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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. 
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