained from 

local sources and hauled to the constmction site by rail or tmck. 

Changes in Traffic 

The proposed Acquisition would result in the following estimated changes in traffic over the 

existing rail lines that would be connected by the proposed constmction: 

• Traffic on the existing Conrml "Buffalo" hne would remain four ttains per day. 

• Traffic on the existing Conrail "Ebenezer Secondary" line would increase from 4 

to 13 trains per day. 

• Traffic on the new construction would be nine trains per day. 

7.2.1.2 Altematives 

Build AUernattyes 

No other build altematives were identified for the proposed rail line constmction. The proposed 

rail line would be the most direct connection between the existing rail line and would minimize 

the use of new land outside the existing Conrail rights-of-way. In addition, no significant 

environmental impacts are anticipated from the proposed construction. 

No-Action Alternative 

Under the no-action altemative, existing and additional post-Acquisition rail traffic would 

operate over the existing Conrail rail lines with no connection. Access between the existing rail 

lines would be limited to existing interchanges and terminals. The no-build altemative would 
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reduce the total economic and operational efficiency and other benefits that weald be possible as 

a result of the proposed Acquisition. 

7.2.2 Existing Environment 

7.2.2.1 Laud Vi9 

The proposed site is undeveloped land covered by grasses and weeds (Figure 4-17). The area 

around the proposed constmction site is dominated by rail, transportation and utility U3es. 

Numerous electrical ttansmission lines are located east of the north/soutii line. These lines ser̂ e 

an electrical substation located northeast of the intersection of the two rail lines. Other land uses 

. arounding the proposed site include an industrial area to the west and undevelot)ed land 

covered with grasses and weeds along both sides of both Conrail ttacks. Northeast of the 

Intersection of the two Conrail lines is a lake and surrounding emergent wetiand. The proposed 

site is zoned industrial. 

None of the soils at the site are classified as prime farmland. 

The project is not within a designated coastal zone. 

No federal or state recognized Indian tribes or lands occur at the proposed constmction site. 

7.2.2.2 Watgr RgsQwrygs 

A small wooded wetland area is located approximately 4C feet east and down-gradient of the 

constmction .te. A pond and adjacent wetiand are located northeast of the intersection of the 

Conrail lines, on the east side of the Conrail Ebenezer Secondary line. These water resources are 

also down-gradient from the proposed constmction site (Figure 4-17) but are separated from it by 

the existing north/south Conrail line. No other surface waters are in the pioject area. 
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National Wetland Inventory (NWI) maps indicate a large palustrine open water and emergent 

wetland east of the proposed constmctio: 'te, on the opposite side of the north/south Conrail 

frack and a small palustrine shmb/scmb wetland that would be located letween the proposed 

constmction and the existing Conrail ttacks. 

Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) maps for the area show that the proposed 

project is not within the 100-year floodphin. 

7.2.2.3 Biological Resources 

Vegetation 

Most of the proposed constmction area is vacant or industrial and is covered by vegetation 

consisting of weedy annuals and grasses, portions of which are maintained as lawn. A small 

wooded area is found immediately to the east, between the constmction and the intersection of 

the two Conrail lines, which con ains scmb-brush and deciduous ttees. Emergent wetland 

vegetation is present around the small, wooded pond located in this wooded area. This 

vegetation is not unique or limited in the area. 

WUdlife 

The constmction site provides only limited grassland habitat, suitable for small mammals and 

some songbirds. Tlie site may be used incidentally by wildlife inhabiting adjacent fields, 

woodlots, and wetlands. These surrr imding areas provide habitat for a more diverse fauna 

including songbirds, waterfowl, small and large mammals, raptors, reptiles, and amphibians. 

Permanent surface waters in the area likely support fish and other aquatic wildlife. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and the New York Department of Nattiral 

Resources (DNR) were contacted regarding threatened and endangered species in the area of the 

proposed rail line constmction at Blasdell. The USFWS responded that no Federally listed or 

proposed endangered or threatened species are known to exist in the project area. Comments 
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from the New York DNR have not yet been received. No tiueatcned or endangered species or 

suitable habitat for such species were observed during a site visit. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges, and Sanctuaries 

No parks, forest preserves, refuges or sanctuaries are in or adjacent to the proposed constmction 

site. 

7.2.2.4 Air Quality 

According to 40 CFR 81, Eric County is in nonattainment for ozone witii the National Ambient 

Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Current sources of emissions in the project area include 

locomotives. 

7.2.2.5 Ciflias 

Rail traffic is the primary source of noise in the area of the proposed rail line construction. A 

total of two and four trains per day operate on the two Conrail lines. 

There are no schools or churches within 0.25 mile of the site. There aic no residences within 500 

feet. 

7.2.2.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

The proposed constmction would occur within former rail right-of-way. The location has been 

previously disturbed by former rail line constmction and removal activities. No undisturbed 

historic or cultural resources are expected within the existing rail rights-of-way. In addition, no 

potential historic resources were observed in the project area during a site visit 
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7.2.2.7 Transportation and Safety 

The rail ttansportation network consists of the Ccii^ail rail lines that intersect one another at 

Gardenville unction. Major roads in this part of Buffalo include Harlem Road, Highway 90, 

Center Roac , and Indian Cburch Road. There is an at-grade crossing 0.25 miles south of the 

constmction on I \'ndale Court. No tt-affic data are available for this road, but ttaffic is expected 

to be lintited to local residents. An existing, private gravel drive for access to the rail lines is 

approximately 200 feet north of the intersection. 

Review of tiie EDR database indicated that no hazardous waste sites, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, 

RCRIS-TSD, ERNS, SLP (SHWS), LUST or SWF/LF, were identified in tiie vicinity of tiie 

proposed rail line constmction. The database search revealed 11 unmappable sites, 10 within the 

city limits of Buffalo and one in Erie County. These sites could not be located because of poor 

address or geocoding information provided to the state and/or federal databases. No evidence of 

any hazardous waste sites was observed within the proposed constmction area during a site visit. 

7.2.3 Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

7.23.1 LandUsi 

The proposed project would result in minimal impacts to land use and be built on imdeveloped 

rail right-of-way which occupies the location of a former rail cormection (Figure 4-17). The 

proposed project would be compatible with the siurounding iail 1: ries and other industrial 

facilities. 

The proj ;t would not cross any prime farmland. 

No constmction activitiw's would occur within a designated coastal zone. 
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7.23.2 Water Reannrcea 

fhe construction of the proposed rail line would not have adverse impacts on groundwater or 

surface water resources. Impacts from soil erosion resulting from cleared vegetation a d open 

soil would be insignificant witii Best Management Practices (BMPs) used to conttol runoff and 

surface instability. These measures will also prevent runoff from impacting wetiand areas. NS 

would obtain any necessary permits for woric in wetiands. In addition, NS would restore 

disttirbed areat outside tiie roadbed side slope tiu-ough reseeding. Storm water drainage pattems 

are not anticipated to be altered by the proposed project. 

7.2.33 Biological Resourceit 

Vegetation 

1 he proposed action may involve limited clearing or ttimming of ttees in tiie adjacent woodlot. 

Other impacts would include the minor loss of scmb vegetation, grass-covered lawn and other 

grassy areas. After constiiiction, NS would reseed outside tiie subgrade slope. This vegetation is 

not unique or limited in the area. 

WUdlife 

No adverse impacts to wildlife populations are anticipated. The constmction site contains only 

limited, marginal habitat suitable for wildlife. Adjacent areas, proviH jig higher quality habitat, 

would be unaffected. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

The USFWS responded tiiat no Federally listed or proposed endangered or tiireatened species are 

known to exist in tiie project area. Comments from tiic New York DNR have not yet been 

received. Once tiiese conunents are received, tiiey will be forwarded to tiie STB, Section of 

Environmental Analysis. Due ta tiie lack of suitable habitat, no impacts to tiireatened or 

endangered species are expected. 

Environmental Report 7-22 

414 

Part 4 - Constructions 



Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

No adverse impact is expected since no known state or federally designated parks, forests, 

preserves, refuges or siinctuaries are w ithin one mile of the proposed constmction. 

7.23.4 Air Quality 

Impacts to air quality would result from constmction, operation and maintenance of the proposed 

project. The operation of heavy equipment would be the prin ary source of pollutant emissions 

during constmction activities. Such pollutants vary by the source, as described below: 

• Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon monoxide (CO) 

and nittogen oxides (NOX) resulting from the combustion of diesel fuel 

• Fugitive dust emissions along the right-of-way and imimproved roads resulting 

from the operation of heav/ equipment. ^HHW 

Fugitive dust can be conttolled by using water sprays or other suitable du.st suppressants. The 

combustion emissions associated with removal operations (VOCs, CO and NOX) generally 

would be minor and of short duration anc would have insignificant impacts on air quality. The 

amount of overall ttain ttaffic on the proposed rail line would exceed STB thresholds for air 

quality. General impacts are discussed in Part 4 Appendix A. Air quality impacts related to 

increased ttaffic on rail segments are discussed in Part 2. 

Erie County is an ozone non-attainment area. Locomotive emissions can be contributing factors 

to ozone formation. However, the proposed constmction is not expected to increase total rail 

ttaffic within Erie County. The project will albw for shorter, more efficient routing of ttains, 

reducing locomotive operating times within Erie County and thus, overall emissions. The 

constmction may, therefore, result in improved air quality for ozone in the local area. 
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7.2.3.5 Noise 

No sensitive noise receptors are within 500 feet of the proposed constmction site. Train traffic 

operating on the proposed connection (nine ttains per day) would exceed STB thresholds and 

would generate an Ldr» 65 noise level at approximately 100 feet. No at-grade crossings where 

hom soundings would occur would be located along the line to generate an additional Ldn 65 

distance. Of potentially greater significance would be noise generated by wheel squeal. Should 

wheel squeal occur, nine ttains per day would generate an Ldn 65 distance of approximately 450 

feet. No residences or other sensitive noise receptors would be within 450 feet of the connecting 

track. The proposed project would have no impact to sensitive noise receptors. 

7.2.3.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

No significant or historic resources are expected to be impacted by the proposed constmction due 

to it being confined to the previously disturbed railroad rights-of-way. However, the potential 

for archaeological sites or historic properties, has not been dismissed. Prior to any constmction 

activities, the New York SHPO will be consulted and the Section 106 process completed. 

7.2.3.7 Transportation and Safetv 

The proposed rail line constmction project would improve ttain movement to destinations, 

enhancing the efficiency of NS operations. The proposed constmction project would not cross 

any roads. Therefore, no vehicle delays, dismptions, or additional train/vehicle accidents would 

result from ttain operations on the proposed rail connection. Short-term dismptions of local 

traffic could occur during the constmction period. 

Review of the EDR database indicated that no hazardous waste sites, e.g., NPL, CERCLIS, 

RCRIS-TSD, ERNS, SLP (SHWS), LUST or S^^T/LF, were identified in tiie vicinity of tiie 

proposed rail line constmction. The database search revealed 1 ^ unmappable sites, 10 within the 
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city limits of Buffalo and one in Eric County. These sites could not be located because of poor 

address or geocoding information provided to the state and/or federal databases. 

During a site visit, no evidence of potential hazardous waste sites was observed in the project 

area. No hazardous waste sites are expected to be impacted by the proposed construction. 

Fuels and oils necessary for constmction would be present only in small amounts. In the unlikely 

event that a spill occurs, only a small amount would be released. In the case of a spill, NS will 

follow appropriate emergency response procedures outiined in its emergency response plans. 

7.2.4 Potential Environmental Impact of Altematives 

7.2.4.1 Build Altematives 

No other build altematives to the proposed rail line constmction project were identified. The 

proposed constmction route provides the most direct rail line connection and would not require 

acquisition of additional right-of-way. The proposed constmction would minimize associated 

potential environmental impacts. 

7.2.4.2 No-Action Altemative 

If the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed rail line coimection would not be 

constmcted ?jid operated. Land use and other environmental conditions in the region would 

remain the saine. Under this altemative, NS would continue to maintain and/or operate ovei less 

efficient rail routes. Under this altemative, NS would continue to maintain and/or operate over 

less efficient rail routes. Customers would not benefit from improved service through Buffalo 

between Cleveland and the Southem Tier. This alternative would result in longer routes, greater 

fuel consumption, air emissions, noise and an overall increase in expense to NS and the 

consumer. The no-action altemative not considered practical or viable. 
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7.2.5 Propo'ied Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would result in minimal to no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, culttiral resouces, and ttansportation and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general NS practices, NS has proposed tiie following 

mitigation measures to minimize environmental impacts: 

7.2.5.1 Land Use 

• NS will restore any adjacent properties that are disturbed during constmction. 

7.2.5.2 

• NS will use BMPs to conttol erosion, runoff and surface instability during consttuction 

After tiie new rail line is constioicted, NS will reseed outside tiie subgrade slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent jwtential erosion. 

7.2.5.3 Biological Regnurcea 

• NS will use BMPs to conttol erosion, runoff and surface instability during construction 

After tiie new rail line is consttiicted, NS will reseed outside tiie subgrade slope to 

provide permanent cover and prevent potential erosion. 

7.2.5.4 ^LQusm 

• NS will comply witii all applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding tiie 

conttol of fugitive dust. 

7.2,5.5 Noise 

• NS will conttol temporary noise from consttuction equipment by ensuring all machinery 

has property functioning muffler systems and by work hour conttols. 
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7.2.5.6 Historic and C"!taral Resources 

• NS will continue the Section 106 consultation process. 

7.2.5.7 Traasportarion and Safety 

• NS will observe all applicable federal, stats and local regulations regarding handling and 

disposal of any waste materials encountered or generated during the proposed 

constmction project. 

• NS will transport all hazardous materials in compliance with the U.S. Department of 

Transportation Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 CFR parts 171-174 and 177-179). 

• In the case of a spill, NS will follow appropriate emergency response procedures outiined 

in its emergency response plans. 

• NS will restjre all roads disturbed during constmction to the conditions required by state 

or local regulations. 

7.2.6 References 

New York Department of Natural Resources, 

Personal communication with Erie County Zoning Department, April, 1997. 

U.S. Department of Agriculture, 1996. Soil Survey of Erie County, NY. 

U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 10/1978. Nations! Wetlands Inventciy Map. Buffalo SE 
Quadrangle. (Date based on last aerial photograph) 

U.S. Geological Survey, 1965. 1:24,000-scale topographic maps. Buffalo SE Quadrangle 

40 CFR Part 81 - Designation of Areas for Air Quality Planning Purposes, Subpart C Section 
107, Attainment Status Designations. 
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8.0 OHIO 

Seven cormections and two yard expansions proposed in Ohio require enviroriinental analysis. 

Three cormections and two yard expansions are proposed by CSX. Four cormections are 

proposed by NS. This section contains an analysis of the potential environmental imnacts 

associated with the proposed rail line constmctions. Infomiation on the proposed rail line 

constmctions is pw •'•ded below: 

1 Location Length 
(feet) 

Description 1 

Cleveland (CSX) N/A Construction of intennodal facility at Collinwood Yard. | 

Crestline (CSX)* 600 Connect two Comaii tracks to allow movem mts between i 
Ft. Wayne, IN and Cleveland, OH. 

Greenwich (CSX)* 3,700 
700 

Two connectio 1 ttacks bet.veen CSX and Conrail to enable 
c'̂ tbound trains from Chicago, IL to proceed nortiieast to 
Cleveland, OH and to enable northeast bound trains to 
proceed east to Akron, OH. 

Sidney (CSX)* 2,500 Connect CSX and Comaii ttacks to eiiabl*northbound 
ttains to proceed east to Columbus, OH. 

Willard (CSX; N/A Construction of fueling facility adjacent to Willard Yard. 

Bucyrus (NS)* 2,400 Connecting track between NS and Conrail to create an 
efficient new route a.-̂ m Columbus, OH to Pittsburgh, PA. 

Columbus (NS) 1,400 Cormecting tracks to create efficient movement between 
Bellevue, OH and Buckeye Yard. 

Oak Harbor (NS) 5,000 Connecting track between NS and Conrail to create an 
efficient access from the Dettoit area to NS Bellevue Yard 

Vennillion (NS) 5,400 Connecting track between NS and Conrail to create an 
efficient new route from Conrail's Cleveland to Chicago 
mainline to and from NS's Cleveland to Buffalo mainline 
and onto Kansas City to and from eastem destinations and 1 
origins, including New York and northem New Jersey via 1 
Buffalo. 1 
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* These projects are the subject of a Petition for waiver of the STB's "related applications" mle 
filed with the Surface Transportation Board on May 2, 1997. If granted, these will be *he 
subjects of separate proceedings and environmental review that may be completed IH.-ore the 
STB acts on the conttol application. 

A detailed description of these proposed consttuction projects, including alternative actions 

considered, the existing environment, the potential environmental impact and proposed 

mitigation measures is provided below. 

CSX DISCUSSION 

8.1 COLLINWOOD YARD (CSX) 

The site of proposed constmction is located on property to be acquired at the northwestern end of 

Collinwood Yard in Cleveland, Cuyahoga County, nortiieastem Ohio. The site lies witiiin one 

mile of the southem shore of Lake Erie and is immediately south of Interstate Route 90 and Ohio 

State Routt! 2 (1-90/2) (Figure 4-19). Existing facilities at Collinwood include a 20-track flat 

switching yard and an intermodal facility. Collinwood currentiy serves as a refiiclir.g. service 

and repair facility for locomotives, a classification facility for eastbound multi-level tr&sfic and 

an intermodal facility. The proposed expansion would inA olve tiie purchase of ^proximately 23 

acres of land north of the existing northwestern portion of the yard. 

8.1.1 Proposed Action and Altematives 

8.1.1.1 Propo.<ed Action 

The proposed project, depicted in Figure 4-19, would involve tiie purchase of approximately 23 

acres of land not h of the norti .western portion of the yard. A Uw " intermodal facility will be 

constmcted on the acquired pi Dperty. It will be designed to increase capacity and efficiency oi 

intemiodal operations al Collinwood. 
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Constructwn Requirements 

It is estimated tiiat about 100 persons will be involved in the constmction of this project and tiiat 

it will take between 12 and 18 months to complete. Borrow material for the project would be 

obtained from local sources and hauled to the constmction site by tmck. 

Changes in Yard Activity 

Yard activity at Collinwood is expected to decrease following tiie proposed .Acquisition, while 

intermodal activity is expected to increase. Neither the yard activity nor tiie intermodal facility 

activity is expected to exceed STB thresholds foi environmental analysis of air or noise impacts. 

8.1.1.2 Altematives 

BuUd Alternatives 

No other build altematives were identified for the proposed facility exoansion. The proposed 

expansion would increase the efficiency and capacity of activities at the yard and in tiie region, 

promoting the flow of east-west and north-south ttaffic. 

No-Action Alternative 

Due to the advantages of its location, Collinwood will become a major CSX hub for intermodal 

ttaffic moving between the Midwest and Southeast, between the Mid Atlantic/NortheasfNew 

Etigland and the Memphis and St. Louis gateways and between the Northeast and Chicago 

gateways. The expansion will permit Collinwood to oTKrate as an intermodal switching yard at 

which containers will be consolidated from several origms and ttansported to a single destination 

on dedicated ttains. The existing intermodal facility at Collinwood could not accommodate thf se 

operations. It is configured in a manner tiiat precludes expansion and is limited by having only 

one inbound and one outbound ttack. Further, there is no paved parking and no equipment 

maintenance pad. Switching delays at Collinwood, which ire being experienced today, would 

prevent CSX from efficiently handling nortii/south and east/west intermodal traffic and thus 

atttacting this time-sensitive traffic from motor carriers. 
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8.1.2 Existing Environment 

8-1.2.1 Land Use 

Several large brick buildings are located in the northwestern portion of the proposed constmction 

area. The northem portion of the site is immediately abutted by 1-90/2. North of 1-90/2, at 

distances greater than 500 feet from the northem boundary of Collinwood Yard, the area is 

primarily residential and commercial. A sound barrier abuts 1-90/2 north of the site and separates 

the site fiom the residential dwellings north of the site. Land use immediately suutb of the 

eastem portion of the yard is commercial and light industtial and residential south of the western 

portion of the yard. Euclid Creek, a tiibutary that discharges to Lake Erie, bounds the 

Collinwood Yard to the east. East of Euclid Creek at a distance greater than 500 feet from 

Collinwood Yard, is a residential area. A commercial/light industrial area is located west of the 

site. There are nuxnevous churches, schools, playgrounds and parks located within 2 miles of the 

^ite; however, none are within :>00 feet of Collinwood Yard, except for St. Mary's Church and 

School, and Msrgarei Spellacy Junior High School. The topography at the site is primarily flat 

with some gravel cover. All ttacks that enter and exit the yard as well as all ancillary tracks are 

at grade level. 

None of the land is on or near an Indian reservation. According to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, 

no federally recognized Indian tribes or Indian reservations exist in Ohio. 

According to tiie Soil Survey of Cuyahoga County, OH, no prime farmland soils are located in 

the immediate vicinity of the proposed constmction site. 

The portion of Collinwood Yard where tiic constmction would take place is located 

i^proximately 3,500 feet south of the southem shore of Lake Erie. According to Mr. Don ^ 

Povolny of the Ohio Coastal Management Program, the state of Ohio does not currently have a 

federally-approved coastal zone mana<jement program. 
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8.1 2.2 WatyrRmwrtffi 

• • «fth<.nrooosed consttuction. Euclid 

Cee.. ,oca«d no*ca.. ofnor*en, ponion of*, .a-d. ,s approx»a...y 3.0O0 

propose 1 area of consttuction. 

According .otiieNationalWetiandInventory(NWI)mapoftiie are.no wctlandareas^e 

locatec 'itiiin 500 feet of tiie proposed consttuct-on site. 
(FEMA) flood insurance ratt; maps, tiie 

According <o Federal Emergency Management Agency' 

.i« is located within a Zone C area. TOs designatton mdtcates an area of mrn. 

outside of'he 500-ycar floodplain. 

8.1.23 ni»1»tifa' I * " " " " " 

t fanactiverailyardandaforemenrailyardwithlimitedvegctativccovertiiat 
The site consists of an acttve rail yarn an approximately 

• f Hî tnrbed areas Sparse non-woody vegetatton and a small area a. p 
is charactensttc of disturbed areas. »p ^ u , ^ ^ in tiie northwt̂ stcm 
10 feet by 20 feet containing reeds and moist soil condittoas was observed tiie 
pouion of tiic site during tiic field visit. 

„„dVardislocatedin.c„n,me.ial.ightindt^al^rtionofClevel»d^ Theretsl.^^ 

i L e a . l .= .andtobeac,u.redforcons.n.cUon„f the intermodal f^atty^^ 

,^::prov,de,niUh.ehah,tatfor..dlifes,.ie=,e.ceptf„rthoseadap^ 
un 

e 
urban areas 
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Threatened and Endangered Species 

Three animal species listed as federally endangered or threatened are known to occur in 

Cuyahoga County. They are Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis), peregrine falcon (Falco peregrinus), 

and piping plover (Charadrius melodus). The occurtcnce of the species in the area of the 

proposed constmction is unlikely because the area is heavily disturbed and the surrounding art% 

is influenced by residential, commercial, and industrial development. 

Parks, Forests, Preserves, Refuges, and Sanctuaries 

There arc no wildlife sanctuaries, refuges, national, state or local forests/parks are not located 

within the proposed constmction site. Euclid Beach Park is located approximately one mile 

north of the proposed constmction site. 

8.1.2.4 AirOualitv 

Cuyahoga County, OH is categorized as not being in attainment of National Ambient Air Quality 

Standard (NAAQS) fot all criteria pollutants. Existing sources of air emissions near tiie project 

area include locomotives, vehicular ttaffic, and ind;istry. 

8.1.2.5 Noist 

Rail, vehicular and commercial ttaffic are primary sources of noise levels in the vicinity of the 

proposed expansion. The site is located in an urban commercial/light industrial and residential 

area, and is bordered to the north by 1-90/2. 

Sensitive receptors within 500 feet of the proposed expansion include approximately 75 

residential dwellings nortii and south of the site and one church. A sound barrier abuts 1-90/2 to 

the north and separates die site from the residential dwellings north of 1-90/2. 
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8.1.2.6 nntirriT nni* Cnianl Rgajiiaa 

• ..rnllinwood Yard formerly contained 
Tl,e area to be acquired for the proposed «cpans,on at CoUmwood 
railroadtracl̂ and auxiliary rail̂ adhuildings. The groundappea.̂ ^^^^^^ 

^oughe^nsiveleveU„g.OuHngfieldinvestiga,ion.sev^U^-^^^^^^ 

observed in the northwestern areas of the proposed expansion. The bmldmg 

condition. Tlte age and construcUon of the buildings was no, determtned. 

• ,1^ files of the Ohio Archaeological Inventory on May 21.1997. 
Dames & Moore exammed the files of the tjnjo 

Although prehistoric archaeological sites and historic stmctures are hsted near P 1 

no htstoric p^p r̂ties have been tdenUfied within the a«aof const̂ ctton. 

Accordingto.e0.o„is.oric.nventory.ntunerous.s.oricres.d„cesa„,oca.ed..he. 

of the project arc They range in age from the .830'sto the 1930 s. 

8.1.2.7 Tr»"sp<̂ ''t*tiftn iinl 

r.nR^ database search identified tiiree sites tiiat generate, 
A r, Environmental Data Resource (LDR) ciauoase ysmwi 
An Environmental ua ^ P R T . ; TSD) 20 leaking underground 

. » on̂ /nr dis-oose of hazardous wastes (RCRls-1 buj, ICUKX 6 
transport-store and/or dispose 01 nazal cnn feet oftiie proposed consttuction 
storage tank (LUST^ sites and seven Ohio spill sites witiun 500 feet of tiie propose 
project. The locations of tiie mappable sites are as follows: 

RCRIS-TSD Sites (3) 
. Papps Body Shop Inc. (20980 St. Clair Ave.) 

Ameriwaste Enviromnental Inc. (17877 St. Clair Ave.) 

Eaglebrook of Ohio Inc. (17877 St. Clair Ave.) 

LUST sues (20) 
• Unknown (185tii and Waterloo St.) 
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BP 04061 (F. 185tfi and Lakeshore) 

Gahr Machine Co. (19199 St. Clair Ave.) 

Unknown (impacts in Euclid Creek) (1201 E. 185th St.) 

Maratiion 3320 (18501 Nottingham Rd.) 

Ink Tech Corp. (18220 Lanken Ave.) 

Spero Electtic Corp. (18222 Lanken Ave.) 

Aquasonic Car Wash (20500 Lakeland Blvd.) 

Fonner Pro Seal Mfg. Co. (16710 S. Waterloo Rd.) 

Mclinz Industties. Inc. (16226 S. Waterioo Rd.) 

Former Wahl Rigging Corp. (16100 S. Waterloo Rd.) 

B&B Co. (577 E. 152nd St.) 

Conrail Flcxi-Flo Terminals (577 E. 152nd St.) 

Acme Iron & Metal Co. (16201 Saranac Rd.) 

Conrail (E. 152nd St.) (30' east of pump station) 

Syracuse Adhesives Co. (14500 Darley Ave.) 

Axle Properties (765 E. UOth St.) (TKS 4A 4B 4C) 

Axle Properties (7<:5 E. I40tii St.) (TK 2 lOK QUENCH) 

Axle Properties (765 E. 140tii St.) (TK 3 IK GAS) 

Cleveland Public Power (13915 Aspinwall) 

SpUlSUes(7) 

• Conrail Flexi-Flo Tenninals (577 E. 152nd St.) (I spill reported) 

• Consolidated Rail Corp. (601 E. 152nd St.) (6 spills reported) 

$.13 Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

8.13.1 Land Use 

The proposed expansion would require acquisition of approximately 23 acres of property and the 

demolition of a building located on the property to be acquired. 
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The proposed constiiiction would be compatible witii sunounding land use as most of tiie 

consttuction -Arould take place adjatent to tiie existing yard. Prime familand soils would not be 

affected by the proposed expansion an<l the although the site is locpted witiun a coastal county, 

no federally-approved coastiil management program is in place in tiie state of Ohio. 

8.13.2 Water Reaaurcnn 

Adverse impacts to wetland areas and water resources are not anticipated as there are no 

identified wetiands or water bodies within 500 feet of tiie proposed consttiiction area or in tiic 

immediate vicinity of the site. 

The project is in an area of nuniraal flooding, ftirther minimizing tiie potential lor impacts on 

water resources and wetiands. 

8.1.33 Biological Rgs^^yy^ 

Vegetation 

The proposed consttuction site is adjacent to an active ttain yard. As the area is heavily 

disttirbed, propo.sed consttuction would only impact vegetation characteristic of disttirbed areas. 

WUdlife 

Collinwood Yard is located in a commercial/light industtial portion of Cleveland. There is little 

undisttirbed area and tiierefore tiie yard and its immediately sunounding area arc not expected to 

provide suitable habitat for wildlife species. In addition, tiie proposed project is not expected to 

adversely affect the movement/migration of birds or mammals. 

Environm'.ntal Report f.9 

432 

Part 4 - Constnictions 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

Due to the disturbed nature of the site and the level of activity in the yard, it is unlikely that it 

provides suitable habitat for rare, threatened, or endangered plant or animal species. 

Parks, Forests, Preserves, Refuges, and Sanctuaries 

There are no wildlife sanctuaries, refuges, forests or preserves located within one mile of the 

proposed constmction area. Euclid Beach park is located approximately one mile north of the 

constmction area. However, Interstate 90 and a residential area are located between the park and 

the constmction area, thus the project is not anticipated to impact this resource. 

8.1.3.4 Air Quality 

The operation of heavy equipment would be the primary source of pollutant emissions during 

constmction activities. Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon 

monoxide (CO) and nittogen oxide (NOx) result from combustion of diesel fuel. The emission 

of fhese pollutants during constmction activities generally would be minor and of short duration 

and would have insignificant impacts on air quality. Fugitive dust emissions result from the 

operation of heavy equipment. Fugitive dust can be conttolled by using water rprays or other 

suitable dust suppressants. 

8.13..5 ]>iius£ 

Constmction operations associated with the proposed action would cause temporary increases in 

noise levels. These operations would require the use of tmcks and heavy equipment but the noise 

generated by such equipment would be temporary. 

Potential sensitive receptors in the vicinity of the site include residential areas to the north and 

south of the site, a school and various churches. Margaret Spellacy Junior High, St. Mary's 

School and three churches are locaied approximately 500 feel south of tiie southern bound of the 
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yard and two more churches are located approximately 700 feet west and northwest of the site, 

respectively. 

Although the efficiency of the Collinwood Yard would be improved, only a modest increase in 

overall rail yard activity is anticipated and no substantial changes in noise levels are projected. 

There would be small noise level changes due to the new ttacks being slightly closer than the 

existing ttacks to noise sensitive receptors. In all cases, the increase in L^ at noise sensitive 

receptors is projected to be less than Yi decibel. 

8.1.3.6 Historic and Cultural Resourceg 

Several buildings are located in the northwestern sector of the area of potential effect. It is not 

known wether tiie stmctures are eligible for listing in the National Register. 

Nearby historic residences in the vicinity of the project will not be affected. They arc not 

adjacent to the yard and therefore they will not be desttoyed or modified. Land use in the vicinity 

will not change; the yard will continue to be used for activities associated with the railroad. 

Although two prehistoric archaeological sites have previously been identified in the vicinity, it s 

not expected that prehistoric archaeological sites will be affected by the project for the following 

reasons. First, the nearby sites are associated H'I'h the uplands of Euclid Creek, to the east of the 

project area. Second, prior ground disturbance associated wiih the initial development of the rail 

yard would likely havp desttoyed any sites tiiat may have been located nearby. 

8.1.3.7 Transportation and Safety 

Transportation impacts of new constmctton projects relate to increased ttain and tmck traffic, 

including heavy equipment used to access the construction site. An access road will be 

mmi^ 
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constmcted to reach the site from the north. Darwin Avenue, northwest of the site, may be used 

to access this road. Saranac Road and St. Clmr Avenue may be used to access the site from the 

south. 

Tempt:>i aiv dismption of local traffic pattems and increased wear and tear on the roads may occur 

during constmction. These impacts are expected to be temporary and are not likely to affect the 

viability or life of tiie roads. 

The Environmental Data Resource (EDR) database search identified three RCRIS-TSD sites, 20 

LUST sites and 7 Ohio spill sites within 500 feet of the proposed constmction project. Based on 

observations made during the site visit, two spill sites (both of them Conrail) may be adjacent to 

the proposed expansion area. No other sites of environmental concem were identified within the 

vicinity of the proposed constmction site. 

The probability of a major spill of hazardous or toxic materials during constmction is very small, 

based on the quantities and types of materials handled to perform the constmction activities. 

Appropriate emergency response procedures will be used to promptly address an}' spill. 

Accordingly, th". proposed expansion project is not anticip *ted to increase the prDbabiliiy or 

consequences of iuiTardous waste contamination. 

8.1.4 Potential Environmental Impacts of Altematives 

8.1.4.1 BjuiiMisnuitixn 

No other build alternatives to the proposed yard expansion were identified. The proposed 

expansion would increase the efficiency and capacity of the yard. 

8.1.4.2 No-Action AltcnmtiYt 

Under the no-action alternative, the proposed intermodal facility would .lot be built and trains 
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•vould not be routed between the intersecting tt-acks. None of the potential environme:ital 

impacts associated with the constmction would occur. On the otiier hand, if the Acquisition iz 

apprc'ved and the no-action altemative implemented, the economic, operational and 

en-/ironmental benefits of the project would not be realized (See Section 8.1.1.2). I he absence 

of this connection would res'U in less efficient n 1 service, which would result in additional fiiel 

consumption and air emissions. 

8.1.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction wou'd result in minimal or no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, ttansportation, and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general CSX practices, CSX would undertake the 

following mitigation measures. 

8.1.S.1 Land Use 

Adjacent properties disturbed during construction activities will be restored to pre-constmction 

conditions. Heavy equipment will not be permitted on sensitive resources si^ounding the 

constmction area. Should disturbance to sensitive resources be unavoidable, Best Management 

Practices will be employed to minimize impact to those resources. 

8.1.5.2 V/ater Ry-sources 

Erosion and sedimentaiion conttol measures will be employed dunng constmction activities to 

minimize impact on water resources near the constmction activities. Erosion will also be 

mininized by disturbing the smallest area possible at the site and revegetate any disturbed areas 

immediately following constmction activities. Any culverts in the area will be kept clear of 

debris to avoid fiOoding, -n accordance with federal, state and local regulations. Necessary 

permits wil! ~ obtained if constmction activities require the alteration of or woik in wetiands. 
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ponds, lakes or sttcams or if these activities cause soil or other materials to effect the water 

resources. 

8.1.5.3 Biolofeical Rfsourtys 

The regrowth of vegetation in disturbed areas will be encouraged through stabilization of 

disturbed soils and reseeding. Should environmental altering activities occur, foUow-iqj agency 

consultation witii tiie Ohio DNR and USFWS will be conducted. 

8.1.5.4 Air Qualify ^ ^ ^ ^ j 

All applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the conttol of fugitive dust will be 

foIlo\/ed and, if necessary, conttol methods such as water spreying will be utilized. 

8.1.5.5 Noist mmmmmmtm 
Temporary ncî e from construction equipment will be conttolled through the use of work hour 

controls and m<untenance of muffler systems on machinery. 

8.1.5.6 HitStQri*? aod Cwltvrai Rcgowrcw 

In the event that potentially significant archaeological resources are discovered during the course 

of the project, the Ohio SHPO will be notified and procedures recommended by the Ohio SHPO 

will ho implemented. This may include halting constmction until the significance of the site can 

be evaluated and the impact to the significant values of the site can be mitigated or reduced. 

8.1.5.7 Transportation and Safety 

All roads disturbed during constmction will be restored to the conditions required by state or 
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local regulations. Signs and barricades will be utilized as necessaiy, to conttol traffic dismptions 

during constmction a-tivities. All hazardous materials will be transported in compliance with 

U.S. Department of Tr ansportation Hazardous Materials Regulations (49 CFR Parts 171-174 and 

177-179). If any hazardous materials are encountered during constmction activities, the 

appropriate response and remediation measures wtil be implemented. 

8.1.6 References 
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USDA, 1980. Soil Conservation Service, Soil Survey of Cuyahoga County, Ohio. December. 

USGS, 1963. Topographic Quadrangle, East Cleveland, OH. Photorevised 1979. 

City of Cleveland, 1996. Building and Zoning Maps of tiie City of Cleveland, Section 331.01 of 
the Codified Ordinances of the City of Cleveland. September, 

Dierden, Chris. CSX Intermodal. Telephone conversations, 5-21-97 and 5-22-97. 904-633-
1346. 

Personal communication with Corbin, Barb, Great Lakes Agency, Bureau of Ind.̂ o Affairs, May 
22,1997. 

Povolny, Don. OUo Coastal Management Program. Telephone conversation 3-3-97. 614-265-

6413. 

USDI, 1977. National Wetiands Inventory Map of East Cleveland, OH. March. 

FEMA, 1978. National Flood Insurance Rate Map, Cleveland, OH, Panel Number 390104 0005 
B. August. 
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USDI, 1977. National Wetiands Inventory Map of East Cleveland, OH. Marc!:. 

USDI, 1995. U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Endangered and Threatened Species in the State of 
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Air QmWty 

40 CFR 81, Cuyahoga County, National Ambient Air Quality Standards. 

Noisy 

Harris, Miller, Miller, and Hanson. May 1997. 

Transportatiop and iSafety 

Environmental Data Resource. May 1997. 

Higtoriy and Cultural R̂ owryw 

Ohio State Historic Preservation Office, Columbus, OH. iMay 1997. 
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8.2 CRESTLINE (CSX) 

The proposed constmction site is locate*.! in the City of Ciestlinc, Crawford County, OH, 

approximately 70 miles southeast c f Tole<lo, OH and 88 miles north-northeast of Columbus, OH 

(Figure 4-20). The existing rail lines intersec! north of tiie intersection of Thoman Stteet and 

Lincoli Avenue in Crestiine. Corstmction of a new wye connection between two existing 

Conrail lines is proposed at milepost 75.4 on Conrail's north/south mainline (the Indianapolis 

Line) and miiepost 188.8 on Comail's east/west mainline (tiie Fort Wayne Line). The 

constmction wou'd be approximately 1,507 feet long and would be built entirely within existing 

right-of-way. 

This connection is essential to CSX's ability to route less time-sensitive east/west ttaffic on the 

altemative Chicago-Cleveland Service Route linking Crestiine and Ft. Wayne, facilitating use of 

the parallel B&O line for high-speed ttaffic over the Noitheastem Gateway Service Route. The 

connection is thus a necessary link in the creation of an alternative east/west route on the CSX 

system. 

Adjacent land uses includes existing railroad rights-of-way and a mix of residential, com.mercial, 

and industrial land. m 

8.2.1 Proposed Action and Alternatives ^PI^^H 

8.2.1.1 Proposed Action l | | H 

The proposed constmction project involves constmction of a wye connection in the northwest 

quadrant of the existing intersection of the east̂ west Conrail single tt-ack and north/south Coiraf. 

double ttack. 

The proposed connection would pass beroath State Route (SR) 61. ipproximately 1,500 feet of 

the existing east/west Conrail single ttack would be '•'ilocated approximately 60 feet south to 
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allov/ for clearance under the SR 61 bridge. This relocation would not require the acquisition of 

new property. 

Construction Requirements 

It is anticipated that a workforce of appro;cimately 35 persons will be involved m the constmction 

of this project and that it will take several months to complete. Bonow material for the project 

would be obtained from local sources and hauled to the consttuction site by tmck. 

Changes in Traffic 

The Acquisition woi 

would be con iected by the proposed constmction: 

The Acquisition would result in the following estimated changes to the existing rail lines that 

mim 

Traffic on the existing east/west Conrail line west of Crestiine would increase 

from 6.5 to 14.5 ttains per day, an increase of 8 ttains per day. 

Traffic on the existing north/south Conrail line north of Crestline would increise 

from 14.5 to 31.3 ttains per day, an increase of 16.8 trains per ciay. 

Traffic oc the existing north/south Conrail lme southwest of Crestiine will 

decrease from 28.3 to 26.5 trains per day, a decrease of 1.8 trains per day. 

An average of five trains per day will use the new connection. 

8.2.1.2 Altcrpativgs 
BuUd Altemative 

No build altematives were identified for the proposed rail line connection. The proposed rail line 

would be the most direct connection between the existing rail lines. It would minimize the use of 

land outside existing railroad rights-of-way, and thus would minimize environmental impacts. 

No-Action AUernative 

Were the connection not built, east/west traffic would have to be routed via Greenwich and 

Deshler, where it would connect to the line linking Deshler and Lima, OH. At Lima, the traffic 
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would connect to the Ft. Wayne line. This routing has several serious problems. It would cause 

slowing and congestion on the high-speed B&O line, effectively neuttalizing CSX's plann to 

devote that line and tiie Northea-̂ tem Gateway Service Route to die most time-.seiisitive ttaffic 

and thus impairing operations t'lroughout the network In addition, the altemative routing would 

impair CSX's ability to continue effective rail ser\ice on the I.ima-Crestline segment, to ;c 

detriment of local shippers. Further, the congestion on the B&O line wouH reduce CSX's 

ability to attract ttaffic from motor carriers and thus achieve ihe envirorunental benefits of 

diversion of freight from congested highv/ays. For these reasons, the no-action altemative was 

not deemed viable and was rejectee 

8.2.2 Existing Environment 

8.2.2.1 Land Use 

The site is primarily gravel-covered and is bordered on the east by a north/south Conrail double 

orack and on the south by an east/west Conrail single ttack. An overpass for SR 61 passes ovei 

the site. The concrete embankment for the overpass borders the northem portion of the siie. 

Land use adjacent to the site includes a mix of residential, cotiimercial, and industrial properties 

north, east, and west of the proposed constmction. Immediately south of the site, adjacent to the 

east'west Conrail single track, is Conrail property consisting of gravel-covered areas containing 

raiiroad-relatod equipment. A two-story brick building is 50 to 75 feet north of the east/west 

Comaii single ttack and 25 to 50 feet east of the nortti/'soutii Conrail double track, and is 

associated with railroad-related activities. The proposed coiUiCction would be approximately 75 

feet northwest of the building. A Conrail switching yard begi is approximately 1,200 feet west of 

the proposed constmction site and serves an industrial area. 

According to Mr. Gehrisch, of the Village of Crestline Codes and Permits Department, the area 

sunounding the proposed constmction site is zoned as general and local business, residential, and 

light and heavy industrial. 
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According to the Soil Survey of Crawford County, none of the soils located at or adjacent to the 

site are classified as prime farmland soils. The project is not located within a designated coastal 

zone, as the State of Ohio does not have a federal coastal zone program. None of the land is on 

or near aii Indian reserv ation. According to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, no federally-recognized 

Indian tribes or Indian reservations exist in Ohio. 

8.2.2.2 Wa 

Surface waters were not identified on the proposed constmction site. According to NRCS Soil 

survey for Crawford County, the ^ oils at this siie are not classified as hydric. 

An unnamed perennial stteam is located approximately 1,000 feet west of the constmction site 

and crosses under the existing east/west Conrail rail line at Vv'iley Street. A 4-acre man-made 

pond, classified by the National Wetland Inventory (NWI) as a palustrine unconsolidated bottom 

intermittentiy exposed excavated wetiand, is located on the south side of the existing east/v 'est 

Comaii single track, approximately 500 feci south of the proposed constmction site. In addition, 

NWI maps indicate that a small (le; s than 1 acre) palustrine, shmb/scmb wetiand is located 

approximately 150 feet north of the existing east/west Conrail single track, and approximaicly 

800 feet west of the proposed constt iction site. The locations of these xvetlands and water i)odie3 

are shown on Figure 4-20. 

Federal Emergency Management Ay,ency maps for the area show that the proposed project area is 

located outside the 500-year floodpiain. 

8.2.23 Biological Resources 

Veg ^tation 

Most of the proposed constmction site is covered with gravel. Much of the area around the site 

is already developed for rail activity and reci-ltuces. A sparsely vegetated strip ̂ •onsistin'', of non-

woody amiuals and grasses is present along the Conrail right-of-way, vvt3t o the SR 61 bridge. 

Environmental Report 8-20 Pm 4 - Construaions 

443 



worth r f the junction of the east/west and north/south Conrail rail lines, lawn areas associated 

with commercial and residential properties abut the Conrail right-of*way. 

Wildlife I I C m P H p 
The potential for wildiite at the pioposed constmction site is limited 1 acause the site is sparsely 

\egetated and is suirconded by rail, residential and commercial development. Wildlife would 

mainly be limited to birds and small mammals that have adapted to developed areas. Siirface 

waters in the area may support some aquatic species 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

The United States Fish and Wildlife Service and the Ohio Department of Nattiral Resources were 

consulted regarding threatened and endangered species in the area of the proposed constmction. 

The USFWS did not have any comment regarding the impact of threatened or endangered species 

in Jie area. The Ohio Department of Natural Resources advised tiiat it is unaware of any rare 

species or critical habitats in the proposed project area. Additionally, no endangered or 

threatened species or their habitats were obser\ sd during the site visit. 

According to tiie list provid'̂ d by the USFW S, threatened and mdangered species for the State of 

Ohio, the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) is listed as an endangered species in Crawford County. 

During tiie summer, the Indiana bat generally inhabits small to medium river and stteam 

corridors an i well developed r.rtarian woods; woodlots within 1 to 3 miles of small to medium 

rivers and s xeams and upland forests. The Indiana bat hibernates in caves and mines. The 

proposed constt uction project is located in a previously disturbed area without the presence of 

woodlots; therefore, it is unlikely the Indiana bat inhabits the proposed site. 

Parks, Forests, Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

No parks, forests, preserves, refuges or sanctuaries are in or adjacent to the proposed constmction 

site. Two city parks are l v ated in Crestline; one is located 2,000 feet east and Kelly Park is 

located 2,100 feet west of the proposed constmction area. Commercial and urban areas are 
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between these parks and the proposed connection 

8.2.2.4 Air_Qjialitt 

Crawford County, OH is ».urrently categorized as being in attainment with the National Ambient 

Air Quality Standards (NAAQ^). Cunent sources of emissions in the project area include 

locomotives, vehicles, and indii:itries. 

8.2.2.5 Mfliafi 

Rail, vehicular, and commercial ttaffic are the primary sources of noise in the project area. 

Vehicular and commercial ttaffic sources of noise in the vicinity of the proposed connection 

includes ttaffic on local stteets, namely SR 61 and Bucyrus Stteet. Several residences and 

Crestline City Hall are within 500 feet of the proposed coiistruction site. No other sensitive 

receptors are within 500 feet of the site. 

8.2.2.6 Historic a ad Cultural Reaonrĉ ^^^^^^^^^ 

Records at the Ohio State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) in Columbus, OH were reviewed 

to determine if historic p: iperties had previoiuly been identified and recorded in the project area, 

or if previous survey had been performed in the vicinity. No archaeological sites or historic 

stmctures have been recorded for the subject property in the Ohio State site files or the National 

Register of Historic Places (NRHP;. In addition. Dames & Moore reviewed raih-rud property 

records and prrformed a site reconnaissance. Based on tliis investigation, it was concluded that 

no recorded cultural resources are present within the proposed constmction area. 

A two-si^ry brick building located about 50 to 75 feet north of the existing east/west single track, 

and 25 to 50 feet east of ti.^ north/south Conrail double ttack, was observwi during the site 

reconnaissance;. It is a gable roof "side-hallway" or "two-thirds Georgian" style builduig. It has 
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a tfiree-bay facade, 1/1 lights, with plain slip sills. The age of tiie building, which currently 

houses active signal relay function, is not known. 

8.2.2.7 Transportation and Safety 

The rail ttaasportation network consists of the Comaii rail lines tiiat intersect one another east of 

tiie SR 61 bridge. Major roads in Crestiine include US Highway 30, SR 61, and certain local 

roads, including Bucyrus Stteet and Seltzer Stteet. Existing at-grade crossings are at Bucyms 

Stteet (400 feet nortii of the site) and V'-Iey Stteet (1,200 feet west of tiie site). No Average 

Daily Traffic (ADT) data was available for these at-grade crossings. Existing roads pennitting 

access to tiie proposed consttuction site include Mansfield Street, located to the north, and 

Thoman Stteet, which intersects the proposed constmction site. 

An Environmental Data Resource (EDR) database search did not identify any hazardous waste 

sites of concem within 500 feet of tiie proposed rail line constmction. No otiier sites of 

environmental concem in the vicinity of the proposed constmction site were identified in the 

database search. The database search revealed tiu-ee unmappable sites witiiin the Crestline city 

limits. These sites could not be located, because of poor address or geocoding information 

provided to the state and'or federal databases. 

8.2.3 Potential En\ ° ronmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

8.23.1 LuuLilu 

The proposed project would be compatible with surrounding land uses because of existing rail 

lines. It would result in minimal impacts to land use because it would be located entirely o n ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

property already dedicated to rail use. J H ^ ^ ^ B 

M P 
Prime farmland soils would not be affected by the proposed project, and tiie site is not located 

within a designated coastal zone. 
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8.2.3.2 .Wetcr Rmurcw 

No smface water bodies or wetiands are located on the proposed constmction site. The project is 

within an area of minimal flooding, ftirtiier minimuing the potential for impacts on water 

resources and wetiands. 

S2.3.3 Biological Rwourm 
Vegetation 

The proposed site is located along an existing rail corridor and is mainly covered by gravel. The 

area is heavily disturbed and influenced by industrial and commercial development. Therefore, 

the proposed action would only impact vegetation characteristic of disturbeu areas. 

WUdlife 

No adverse impacts to wildlife populations are anticipated. The construction site is small with 

littie vegetation and does not contain habitats suitable for wildlife. 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

According to the responses received from the USFWS and the Ohio DNR, neither agency 

expects any impacts to threatened and endangered species or tiieir potential habitats on the 

proposed construction site or within the project area. No threatened or endangered species or 

their potential habitats were observed during the site visit 

Parks, Forests, Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

The proposed project will not impact wildlife sanct laries, refuges or publicly held parks or 

forests. 
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8.23.4 AinQiialily 

The operation of heavy equipment would be tiie primary source -)f pollutant emissions during 

consttuction activities. Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon ^ m K w 

monoxide (CO) and nittogen oxide (NOx) emissions result from combustion of diesel fiiel. The 

emission of tiiese pollutants diuing consttuction activities generally would be minor and of short 

duration and would have insignificant impacts on air quality. Fugitive dust emissions mcy also 

resuU from the operation of heavy equipment during constmction. Fugitive dust can be 

conttolled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressants. 

The post-Acquisition level of ttain ttaffic expected to use tiie new connection and adjacent rail 

line segments is anticipated lo exceed STB tiu-esholds for air quzdity impact analysis and tius 

analysis is presented in Part 2 of this ER. 

8.23.5 Noise 

Ccuvraliy, wheel squeal is likely to occur on any curve with a radius less than about 1,000 feet, 

or when the curvattirc is greater tiian approximately five degrees. Altiiough tiie curvattirc for tius 

connection is expected to be ten degrees, the curve will be lubricatf.-d and thus the noise f rom 

trains will be only slightly greater on tiie connection than on tiie mainlines Furthermore, post-

Acquisition operations on tiie connection will include only five ttains per day, compared to 14.5 

ttains per day on tiie east/west line and 31.3 tt-ains per day on tiie northeast/soutiiwest line. Thus, 

altiiough tiie new connection will be I Abated about 100 feet closer to tiie nearest sensitive 

receptor (an apartment building in tiie northwest quadrant of the rail intersection), post-

Acquisition noise levels at tius location will be dominated by mainline ttain operations and tiic 

use of the connection will not cause any significant noise increase. 

The post-Acquisition amount of tiain ttaffic expected to use tiie new connection and adjacent rail 

line segments is anticipated to exceed STB thresholds for noise impact analysis and tiiis analysis 
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is presented in Part 2 of this ER. 

8.23.6 H^tftriy and CwU"'-a' Resources 

No impacts to potentially significant historic or archaeological resources are expected within tiie 

area of potential effect. 

It is anticipated that constmction of tiie proposed connectio»^ m-'y necessitate the 

decommissioning and demolition of tiie two-story brick sttiicturc currently serving as a signal 

relay facility. The age of this sttoicture and its potential for listing on tiie National Register of 

Historic Places could not be determined during the field investigation, but will be further 

investigated before the sttncttire is affected. To tiie extent wananted, CSX will consuh with the 

SHPO about this stmcture before taking any action. 

8.23.7 Transportation and Safety 

The proposed consttuction may necessitate some improvement of tiie existing at-grade crossings 

at Bucyrus Stteet and Wiley Street. Other ttansportation impacts would be limited to relatively 

minor increased deterioration of public roads du.'; to the tt-ansport of constmction equipment. 

This impact is expected to be of short duration and is not likely to affect tiie viability or life of 

the roads. Shcrt-term dismptions of vehicular ttaffic could occur during the consttiiction period. 

An Environmental Data Resource (EDR) databc-.e search did not identify any hazardous waste 

sites within 500 ̂ ect of the proposed connection. No other sites of environmental concem were 

identified in the vicinity of the proposed constmction site based on the site visit. 

l l ie probability of a major spill of hazardous or toxic materials during constmction is very small 

based on the quantities and types of materials handled to perform the cc.astmction activities. 

Appropriate emergency response procedures will be used to promptiy address any spill situations. 
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Accordingly, the proposed rail line constmction project is not anticipated to increase the 

probability or consequences of hazardous waste contamination. 

8.2.4 Potential Environmental Impacts of Alternative Actions 

8.2.4.1 Build AlttrnatiYttt 

No build alternatives were identified. 

8.2.4.2 No-Action Altemative 

If the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed rail line connection would not be 

constmcted. The connection is essential to CSX's plans to develop an altemative east/west route 

for less time-sensitive traffic. Absence of the proposed consttuction would result in less efficient 

rail service, increased fiiel consumption and increased emission impacts. Thus, the no-action 

alternative is not considered a practical or viable option. 

8.2.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would result in minimal or no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, ttansportatica, and safety. In 

consideration of muiimal impacts and general CSX practices, CSX would undertake tiiC 

following mitigation measures. 

8.2.5.1 Land Use 

Adjacent properties disturbed during consttuction activities will be restored to pre-constmction 

conditions, heavy equipment will not be permitted on sensitive resources sunounding the 

consttiiction area. Should disturbance to sensitive resources be unavoidable. Best Management 
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Practices will be employed to minimize impact to those resources. 

8.2.5.2 Water Resources 

Erosion and sedimentation conttol measures will be employed during consttuction activities to 

minimize impact on water resources near tiie constmction activities. Erosion will also be 

minimized by disturbing tiie smallest area possible at the site and revegetating any disturbed 

areas immediately following constmction activities. Any culverts in tiie area will be kept clear of 

debris to avoid flooding, in accordance witii federal, state and local regulations. Necessary 

permits will be obtained if consttuction activities require tiie alteration of or work in wetlands, 

ponds, lakes or stteams or if tiiese activities cause soil or otiier materials to effect the water 

resources. 

8.2.53 Biological Resources 

The regrowth of vegetation in disturbed areas will be encouraged through stabilization of 

disttirbed soils and reseeding. Should environmental altering activities occur, follow-up agency 

consultation witii the Ohio DNR and USFWS will be conducted. 

8.2.5.4 Air Oualitv 

All applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the conttol of fugitive dust will be 

followed as well as using conttol metiiods such as water spraying. 

8.2.5.5 Noise 

Temporary noise from constmction equipment will be controlled through the use of work hour 

conttols and maintenance of muffler systems on machinery. 
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^2.5.6 Historic and Culhir^i Resourgyy 

In the event tiiat potentially significant resom-ces are discovered during tiie course of tiie project, 

tiie Ohio SHPO wil! be notified and appropriate procedures recommended by tiie Ohi^ SHPO 

will be implemented. This may include halting consttuction until tiie significance of tiie site can 

be evaluated and tiie impact to tiie significant values of tiie site can be mitigated or reduced. 

8.2.5.7 Transportation and Safgty 

All roads disttirbed during consttuction activities will be restored according to state or local 

regulations. Signs and banicades will be utilized, as necessary, to conttol ttaffic dismptions 

during consttuction activities. All hazardous materials generated during consttuction activities 

will be transported in accordance witii U.S. Departmem of Transportation Hazardous Materials 

Regulations (49 CFR Parts 171-174 and 177-179). If any hazardous materials are encountered 

during consttuction activities, tiie appropriate response and remediation measures will be 

implemented. 
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83 GREENWICH (CSX) 

The proposed constmction project is located north of the Village of Greenwich, Huron County, 

in north-central Ohio (approximately 50 miles southwest of Cleveland, and 75 miles north of 

Columbus, OH) (Figure 4-21). The project in '̂olves the constmction of two new connections 

between the east/west CSX line from Chicago to Akron and tiie north/south Conrail line from 

Indianapolis to Cleveland. These lines are part of the Northeastem Gateway Service Route, a 

major route for time-sensitive ttaffic moving between the Northeast/New England and Chicago. 

The first connection would be constmcted within existing CSX/Conrail and Wheeling & Lake 

Erie (W&LE) rights-of-way witii the exception of approximately 0.4 acres of land that will need 

to be acquired. A second connection would be constmcted within CSX and Conrail existing 

rights-of-way with the exception of 0.1 acres of land that will need to be acquired. 

The proposed constmction site is sunounded by primarily residential and some light industrial 

land uses. 

8.3.1 Proposed Action and Altematives 

The proposed project, depicted in Figure 4-21, would involve constmcting two connections. 

The first proposed constmction at this site would be a 45 mile per hour cormection in the 

northwest quadrant of the existing CSX and Conrail grade crossing utilizing the existing W&LE 

coi ' "r. This connection will enable eastbound CSX trains from Chicago, Illinois to utilize the 

Conrail line to proceed northeast toward Cleveland, OH. This new connection will be 

constmcted north of the existing W&LE rail line to avoid existing homes. The proposed 

connection will be approximately 4,600 feet long. CSX would have to purchase a small (0.4 

acre) parcel of land currentiy supporting farming activities. 
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The second proposed construction is a 30 mile per hour wye connection in the southeast quadrant 

of the existing CSX and Conrail lines. The connection would enable trains to access the 

eastbound CSX line toward Akron, OH. The proposed project would be approximately 1,044 

feet long and CSX would require 0.1 acres of right-of-way cunently supporting a light industrial 

facility. 

The proposed connections would require tiie extension of an existing culvert and regrading of fill 

material in the area of a small unnamed creek that flows eastward fi^m the CSX/Conrail 

crossing. Relocation of above ground and underground utilities will also be required. 

Construction Requirements 

It is anticipated tiiat a workforce of approximately 40 persons will be required to constmct tiie 

connection and that tiie project will take several months to complete. Bonow material for the 

project would be obtained from local sources and hauled to the construction site by truck. 

Changes in Traffic 

The Acquisition would result in tiie following estimated changes to tiic existing rail lines that 

' vould be connected by the proposed constmction: 

Traffic on ti.e existing east-west CSX rail line would increase from 32.5 trains per day to 

32.9 ttains per day for the line east of tiie proposed connection and about 55.2 tt^ns per 

day for tiie line west of tiie proposed connection, an increase of about 0.4 and 22.7 trains 

per day, respectively. 

• Traffic on tiie existing nortiieast-soutfiwest Conrail rail line would increase from 14.5 

trains per day to 54.2 trams per day on tiie line northeast of tiie proposed connection, an 

increase of about 39.7 ttains per day. The ttaffic density for the line southwest of tiie 

proposed com.ectior will decrease fiom 14.5 trains per day to 31.3 ttains per day, a 

decrease of about 16.8 trains per day. 
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• Approximately 35 trains per day connection in the northwest quadrant and approximately 

nine ttains per day would operate over the new connection in the southeast quadrant. 

83.1.2 Alt^mativgs 
Build Altemattye 

No bui'd ahe;natives were identified for the proposed rail line connection. The proposed rail 

lines would be the most direct connections between the existing rail lines. They would minintize 

the use of land outside existing railroad rights-of-way, and tiius would minimize environmental 

impacts. 

No-Action Alternative 

The two connections at Greenwich are a centtal link between the CSX and Conrail systems and 

are ess<»ntial to the success of the Acquisition. The connections are a key to the efficient 

movement of freight between Northeast/New England points and Cleveland, and from Cleveland 

to westem points over the Northeastem Gateway Service Route. This improved .service route is 

expected to attract substantial volumes of freight now transported by motor carriers. 

In the absence of the southeast quadrant Greenwich connection, ttaffic would need to be routed 

from Cleveland south to Sterling, OH and then westbound to Greenwich. This would add 

approximately 80 miles to each east-west ttain ttip using the relevant lines, resulting in more fiiel 

usage and additional air emissions. Further, a connection would need to be built at Cleveland to 

facilitate this routing. That connection is not feasible because there is an automotive plant on *he 

site where this connection would have to be constmcted. 

In the absence of the northwest quadrant connection at Greenwich, CSX would have to route 

trains in a manner that would add approximately 100 miles to each train trip, resulting in more 

fiiel usage and additional air emissions. That alternative routing would require eastbound ttains 

to transit through Cleveland, where a new con »ection would need to be buih in an industrial. 
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urbanized area. In addition, to accommodate tiie additional ttaffic on tiie altemative routing, 

CSX would need to double ttack its Cleveland-Steriing line. Local shippers on tfiat line would 

suffer ts a result of increased congestion. 

None of tiie options discussed above was considered feasible or economically viable and 

tiierefore each was rejected. These options would eliminate CSX's ability to attract ttuck ttaffic 

to its .system and tiius reduce tfie number of environmentally beneficial diversions that are 

predicted. Thus, one of tiie primary benefits of tiie Acquisition ~ tiie ability to fransport 

intennodal and otiier time-sensitive freight more efficientiy - would be lost. 

8.3.2 Existing Environment 

8.3.2.1 Land Ihf 

The topography of the site is relatively flat witii low rolling hills and deep ditches or drainages in 

tiie surrounding area. The proposed consfruction site, located in northeast Greenwich, is 

surrour̂ ued to tiie north of tiie existing CSX fracks by agriculttiral fields, with scattered fanns and 

residential dwellings and to tiie soutii of tiie existing CSX ttacks by residences and two light 

industtial properties (Versitech Corporation and Centtal Plastics Company). Approximately O.I 

acres of light industtial property and 0.4 acres of agricultural property will be acquired and 

converted to raifroad use. Approximately 25 residences were identified witiiin 500 feet of tiie 

proposed project. 

According to Mike King, Administtattir of tiie Village of Greenwich Utilities Department, die 

location of tiie proposed connections is in an area zoned industrial. 

None of tfie land in tfie area of'he proposed project is on or near an Indian Reservation. 

According to the Bureau of Indian Affairs, no federally recognized Indian ttibes or Indian 

reservations exist in Ohio. 
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Soils listed as prime farmland are adjacent to existing rights-of-way associated with the proposed 

connections. These soil t̂ pes include Bennington silt loam (0-2% slopes), Bennington silt loam 

(2-6% slopes), and Cardington silt loam (2-6% slopes). Approximately 0.4 acres of prime 

farmland soils would be conveited to railroad use as a result of constructing the proposed 

connections. 

According to the Ohio Department of Natural Resources, Ohio does not have a federally 

recognized coastal zone management program. 

83.2.2 Water Resources 

rhree water bodies were identified within 500 feet of the proposed project. An unnamed 

tributary of the Vermilion River flows \aa a culvert, under the existing CSX, Conrail, and 

W&LE tracks near the rail intersection in a northwesterly direction toward the southwest branch 

of the Vennilion River, located approximately one nule northwest of the site. jUst west of 

Angling Road, a second branch of the Vermilion River runs, via culvert, under the existing CSX, 

Conrail, and W&LE tracks in a northwesterly-southeasterly direction, .^n una«ned pond was 

identified approximately 200 feet northwest of the proposed project. 

Review of an Ohio NWI map of le area indicated no wetiands within 500 feet of the proposed 

site. However, during field visits of the site, two wetlands were identified within 500 feet of the 

proposed project and located on the south side of ihe existing CSX rail line. 

The proposed site is located within tiie 100-year floodplain which sttetches along the two 

tributaries of the Vermilion River which flow across the area of the proposed project. The 

unnamed pond was also identified within the 100-year floodplain. 
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83.2.3 Biolo^cal Rego>. 

Vegetation 

Vegetation in the project area consists of agricultural lands and non-woody vegetation and ttees 

located along the "xisting raifroad rights-of-way and along the Vermilion River tributaries. 

WUdlife 

Wildlife habitats found on end adjacent to tiie constmction site are limited to patches of non-

woody vegetation and frees. The area provides suitable habitat for a variety of songbirds and 

mammals. Waterbodies that cross and are near the site may support some reptiles and 

amphibians such as snakes or frogs. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

Of the federally listed threatened or endangei ed species known to occur in the State of Ohio, only 

the Indiana bat (Myotis sodalis) is known to inhabit Huron County. 

Parks, Forests, Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

Reser.'oir Park is located approximately one-he Jf mile south of the proposed consttuction. No 

other wildlife sanctuaries, refuges, national, stute or local forests/parks were identified within one 

mile of the proposed site. 

83.2.4 Air Ouality 

Huron County is in attainment with tiie National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). 

Current sources of emissions in the project area include locomotives, vehicles, and industries. 
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83.2.5 Kftiafi 

Rail, vehicular, and commercial traffic are the primary sources of noise in the project area. 

Vehicular and commercial sources of noise in the vicinity of the proposed connections include 

fraffic on local stteets, namely Kniffin Road and Townsend Stteet. Approximately 25 residences 

were identified within 500 feet of the pioposed project. 

83.2.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

The Ohio Historical Society (tiie State Historic Preservation Office for Ohio) was contacted to 

request information regarding potentially significant properties that i.iay be located within the 

area of potential effect. In addition. Dames & Moore reviewed railroad property records, visited 

the Ohio SHPO to review the cultural resouices inventory, and performed a site preliminary 

iconnaissance. Based on this investigation, no archaeological or historic resources are known to 

exist in the area of the proposed constmction at Greenwich. However, no surveys have been 

conducted in the site area. 

8.3.2.7 Iransportation and Safety 

The existing rail transportation network at Greenwich consists of the CSX/Conrail rail lines that 

intersect southwest of Townsend Road and Kniffin Road and a W&LE rail line in the northwest 

quadrant of the CSX/Conrail intersection. The existing grade crossings are protected by flashing 

light signals, both north and soutii of the area where the two rail lines currently cross Townsend 

Road and Kniflfm Road. Access to the rail constmction area would be from Maple Street, Pierce 

Stteet, Kniffin Road, Angling Road, and Townsend Roac. 

An Environmental Data Resource (EDR) database search did not identify any hazardous waste 

sites within 500 feet of the prof>osed rail line constmction. The database search revealed 3 
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unmappable sites witfiin the Greenwich city limits. These sites could not be located because of 

poor address or geocoding information provided to •! • state and/or federal databases. 

8.3,3 Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

833.1 LandJLIsfi 

The propcsed connections would require a small parcel of property (approximately 0.4 acre) to 

be acquired in an area adjacent to tiie existing W&LE ttacks and classified as having prime 

farmland soils. A second parcel of property (approximately 0.1 acre in size) and classified as 

light industrial land use also will be acquired. Because tiiis area is already dedicated to railroad 

use, the proposed co.nsttiicticn project would not have a significa"*. impact on land use or loss of 

and result-s only in the loss of a very small parcel of agriculttiral land. 

The site is not located within a coastal zone management area. 

8.3.3.2 Water Resources ^^^t/Kf/jlf^ 

Two uibutaries of the Vennilion River and one unnamed pond are potentially subject to 

increased silt loading as a result of consttuction activities. These impacts would be temporary. 

Two wetiands also identified witiiin 500 feet will unlikely be inpacted by tiie project, due to 

their location on tiie opposite side of tiie existing CSX ttacks as tiiat of tiie proposed connection. 

Best Management Practices will be implemented to fiirther reduce tfie likelihood oflmpacts. 

8.3.3.3 Biological Rg,^n||ryM 

Vegetation 

The proposed action would impact sparse, scattered vegetation present witiiin tiie existing rail 

rights-of-way and non-woody vegetation and trees associated witii tiie two fributaries. 
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midlife 

No adverse impacts to wildlife populations are anti»Mpated. Wildlife al .ng the proposed 

connections would be temporarily disturbed during construction activities. However, once 

constmction is complete, this dismption will cease. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

Field surveys to assess the presence of threatened and endangered species were not conducted, 

tfierefore, specific impacts to the Indiana Bat could not be assessed. However, it is not likely that 

threatened and endangered species would be prtsent in the proposed constmction area because of 

the disturbed nature of the proposed constmction area, current land use pattems and general 

absence of critical habitat suitable to support these resources. Thus, impacts are not aiiticipated. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

Reservoir Park is not expected to be impacted during constmction of the proposed connection 

since the park is located Vi mile from the proposed project and is shielded by approximately ¥2 

mile of residential and commercial stmctures. 

833.4 AinOuAlU}: 

The operation of heavy equipment would be the primary source of pollutant emissions during 

constmction activities. Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon 

monoxide (CO) and nittogen oxide (NOx) emissions resxtit from combustion of diesel fiiel. The 

emission of these pollutants during construction activities generally would be minor and of short 

duration and would have insignificant impacts on afr quality. Fugitive dust emissions may also 

result from the operation of heavy equipment during construction. Fugitive dust can be 

conttolled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressants. 

The post-Acquisition amount of train traffic expected to use the new connection and adjacent rail 

line segments is anticipated to exceed STB thresholds for air quality impact analysis and this 
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analysis is presented in Part 2 of this ER. 

8.3.3.5 Noise 

Constmction operations associated with the proposed action may cause increases in noise levels, 

since tiiese operations require tiie use of ttucks and heavy equipment. However, noise generated 

by SU 'h equipment would be minor and temporary. 

Generally, wheel squeal is likely to occur on any curve witii a radiiSless tiian about 1,000 feet, 

or when the curvature is greater than approximately five degrees. Although tiie curvattirc for thir 

connection is expected to be seven degrees, the curve will be lubricated and die noise from ttains 

(exc luding hom us(r) will be only slightiy greatei- on tiie connection than on the mainlines. 

Furthermore, post-Acquisition operations on the connection will include only nine ttains per day, 

compared to 14.5 to 32.5 frains per day on the mainlines, and the closest residences are partially 

shielded from the connection by large commercial buildings. Due to these considerations, as 

well as tiie dominance of train hom noise associated with the nearby grade crossings in this area, 

the noise increases from the use of the connection will be insignificant. 

As described in section 8.3.2.5,25 residences are witiiin 500 feet of tiie proposed action. CSX 

estimates traffic to increase by 23 ttains on CSX rai! lines and 20 ttains on Conrail rail lines. 

These mainline segments exceed STB thresholds for noise evaluation and are discussed in Part 2 

of tills ER. 

8.33.6 Historic and Cultural Retourcgg 

No archaeological sites or potentially significant historic sites or stmctures have been identified 

for the project area; therefore, no impacts to these resources are anticipated. It may be necessary 

to conduct a field reconnaii,sance to identify potentially significant historic properties prior to 

initiation of project activities. That decision will be made in consultation witii tiie Ohio SHPO. 
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8.33.7 Transportation and Safetv 

The comiection to be built in the nortfiwest quadrant will cross Townsend Rd. and Kniffen Rd. 

The cmrent grade crossing protection on these roads will be relocated. The connection to be 

built in the southwest quadrant will cross Kniffen Rd. south of an existing crossing, which will 

be relocated. 

An Environmental Data Resource (EDR) database search did not identify any hazardous waste 

sites within 500 feet of the proposed rail line constmction. The EDR database search identified 

three unmappable sites within Huron County, however, none of these sites is believed to be 

within the proposed constmction area based on historical land use of the site and visual 

observations. 

The probability of a major spill of hazardous or toxic materials during constmction is very small 

because relatively limited quantities of these materials are used to perform the constmctton. 

However, in the unlikely event that such a spill occurs at the construction site, CSX will follow 

appropriate emergency response procedures outiined in its emergency response plan. 

8.3.4 Potential Environmental Impacts of Altemative Actions 

83.4.1 BrMAIlfiioiiisfi 

No build alternatives were identified. 

83.4.2 No-APtion Altpmativg 

If the no-action alternative were implemented, the proposed rail line connections would not be 

con.stmcted. The connections are a critical link between the CSX and Conrail networks in the 

absence of which substantial operational efficiencies, particularly in the fransportation of 

intermodal and other time-sensitive between Ohio and New York and Chicago, will not be 
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realized. Absence of the proposed constmction wc uld resuh in less efficient rail service, 

increased fiiel consumption and increased emission i.i.'pacts because longer routes would be 

used. Further, CSX could not compete effectively for -j-̂ st-west ttaffic on these lines if tfiese 

connections are not built. 

8.3.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would result in minimal or no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, transportation, and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general CSX practices, CSX would undertake the 

following mitigation measures. 

83.5.1 Land Use ^/ff/jj^f'/fljj^j^jljljjl^ 

Adjacent projjerties disturbed during constmction activities will be restored to pre-constmction 

conditions. Heavy equipment will not be permitted on sensitive resources surrounding the 

constmction area. Should disturbance to sensitive resources be unavoidable, Best Managem<̂ nt 

Practices will be employed to minimize impact to those resources. 

83.5.2 Watgr Rwowrtgs 

Erosion and sedimentation confrol measures will be employed during constmction activities to 

minimize impact on water resources near the constmction activities. Erosion will also be 

minimized by disturbing the smallest area possible at the site and revegetating any disturbed 

areas immediately following constmction activities. Any culverts in the area will be kept clear of 

debris to avoid flooding, in accordance vith federal, state and local regulations. Necessary 

permits will be obtained if constmction activities require the alteration of or work ui wetlands, 

ponds, lakes or sfreams or if these activities cause soil or other materials to effect the water 

resources. 
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83.5.3 Biological Rygovrgw 

The regrowth of vegetation in disturbed areas will be encouraged through stabilization of 

disturbed soils and reseeding. Should environmental altering activities occur, follow-up agency 

consultation witii tiie Ohio DNR and USFWS will be conducted. 

83.5.4 Air Qfi«|i*y 

All applicable federal, state and local regulations regarding the confrol of fu;^itive dust will be 

followed as well as using confrol methods such as water spraying. 

83.5.5 Noise 

Temporary noise from constmction equipment will be confrolled thro"^ the use of work hour 

confrois and maintenance of muffler systems on machinery. 

83.5.6 Hiatorit and Caltwral Rwowryy? 

In the event tiiat potentially significant resources are discovered during the course of the project, 

the Ohio SHPO will be notified and procedures recommended by the Ohio SHPO will be 

implemented. This may include halting constmction until the significance of the site can be 

evaluated and the impact to the significant values of the site can be mitigated or reduced. 

8.3.5.7 Transportation and Safetv 

All roads disturbed during constmction activities will be restored according to state or local 

regulations. Signs and barricades will be utilized, as necessary, to confrol traffic dismptions 

during constmction activities. All hazardous materials generated during constmction activities 

will be transported in accordance with U.S. Department of Transportation Hazardous Material 
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Regulations (49 CFR Parts 171 -174 and 177-179). If any hazardoui latcrials are encountered 

during constmction activities, the appropriate response and remediation measures will be 

implemented. 
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8.4 SIDNEY (TSX) 

The site of the proposed constmction project is located south of the City of Sidney, OH, Shelby 

County, in west-central Ohio (Figxu-e 4-22). Sidney is located approximately 35 miles north of 

Dayton, OH. The project involves constmction of a 3,263-foot wye connection between CSX 

and Conrail. At this location, an existing Conrail rail iine runs from wes> to east and begins to 

tum to the northeast immediately east of the proposed constmction site. An existing CSX rail 

line runs from southwest to northeast and turns north just north of the site. The rail lines 

presentiy intersect west of the Piqua Sidn<^ Road and the Great Miami River, and east of 

Chesmut Avenue. This proposed connection is loc ated ou the CSX line which runs between 

Cincinnati and Toledo, OH and the Conrail line which runs between Indianapolis, IN and 

Cleveland, OH. 

The area of the proposed connection is dominated by residential and commercial land uses. The 

proposed connection is located outside the existing raifroad right-of-way and will require 

acquisition of approximately 2.6 acres of land. 

8.4.1 Proposed Action and Altematives 

8.4.1.1 Proposed Action 

The proposed project, depicted in Figure 4-22, involves constructing a connection in the 

southeast quadrant of the existing intersection enabling northbound trains to proceed east on the 

Conrail line toward Cleveland, OH. Approximately 2.6 acres of additional property will need to 

be acquired to construct the connection. In addition, the existing Conrail rail line is 

approximately 25 vertical feet above tiie existing CSX raii line at tiieir intersection; tiierefore, tiie 

proposed connection would require filling or otiier engineered slope protection to produce a 

satisfactorv connection between the two lines. 
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Construction Requirements 

It is estimated that a workforce of approximately 30 persons will be required to constmct the 

connection and that the consttuction will take several months to complete. Bonow material for 

the project would be obtained from local sources and hauled to the constmction site by tmck. 

Changes in Traffic 

The Acquisition would resuh in the following estimated changes to the existing rail lines that 

would be connected by the proposed constmction: 

Traffic on the existing Conrail line cast of the connection would increase from 

24.2 to 31 frains per day. 

Traffic on the existing Conrail line west of the connection would increase from 

24.2 to 26.7 frains per day. 

Traffic on the existing CSX line south of the connection would increase from 22.6 

to 24.9 frains per day. 

Traffic on the existing CSX line north of the comiection would decrease from 22.6 

to 15.3 ttains per day. 

Anverage of approximately 9.6 drains per day would operate over the new 

connection. 

8.4.1.2 Proposed Altemative Actions 

BuUd Alternative 

No build altematives were identified for the proposed rail line connection. The proposed rail line 

would be the most direct connection between the existing rail lines. It would minimize the use of 

land outside existing railroad rights-of-way, and thus would minimize environmen'ial impacts. 

No-Action Alternative 

If the connection were not built, traffic would be forced to follow a more circuitous routing 

through Deschler, OH and Greenwich, OH, adding approximately 30 miles to the routing of each 
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frain tiiat would use the connection. This rerouting would create considerable congestion on the 

mainline between Deschler and Greenwich, impairing the usefulness of tiiat line, which forms 

part of tiie Northeastem Gateway Service Route for tiie caniage of high-speed fraffic. Such 

congestion would also reduce CSX's competitiveness witii motor carriers, and tiius its ability to 

attract freight from crowded highways and achieve the environmental benefits of rail ttaffic. The 

congestion would also impair tfie ability of CSX to serve Ohio shippers located on tiie impacted 

lines. For these reasons, this altemative was rejected. 

8.4.2 Existing Environment 

8.4.2.1 LandJLl2£ 

Topography of the site includes steep slopes and drainage into tiie Miami and Erie Feeder Canal 

and tiie Great Miami River. The site is located on tiie soutiiem edge of the City of Sidney, with 

residential and commercial land uses dominating local development. Adjacent land consists of 

the following: a maintenance building for a nearby cemetery and an apparent firing range to the 

southeast; a canal and walking trail (former canal towpath) to the south and southeast; 

undeveloped or residential areas to the north and west; an old depot now used by tiie model 

railroad club located to the northwest; and the C'reat Miami River to the east and southeast. 

The area in the southeast quadrant of the present intersection is zoned N-l: Non-Urban 

Residence Distticts. According to the City of Sidney Zoning Department, the proposed project 

area is located on land owned by tiie City of Sidney for the city cemetery. 

Environmental Report 8-49 Part 4 - Constructions 

472 



None of the land is located on or near an Indian Reservation. According to the Great Lakes 

Bureau of Indian Affairs, no federally recognized Indian tribes or Indian reservation^ exist in 

Ohio. 

Personnel at the Shelby County Soil Survey office were unable to provide information rt garding 

prime farmland designations in Shelby County. Based on review of the Soil Survey for S.ielby 

County, OH, the soil that would be affected by the proposed consttiiction may be prime farmland 

based on yields per acre of crops and pasture. However, the soils in the immediate vicinity of tt.e 

proposed constmction site are not cunently used for agricultural purposes. 

The proposed site is not located within a Coastal Zone Management Area. 

8.4.2.2 Wattr RwQurcgg 

An intermittent creek flows, via a culvert, under the existing Conrail ttacks near the eastem 

boundary of the subject proi "Ct area. This drainage appears to flow generally soutii and appears 

to be the beginning of the Miami and Erie Feeder Canal, which flows through a^ulvcrt under the 

CSX line nea: the southem boundary i ^ the subject project area. 

According to the United States Fish and Wildlif" Service, National Wetiand Inventory (NWI) 

map of the area, wetlands are not present on or within 500 feet of ":e proposed silt. 

According to the Federal Emergency Agency (FEMA) map, tiie proposed consttuction sue is 

located in an area of minimal flooding. 

mmm 

mm 8.4.2.3 Biologifal R̂ soMrcw 
Vegetation 

The proposed constmction site consists of the existing ttacks and an intermittent stream that 

supports non-woody vegetation. 
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WihUife 

Wildlife usage of the site is likely low, as this site is sparsely vegetated and includes rail 

development. The area may support birds and small mammals tiiat have adapted to developed 

areas. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

No threatened or endangered species of plants are known to exist in Shcl'oy County. One animal 

species, Indiana bat (Myotis nodalis), is known to inhabit Shelby County. The occunence of tiie 

Indiana bat in the area of the proposed consttuction is unlikely due to tfie absence of critical 

habitat near the proposed project site. 

Parks, Forests, Preser es, Refuges, and Sanctuaries 

There are three local parks including the Shelby County Fairgrounds, Berger Park and Roadside 

Parte located within one mile of the site (Figure 4-22). Berger Park and Roadside Park are each 

approximately 1,200 feet nortiieast and southeast of tiie site, respectively. The Shelby County 

Fairgrounds is approximately 2,400 feet northwest of tiie site. No otiier wildlife sanctuaries, 

refuges, national, or state forests/parks are located within one mile of the proposed site. 

8.4.2.4 AiiiQiiali& 

Shelby County, OH is cunentiy categorized as being in attainment with the National Ambient Air 

Quality Standards (NAAQS). Current sources of emissions in the project area include 

locomotives, vehicles, and industries. 

8.4.2.5 Noise 

The existing noise environment in the vicinity of the proposed connection in Sidney, OH is 

dominated by trains on the CSX Cincinnati-Toledo line and the Comaii Indianapolis-Columbus 

line. Existing operations on these lines consist of 23 ttains per day for Cincinnati-Toledo, and 24 
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to 29 ttains per day for Indianapolis-Columbus. Other sources of noise in the area include traffic 

on local streets. 

Noise-sensitive land uses potentially affected by operations on the new connection include 

single-family residences in the nc.rthwest and southwest quadrants. 

8.4.2.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

No archaeological sites or historic stmctures are known to be located on property required for the 

connection at Sidney; however, no field survey has been conducted. 

During a visit lo the Ohio SHPO ro review the cultural resources inventory, Dam.es & Moore 

identified three large prehistoric archaeological sites between one and three miles northeast of the 

project area. The sites themselves will not be affected by the proposed undertaking. However, 

taken as a whole, the data from the three sites indicate that the zone around and including the 

area of potential effect was fafrly densely occupied during the prehistoric period. This suggests 

that similar sites may be found within the project area during archaeological inventory. 

Much of the proposed project area is very steep, and tiieref ore, unlikely to contai.". archaeological 

remains. Given the steep topography, historic manmade filling activities, and the previous 

disturbance from railroad activities in the area of potential effect, much of the project area may 

not have a high likelihood for archaeological sites. 

Three potentially historic properties have been identified near the proposed construction project. 

• The Graceland Ctmetcry is located to the southeast of the proposed alignment area. The 

nearest gravesite is approximately 500 feet outside of the area of potential effect. It is not 

anticipated that the cemetery or any associated historic stmcture will be af'ected. 
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A historic bridge (1923) over tiie Great Miami River is located at the eastem terminus of 

the project area; the proposed improvement will extend to the bridge abutment. The 

concrete on the bridge is badly spallcd anil -̂ '1 n.. to be rehabilitated. Its significance 

will need to be evaluated prior to actions that may affect the bridge. 

Tne Miami and Erie Feeder Canal and associated to"- path are southeast of the proposed 

connector at the bottom of a steep ravine. The proposed railroad improvement has been 

aligned to avoid impacts to the canal and tow path; no impacts are anticipated. 

8.4.2.7 Transportation and Safetv 

The proposed constmction activity does not involve fraversing a road. Access to the proposed 

constmction area would be from the Piqua Sidney Road, and Ohio, Main, and Miami Avenues. 

An Environmental Data Resource (EDR) database search did not identify any hazardous waste 

sites or other sites of environmental concem witiiin 500 feet of the proposed rail line 

constmction. The database search revealed 10 unmappable sites within the Sidney city limits. 

These sites could not be located because of poor address or geocoding information provided to 

the state and/or fede ral databases. No evidence of these sites were observed within or adjacent to 

the constmction area during the site visit. 

8.4.3 Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

8.43.1 LandJi££ 

The proposed constmction project would require acquisition of a 750-foot by 150-foot parcel of 

land (2.6 acres) in the southeast quadrant of the proposed constmction site. This area is currently 

occupied by a firing range and cemetery maintenance building. It is not anticipated that any 

graves in the cemetery would be impacted, since they are on the southeast side of the canal; 

however, a building which appears to be utilized for storage of maintenance equipment and the 
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firing range may need to be moved. The extent of cunent right-of-way and the proposed 

alignment will need to be evaluated and further discussed with the City of Sidney relative to land 

acquisition and zc>ning, prior to proceeding with the proposed connection. 

Potential sensitive receptors present within 500 feet of the proposed constmction area include the 

potentially-historic canal and the walking trail located south and southeast of the site. 

Approximately four residential properties on tiie west side are within 500 feet west of the 

proposed constmction atop a plateau which rises approximately 50 feet above tiie elevation of the 

proposed consttuction area. However, the proposed constmction does not represent a significant 

ch 'nge in land use relative to existing sensitive receptors, currently located adjacent to existing 

railroad fracks. Potential environmental impacts to feattircs of historical significance, including 

ttie potentially-historic canal and bridge, are discussed in Section 8.4.3.6. 

Altiiough a small parcel of land mapped as not previously used as rail line will be developed, no 

land cunently used for agricultural purposes would be affected by the proposed constmction 

project. Affected land is presently undeveloped or associated with the firing range and cemetery 

maintenance building and is not cunently farmed. However, due to the past and present use of 

die proposed site (r ail line for several decades), the land use in the area of the proposed action 

will not be significantly impacted. 

8.43.2 Wattr Rwourm 

The Great Miami River flows from soutiiwest to northeast and is adjacent to tiie east boundary of 

tiie subject project area. The Miami and Erie Feeder Canal flows southwest and ttansects tfie 

northeastem and southem portions of the proposed project area. Constmction activities have the 

potential to cause a temporary increase in the suspended sediment load of storm water runoff 

entering tiie Miami and Erie Feeder Canal. Wetiands were not identified in tiie vicinity of the 

project area. The erosion and sediment control measures would limit impacts to the water 

resources uear the proposed project. 
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8.4.3.3 Biological Resources 

Vegetation 

The proposed action would mostly impact sparse, scattered vegetation present within the existing 

rail ri^^*D-of-way, as well as the vegetation (mostly grasses and other non-woody vegetation) 

near the cemetery maint ;nance building and at the ffring range. 

WUdlife 

No adverse impacts to wildlife populations are anticipated. The constmction site is small and 

contains marginal habitat for wildlife. This habitat may support birds and small mammals that 

have adapted to developed areas. 

Threatened or Endangered Species 

Because suitable habitat does not exist on-site, the proposed project is not expected to adversely 

affect rare, threatened or endangered plants or animals. In addition, neither the project site nor 

areas in the vicinity are considered critical habitat for species. 

Parks, Forest Preserves, Refuges, and Sanctuaries 

Constmction of the connection would not interfere with the normal fimctioning of the three local 

parks (Shelby County Fairgrounds, Berger Park and Roadside Park) located witiun one mile of 

the site given the proximity of existing railroad and vehicular fraffic. There are no other wildlife 

sanctuaries, refuges, national or state parks or forests within one mile of the site. 

8.43.4 Air Quality 

The operation of heavy equipment would be the primary source of pollutant emissions during 

constmction activities. Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon 

monoxide (CO) and nifrogen oxide (NOx) result from combustion of diesel fiiel. The 

combustion emissions associated with constmction operations (VOCs, CO, and NOx) generally 

would be minor and of short duration and would have insignificant impacts on afr quality. 
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Fugitive dust emissions result from the operation of heavy equipment. Fugitive dust can be 

controlled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressants. 

Air quality impacts due to the operation of the new connection are anticipated to be minor since 

existing rail lines cunentiy carry ttaffic in the project area. The amount of ttain ttaffic on the 

adjacent rail line segments would not exceed STB thresholds fcr air quality impact analysis. 

8.43.5 Noise 

Constmction operations associated with the proposed action may cause increases in noise levels, 

since these operations require the use of tmcks and heavy equipment. However, noise generated 

by such equipment would be minor and temporary. 

Generally, wheel squeal is likely to occur on any curve with a radius less than about 1,000 feet, 

or when the curvature is greater than approximately five degrees. The curvature for this 

connection is expected to be eight degrees. However, the curve will 'oe lubricated and thus the 

noise from ttains will be only slightiy greater on the connection than on the mainlines. 

Furthermore, post-Acquisition operations on the cormection will include only 9.6 ttains per day, 

compared to 24.9 to 26.7 ttains per day on the mainlines, and there are no noise-sensitive 

receptors near the southeast quadrant of the rail intersection where the connection will be 

consttiicted. Therefore, post-Acquisition noise levels at the nearest receptors vHIl be dominated 

by mainline train operations and the use of the connection will not cause any significant noise 

increases. 

8.43.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

No impacts to ̂ prehistoric archaeological resources are expected within the area of potential 

effect. No potentially significant archaeological sites have been identified for the project area. In 

the event that potentially significant resoui ces are discovered during tiie course of the project, the 
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SHPO will be notified and procedures recommended by tfie SHPO will be implemented. 

It is not anticipated that the proposed consttuction project will affect the Graceland Cemetery or 

the historic Miami and Erie Feeder Canal which arc outside the area of tiie project's potential 

effect. Rehabilitation of tiic historic Miami River bridge, if required, will be performed in 

consultation witii the SHPO. 

8.43.7 Transportation and Safety 

No safety impacts relative to vehit-le-train collisions would be a concem since the new 

connection does not involve consttiiction or modification of a gr2ide crossing. 

No impacts are anticipated due to hazardous waste sites or other areas of environmental concem 

in the vicinity of the consttuction site. The EDR report did not identify any sites of concem 

v/ithin 500 feet of the proposed rail line constmction. The database search revealed 10 

unmappable sites bin the Sidney city limits which could not be located because of poor 

address or geocoding information provided to the state and/or federal databasfij. However, there 

is no indication that any of the unmappable sites are within or immediately adjacent to the 

proposed constmction site based on review of the EDR report and tiie site visit. 

mm 
.1 ^ t ^ ^ ^ 

The probability of a major spill of hazardous or toxic materials during constmction is very small 

based on the quantities and types of materials handled to perform the constmction activities. 

Appropriate emergency response procedures will be used to promptly address any spill situations. 

Accordingly, the proposed rail line constmction project is not anticipated to increase the 

probability or consequences of hazardous waste contamination. 
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8.4.4 Potential Environmental Impacts of Altemative Actions 

8.4.4.1 Bttild Altcrpativgs 

No build altematives were identified. 

8.4.4.2 No-Action Altemative 

Under the no-action altemative, the proposed rail line connection would not be constmcted. 

None of the environmental impacts would occur; however, neither would the benefits of the 

project be realized. Absence of the proposed constmction would result in less efficient rail 

service, increased fuel consumption, and increased emission impacts because longer routes 

would have to be used (See Section 8.4.1.2). The connection is a particularly vital link for ttaffic 

moving between east coast points and Cincirmati. In the absence of the connection, CSX could 

not effectively compete for such traffic. 

8.4.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would result i\y minimal no impact to land use, water resources, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, fransportation, and safety. In 

consideration of minimal impacts and general CSX practices, CSX would undertake the 

following mitigation measures. 

8.4.5.1 Land Usg 

Additional consultation with the City of Sidney relative to land acquisition and zoning of the 

curtent cemetery property will be conducted. Adjacent properties disturbed during nstmction 

activities will be restored to pre-constmction conditions. Heavy equipment will not be permitted 

on sensitive resources sunounding the constmction area. Should disturbance to sensitive 

resources be unavoidable, Best Management Practices will be employed to minimize impact to 
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those resources. 

8.4.5.2 Water Resources 

Erosion and sedimentation control measures will be employed during constmction activities to 

minimize impact on water resources near the constmction activities. Erosion will also be 

mitumized by disturbing the smallest area possible at the site and revegetate any disturbed areas 

immediately following constmction activities. Any culverts in the area will be kept clear of 

debris to avoid flooding, in accordance with federal, state and local regulations. Necessary 

permits will be obtained if constmction activities require the alteration of or work in wetlands, 

ponds, lakes or sfreams or if these activities cause soil or other materials to effect the water 

resources. 

8.4.53 Biological Resources 

The regrowth of vegetation in disturbed areas will be encouraged through stabilization of 

disturbed soils and reseeding. Should environmental altering activities occur, follow-up agency 

consultation with the Ohio DNR and USFWS will be conducted. 

8.4.5.4 Air Quality 

All applicable federal, stare and local regulations regarding the confrol of fugitive dust will be 

followed as well as using confrol methods such as water spraying. 

8.4.5.5 Npise 

Temporary noise from constmction equipment \ ill be controlled through the use of work hour 
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confrois and maintenance of muffler systems on machinery. 

8.4.5.6 Historic and Cultural Rtsourcgg 

If the historic bridge will be affected by the project, rehabilitation will be carried out under an 

approved bridge improvement plan in consultation with the Ohio SHPO. In the event that 

potentially significant cultural or historic resources are discovered during the course of the 

project, the Ohio SHPO will be notifieo and procedures recommended by the Ohio SHPO will be 

implemented. This may include halting constmction until the significance of the site can be 

evaluated and the impact to the significai t values of the site can be mitigated or reduced. 

8.4.5.7 Transportation and Safety 

All roads disturbed during construction activities will be restored according to state or local 

regulations. Signs and barricades will be utilized, as necessary, to conttol traffic dismptions 

during constmction activities. All hazardous materials generated during constmction activities 

will be transported in accordance with the U.S. Department of Transportation Hazardous 

Materials Regulations (49 CFR Parts 171 -174 and 177-179). If any hazardous materials are 

encountered during constmction activities, the appropriate response and remediation measures 

will be implemented. 
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8.5 WILLARD YARD (CSX) 

The Willard Yard is located in the City of Willard, Huron County, Ohio on the east-west CSX 

mairtiine, approximately 60 miles southwest of Cleveland, Ohio (Figure 4-22). It is a double-

hump facility consisting of an eastbound yard and westbound yard. Post-Acquisition, the 

Willard Yard will become the primary westbound hub for Chicago gateway traffic, servicing the 

Northeastem Gateway Service Route, the Eastem Gateway Service Route and automotive traffic. 

The oiJy Willard Yard project known to require the acquisition of additional land is the 

construction of a fiieling facility and related track on land adjacent to the existing main line 

tracks between MP4 and MP8 immediately west of the yard. Approximately ten acres of new 

property consisting of a series of small parcels spread along the four mile stretch of the project 

and the land needed for the facility itself near MP6, will be acquired for this project. It is 

currentiy anticipated that additional constmction at or near the Willard Yard (additional block 

sws^ing tracks and constmction of a tiurd main line track) will take place on rail-owned 

property or rail right-of-way. Therefore, potential environmental impacts associated with this 

additional constmction activity are not discussed in this document. 

8.5.1 Proposed Action »'A Alternatives 

8J.1.1 Progostd Adifljtt 

The site of the proposed fueling project is west of the Willard Yard at MP6. The fueling facility 

will be used to service increased frain traffic that would be utilizing the Willard Yard following 

the acquisition. The facility will service trains transiting through the Willard Yard to points east 

and west of Willard. Fuel will be delivered to the facility daily by truck; the facility will not 

requfre the installation of cither in-ground or above-ground fiiel tanks. 
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Constructwn Requirements 

It is anticipated that a work force of approximately 70 persons will be required to constmct the 

fueling facility and related ttacks and that it will take several months to complete the project. 

Bonow mateiial for the project would be obtained from local sources and hauled to the 

construction site by tmck. 

Changes in YardActtyity 

Activity at tiie Willard Yard would not exceed STB tiiresholds requfring envfronmental analysis 

for operational afr and noise impacts. 

The Acquisition would result in tiie following estimated changes to tiie CSX rail line adjacent to 

tiie Willard yard: 

• Traffic on the existing CSX rail line adjacent to tiie Willard Yard would increase from 

33.9 tiains per day to Ĵ jproximatcly 56 ttains per day, an increase of jq)proximatcly 22 

trains per day. 

8.5.1.2 Altematives 

BuUd AUernattyes 

No otiier build altematives were identified for tiie proposed fiieling facility and related tracks. 

The proposed project takes advantage of property currentiy owned by CSX and minimizes tiie 

use of land outside existing raifroad rights-of-way, ti-ius minimizing envfronmental impacts. 
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No-Actwn Alternative ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ l ^ ^ P 

If the facility were not built at Willard, an additional fueling facility or facilities would need to be 

built elsewhere on the CSX system. Willard is an ideal location for the facility because of its 

location relative to Chicago and Northeast points. Willard is currently a major yard and the 

fiieling facility would be located on a mam line, thus allowing it to efficientiy service a large 

volume of ttaffic. 

8.5.2 Existing Environment 

8.5.2.1 Land Use 

The proposed project will be primarily constmcted on railroad rights-of-way, with the exception 

of approximately 10 acres of land which will be acquired along a nanow corridor adjacent to the 

existing rail lines. Land use along the proposed four mile rail corridor consists primarily of 

agricultural lands. Approximately ten residences are located within 500 feet of the proposed 

project. 

According to the Huron and Seneca County Soil Surveys, soil along the propo^ project 

corridor are considered prime farmland. 

The State of Ohio does not have a federally recognized coastal zone management program. 

8.5.2.2 Water Rgsourtcs 

The proposed project cresses five intermittent stteams as mapped by the USGS. No other 

surface water bodies were identified adjacent to or within 500 feet of the project. 

The National Wetland Inventory (NWl^ maps indicate that there are two small wetland areas 

located within 500 feet of the auxiliary track. 
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The proposed project is locr̂ êd in an area of minimal flooding. 

8.5.2.3 Biological Resources 

Vegetation 

Existing vegetation within the right-of-way includes non-woody vegetation. Land adjacent to the 

ri<rht-of-way amtains two small wetlands, croplands and pasttires, as well as small ttacts of frees. 

WUdlife 

The right-of-way outside of Wiiiard Yard and tiie City < Willard (to tfie east and west) provides 

suitable liabitat for a variety of terrestrial wildlife species. The adjacent fields provide' cover for 

small animals such as mice, moles, '̂ quirrels, rabbits and reptiles, along with their winged 

predators. Various birds .-"ay also forage in these areas, inclading common songbirds and game 

species. Adjacent fwlds provide food and shelter for larger species such as deer, wild turkey, 

racoon and opossum. Wetiands pjovide habitat for insects, an»piiibians, senii-aquatic reptiles and 

waterfowl. 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) and tfie Ohio Departtr.ent of 1 Natural Resoun x 

(ODNR: v'cre consulted regarding the presence of threatened or endangered species in the area of 

the proposed expansion. Of the 20 federally-listed threatened and endangered species known to 

irhabit tne State of Ohio, one of these, Myotis sodalis. die Ind ana bat, is known to occur within 

Wiiron County. Tlie Indiana bat's hibemacula includes caves and nines. Its summer habitat 

includes smal.' to medium river corridors with well developed riparian woods; woodlots within 

one to three miles of small to medium rivers; ar»d upland forests. The occunence of the Indiana 

bat in the area of the proposed constt-uction would be limited to scattered forested tracts 

immediately adjacent to the VAI line along a tjtal of approximately 3,000 feet of the proposed 

project length. 
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Parks, Forests, Preserves, Refuges and Sanctuaries 

No national, state or local refiiges, sanctuaries, parks or forests are located within one mile of the 

proposed project. 

8.5.2.4 Air Qwality 

Huron and Seneca Counties, OH are categorized as being in attainment of the National Ambient 

Air Quality Standard HsiAAQS) for all pollutants. Existing sources of air enussions near the 

project area include locomotives, vehicles and farm machinery. 

8.5.2.5 NoiSP 

Constmction operations associated with the proposed action would cause minor and temporaiy 

increases in noise levels smce these operations require the use of trucks and heavy ' quipment. 

Noise generated by such equipment would be temporary. 

"Tie post-Acquisition amount of ttain traffic expected to use the Willard Yard is not anticipated 

to exceed STB thresholds for noise impact arialysis Rail line segments adjacent to the Willard 

Yard do meet the SFB thresholds for noise analysis and are analyzed in Part 2 of this ER. 

8.5.2.6 Historic and Cnltural Resources 

4iMî iiiiKi§ii<' 
Dames & Moore visited the Ohio Historic Preservation Oifice (SHPO) on May 21, 1997, and 

examined the Ohio Archaeological Inventory. Nearly thirty archaeological sites -were recorded in 

the Ohio Archaeological Inventory in the v icinity of the proposed project. Most of these were 

identified during archaeological field inventories conducted in 1986 and 1987 for the proposed 

Erie Natural Gas Pipeline, Ohio Segment. As a result, the known sites are arranged lineally 

within two miles of the rail trs :k. Most of the sites are small prehistoric litiiic scatters, consisting 

primarily of diffiise waste flakes and occasional stone tools found on the surface. None of the 

mb 
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sites was considered eligible for listing in the National Register of Historic Places. It is 

anticipated that similar, non-significant sites may be located in the project area. 

Based on tiie site visit and investigation of site records at tiie Ohio SHPO, no known culttu-al, 

archaeological or historic properties lie within 500 feet of the proposed project area. 

8.5.2.7 Transportation and Safety 

Existing rail line ttaffic enters and exits Willard Yard along tiie east-west ttending CSX rail lines 

and the northwest-southeast frending rail line. No new connections are planned in association 

vrith the proposed constmction at Willard Yard. Six existing grade crossings are located along 

tiie proposed additional rail lines and there is an underpass at County Line Road. 

Transportation impacts of new constmction projects relate to increased traffic, including heavy 

equipment used to access the constmction site. Roads used to access the constmction site may 

include Townline Road or Egypt Road for east-west travel, and Section Line, Daniels, C ounty 

Line and Wurtz Roads for north-south travel. 

An En - ronmental Data Resource (EDR) database search witiiin 500 fctt of tiie proposed rail line 

constmction indicates there are no known sites of environmental cuucem relative to 

contamination or hazardous waste sites. 

8.5.3 Potential Environmental Impacts of Proposed Action 

8.5.3.1 Land Use 

The proposed constmction project is expected to have moderate impacts on land use. 

Constmction would be along existing rail line .ind the width of additional right-of-way 

acquisitions would typically be limited to 25 feet. After constmction is complete, it is 

anticipated that adjacert land will continue to function ti^e same as the pre-Acquisition use. 
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Prime farmland soil will be impacted along essentially the four mile long proposed constmction 

area. It is anticipated that up to a total of approximately ten acres of prime farmland will be 

converted lo railroad use. Additional consultation with the local Natural Resources Conservation 

Services (NRCS) olTice will be pertbrmed to minimize impacts to prime farmland soils caused 

by this project. 

The site is not in a Coastal Zone Management Area and thaetbre no impacts of that nature would 

occur. 

8.5.3.2 Water Resources 

Temporary impacts to surface water may occur at locations where the auxiliary tracks cross 

existing watercourses. The temporary impacts may incli'de deposition of sediment in 

downsfream areas, and increased turbidity and related water quality impacts. The p-oposed 

construction activity will cross five intermittent sfreams. 

Placement of fill to constmct the new road bed for tiie auxiliary ttacks will reduce the amount of 

available surface water storage area which is a concem in portions of the project occurring near 

stteam crossings (Figure 4-22). Modifications to sfream chaimels, stream banks or existing water 

conveyances such as culverts may be required for the project. These potential impacts may be 

eliminated with proper mitigation in the area. Additional consultation with the Army Corp of 

Engineers will be performed relative to the potential modifications and related water resources 

issues as discussed above. 

Environmentol Report Part 4 - Constructions 

491 



8.5.33 Biological 

Vegetation 

Existing vegetation in ne cun-ent rail line right-of-way would be temporarily disttu-bed during tiie 

constmction process as would vegetation in tiie additional land lo be acquired. However, 

oppomuiistic plant spe ies will quickly revegetate tiie area. 

J | | ^ | U | ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Wildlife mmm mm' 
Wildlife along tiie rail ine would be temporarily disttirbed during constmction activities. 

Temporary adverse in pacts to wildlife populations inhabiting tfie watercourses crossed by ttie 

auxiliary fracks as we i as tfiose in tfie small wetiand at tfie westem end of tiie proposed project 

may also oc jur. 

miil^^^^^^m 

Threatened and Endangered Species 

The slight encroacl>ment of tiie auxiliary ttacks on tiie edges of a few forested areas is not 

anticipated to significantly alter tiieir potential suitability as habitat for tiie Myotis sodalis, the 

Indiana bat. does not exist on-site, tfie proposed project is not expected to adversely affect rare, 

threatened or endangered plants or animals. 

Sanctuaries, Refuges, Parks and Forests 

There are no wildlife sancttiaries, refiiges, parks or forests identified witfiin one mile of tiie 

proposed project; tiierefore, it is not expecied to impact such areas. 

8.5.3.4 Air Quality 

The operation of heavy equipment would be tiie primary source of pollutant emissions during 

constt-uction activities. Particulate matter, volatile organic compounds (VOCs), carbon 

monoxide (CO) and nifrogen oxide (NO-) emissions result from combustion of diesel ftiel. The 

emission of tiiest pollutants during consttuction activities generally would be minor and of short 

duration and wouid have insignificant impacts on air quality. Fugitive dust emissions may also 
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result from the operation of heavy equipment during consttiiction. Fugitive dust can be 

conttolled by using water sprays or other suitable dust suppressants. 

Rail line segments adjacent to tiie Willard Yard do ; eet tiie STB thresholds for air quality 

analysis and are analyzed in Part 2 of this ER. 

8.5.3.5 N îa§ 

Constmction operations associated witii tiie proposed action would cause minor and temporary 

increases in noise levels since these operations reqmre tiie use of ttucks and heavy equipment. 

Noise generated by such equipment would be temporary. 

Rail line segments adjacent to tiie Willard Yard do meet tiie STB tiuesholds for noise analysis 

and are analyzed in Pait 2 of this ER. 

8.5.3.6 Historic and Cultural Resources 

No potentially significant historic sttiicttires were identtfied in tiie immediate vicinity of tiie 

project area. No archaeological survey has been conducted in the project area. 

In tiie event that potentially signi' i ant resources are discovered during tiie course of tfie project, 

tiic SHPO will be notified and procedures recommended by tiie SHPO will be implemented. It is 

anticipated tiiat tiiis may include halting constt-uction until tfie significance of the site can be 

evaluated and tiie impact to tiie significant values of tiie site can be mitigated or reduced. 

8.5.3.7 TranffPQrtation and Safetv 

Minor adjusttnents in local jaffic pattems would be necessary becau-e grade crossings at Daniels 

Road, Wurtz Road and Reed-Venice Road will be removed. These are light density roads and 
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nearby alternate routes witii crossings are available at State Route 4, County Line Road 

(underpass) and Section Line Road. Removal of tiiree of tfie four grade crossings will reduce the 

potential for train-motor vehicle accidents. 

The proposed constt-uction project will also require lengtfiening the underpass at County Line 

Road. This would entail minor temporary dismptions to tiaffic on County Line Road during tiie 

constmction period. 

Review of state and federal databases for hazardous waste sites and otiier sites of environmental 

concem indicate tiiat tiiere ars no such sites ar . located witiiin 500 feet of tfie proposed 

construction location. If hazardous wastes are encountered during the proposed consttuction 

activities, CSX will contact tiie appropriate state agencies to address issues related to tiie site. 

The probability of a major spill of hazardous or toxic materials during consttuction is very small 

based on tfie type and quantities of materials handled. Appropriate emergency response 

procedures will be used to promptiy address any spill Accordingly, tiie proposed rail line j K « 

consttuction project is not anticipated to increase tiie p robability or consequcQfies of hazardous 

waste contamination. 

8.5.4 Potential Environmental Impact of Alternative Actions 

8-5.4.1 Build Altemativ«> 

or 
The Willard Yard is ideally located for purposes of a fiieling facility. No economically viable 

operationally feasible build alt<raatives were identified for tiie proposed project. Thus, potential 

environmental impacts were not quantified. 
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8.5.4.2 No-Action Altemative 

If the no-action altemative were implemented, the proposed fueling facility would not be 

constmcted. That facility is essential to the economic and operational efficiency of the post-

Acquisition CSX network and if it were not buih at Willard, it would need to be constmcted 

elsewhere (See Section 8.5.1.2). 

8.5.5 Proposed Mitigation 

The proposed constmction would result in minimal impact or no impact to land use, air quality, 

biological resources, air quality, noise, cultural resources, transportation and safety. In 

consideration of the anticipated impacts and general CSX practices, CSX would undertake the 

following nutigation measures. 

8.5.5.1 Land Usg 

Adjacent properties disturbed during constmction activities will be restored to pre-constmction 

conditions. Heavy equipment will not oe permitted on sensitive resources sunounding the 

constmction area. Should disturbance to sensitive resources be unavoidable. Best Management 

Practices will be employed to minimize impact to those resources. 

8.5.5.2 Water Resources 

Erosion and sedimentation conttol measures will be employed during constmction activities to 

minimize impact on water resources near the construction activities. Erosion will also be 

minimized by disturbing the smallest iirea possible at the site and revegetating aiy disturbed 

areas irmediately following consttuction activities. Any culverts in the area will be kept clear of 

debris to avoid flooding, in accordance with federal, state and local regulatioris. Necessai-y 

permits will be obtained if constmction activities require tfie alteration of or work in wetlands, 
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ponds, lakes or streans or if these activities cause soil or otiier materials to effect the water 

resources. 

8.5.5.3 Biological Resourcw 

The regrowth of vegetation in disturbed areas will be encouraged through stabilization of 

disturbed soils and reseeding. Should environmental altering activities occur, follow-up agency 

consultation with the Ohio DNR and USFWS will be conducted. 

8.5.5.4 Air Quality 

All applicable federal, state and local regulations regi-rding the conttol of fugitive dust will be 

followed as well as using dust conttol methods such as water spraying. 

8.5.5.5 Noise 

Temporary noise from constmction equipm'*nt will be conttolled through the use of work hour 

confrols and maintenance of muffler systems on machinery. 

8.5.5.6 Historic and Cultural Resourcea 

In the event that potentially significant resources are discovered during the course of the project, 

the Ohio SHPO will be notified and procedures recommended by the Ohio SHPO will be 

implemented. This may include halting constmction until the sigrificance of the site can be 

evaluated and the impact to the significant values of the site can be mitigated or reduced. 
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8.5.5.7 Transportation and Safetv 

All roads disttirbed during consimction activities will be restored according to state or local 

regulations. Signs and barricades will be utilized, as ntrcssary, to control fraffic dismptions 

during constmction activities. All hazardous materials generated during constmction activities 

will be fransported in accordance with the U.S. Department of Transportation Hazardous 

Materials PvCgulations (49 CFR Parts 171-174 and 177-179). If any hazardous materials are 

encountered during constmction activities, the appropriate response and remediation measures 

will be implemented. 
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NS DISCUSSION 

8.6 BUCYRUS (NS) 

Bucyms, OH is in Crawford County, approximately 70 miles north of Columbus, OH (Figure 4-

23). Existing rail lines bordering the project area include a north/south oriented NS mainline to 

the west, an east/west Conrail mainline, and a Conrail siding along the north side of the Conrail 

mainline. 

The proposed constmction site is located between Woodlawn Avenue and Whetstone Sfreet in 

northeast Bucyrus. The constmction site encompasses an area approximately 2,400 by 200 feet 

(11.0 acres). The new connection would oxupy an area approximately by 2,400 feet (5.5 

acres). This urban site is within a primarily reside;ittal and commercial area. The site is 

undeveloped, except for approximately 15 percent, which contains a constmction yard and a 

building supply company. The proposed constmction would require at-grade crossings at East 

Warren Stteet and Rensselaer Sfreet. Highland Avenue passes beneath (below grade) the 

existing Comaii line. 

8.6.1 Proposed Action and Alteraativet 

8.6.1.1 Proposed Action 

The proposed action at Bucyrus would involve the constmction and operation of a new 

comiection between the east/west oriented Conrail and the north/south oriented NS fracks. The 

comiection would be southeast of the intersection of the Conrail and NS lines (Figure 4-23). 

The design includes approximately 2,400 feet of new rail line and would require the construction 

of a # 15 right hand tum out north of Woodla'AH Avenue and a # 15 left hand tum out west of 

Whetstone Street. This new constmction would permit more direct and efficient train movement 

between Columbus, OH and Pittsburgh, PA. It would avoid rail fraffic congestion at Cleveland 
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and provide improved, more consistent service for customers between Pittsburgh and Columbus 

and points south. 

Construction Requirements 

The exact labor force and duration of constmction are not availabl'̂ . but are exp-ected to require 

10-15 people and three to six months. Bonow material for the project would be obtained from 

local sources and hauled to the constmction site by rail or tmck. 

Changes in Traffic 

The proposed Acquisition would result in the following estimated rail fraffic changes on the rail 

lines that would be conriected by the proposed constmction: 

• Traffic on the existing NS line would increase from 26 to 32 frains per day. 

• NS ttaffic on the existing Conrail line would increase from 6 to 8 frains per day. 

• Traffic on the new constmction would be eight trains per day. 

8.6.U Alternatives 

BuUd Alternatives 

No other build altematives were identified for the proposed rail line constmction. The proposed 

new connection would be the most direct connection between the existing rail lines and would 

minimize the use of new land outside the existing railroad rights-of-way. In addition, the 

proposed consttiiction would not result in any significant environmental impacts. 

No-Action AUernative 

Under the no-action alternative, existing and additional post-Acquisition rail fraffic would 

operate over existing Conrail and NS lines with no connection. Access between the two lines 

would be limited to existing interchanges and terminals. The no-build altemative would reduce 

the total economic and operational efficiency and other benefits that would be possible as a result 

of the proposed Acquisition. 
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