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csx Transportation, Inr 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-310C 

The nar^^ of counsel to whom questions regarding the 

transaccxon can be addressed i s : 

James R. Paschall 
Genaral Attorney 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, V i r g i n i a 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2755 

Charles M. Rosenberger 
Senior Counsel 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

( i i ) The proposed time schedule f o r consummation of the 
proposed transaction. 

The granting of these trackage r i g h t s i s related to and 

contingent upon the proposed control of CRC by CSXT and 

NSRC(/NV(), approval f o r which i s being sought i n Finance Docket 

No. 33388. Accordingly, the trackage r i g h t s s h a l l become 

e f f e c t i v e only a f t e r the e f f e c t i v e date of a Board decision 

approving the Primary Application and t h i s r e l a t e d a p plication i n 

Finance Docket No. 3338fl. 

( i i i ) The purpose sought to be accomplished by the 
proposed transaction, e .g . , operating economies, 
e l i m i n a t i n g excess f a c i l i t i e s , improving the 
f i n a n c i a l v i a b i l i t y of the applicants. 

The purpose of the proposed trackage r i g h t s i s to allow NSRC 

to serve the r a i l patrons i n the Columbus, OH area better, to 

have operating economies and more e f f i c i e n t routing of t r a f f i c . 

t o improve competition, and to make operation of the CRC 
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pro^. r t i e s f i t b e t t e r i n t o the NSRC/NW system a f t e r the 

acq u i s i t i o n of the CRC properties by NSRC/NW and CSXT. 

(a)(5) A l i s t of the States i n which any part of the 

property of each applicant c a r r i e r i s situated. 

N î has property i n the States of I l l i n o i s , Indiana, 

Kentucky, New York, Ohio, Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, North 

Carolina, Pennsylvania, V i r g i n i a and West V i r g i n i a and the 

Province of Ontario. (NSRC operates i n the States of Alabama, 

Florida, Georgia, I l l i n o i s , Indiana, Louisiana, Kentucky, 

Maryland, Missis s i p p i , Missouri, North Carolina, Ohio, South 

Carolina, Tennessee and V i r g i n i a . ) 

CSXT has property i n the States of Mabama, Delaware, 

Florida, Georgia, I l l i n o i s , Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, 

Maryland, Michigan, Missis s i p p i , Missouri, New York, North 

Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee, 

V i r g i n i a , West V i r g i n i a , the Province of Ontario, Canada, and the 

D i s t r i c t of Columbia. 

(a)(6) Map 

The required map i s attached as Exh.lbit 1. 

( a ) ( 7 ) ( i i ) Agreement 

A l l agreements that have been executed t o date wnich r e l a t e 

to the operations over the affected l i n e s appear i n Volume 8 of 

the Primary Application. 

Labor Protection. Applicants have addressed the need f o r 

labor protection i n Volume 3 of the Primary Application. 

Environmental Documentation. Applicants have cor.iplied with 

or w i l l comply w i t h thd Board's environmental regulations. 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: June 8, 1997 

VX̂ EDWARDS 
/jfuckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 
;/888 17th Street, N.W. 

Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3939 
(202) 298-8660 

Counsel for 
Norfolk Southern Railway Company 
and Norfolk and Western Railway 
Company 

CHARLES M. ROSENBERGER 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

Counsel for 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCF DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 27) 

NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 
-- TRACKAGE RIGHTS --

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") has agreed to grant 

overhead trackage r i g h t s to Norfolk and Western Railway Company 

("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Norfolk Southern Railway 

Company ("NSRC") between Columbus (Parsons Yard) and Scioto, 

Ohio, a t o t a l distance of approximately 6 miles i n Franklin 

County, Ohio. The trackage r i g h t s w i l l take e f f e c t a f t e r the 

e f f e c t i v e date of a Board decision approving the primary 

application of CSXT and NSRC and t h e i r parent companies to 

acquire co n t r o l and operation of Consolidated Rail Corporation 

and Conrail Inc. i n Finance Docket No. 33388. 

This notice i s f i l e d pursuant to 49 C.F.R. 1180.2(d)(7). 

Pe t i t i o n s to revoke the exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10502(d) ir j y be 

f i l e d at any time. The f i l i n g of a p e t i t i o n to revoke w i l l not 

stay the transaction. 

Dated: 

By the Board 

Vernon A. Williams 
Secretary 
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VERinCATION 

I, D.L. Houchin, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Further, I certify that I f.m qualified and authorized to file this Notice of Exemption. Executed 

this day of June, 1997. 

D.L. Houchin 
Assistant Vice President -
Joint Facilities 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
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VZRI7ICATZ0M 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

and Western Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says 

that he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, 

and that the Fame are true ..s stated. 

Miii 
W. McClellan 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ day 
of June, 1997 

Notaryz/Publ i c 

My commission expires 

MARCH 31,1998 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

Southern Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 

he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted t h e r e i n , and 

that the same are true as stated. 

p.TW. McClellan 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s day 
of June, 1997 

Notar# Public 

My commission expires; 
MARCH 31,1998 
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CERTIFICATE 9F SERVICE 

I , John V. Edwards, hereby certify that a copy of the 

foregoing document will be served on the parties required to be 

served by the applicable regulations, by f i r s t class U.S. mail, 

postage prepaid, or by other more expeditious means, on the date 

that the Control Application in Finance Docket No. 3S388 is filed 

with the Surface Transportation Board. 

rated: June 8, 1997 
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BEFORE THE 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 2 

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 
-- TRACKAGE RIGHTS --

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

Comes now CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") and Norfolk and 

Western Railway Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary of 

Norfolk Southern Railway Company ("NSRC"), by and through t h e i r 

undersigned attorneys, and f i l e t h i s t h e i r notice of exemption 

pursuant to 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.2(d)(7), f o r CSXT to acquire 

trackage r i g h t s over trackage of NW between the connection of the 

part i e s at Columbus, Ohio (Watkins Yard) at or near NW's Milepost 

N-696.7 and Bannon, Ohio at or near NW's Milepost N-698.72. The 

t o t a l distance of the trackage r i g h t s i s approximately 2.02 

miles. 

This project i s related to NSRC's and i t s parent company's, 

Norfolk Southern Corporation's ("NSC"), a non-carrier holding 

company's, primary a p p l i c a t i o n ("the Primary Application") i n 

Finance Docket No. 33388 to acquire c o n t r o l and operation, with 

CSXT, and i t s parent company, CSX Corporation ("CSXC") a non-

c a r r i e r holding company, of Consolidated Rail Corporation ("CRC") 

and Conrail Inc. ("CRI"). The project w i l l not be implemented 

unless and u n t i l the partxes obtain Board approval of the Primary 
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Application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

In support of t h i s notice of exemption, NSRC and CSXT hereby 

submit the following information as required by '9 C.F.R. Section 

1180.4(g)(1)(i): 

A. The information required in 49 C.F.R. Section 

1 1 8 0 . 6 ( a ) ( 1 ) ( i - i i i ) , (a)(5-6), and ( a ) ( 7 ) ( i i ) i s as follows: 

(a)(1) h descziption of the proposed transaction including 
appropriate references to any supporting exhibits 
and statements contained in the application and 
discussing the following: 

(i) A brief summary of the proposed transaction, the 
name of applicants, their business address, 
telephone number, and the name of the counsel to 
whom questions regarding the transaction can be 
addressed. 

Under the proposed transaction, NW w i l l grant overhead 

trackage rights to CSXT to operate i t s trains, locomotives, cars, 

and equipment with CSXT's own crews beginning at the connection 

of the parties at Columbus, Ohio (Watkins Yard) at or near NSR's 

Milepost N-696.7 and Bannon, Ohio at or near NSR's Milepost N-

698.72. The total distance of the trackage rights i s 

approximately 2.02 miles. 

The name, business address, and telephone number of 

applicants i s : 

Norfolk and Western Railway Company 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2759 

CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-3100 
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The name of counsel to whom questions regarding the 

transaction can be addressed i s : 

James R. Paschall 
General Attorney 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, V i r g i n i a 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2759 

Charles M. Rosenberger 
Senior Counsel 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

( i i ) The proposed time schedule f o r consummation of the 
proposed transaction. 

The granting of these trackage r i g h t s i s related t o and 

contingent upon the propo.sed con t r o l of CRC by CSXT and 

NSRC(/NW), approval f o r which i s being sought i n Finance Docket 

No. 33388. Accordingly, the trackage r i g h t s s h a l l become 

e f f e c t i v e only a f t e r the e f f e c t i v e date of a Board decision 

approving the Primary Application and t h i s related a p p l i c a t i o n i n 

Finance Docket No. 33388. 

( i i i ) The purpose sought to be accomplished by the 
proposed transaction, e.g., operating economies, 
el i m i n a t i n g excess f a c i l i t i e s , improving the 
f i n a n c i a l v i a b i l i t y of the applicants. 

The purpotre of the proposed trackage r i g h t s i s to allow CSXT 

to connect to the Watkins-Parsons t r a n s f e r track, to serve the 

r a i l patrons i n the Columbus, OH area be t t e r , to have operating 

economies and more e f f i c i e n t r o u t i n g of t r a f f i c , to improve 

competition, and to make operation of the CRC properties f i t 

b etter i n t o the CSXT system a f t e r the a c q u i s i t i o n of the CRC 
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properties by NSRC/NW and CSXT. 

(a)(5) A l i s t of the States i n which any part of the 

property of each applicant c a r r i e r i s situated. 

NW has property i n the States of I l l i n o i s , Indiana, 

Kentucky, New York, Ohio, Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, North 

Carolina, Pennsylvania, V i r g i n i a and West V i r g i n i a and the 

Province of Ontario. (NSRC operates i n the States of Alabama, 

Florida, Georgia, I l l i n o i s , Indiana, Louisiana, Kentucky, 

Maryland, Missis s i p p i , Missouri, North Carolina, Ohio, South 

Carolina, Tennessee and V i r g i n i a . ) 

CSXT has property i n the States of Alabama, Delaware, 

Florida, Georgia, I l l i n o i s , Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, 

Maryland, Michigan, M i s s i s s i p p i , Missouri, New York, North 

Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South Carolina, Tennessee, 

V i r g i n i a , West V i r g i n i a , the Province of Ontario, Canada, and the 

D i s t r i c t of Columbia. 

(a) (6) Map 

The required map i s attached as Exhibit 1. 

(a) (7) ( i i ) Agreement 

A l l agreements that have been executed to date which r e l a t e 

to the operations over the affected l i n e s appear i n Volume 8 of 

the Primary Application. 

Labor Protection. Applicants have addressed the need f o r 

labor p r o t e c t i o n i n Volume 3 of the Primary Application. 

Environmental Documentation. Applicants have complied with 

or w i l l comply w i t h the Board's environmental regulations. 



Dated: June __0 1997 

Respectfully submitted. 

JAMES R. PASCHALL 
Norfolk Southem Corporation 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-2191 

Counsel for 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 

CHARLES M. ROSEI^ERGER 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
5(X) Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 

Counsel for 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 28) 

CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 
-- TRACKAGE RIGHTS --

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

Norfolk and Western Railway Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned 

subsidiary of Norfolk Southern Railway Company ("NSRC") has 

agreed t o grant overhead trackage r i g h t s to CSX Transportation, 

Inc. ("CSXT") between Columbus (Watkins Yard) and Bannon, Ohio, a 

t o t a l distance of approximately 2.02 miles i n Franklin County, 

Ohio. The track.age r i g h t s w i l l take e f f e c t a f t e r the e f f e c t i v e 

date of a Board decision approving the primary a p p l i c a t i o n of 

CSXT and NSRC and t h e i r parent companies to acquire control and 

operation of Consolidated Rail Corporation and Ccnrail Inc. i n 

Finance Docket No. 33388. 

This notice i s f i l e d pursuant to 49 C.F.R. 1180.2(d)(7). 

P e t i t i o n s to revoke the exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10502(d) may be 

f i l e d at any time. The f i l i n g of a p e t i t i o n to revoke w i l l not 

stay the transaction. 

Dated: 

By the Board 

Vernon A. Williams 
Secretary 
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VERIFICATION 

I , D.L. Houchin, declare under penalty of perjury that the 'tiregoing is true and correct. 

Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized to file this Notice of Exemption. Executed 

this ) { ^ day of June, 1997. 

yi2 ,^ 4^^.^ISi) 
D.L. Houchin 
Assistant Vice President -
Joint Facilities 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

and Western Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says 

that he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, 

and that the same are true as stated. 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ day 
of June, 1997 

Notary public ^ 

My commission expires: 

MARCH 31.1998 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

Southern Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 

he has reed the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, and 

that the ŝ me are true as stated. 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ day 
of June, 1997 

Notarj^ Public 

My commission expires; 

KMRCH31,1998 

J . W. McClellan 
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r.XHIFIT 1 

CSXT Traoksgt Rights 
OT«r MSR 

Bannon, Ohio and Watkins-Psrsons Tranafar Track 
(South and of Watkins Yard) 

(ColonbttS, Ohio) 

Drawing Mo. OH-007 
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CERTIFICATE PF SERVICE 

I , John V. Edwards, hereby certify that a copy of the 

foregoing document will be served on the parties required to be 

served by the applicable regulations, by f i r s t class U.S. mail, 

postage prepaid, or by other more expeditious means, on the date 

that the Control Application in Finance Docket No. 33388 is filed 

with the Surface Transportation Board. 

Dated: June 8, 1997 
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BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

0«ic«ot the Secretary 

JUH2 3W7 
r r - 1 Part of 
U U Public Record 

INANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 29) 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY -
TRACKAGE RIGHTS - CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

F J L E D 

SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

Comes now CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") and Norfolk and Westem Railway 

Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Norfolk Southem Railway Company 

("NSRC") (collectively "Applicants")' by and through tl.eir undersigned attorneys, and file 

this their notice of exemption pursuant to 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.2(d)(7) for CSXT to 

acquire trackage rights over trackage of NW between the connection of the parties at Delray, 

Michigan at or near Milepost D4.4, {.nd the connection of the parties at Eeorse Junction, 

Michigan at or near Milepost D5.8. The total distance of the trackage rights is 

approximately 1.4 miles. 

In support of this notice of exemption, NSRC and CSXT hereby submit the following 

^ The definition of the term "Applicants" specified herein applies only to this Notice of 
Exemption. 
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information as required by 49 C.F.R. L̂ ection 1180.4(g)(l)(i): 

A. The information required in 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.6(a)(l)(i-iii), (a)(5-6), and 

(a)(7)(ii) is as follows: 

(a)(1) A description of the proposed transaction, including 
appropriate references to any supporting exhibits and 
statements contained in the application and discussing the 
following: 

(a)(l)(i) A brief summary of the proposed transaction, the 
name of applicants, their business address, 
telephone number, and the name of the counsel to 
whom questions regarding the transaction can be 
addressed. 

Under the proposed transaction, NW will grant overhead trackage rights to CSXT to 

operate its trains, locomotives, cars, and equipment with CSXT's own crews beginning at the 

connection of the parties at Delray, Michigan at or near Milepost D4.4, and the connection 

of the parties at Eeorse Junction, Michigan at or near Milepost D5.8. The total distance of 

the trackage rights is approximately 1.4 miles. 

The names, business addresses, and telephone numbers of Applicants for this Notice 

of Exemption are: 

Norfolk and Westem Railway Company 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2838 

CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-3100 
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The name of counsel to whom questions regarding the transaction can be addressed 

are: 

James R. Paschall 
General Attomey 
Norfolk Southem Corporation 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2759 

Charles M. Rosenberger 
Senior Counsel 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

(a)(l)(ii) The proposed time schedule for consummation of the proposed 
transaction. 

The granting of these trackage rights is related to, and contingent upon, the proposed 

control of ConraiF by CSX^ and NS,* approval for which is being sought in Finance 

Docket No. 33388. Accordingly, the trackage rights shall become effective only after the 

effective date of a Board decision approving the primary application and this related 

application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

' Conrail, Inc. ("CRI") and Consolidated Rail Corporation ("CRC") are referred to 
collectively as "Conrail." 

^ CSX Corporation ("CSXC") and CSXT are referred to collectively as "CSX." 

* Norfolk Southem Corporation ("NSC") and NSR are referred to collectively as "NS " 
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(a)(l)(iii) The purpose sought to he accomplished by the proposed transaction, 
e.g., operating economics, eliminating excess facilities, improving the 
financial viability of the applicants. 

The purpose of the proposed trackage rights is to provide a connection to CSXT 

between the Lincoh Yard Secondary Track and CSXT's trackage at Delray in the Detroit, 

Michigan '»rea. The trackage rights will result in operating economies to CSXT and more 

efficient routing of traffic. 

(a)(5) A list of the States in which any part of the property of each Applicant 
carrier is situated. 

NW has property in the States of Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, 

Missouri, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia and West Virginia and 

the Province of Ontario. (NSRC operates in the States of Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 

Illinois, Indiana, Louisiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, 

Ohio, South Carolina, Temiessee and Virginia.) CSXT has property in the States of 

Alabama, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Lxjuisiana, Maryland, 

Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, Nev/ York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South 

Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia, the Province of Ontario, Canada, and the 

District of Columbia. 

(a)(6) Map 

The required map is attached as Exhibit 1. 
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(a)(7)(ii) Agreement 

A copy of the trackage rights agreement between CSXT and NSRC is included in 

Volume 8 of the Primary Application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

Labor Protection. The parties are agreeable to the imposition by this Board of 

appropriate conditions for protection of the interests of railroad employees affected by the 

transaction. 

Environmental Documentation. Applications for trackage rights fall within a class of 

actions not requiring environmental documentation under 49 C.F.R. Part 1105; see 49 

C.F.R. § n05.6(c)(4). 
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Dated: June 8, 1997 

Respectfully submitted. 

JOHN V. HOWARDS 
/Zuckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 

A 888 17th Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3939 
(202) 298-8660 

Counsel for 
Norfolk Southern Railway Company 
and Norfolk and Western Railway 
Company 

CHARLES M. ROSENBERGER 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

Counsel for 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 29) 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY - TRACKAGE 

RIGHTS - CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

Norfolk and Western Railway Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary 

of Norfolk Southem Railway Company ("NSRC") has agreed to grant overhead trackage 

rights to CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") between the connection of the parties at Erie 

Junction at Delray, Michigan at or near Milepost D4.4 and the connection of the parties at 

Eeorse Junction, Michigan at or near Milepost D5.6, a total distance of approximately 1.2 

miles in Wayne County, Michigan. The trackage rights will take effect after the effective 

date of a Board decision approving the primary application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

This notice is filed pursuant to 49 C.F.R. 1180.2(d)(7). Petitions to revoke 

the exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10502(d) may be filed at any time. The filing of a petition 

to revoke will not stay the transaction. 

Dated: 

By the Board 

Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 

401 



VERIFICATION 

I , D.L. Houchin, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized to file this Notice of Exemption. Executed 

this ^ day of June, 1997. 

D.L. Houchin 
Assistant Vice President -
Joint Facilities 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 



VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

and Western Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says 

that he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, 

and that the same are true as stated. 

LIU. 
/J. W. M c C l e l l a n 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ day 
of June, 1997 

Notary^ubTic 

My commission expires: 

MARCH 31.1998 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

Southern Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 

he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, and 

that the same are true as stated. 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ day 
of June, 1997 

Nota 57 Public / 

My commission expires: 

MARCH 31,1998 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I , Susan B. Cassidy, hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing document will 

be served on the parties required to be served by the applicable regulations, by first 

class U S mail, postage prepaid, or by other more expeditious means, on the date that 

the Control Application in Finance Docket No. 33388 is filed with the Surface 

Transportation B lard 

Dated: J r . /^fJ> 
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JUM 2 3 1997 

i 5 1 Public Racofd 

BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

INANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 30) 
ii 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY C O M J M N Y -
TP^CKAGE RIGHTS - CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

F I L E O 
JviH 2 3 W9) NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

^J.S^o^«o 

Comes now CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") and Norfolk and Westem Railway 

Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Norfolk Southem Railway Company 

("NSRC") (collectively "Applicants")' by and through their undersigned attorneys, and file 

this their notice of exemption pursuant to 49 C.F.R. Section I180.2(1)(7) for NW to acquire 

trackage rights over trackage of CSXT between the connection of two CSXT lines near 

Washington Street at or near Milepost 123.7, and the connection of two CSXT lines at Pine 

at or near Milepost 122.0, a distance of approximately 1.7 miles in Indianapolis, Marion 

County, Indiana. 

In support of this notice of exemption, NSRC and CSXT hereby submit the following 

^ The definition of the term "Applicants' specified herein applies only to this Notice of 
Exemption. 
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iiifonnation as required by 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.4(g)(l)(i): 

A. The information required in 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.6(a)(l)(i-iii), (a)(5-6), and 

(a)(7)(ii) is as follows: 

(a)(1) A description of the proposed transaction, including appropriate 
references to any supporting exhibits and statements contained in 
the application and discussing the following: 

(a)(l)(i) A brief summary of the proposed transaction, the name of 
applicants, their business address, telephone number, and the 
name of the counsel to whom questions regarding the transaction 
can be addressed. 

Under the proposed transaction, CSXT will grant overhead trackage rights to NW to 

operate its trains, locomotives, cars, and equipment with NW's own crews beginning at the 

connection of two CSXT lines near Washington Street at or near Milepost 123.7, and the 

connection of two CSXT lines at Pine at or near Milepost 122.0, a distance of approximately 

1.7 miles in Indianapolis, Marion County, Indiana. 

The names, business addresses, and telephone numbers o' Applicants for this Notice 

of Exemption are: 

Norfolk and Westem Railway Company 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2838 

CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-3100 
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The name of counsel to whom questions regarding the transaction can be addressed 

are: 

James R. Paschall 
General Attomey 
Norfolk Southem Corporation 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, Viiginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2759 

Charles M. Rosenberger 
Senior Counsel 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

(a)(l)(ii) The proposed time schedule for consummation of the proposed 
transaction. 

The granting of these trackage rights is related to, and contingent upon, the proposed 

control of ConraiF by CSX' and NS," approval fo*- which is being sought in Finance 

Docket No. 33388. Accordingly, the trackagt rights shall become effective only after the 

effective date of a Board decision approving the primary application and this related 

application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

^ Conrail, Inc. ("CRI") and Consolidated Rail Corporation ("CRC") are referred to 
collectively as "Conrail." 

' CSX Corporation ("CSXC") and CSXT are referred to collectively as "CSX." 

* Norfolk Southem Corporation ("NSC") and NSR are referred to collectively as "NS." 

3 
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(a)(l)(iii) The purpose sought to be accomplished by the proposed 
transaction, e.g.. operating economics, eliminating excess 
facilities, improving the financial viability of the applicants. 

These trackage rights will provide NW with a second route through Indianapolis to 

Hawthome Yard. CSXT has also granted NW trackage rights on its Indianapolis Union Belt 

Line from CP Woods to Hawthome Yard. These two trackage rights will supplement each 

other and give NW two routes around and through Indianapolis from Crawfordsv'lle. 

(a)(5) A list of the States in which any part of the property of each 
Applicant carrier is situated. 

NW has property in the States of Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, 

Missouri, New York, North Carolina, Ohio. Pennsylvania, Virginia and West Virginia and 

the Province of Ontario. (NSRC operates in the States of Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 

Illinois, Indiana, Louisiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, 

Ohio, South Carolina, Tennessee and Virginia.) CSXT has property in the States of 

Alabama, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, 

Michigan, Mississippi, Missojri, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South 

Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia, the Province of Ontario, Canada, and the 

District of Columbia. 

(a)(6) Map 

The required map is attached as Exhibit 1. 
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(a)(7)(ii) Agreement 

A copy of the trackage rights agreement between CSXT and NSRC is iticluded in 

Volume 8 of the Primary Application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

Labor Protection. The parties are agreeable to the imposition by this Board of 

appropriate conditions for protection of the interests of railroad employees affected by the 

transaction. 

Environmental Documentation. Applications for trackage rights fall within a class of 

actions not requiring environmental documentation under 49 C.F.R. Part 1105; see 49 

C.F.R. § 1105.6(c)(4). 
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Respectfully submitted, 

Dated: June 8, 1997 

JOlfH V. EDMARDS 
Z^cOcert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 

/ j^8 17th Street, N.W. 
>^Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3939 
(202) 298-8660 

Counsel for 
Norfolk Southern Railway Company 
and Norfolk and Western Railway 
Company 

CHARLES M. ROSENBERGER C/ Af^n^ 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

Counsel for 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 30) 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY - TRACKAGE 

RIGHTS - CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") has agreed to grant overhead trackage 

rights to Norfolk and Westem Railway Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary of 

Norfolk Southem Railway Company ("NSRC") between the connection of two CSXT lines 

near Washington Street at or near Milepost 123.7, and tne connection of two CSXT lines at 

Pine at or near Milepost 122.0, a distance of approximately 1.7 miles in Indianapolis, 

Marion County, Indiana. The trackage rights will take effect after the effective date of a 

Board decision approving the primary application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

This notice is filed pursuant to 49 C.F.R. 1180.2(d)(7). Petitions to revoke 

the exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10502(d) may be filed at any time. The filing of a petition 

to revoke will not stay the transaction. 

Dated: 

By th. Board 

Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
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VERinCATION 

I, D.L. Houchin, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Further, I certify that 1 am qualified and authorized to file this Notice of Exemption. Executed 

this iS day of June, 1997. 

D.L. Houchin 
Assistant Vice President -
Joint Facilities 
CSX Transportation. Inc. 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

and Western Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says 

that he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted th e r e i n , 

and that the same are true as stated. 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ ^ day 
of June, 1997 

Notary^ublic 

My commission expires; 

*WCH31,1998 



VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

Southern Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 

he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, and 

that the same are true as stated. 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ day 
of June, 1997 

My commission expires; 

MARCH 31,1998 

.1 
W. McCle l l an 
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CERTEFICATE OF SERVICE 

I , Susan B. Cassidy, hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing document will 

be served on the parties required to be served by the applicable regulations, by first 

class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, or by other more expeditious means, on the date that 

the Control Application in Finance Docket No. 33388 is filed with the Surface 

Transportation Board 

Dated: /ly/ty / 
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BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 32) 

THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO CHICAGO TERMINAL 
RAILROAD COMPANY - TRACKAGE RIGHTS -

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

F I L E D 

Comes now The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago Terminal Railroad Company 

("B&OCT"), a wholly owned subsidiary of CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT"), and Norfolk 

and Westem Railway Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Norfolk Southem 

Railway Company ("NSRC") (collectively "Applicants")' by and through their undersigned 

attorneys, and file this their notice of exemption pursuant to 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.2(d)(7) 

for NW to acquire trackage rights over trackage of B&OCT between the connection of 

B&OCT and the Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad Company ("IHB") at McCook, Illinois or near 

Milepost 28.5, and the connection of IHB with Canadian Pacific Rail System ("CP") at 

^ The definition of the term "Applicants" specified herein applies only to this Notice of 
Exemption. 
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Franklin Park, Illinois at Milepost 39.3. The total distance of the track?ge rights is 

approximately 9.8 miles. 

In support of this notice of exemption, NW and B&OCT hereby submit the following 

information as required by 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.4(g)(l)(i): 

A. The information required in 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.6(a)(l)(i-iii), (a)(5-6), and 

(a)(7)(ii) is as follows: 

(a)(1) A description of the proposed transaction, including 
appropriate references to any supporting exhibits and 
statements contained in the application and discussing the 
following: 

(a)(l)(i) A brief summary of the proposed transaction, the name of 
applicants, their business address, telephone number, and 
the name of the counsel to whom questions regarding the 
transaction can be addressed. 

By Agreement dated October 3, 1896 and supplemented January 1, 1930 between 

B&OCT and IHB, B&OCT may grant to others, rights to use IHB's McCook Branch Trackage 

between McCook and Franklin Park, Illinois. 

Under the proposed transaction, B&OCT will grant overhead trackage rights to NW to 

operate its trains, locomotives, cars, "nd equipment with NW's own crews beginning at the 

connection of B&OCT and IHB at McCcf)k, Illinois at or near Milepost 28.5, and the 

connection of IHB with CP Rail System at Franklin Park, Illinois at Milepost 39.3. The toul 

distance of the trackage rights is approximately 9.8 miles. 
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The names, business addresses, and telephone numbers of Applicants for this Notice of 

Exemption are: 

Norfolk and Westem Railway Company 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2838 

The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago 
Terminal Railroad Company 

500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-3100 

The name of counsel to whom questions regarding the transaction can be addressed are: 
John V. Edwards 
Zuckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 
888 \7th Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3939 
Counsel for Norfolk Southem Railway Company 

and Norfolk and Westem Railway Company 

Charles M. Rosenberger 
Senior Counsel for 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
and The Baltimore and Ohio 

Chicago Terminal Company 
500 Water Street. J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

(a)(l)(ii) The proposed time schedule for consummation of the proposed 
transaction. 



The granting of these trackage rights is related to, and contingent upon, the proposed 

control of Conrail̂  by CSX' and NS,* approval for which is being sought in Finance Docket 

No. 33388. Accordingly, the trackage rights shall become effective only after the effective 

date of a Board decision approving the primary application and this related application in 

Finance Docket No. 33388. 

(a)(l)(iii) The purpose sought to be accomplished by the proposed transaction, 
e.g., operating economics, eliminating excess facilities, improving the 
financial viability of the applicants. 

The purpose of the proposed trackage rights is to allow NW to operate over the IHB to 

connect with other railroads in the Chicago area. The trackage rights will result in operating 

economies to NW and more efficient routing of traffic. 

(a)(5) A list of the States in which any part of the property of each Applicant 
carrier is situated. 

NW has property in the States of Illinois. Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, 

Missouri, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia and West Virginia and the 

Province of Ontario. B&OCT has property in the State of Illinois. 

(a)(6) Map 

The required map is attached as Exhibit 1. 

Conrail, Inc. ("CRI") and Consolidated Rail Corporation ("CRC") are referred to 
collectively as "Conrail." 

^ CSX Corporation ("CSXC") and CSXT are refen-ed to collectively as "CSX." 

* Norfolk Southem Corporation ("NSC") and NSRC are referred to collectively as "NS." 
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(a)(7)(ii) Agreement 

A copy of the trackage rights agreement between B&OCT and NSRC is included in 

Volume 8 of the Primary Application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

Labor Protection. The parties are agreeable to the imposition by this Board of 

appropriate conditions for protection of the interests of railroad employees affected by the 

transaction. 

Environmental Documentation. Applications for trackage rights fall within a class of 

actions not requiring environmental documentation under 49 C.F.R. Part 1105; see 49 C.F.R. 

§ 1105.6(c)(4). 



Respectfully submitted. 

Dated: June \0, 1997 

TARDS 
Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 

18S 17th Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3939 
(202) 298-8660 

Counsel for 
Norfolk Southem Railway Company 
and Norfolk and Westem Railway 
Company 

CHARLES M. ROSENBERGER 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

Counsel for 
CSX Transportation, Inc. and 
The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago 
Terminal Railway Company 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FTNANCL DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 32) 

THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO CHICAGO TERMINAL 
R.\ILROAD COMPANY ("B&OCT") - TRACKAGE RIGHTS 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

The Baltimore and Ohio Cr.icago Terminal Railroad Company ("B&OCT'), a 

wholly-owned subsidiary of CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT"), has agreed to grant overhead 

trackage rights to Norfolk and Wesic.u kailway Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary 

of Norfolk Southem Railway Company ("NSRC") between the connection of B&OCT and the 

Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad Company ("IHB") at McCook, Illinois or near Milepost 28.5, 

and the connection of IHB with Canadian Pacific Rail System ("CP") at Franklin Park, Illinois 

at Milepost 39.3, a total distance of approximately 9.8 miles. The trackage righvs will take 

effect after the c Jective dâ v of a Board decision approving the primary application in Finance 

Docket No. 33388. 

This notice is filed pursuant to 49 C.F.R. 1180.2(d)(7). Petitions to revoke the 

exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10502(d) may be filed at any time. The filing of a petition to 

revoke will not stay the transaction. 

Dated: 

By the Board 

Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
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V^iRinCATION 

I , D.L. Houchin, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true ar ' 

correct. Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized to file this Notice of 

Exemption. Executed this lO^ay of June, 1997. 

D.L. Houchin 
The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago Terminal 
Railroad Company 
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VERIFICATION 

I, D.L. Houchin, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized to file this Notice of Exemption. Executed 

this 1 0 ^ day of June, 1997. 

D.L. Houchin 
Assistant Vice President • 
Joint Facilities 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

and Western Railway Company, being dulv sworn, deposes and says 

that he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, 

and that the same are true as stated. 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ day 
of June, 1997 

Notary/^ublic / 

My commission expires: 

MARCH 31,1998 

/ J . j l * . McClellan \ 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

Southern Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 

he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, and 

that the same are true as stated. 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ day 
of June, 1997 

Notar 

My commission expires: 

MARCH 31, 1998 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1, Susan B. Cassidy, hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing document will 

be served on the parties required to be served by the applicable regulations, by first 

class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, or by other more expeditious means, on the date that 

the Control Application in Finance Docket No. 33388 is filed with the Surface 

Transportation Board. 

Susan B. Cassidy ^ / i 

Dated: 
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BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD /fi)"̂  

F I L E D 
JUN 2 5 mi 

SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 33) 

THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO CHICAGO TERMINAL 
RAILROAD COMPANY TRACKAGE RIGHTS --

FOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

Comes now The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago Terminal Railway Company 

("B&OCT"), a whoUy-oA-ned subsidiary of CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT"), and Norfolk 

and Westem Railway Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Norfolk Southem 

Railway Company ("NSRC") (collectively "Applicants")' by and through their undersigned 

attorneys, and file this their notice of exemption pursuant to 49 C.F.R. Section n80.2(d)(7) 

for NW to acquire trackage rights over trackage of B&OCT's Ban Subdivision between the 

connection of the lines of B&OCT and the Chicago Line operated by NSRC at Pine Junction, 

Indiana (CP 497) and the connection of the lines with B&OCT's McCook Subdivision at Blue 

Island Junction. IL, at or near Milepost DC 14.9. a distance of approximately 14.9 miles, 

and the connection of B&OCT with Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad ("MB") at McCook, IL at 

' The definition of the term "Applicants" specified herein applies only to this Notice of 
Exemption. 
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or n«?ar Milepost 28.5, a distance of approximately 13.6 miles. The total trackage right' 

consists of approximately 28.5 miles. 

In support of this notice of exemption, NW and B&OCT hereby submit the following 

information as required by 49 C.F.R. Section n80.4(g)(l)(i): 

A. The information required in 49 C.F.R. Section ll80.6(a)(l)(i-ui), (a)(5-6), and 

(a)(7)(ii) is as follows: 

(a)(1) A description of the proposed transaction, including 
appropriate references to any supporting exhibits and 
statements contained in the appUcation and discussing the 
following: 

(a)(l)(i) A brief summary of the proposed transaction, the 
name of ĵ plicants, their business address, 
tel̂ hone number, and the name of the counsel to 
whom questions regarding the transaction can be 
addressed. 

Under the proposed transaction, NW will acquire trackage rights over trackage of 

B&OCT'.< Barr Subdivision between the connection of the lines of B&OCT and the Chicago 

Line operated by NSRC at Pine Junction, Indiana (CP 497) and the connection of the lines 

with B&OCT's McCook Subdivision at Blue Island Junction, IL, at or near Milepost DC 

14.9, a distance of approximately 14.9 miles, and the connection of B&OCT with Indiana 

Harbor Belt Railroad ("IHB") at McCook, IL at or near Milepost 28 5, a dutance of 

approximately 13.6 miles. The total trackage rights consists of approximately 28.5 miles. 
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The names, business addresses, and telephone numbers of Aj^licants for this Notice 

of Exemption are. 

Norfolk and Western Railway Company 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2838 

The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago Terminal 
Railroad Company 

500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-3100 

The name of counsel to whom questions regarding the transaction car be addressed 

are: 

James R. Paschall 
General Attomey 
Norfolk Southem Corporation 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk, Virginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2759 

Charles M. Rosenberger 
Senior Counsel 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 
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(a)(l)(ii) The proposed time schedule for consummation of the proposed 
transaction. 

The granting of these û ckage rights is related to, and contingent upon, the proposed 

control of Conrail̂  by CSX' and NS,* approval for which is being sought in Finance 

Docket No. 33388. Accordingly, tiie trackage rights shall become effective only after the 

effective date of a Board decision approving Uie primary application and this related 

application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

(a)(l)(iii) The purpose sought to be accomplished by the proposed transaction, 
e.g., operating economics, eliminating excess facilities, improving the 
financial viability of the applicants. 

The purpose of the proposed trackage rights is to allow NW to operate over 

3&0CT'$ line to connect witii oU\er railroads in the Chicago area. The trackage rights will 

result in operating economies to NW and more efficient routing of traffic. 

(a)(5) A list of ti)e States in which any part of the property of each Applicant 
carrier is situated. 

NW has property in the State.« of Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, 

Missouri, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia and West Virginia and 

tiie Province of Ontario. (NSRC operates in the States of Alabama, Florida, Georgia. 

Illinois, Indiana, Louisiana. Kentucky, Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, 

^ Conrail, Inc. ("CRI") and Consolidated Rail Corporation ("CRC") are referred to 
collectively as "Conrail." 

* CSX Corporation ("CSXC") and CSXT are referred to collectively as "CSX." 

* Norfolk Southem Corporation ("NSC") and NSF are referred to coUectively as "NS." 
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9 
Ohio, South Carolina, Tennessee and Virginia.) B&OCT has property in the State of 

Illinois. 

(a)(6) Map 

The required map is attached as Exhibit 1. 

(a)(7)(ii) Agreement 

A copy of the trackage rights agreement between B&OCT and NSRC is included in 

Volume 8 of tine Primary Application in Finance Docket No. 33388, 

Labor Protection. The parties arc agreeable to the imposition by this Board of 

appropriate conditions for protection of tiie interests of railroad employees affected by tiic 

transaction. 

Environmental Documentation. Applications for trackage rights fall within a class of 

actions not requiring environmental documenution under 49 C.F.R. Part 1105, see 49 

C.F.R. § 1105.6(c)(4). 
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Respectfully submitted. 

Dated: June R>, 1997 

J( 
Zj^ert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 
888 17tii Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3939 
(202) 298-8660 

Counsel for 
Norfolk Southem Railway Company 
and Norfolk and Westem Railway 
Company 

CHARLES M. ROSENBERGER 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

Counsel for 
CSX Transportation, Inc. and 
The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago 
Tenninal Railway Company 

43? 



STB FD 33388 6-23-97 A 180274V5 8/9 



SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB NO. 33) 

THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO CHICAGO TERMINAL 
RAILROAD COMPANY - TRACKAGE RIGHTS -
NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY ':OMPANY 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

The Baltimore & Ohio Chicago Terminal Railroad Company ("B&OCT"), a wholly-

owned subsidiary of CSXT Transporution, Inc. ("CSXT"), has agreed to grant overhead 

trackage right* to Norfolk & Westem Railway Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary 

of Norfolk Soutiiem Railway Company ("NSRC") over trackage of B&OCT's Barr 

Subdivision between tiie connection of the lines of B&OCT and tiie Chicago Line operated 

by NSRC at Pine Junction. Indiana (CP 497) and the connection of tiie lines witti B&OCT's 

McCook Subdivision at Blue Island Junction, IL, at or near Milepost DC 14.9, a distance of 

approximately 14.9 miles, and tiie connection of B&OCT witii Indiana Harbor Belt Railroad 

("IHB") at McCook. IL at or near Milepost 28.5, a distance of approximately 13.6 miles. 

The total trackage rights consists of approximately 28.5 miles. The trackage rights will take 

effect after the effective date of a Board decision approving tiie primary application in 

Finance Docket No. 33388. 

This notice is filed pursuant to 49 C.F.R. 1180.2(d)(7). Petitions to revoke 

tiie exemption under 49 U.S.C. 10502(d) may be filed at any time. The filing of a petition 

to revoke will not stay the transaction. 

Dated: 

Bv the Board 

\'emon A. Williams 
Secretary 
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VERIFICATION 

I , D.L. Houchin, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is tme and 

correct. Further, I certify tiiat I am qualified and autiiorized to file tiiis Notice of 

Exemption. Executed this _\0_ day of June, 1997. 

D.L. Houchin 
The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago Terminal 
Railroad Company 
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VERIFICATION 

I, D.L. Houchin, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized to file this Notice of Exemption. Executed 

this (? day of June, 1997. 

D.L. Houchin 
Assistant Vice President -
Joint Facilities 
CSX Transponauon, Inc. 

441 



VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

and Western Railway Company, being duly sworn, deposes and says 

that he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, 

and that the same are true as stated. 

1 

1 0 
W. McClellan 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s / ^ " ^ day 
cf June, 1997 

"Notary P u b l i c / 

My commission e.xpires: 

MARCH 31,1998 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA 

CITY OF NORFOLK 

J. W. McClellan, Vice President-Strategic Planning, Norfolk 

Southern Railway Com.pany, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 

he has read the foregoing, knows the facts asserted therein, and 

that the same are true as stated. 

Sworn to and subscribed 
before me t h i s ^ day 
of June, 1997 

Notary 

Hy coiiunission e x p i r e s : 

MARCH 31.1998 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

1, Susan 6. Cassidy, hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing document will 

\)e served on the parties required to be served by the applicable regulations, by first 

class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, or by other more expeditious means, on the date that 

the Control Application in Finarce Docket No. 33388 is filed with the Surface 

Transportation Board. 

Susan B. Cassidy Q l ^ 

Dated: C^w^ lO . ffl ? 
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W c«ic«otlh« secretary 
BEFORE THE 

SURFACE TRANSPOTITATION BOARD 

lANCE DOCKET NO. 33 3de (Sub-No. 24 

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 
— ACC.UISITION OF LINE 

BETWEEN FORT WAYhE, IN AND TOLLESTON (GARY), IN, 
IN ALLEN, JVHITLEV, KOSCIUSKO, MARSHALL, STARKE, LA PORTE, PORTER 

i T l ' E S , INDIANA AND LAKf fPtP''̂  

PETITION FOR EXEMPTION 

oners Consolidated Rail Corporation ("CRC"), a 

Class I r a i l c a rrier, and Norfolk and Western Railway Company 

("NW"), a Class I r a i l carrier, which i s a wholly-owned 

subsidiary of Nor .''oik Southern Railway Company ("NSRC") , a class 

I r a i l carrier, pursuant to the provisions of 49 U.S.C. S 

10502(a), hereby petition for exemption from 49 U.S.C. S 11323-

11325, and from the Board's implemerting regulations (49 C.F.R. 

Part 1180), for iuthority to consummate the transaction (line 

transfer) described below. 

This project i s related to NSRC's and i t s parent 

company's, Norfolk Southern Corporation's ("NSC"), a non-carrier 

holding ccinpany's, primary application ("the Primary 

Application") in Finance Docket No. 33388, CSX Corporation and 

CSX Transportation. Inc.. Norfolk Southern Corporation and 

Norfolk Southern Railway Company - Control and Operating 

Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail 
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Corporation t o acquire c o n t r o l and operation, w i t h CSX 

Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT"), a Class I r a i l c a r r i e r , and i t s 

parent company, CSX Corporation ("CSXC"), of CRC and Conrail Inc. 

("CRI"). The proj e c t w i l l not be implemented unless and u n t i l 

the p a r t i e s obtain Board approval of the Primary Application i n 

Finance Docket No. 33388. The tr a n s f e r of the l i n e t o CRC w i l l 

not be effected u n t i l immediately p r i o r t o the a l l o c a t i o n of 

CRC's routes between CSX and NS, i n which the l i n e i n question 

w i l l be allocated t o CSX. Thus the l i n e i n question w i l l not be 

operate as part of CRC's own systeti. 

I t i s the intent of the p a r t i e s t h a t the t r a n s f e r of 

the subject l i n e of r a i l r o a d , which i s between Milepost 319.2 at 

Tolleston (Gary), IN and Milepost 441.8 at Fort Wayne, IN 

(hereinafter referred t o as the "Ft. Wayne Line"), from NW t o CRC 

q u a l i f y as a l i k e - k i n d exchange under section 1031 of the 

I n t e r n a l Revenue Code of 1986, as amended, f o r CRC's t r a n s f e r t o 

NW of CF-'s l i n e between Milepost 6.3 at Osborn, I L and Milepost 

33.2 at Schneider, IN and Milepost 56.4 at Wheatfield, IN and 

Milepost 186.0 at Moronts, IL (hereinafter r e f e r r e d t o as the 

"Streator Line"), as a Transaction Element of the Primary 

Application. 

In support of t h e i r p e t i t i o n , p e t i t i o n e r s s t a t e as 

follows: 

I . IDENTITY OF PETITIONERS 

A. TRANSFEREE and TRANSFEROR 

I n Decision No. 7, served May 30, 1997, i n STB Finance 
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Docket No. 33388, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation. Inc.. 

Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway Company 

- Control and Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and 

Consolidated Rai l Corporation, the Board agreed that new CRC 

subsidiaries (identified as Sub A and Sub B) need not be 

considered formal applicants in the Primary Application. The 

transfer of the Ft. Wayne Line contemplated here may be to a 

subsidiary of CRC created to effectuate the Control Transaction 

and the Transaction Elements of the Primary Application, rather 

than to CRC. In line with the Board's decision, cnc i s being 

identified as a petitioner and Transferee of the line, although a 

new CRC subsidiary (possibly to be identified as NYC LLC), may 

ultimately be the actual Transferee. 

CRC, a Pennsylvania corporation, also i s a Class I r a i l 

c a r r i e r . CRC i s a wholly-owned subsidiary of CRI, a non-carrier 

holding company. CRC maintains and operates lines of railroad in 

13 states in the northeastern and midwestern areas of the United 

States (Connecticut, Delaware, I l l i n o i s , Indiana, Maryland, 

Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, 

Pennsylvania, Virginia, and West Virginia), the D i s t r i c t of 

Columbia and the Province of Quebec, Canada. 

I f the Primary Application i s approved, CRC's 

properties are to be divided between and shared by N15RC/NW and 

CSXT. CSXT also i s a Class I r a i l carrier, and i s a wholly-owned 

subsidiary of CSXC, a non-carrier holding company. CSXT operates 

in the States of Alabama, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, I l l i n o i s , 
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Indiana, Louisiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, M i s s i s s i p p i , 

Missouri, New York, New Jersey, North Carolina, Ohio, South 

Carolina, Tennessee, V i r g i n i a and West V i r g i n i a and the Province 

of Ontario. I t i s expected t h a t the Ft. Wayne Line w i l l be 

trans f e r r e d t o CSXT pursuant t o a Transaction Element of the 

Primary Application. 

Transferor, NW, a V i r g i n i a corporation, i s a Class I 

r a i l c a r r i e r . NW i s a wholly-owned subsidiary of NSRC, which 

controls other c a i r i e r s as we l l as NW. I n t u r n , NSRC i s a 

wholly-owned subsidiary of NSC, a non-railroad holding company. 

NW owns and operates l i n e s of r a i l r o a d i n 13 states ( I l l i n o i s , 

Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, Missouri, New York, 

North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, V i r g i n i a and West V i r g i n i a ) 

and i n Canada. NSRC, with NW and other subsidiaries, operates a 

r a i l r o a d system throughout the eastern United States, except 

parts of the northeastern and the New England States. 

Exhibits 1, 2 and 11, i n p a r t i c u l a r , i n Volumes 1 and 

7, and the Form 10-Ks i n Volume 7 of the of the Primary 

Application have maps of the p a r t i e s ' r a i l systems and describe 

the p a r t i e s and t h e i r systems i n greater d e t a i l . CRC and NW 

request t h a t the Board consider t h i s information incorporated by 

reference. 

B. PETITIONERS' REPRESENTATIVES 

Counsel f o r Norfolk and Western Railway Company: 

Jamec R. Paschall 
General Attorney 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 
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3 Commercial Place 
Norfolk, V i r g i n i a 23510-2191 
(804) 629-2759 

Counsel f o r Conso?Idated Rail Corporation: 

John J. Paylor 
Associate General Counsel 
Consolidated R a i l Corporation 
2001 Market Street - 16A 
Philadelphia, PA 19101-1416 
(215) 209-5047 

I I . DESCRIPTION OF TRANSACTION 

A. TRANSFER OF RAIL LINE 

NW w i l l t r a n s f e r the subject l i n e of r a i l r o a d , which i s 

between Milepost 319.2 at Tolleston (Gary), IN and MilepoFt 441.8 

a t Fort Wayne, IN (hereinafter referred t o as the "Ft. Wayne 

Line"), from NW to CRC. This i s intended t o q u a l i f y as a l i k e -

kind exchange under section 1031 of the I n t e r n a l Revenue Code of 

1986, as amended, because the transfer w i l l be i n exchange f o r 

CRC's tr a n s f e r t o NW of CRC's l i n e between Milepost 6.3 at 

Osborn, I L and Milepost 33.2 at Schneider, IN and Milepost 56.4 

at Wheatfield, IN and Milepost 186.0 at Moronts, I L (hereinafter 

r e f e r r e d t o as the "Streator Line"). The Streator Line exchange 

w i l l be made, i f approved by the Board, as a Transaction Element 

of the Primary Application. 

The Board has decided, i n Dec.sion No. 7 i n Finance 

Docket No. 33388, supra.. t h a t the tra n s f e r of the Ft. Wayne Line 

from NW t o CRC should not be handled as a Transaction Element, 

but should be approved i n a related a p p l i c a t i o n . 

The Ft. Wayne Line w i l l be transfe r r e d t o CRC together 
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w i t h a l l b u i l d i n g s , improvements and appurtenances thereto and 

fi x e d improvements and a r t i c l e s of personal property attached t o 

or located thereon (except radio base s t a t i o n s , radio c o n t r o l l e r s 

and r e l a t e d f a c i l i t i e s and r o l l i n g stock) and wi t h NW's in t e r e s t s 

i n any leases, easements, licenses, permits, agreements, 

sidetrack agreements, and p r i v i l e g e s p e r t a i n i n g t o the property 

or l i n e . 

The Ft. Wayne Line was recently acquired by NW from CRC 

i n a series of transactions t h a t were approved by the Board's 

predecessor agency, the I n t e r s t a t e Commerce Commission ("ICC"). 

The ICC's l a s t decision on the matter, whi^h describes the f u l l 

transaction and r e f e r s t o the p r i o r decisions, was the 

Commission's approval of the exemption p e t i t i o n pertaining t o 

tran s f e r of the f i n a l segment of the l i n e , served August 29, 

1995, i n Finance Docket No. 32736, Norfolk and Western Railvav 

Company - Purchase and Operation Exemption - Consolidated ?<ail 

Corporation - Between Fort Wayne and Warsaw. IN. 

B. AGREEMENT 

Pursuant t o an agreement, CRC w i l l exchange the r a i l 

property known as the Streator Line f o r the Ft. Wayne Line, as 

more p a r c i c u l a . l y described i n Section I I , Paragraph A of t h i s 

p e t i t i o n (the previous paragraph) and shown on Exhibit 1. 

Ultimately, CRC, or a subsidiary, w i l l t r a n s f e r the Ft. Wayne 

Line t o CSXT. The r e l a t e d agreement or agreements may be found 

i n the Agreement Volume (Volume 8) of the Primary Application. 
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C. PROPOSED OPERATION 

I t i s a n t i c i p a t e d t h a t CRC w i l l t r a n s f e r the l i n e , most 

l i k e l y through a subsidiary created f o r t h a t purpose, t o CSXT, as 

a Transaction Element i n the Primary Application. Therefore, the 

l i n e w i l l not remain i n CRC's possession f o r operation but w i l l 

become p a r t of the CSXT system. Af t e r the t r a n s f e r t o CSXT, CSXT 

anticipates operating the l i n e i n the same manner that NW now 

operates i t , as part of a through route f o r both overhead and 

loca l t r a f f i c . There w i l l be a change i n Class I r a i l c a r r i e r 

operators, but no s i g n i f i c a n t change i n the operation of the 

l i n e . 

D. OBJECTIVES 

The objective of the transaction i s t o e f f e c t a l i k e -

kind exchange of a l i k e r a i l l i n e i n the same general area f o r 

another l i k e r a i l l i n e i n the same general area, and t o provide 

fo r t r a n s f e r of the Ft. Wayne Line t o CSXT i n connection with the 

transaction proposed i n the Primary Application. Both l i n e s w i l l 

continue t o be operated by competitive Class I r a i l c a r r i e r s 

providing service i n the area. As noted above, the F . Wayne 

Line was recently acquired by NW from CRC. Now, NSRC/NW and CSXT 

-11 be acquiring or sharing a l l the CRC properties i n order t o 

maintain competitive r a i l networks i n the eastern and midwestern 

areas of the country. 

I n p a r t i c u l a r , NSRC/NW w i l l be acquiring the Streator 

Line and other CRC track running east-west i n the same v i c i n i t y , 

the northern parts of the States of Indiana and I l l i n o i s . 
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Therefore, the Ft. Wayne Line w i l l not be necessary t o the 

e f f i c i e n t operation of the NSRC/NW system a f t e r the requested 

approval of the Primary Application and t r a n s f e r of CRC l i n e s 

described t h e r e i n . I n order t o give CSXT extra capacity and 

maintain competitive balance i n the area, i t i s contemplated t h a t 

CRC or a subsidiary u l t i m a t e l y w i l ^ t r a n s f e r the Ft. Wayne Line, 

which w i l l no longer be necessary t o the NSRC/NW system, t o CSXT, 

which w i l l then have greater use f o r i t . Thus, the l i n e a c t u a l l y 

w i l l be operated by CSXT i n the f u t u r e . 

I . EFFECT ON SHIPPERS 

No shipper w i l l s u f f e r loss of service as a r e s u l t of 

t h i s transaction. 

r i l . AROUNENT 

A. THE PROPOSED TRANSACTION MEETS THE STANDARDS FOR AN 
EXEMPTION UNDER 49 U.S.C. § 10502 

Under 49 U.S.C. S 10502(a)(formerly S 10505), the Board 

i s directed t o exempt a transaction r e l a t i n g t o a r a i l c a r r i e r 

when i t f i n d s t h a t application of a provi s i o n of the Act (49 

U.S.C. S 10101 et seq.): (1) i s not necessary t o carry out the 

tra n s p o r t a t i o n p o l i c y of § 10101; and (2) e i t h e r (A) the 

transaction or service i s of l i m i t e d scope or (B) the a p p l i c a t i o n 

of such "provision ... i s not needed t o protect shippers from the 

abuse of market power." 

Congress intended t h a t the Board use the exemption 

a u t h o r i t y under S 10502 t o free appropriate transactions and 

8 

< r. ) J 



services from the administrative ard f i n a n c i a l costs associated 

w i t h r e g u l a t i o n . See House Conf. Report No. 96-1430, p. 105, 

U.S. Code Cong. & Adm. News, 96th Congress, 2d Session, p. 4137. 

This p o l i c y was reaffirmed by Congress i n enacting the ICC 

Termination Act of 1995, P.O. 104-88, 109 Stat. 803, 808, wherein 

the Board was directed t o exercise i t s exemption a u t h o r i t y "to 

the maximum extent" consistent w i t h the r a i l t r a n s p o r t a t i o n 

p o l i c y . 

The exemption a u t h o r i t y conferred on the Board 

i s not d i s c r e t i o n a r y i f the s t a t u t o r y c r i t e r i a of § 10502 are 

met. The Board " s h a l l exempt" when the statutory c r i t e r i a 

are found. 49 U.S.C. S 10502(a). The Board, and i t s predecessor 

agency, the ICC, have l i b e r a l l y construed t h i s provision and have 

exercised the j u r i s d i c t i o n granted i n t h i s provision t o exempt 

persons, transactions or services i n hundreds of instances. This 

exemption a u t h o r i t y has been one of the major successes of the 

Staggers Act leading t o r a i l r o a d r e v i t a l i z a t i o n . 

The Board may also take note t h a t the Ft. Wayne Line was 

recently t r a n s f e r r e d between these same parties pursuant t o the 

Board's approval of o f f e r s of f i n a n c i a l assistance and an 

exemption culminating i n the Board's decision i n Finance Docket 

No. 32736, supra. 

B. THE PROPOSED TTtANSACTION FURTHERS THE NATIONAL 
TRANSPORTATION POLICY 

The r a i l t r ansportation p o l i c y set f o r t h at 49 U.S.C. 

S 10101 d i r e c t s the Board, i n t e r a l i a , t o u t i l i z e i t s 
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authority i n a manner consistent with minimizing the need for 

federal regulatory conti-ol over the r a i l transportation system 

and to provide f a i r and expeditious regulate-y decisions when 

regulation i s necessary; to ensure the development and 

continuation of a sound r a i l transportation system with effective 

competition; to foster sound economic conditions i n 

transportation; to reduce regulatory barriers to entry into and 

exi t from the r a i l industry; to promote a safe and e f f i c i e n t 

transportation system by allowing carriers to earn adequate 

revenues; and to encourage honest and e f f i c i e n t management of 

railroads. 

Exemption of the proposed transaction i s consistent 

with the objectives of the national r a i l transportation policy. 

By minimizing regulatory expense and delay, an exemption w i l l 

expedite the decision process and reduce regulatory barri -rs. 

Exemption w i l l also foster sound economic conditions, 

encourage e f f i c i e n t management of transportation resources, and 

insure the development and continuation of a sound r a i l 

transportation system. 

The exemption sought, herein w i l l assure that the line 

at issue w i l l continue to be operated by the Class I r a i l carrier 

that w i l l have the most interest i n maintaining and operating the 

li n e , contingent on approval of the Primary Application. Thus, 

the proposed transaction can have only a beneficial impact on 

interstate commerce and the existing transportation service in 

the Indiana area. 
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I t should be noted t h a t handling v i a exemption i s how 

the recent t r a n s f e r of the l i n e was handled. Also, the ultimate 

purpose of the t r a n s f e r i s t o be a small element i n completing 

the plan i n the Primary Application, t o which the Board w i l l be 

g i v i n g extensive o v e r a l l scrutiny and the t r a n s f e r w i l l not occur 

unless the Primary Application i s approved and implemented. 

Thus, f u r t h e r p r i o r scrutiny of t h i s transaction by the 

Board other than through the exemption process i s , under these 

circumstances, not necessary t o carry out the r a i l t r a n s p o r t a t i o n 

p o l i c i e s set f o ^ r h i n Section 10101 or any other provision of the 

Act. 

C. THE PROPOSED TRANSACTION JS LIMITED IN SCOPE 

This transaction involves the t r a n s f e r of only a 

l i m i t e d length of track and related f a c i l i t i e s and agreements. 

Although the l i n e i s over 100 miles i n length, i t s t r a n s f e r i s 

only a small part of the o v e r a l l larger transaction described i n 

the Primary Application. The transfer i s being made t o maintain 

competitive balance i n the area and t o insure t h a t l i n e s continue 

t o be operated by the c a r r i e r with the greatest i n t e r e s t or need. 

The Board's predecessor agency i n administering the r a i l r o a d 

regulatory laws, the former ICC, consistently found t h a t 

transactions i n v o l v i n g even r e l a t i v e l y large r a i l properties are 

l i m i t e d i n scope under 49 U.S.C. S 10505, predecessor section 

number of S 10502. See e.g.. Finance Docket No. 29869, Chicago. 

Madison & Northern Railway Company - Discontinuance Exemption -

and Wisconsin Transportation Corporation d/b/a Central Wisconsin 

11 

45,1 



Railway - Operation Exemption, served October 21, 1982 

(s u b s t i t u t i o n of operators of 138 miles of l i n e ) ; Finance Docket 

No. 31526, Laurinburq & Southern Railroad Company—Lease 

Exemption—Southern Railway Company—Lines Between Rural Ha l l and 

North Wilkesboro. NC. and Between Mt. A i r v and Brook Cove. NC. 

decided November 1, 1989 (101.7 m i l e s ) ; Finance Docket No. 31514, 

Indiana Hi-Rail Corporation—Lease Exemption—Norfolk and Western 

Railway Company—Line Between Li b e r t y Center. OH and Woodburn. 

IN. decided October 13, 1989 (51 miles). See also STB Finance 

Docket No. 32957, Norfolk and Western Railway Company -

Acqu i s i t i o n Exemption - Consolidated R a i l Corporation, served 

August 15, 1996 (49.8 miles of l i n e and 37.18 miles of trackage 

r i g h t s ) f o r approval of an ac q u i s i t i o n exemption f o r a large 

property a f t e r the Board took over many of the functions of the 

ICC. 

Again, i t should be remembered t h a t t h i s very l i n e was 

transferred between the p a r t i e s pursuant t o an OFA and a p e t i t i o n 

f o r exemption. 

D. APPLICATION OF SECTION 11323 IS NOT NECESSARY TO PROTECT 
SHIPPERS FROM ABUSE OF MARKET POWER 

Because the transaction i n question i s of l i m i t e d scope 

under S 10502(a), i t i s not necessary t o f u r t h e r demonstrate th a t 

granting the proposed exemption would not expose shippers t o an 

abuse of market power by CRC or CSXT. Even i f the l i m i t e d scope 

t e s t were found not t o be s a t i s f i e d , however, the exemption 

sought herein would s t i l l be warranted by v i r t u e of § 

12 

45G 



10502(a)(2)(B). 

CRC's expected successor as owner and operator of the 

Ft. Wayne Line, CSXT, w i l l maintain e x i s t i n g r a i l properties and 

operations and e f f e c t c e r t a i n economies due t o i t s ownership and 

maintenance of the l i n e and incorporation i n t o i t s system. 

Competitive NW operations i n the area also w i l l be continued and 

improved due t o the l i n e transfers contemplated i n the Primary 

App l i c a t i o n . No shipper w i l l lose service. Shippers w i l l merely 

experience a change i n Class I r a i l c a r r i e r operators. There 

w i l l be no loss of r a i l competition and no adverse change i n the 

competitive balance which presently e x i s t s i n the relevant 

regional t r a n s p o r t a t i o n market. Indeed, the very purpose of the 

transaction i s t o maintain two strong competitors. Thus, the 

transaction w i l l have no anti-competitive e f f e c t s and accordingly 

meets the c r i t e r i a f o r exemption. 

Lastly, CRC and NW note t h a t the p a r t i e s seek an 

exemption from the requirements of Sections 11323-11325 and the 

Board's implementing regulations, including 49 C.F.R. Part 1180, 

only i f the Primary Application i s approved and the o v e r a l l 

transaction can be implemented. 

IV. LABOR PROTECTION 

Applicants have addressed the need f o r labor p r o t e c t i o n 

i n Volume 3 of the Application. 

V. ENVIRONMENTAL AND HISTORIC REPORTS 

Applicants have complied with the Board's environmental and 
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h i s t o r i c r e p o r t i n g regulations. 

CONCLUSION and REQUEST FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Consolidated Rail Corporation (CRC) and 

Norfolk and Western Railway Company (NW) r e s p e c t f u l l y request the 

Surface Transportation Board exempt from f u r t h e r regulation the 

ac q u i s i t i o n and operation by CRC or by one of i t s subsidiaries 

(whether now i n existence or not newly created), of NW's Ft. 

Wayne Line as part of a l i k e - k i n d exchange f o r CRC's Streator 

Line, w i t h the understanding that CRC's Streator Line w i l l be 

transfer r e d t o NW as a Transaction Element of the Primary 

Application, as more p a r t i c u l a r l y described above, and that the 

Ft. Wayne Line w i l l u l t i m a t e l y be transferred to CSXT, also 3" a 

Transaction Element of the Primary Application. 

Respectfully submitted, 

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

John J. Paylor ' 
Associate General Counsel 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN 
RAILWAY COMPANY 

By: ^ c r ^ ^ ^ ^ * ^ 
James R. Paschall 
General Attorney 

Dated: June 4, 1997 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA) 
) SS: 

CITY OF PHILADELPHIA ) 

Timothy T. O'Toole, being duly swom, deposes and says that he is Senior Vice-

President of Consolidated Rail Corporation; that he is authorized to sign, verify, and file 

with the Surface Transportation Board the foregoing Petition for Exemption in Finance 

Docket No. 33388 (Sub-No. 24) on behalf of Consolidated Rail Corporation; that he has 

carefully examined all of the statements conceming Consolidated Rail Corporation 

contained in said Petition for Exemption; that he has knowledge of the matters 

conceming Consolidated Rail Corporation set forth therein; and that all such statements 

made and matters set forth th erein are tme and correct to the best of his knowledge, 

information, and belief. 

Timothy T. O'Toole 

Subscribed and swom to befon: me, 
a Notary Public in and for the Commonwealth 
and City aforesaid, this 4th day of June, 1997. 

Notary PuWV 

NOTARIAL SEAL 
ROBERT B D7UR0, Notary Public 
Cify of Philadelphia. Phila. County 

My Commission Expires Sept 18, 2000 
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VERIFICATION 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA ) 
) SS: 

CITY OF NORFOLK ) 

J. V7. McClellan, being duly sworn, deposes and says 

that he i s Vice President of Norfolk and Western Railway Company; 

that he i s authorized to sign, v e r i f y , and f i l e w ith ••he Surface 

Transportation Board the foregoing P e t i t i o n f or Exemption i n 

Finance Docket No. :t3388 (Sub-No. 24) on behaif of Norfolk and 

Western Railway Company; that he has c a r e f u l l y examined a l l of 

the statements concerning Norfolk and Western Railway Company 

contained i n said P e t i t i o n f or Exemption that he has knowledge 

of the matters concerning Norfolk and Western Railway Company set 

f o r t h t h e r e i n ; and that a l l such statements made and matters set 

f o r t h are true and correct to the best of his knowledge, 

information, and b e l i e f . 

COMMONWEALTH OF VIRGINIA ) 
) s s 

CITY OF NORFOLK ) 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, 
a Notary Public i n and f o r the State 
and Ci t y aforesaid, t h i s ^ ^ day 
of June, 1997. 

My Commission expires: 

MARCH 31. 1998 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I , John V. Edwards, hereby certify that a copy of the 

foregoing document will be served on the parties required to be 

served by the applicable regulations, by f i r s t class U.S. mail, 

postage prepaid, or by other more expeditious means, on the date 

that the Control Application in Finance Docket No. 33388 i s filed 

with the Surface Transportation Board. 

Dated: June 8, 1997 
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EF3TERH5 
Offic* ol tha S«cretary 

L 

BEFORE THE 
SURP\CE TRANSPORTATION BOARD JIIN2 3W97 

15 1 PublicRacofd p l j m c e Docket No- 33388 (Sub-No. 26 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 
-- CONTROL--

THE LAKEFRONT DOCK AND RAILROAD TERMINAL COMPANY 

RAILROAD CONTROL APPLICATION 

SECTION 1180.6 

INTRODUCTION 

CSX Corporation ("CSXC"), CSX Transportation, Inc. 

("CSXT") and The Lakefront Dock and Railroad Terminal Company 

("LD&RT") ( c o l l e c t i v e l y , "Applicants") hereby apply f o r 

Commission approval and authorization under 49 U.S.C. §§ 11323-26 

fo r the a c q u i s i t i o n and exercise of co n t r o l of LD&RT by CSXC and 

CSXT, and the common control of LD&RT, CSXT and other r a i l 

c a r r i e r s c o n t r o l l e d by CSXT and/or CSXC ( c o l l e c t i v e l y , the "LD&RT 

contro l t r a isactions") . 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(1)(i) 

SUMMARY OF TRANSACTION 

As described i n the Primary Application, CSXC and CSXT 

propose to divide assets of Consolidated Rail Corporation ("CRC") 

and i t s a f f i l i a t e s with Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk 

Southern Railway Company pursuant to the "Division." LD&RT i s a 
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class I I I r a i l r o a d company i n which CSXT and CRC each c u r r e n t l y 

owns a 50 percent voting stock i n t e r e s t . In the D i v i s i o n , CRC's 

50 percent i n t e r e s t i n LD&RT w i l l be allocated to CSXT. Upon 

consummation of the primary transaction following receipt of 

Board approval and authorization, CSXC and CSXT w i l l c o n t r o l 

LD&RT, and CSXT and LD&RT w i l l be under common contr o l by CSXC. 

The names, business addresses and telephone numbers of 

Applicants are: 

CSX Corporation 
One James Center 
901 East Carey Street 
Richmond, VA 23219 
(804) 782-1400 

CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 
(904) 359-3100 

Lakefront Dock and Railroad Terminal Company 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 
(904) 359-3100 

Counsel to whom questions regarding the LD&RT 

ap p l i c a t i o n may be addressed are l i s t e d on the signature page 

below. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(1)(ii) 

PROPOSED TIME SCHEDULE 

The control of LD&RT by CSXC and CSXT, and the common 

con t r o l of LD&RT, CSXT and other r a i l c a r r i e r s c o n t r o l l e d by CSXT 

and/or CSXC, w i l l occur f o l l o w i n g the receipt of a l l required 

approvals and s a t i s f a c t i o n or waiver of a l l conditions to closing 

set f o r t h i n the applicable transaction documents. 

- 2 -
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SECTION 1180.6(a)(1)(ill) 

PURPOSE 

The LD&RT con t r o l transactions are r e l a t e d to the 

primary transaction, the purpose of which i s described i n Section 

1180.6(a) (1) ( i i i ) i n Volume 1 of t h i s Application. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(1)(iv) 
NATURE AND AMOUNT OF ANY NEW 

SECURITIES OR OTHER FINANCIAL ARRANGEMENTS 

No new s e c u r i t i e s w i l l be issued, or other f i n a n c i a l 

arrangements entered i n t o , s p e c i f i c a l l y i n connection with the 

LD&RT control transactions. A l l new s e c u r i t i e s and f i n a n c i a l 

arrangements that w i l l be entered i n t o i n connection wi t h the 

primary transaction are described i n Section 1180.6(a) ( i ; (iv) i n 

Volume 1 of t h i s A p p l i c a t i o n . 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(2) 

PUBLIC INTEREST JUSTIFICATIONS 

The LD&RT contr o l transactions w i l l unquestionc.bly 

serve the public i n t e r e s t . The substantial public benefits of 

the primary transaction are set f o r t h i n Section 1180.6(a) (2) i n 

Volume 1 of t h i s Application and f u r t h e r d e t a i l e d i n the v e r i f i e d 

statements describing competitive, operating and other benefits 

that are contained i n Volumes 1, 2 and 3. 

3 -
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SECTION 1180.6(a)(2)(i) 

EFFECTS ON COMPETITION 

The LD&RT con t r o l transactions are part of a 

transaction that w i l l o f f e r the substantial competitive benefits 

described i n Section 1180.6(a)(2)(i) i n Volume 1 of t h i s 

A p p l i c a t i o n and the Exhibit 12 v e r i f i e d statements contained i n 

Volume 2. Those e f f i c i e n c i e s w i l l permit CSXT to o f f e r more 

competitive r a i l service, including service using the LD&RT 

f a c i l i t i e s . Applicants do not anticipate that the LD&RT contr o l 

transactions w i l l h^ve any e f f e c t on i n t e r - or intramodal 

competition, nor w i l l they cause any lessening of competition or 

create any monopoly or r e s t r a i n t of trade. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(2)(ii) 

FINANCIAL CONSIDERATION; OPERATING ECONOMIES; 
INCREASE IN TRAFFIC. REVENUES AND EARNINGS 

Financial Consideration. There i s no separately stated 

f i n a n c i a l consideration f o r the LD&RT contr o l transactions. The 

f i n a n c i a l consideration f o r the primary transaction i s described 

i n Section 1180.6(a)(2)(ii) i n Volume 1 of t h i s Application. 

Effects on T r a f f i c . Revenues and Earnings. The LD&RT 

co n t r o l transactions are not anticipated to a f f e c t t r a f f i c 

l e v e l s . Moreover, because a l l of the t r a f f i c moving over LD&RT 

i n recent years has been handled exclusively by CSXT, they are 

not anticipated to a f f e c t revenues or earnings. 

Economies to Be Effected i n Operations. See Section 

1180.6 (a) (2) ( i ) , supra. 

- 4 -
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SECTION 1180.6(a)(2)(iii) 

EFFECT ON FIXED CHARGES 

The LD&RT co n t r o l transactions w i l l not have any e f f e c t 

on f i x e d charges separate or d i s t i n c t from the primary 

transaction. The e f f e c t on f i x e d charges of the primary 

transaction i s set f o r t h i n Section 1 1 6 0 . 6 ( a ) ( 2 ) ( i i i ) i n Volume 1 

of t h i s Application. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(2)(iv) 

EFFECT ON ADEOUACY OF TRANSPORTATION 

The LD&RT co n t r o l transactions w i l l not a f f e c t the 

adequacy of tr a n s p o r t a t i o n to the public. The e f f e c t of the 

primary t i a n s a c t i o n on the adequacy of transportation to the 

public i s set f o r t h i n Section 1180.6(a)(2)(iv) i n Volume 1 of 

t h i s Application. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(2)(v) 

EFFECT ON EMPLOYEES 

LD&RT does not have ar.y of i t s own employees. 

Operations on i t s property are conducted by CSXT employees and, 

to a l i m i t e d extent, CRC employees. Applicants do not an t i c i p a t e 

any e f f e c t s on t h e i r r a i l c a r r i e r employees as a r e s u l t of the 

LD&RT control transactions separate or d i s t i n c t from the e f f e c t s 

of the primary transaction, which are set f o r t h i n Volume 3 of 

t h i s Application. 

5 -
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As of t h i s date, no employee p r o t e c t i o n agreements have 

been reached. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(2)(vi) 

EFFECT OF INCLUSION OF OTHER RAILROADS 

The i n c l u s i o n of other r a i l r o a d s i n the LD&RT co n t r o l 

transactions would not be i n the public i n t e r e s t . The con t r o l of 

LD&RT by CSXC and CSXT -- which already owns 50% of LD&RT'3 

voting stock and has contracts f o r 100% of the t r a f f i c handled 

over LD&RT -- w i l l not r e s u l t i n the loss of t r a f f i c or revenue 

by any other c a r r i e r . No loss of essential services i s 

threatened by the LD&RT control transactions, and any f o r c i b l e 

i n c l u s i o n of another r a i l r o a d i n them would be unwarranted. See 

also Volume 1, Section 1 1 8 0 . ( 6 ) ( a ) ( 2 ) ( v i ) . 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(3) 

OTHER SUPPORTING STATEMENTS 

The LD&RT control transactions are r e l a t e d to the 

primary transaction, i n wliich c e r t a i n CRC assets w i l l be 

allocated to and operated by CSXT. Statements from shippers, 

public o f f i c i a l s and other r a i l r o a d s supporting the primary 

transaction are provided i n Volume 4 of t h i s Application. 

Supporting statements from o f f i c e r s of CSXC and CSXT and from 

expert witnesses are provided i n Volumes 1, 2 and 3 of the 

Application. 

- 6 -
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SECTION 1180.6(a)(4) 

OPINIONS OF COUNSEL 

The opinions of counsel f o r CSXC and CSXT that the LD»RT 

con t r o l transactions, as d i r e c t l y - r e l a t e d transactions that 

involve C.«?XC and CSXT, s a t i s f y the requirements of law and w i l l 

be l e g a l l y authorized and v a l i d i f aoproved by the Board appear 

i n Volume 1 or t h i s Applicat-cn, f o l l o w i n g the prayer f o r r e l i e f . 

Under 4 9 C.r.P.. § 1180.6(a) (4) n.2, an opinion of counsel i s not 

required from LD&RT, the party sought to be acquired. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(5) 

LISTS OF STATES 

The states i n which the re a l property of each applicant 

c a r r i e r i s si t u a t e d and i n which they conduct r a i l r o a d operations 

are as follows: 

CSXT: Alabama LDRT: Ohio 
Delaware 
D i s t r i c t of Columbia 
Florida 
Georgia 
I l l i n o i s 
Indiana 
Kentucky 
Louisiana 
Maryland 
Michigan 
Mississippi 
Missouri 
New York 
North Carolina 
Ohio 
Pennsylvania 
South Carolina 
Tennessee 
V i r g i n i a 
West V i r g i n i a 

- 7 -
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SECTION 1180.6(a)(6) 

MAP -- EXHIBIT 1 

The map required by Section 1180.6(a)(6) i s provided i n 

Exhibit 1 attached hereto. That map sh^ws a l l of the l inep of 

LD&RT and other c a r r i e r s , including CSXT, i n the area i n which 

LD&RT i s located. The r e l a t i o n s h i p of the l i n e s shown on that 

map to r a i l l i n e s i n other areas i s shown on the maps provided i n 

Volume 1 of t h i s Application. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(7)(i) 

NATURE AND TERMS OF PROPOSED TRANSACTION 

A description of the nature and terms of the LD&RT 

cont r o l transactions i s provided i n Section 1180.6(a) (1) ( i ) , 

"Summary of the Transaction," above. A description of the nature 

and terms of the primary transaction i s provided i n Volume 1 of 

t h i s Application, and i n the agreements provided i n Exhibit 2 i n 

Volume 8 of t h i s Application. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(7)(li) 

AGREEMENTS -- EXHIBIT 2 

The control of LD&RT by CSXC oind CSXT w i l l be effected 

pursuant to the agreements described i n Section 11 8 0 . 6 ( a ) ( 7 ) ( i i ) 

i n Volume 1 of t h i s Application, copies of which are provided i n 

Exhibit 2 i n Volume 8 of t h i s Application. 

8 -
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SECTION 1180.6(a)(7)(lil) 

DESCRIPTION OF RESULTING COMPANY 

Not applicable. No merger or corporate consolidation 

i n v o l v i n g LD&RT i s proposed. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(7)(Iv) 

COURT ORDER -- EXHIBIT 3 

Not applicable. None of the Applicants i s a trustee, 

receiver, assignee or personal representative of a real party i n 

i n t e r e s t . 

SECTION 1180.6(a) (7) (v) 

PROPERTY INCLUDED IN PROPOSED TRANSACTION 

The proposed transaction involves a l l of the property 

of LD&RT. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(7)(vi) 

DESCRIPTION OF PRINCIPAL ROUTES 

CSX Transportation. Inc. 

CSXT operates approximately 18,504 route miles of 

r a i l r o a d i n 20 states east of the Mississippi River and i n 

Ontario, Canada. Of tha t , approximately 1,607 mi.les are operated 

under trackage r i g h t s while the remaining mileage i s e i t h e r owned 

or operated under contract or lease. CSXT does not separate i t s 

r a i l r o a d system on a basis of main l i n e versus branch l i n e . 

- 9 -
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CSXT has p r i n c i p a l routes to, and serves, v i r t u a l l y 

every major metropolitan area east of the Mississippi River, from 

Chicago, St. Louis, Mempiiis and New Orleans on the West to Miami, 

Jacksonville, Charleston, Norfolk, Washington, D.C. and 

Philadelphia on the East. Other major metropolitan areas served 

by CSX include Atlanta, Nashville, Cincinnati, D e t r o i t , 

Pittsburgh, Baltimore, Charlotte, Birmingham and L o u i s v i l l e . 

CSXT interchanges t r a f f i c w i t h other r a i l r o a d s at v i r t u a l l y a l l 

of the aforementioned locations and at numerous other points on 

i t s r a i l r o a d system. 

The Lakefront Dock and Railroad Terminal Company 

LD&RT provides f a c i l i t i e s f o r the t r a n s f e r of iron ore 

p e l l e t s from lake vessels (or ground storage of ore delivered by 

lake vessels) to r a i l cars f o r subsequent shipment. LD&RT 

operates approximately 17 miles of yard tracks at Oregon, Ohio. 

I t s terminus i s a dock on Lake Erie at Oregon, Ohio, and i t has 

no route beyond that p o i n t . LD&RT connects wi t h CSXT d i r e c t l y 

and with CRC v i a CRC trackage r i g h t s over CSXT. No interchange 

of t r a f f i c occurs. 

SECTION 1180.6(a)(7)(vii) 

GOVERNMENTAL FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE 

No governmental f i n a n c i a l assistance i s involved. 

- 10 -
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SECTTON 1180.6(a)(8) 

ENVIRONMENTAL DATA -- EXHIBIT 4 

Not applicable. Under 49 C.F.R. §§ 1105.G(c)(2) and 

1105.8(b)(3), environmental documentation i s not required f o r the 

LD&RT control transactions because they merely involve corporate 

ownership changes that w i l l not r e s u l t i n s i g n i f i c a n t changes i n 

c a r r i e r operations. Moreover, because the Board's Section of 

Environmental Analysis i s employing the services of a t h i r d - p a r t y 

contractor to prepare environmental documentation, by v i r t u e of 

49 C.F.R. § 1105.10(d), no environmental report i s required. 

However, the Environmental Report provided i n Volume 6 of t h i s 

A pplication addresses the tra.i.'jaction as a whole. 

SECTION 1180.6(b)(1) 

FORM 10-KB -- EXHIBIT 6 

Not applicable. The LD&RT contr o l transactions are not 

major transactions as defined by Section 1180.2(a). 

SECTION 1180.6(b)(2) 

FORM S-4 -- EXHIBIT 7 

Not applicable. The LD&RT contr o l transactions are not 

major transactions as defined by Section 1180.2(a). 

- 11 -
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SECTION 1180.6(b)(3) 

CHANGE IN OWNERSHIP OR CONTROL -- EXHIBIT 8 

Not applicable. The LD&RT contr o l transactions are 

minor transactions under Section 1180.2. LD&RT i s a Class I I I 

c a r r i e r , and con t r o l and operation of i t by CSXT which already 

owns 50 percent of i t s stock and i s responsible f o r a l l of the 

business that uses i t s f a c i l i t i e s -- w i l l not have regional or 

national t r a n s p o r t a t i o n significance. Nor w i l l the LD&RT contr o l 

transactions have any anticompetitive e f f e c t s that w i l i not 

c l e a r l y be outweighed by t h e i r c o n t r i b u t i o n t o the public 

i n t e r e s t i n meeting s i g n i f i c a n t t r a n s p o r t a t i o n needt;, as 

demonstrated by the market impact analyses and v e r i f i e d 

statements provided i n Volume 2 of t h i s Application. 

SECTION 1180.6(b)(4) 

ANNUAL REPORTS -- EXHIBIT 9 

Not applicable. The LD&RT con t r o l transactions are not 

major transactions as defined by Section 1180.2(a). 

SECTION 1180.6(b)(5) 

RELEVANT ISSUES -- EXHIBIT 10 

Not applicable. The LD&RT control transactions are 

minor transactions under Section 1180.2. See Section 

1180.6(b)(3), supra. 

- 12 
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SECTION 1180.6(b)(6) 

CORPORATE CHARTS -- EXHIBIT 11 

Not a p p l i c a b l e . The LD&RT c o n t r o l t r a n s a c t i o n s are 

minor t r a n s a c t i o n s under Se c t i o n 1180.2. See Section 

1 1 8 0 . 6 ( b ) ( 3 ) , supra. 

SECTION 1180.6(b)(6)(i) 

STATEMENT OF COMMON OFFICERS AND DIRECTORS 

Not a p p l i c a b l e . The LD&RT c o n t r o l t r a n s a c t i o n s are 

minor t r a n s a c t i o n s under S e c t i o n 1180.2. See Section 

1 1 8 0 . 6 ( b ) ( 3 ) , supra. 

SECTION 1 1 8 0 . 6 ( b ) ( 6 ) ( i i ) 

CARRIER STATUS LIST 

Not a p p l i c a b l e . The LD&RT c o n t r o l t r a n s a c t i o n s are 

minor t r a n s a c t i o n s under Se c t i o n 1180.2. See Section 

1 1 8 0 . 6 ( b ) ( 3 ) , supra. 

SECTION 1180.6(b)(7) 

INFORMATION ON 
NON-CARRIER APPLICANTS 

Not a p p l i c a b l e . The LD&RT c o n t r o l t r a n s e c t i o n s are 

minor t r a n s a c t i o n s under Section 1180.2. See Section 

1180.6(b) (3) , supra. 

13 -
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SECTION 1180.6(b)(8) 

STATEMENT OF DIRECT OR INDIRECT 
INTERCORPORATE OR FINANCIAL RELATIONSHIPS 

Not applicable. The ̂ D&RT co n t r o l transactions are 

minor transactions under Section 1180.2. See Section 

1180.6(b)(3), supra. 

SECTION 1180.7 

MARKET IMPACT ANALYSES -- EXHIBIT 12 

Not applicable. The LD&RT co n t r o l transactions are 

minor transactions under Section 1180.2. See Section 

1180.6(b)(3), susra. 

SECTION 1180.8(a) (1)- (4) 

OPERATING PLAN -- EXHIBIT 13 

Not applicable. The LD&RT con t r o l transactions are 

minor transactions under Section 1180.2. See Section 

1180.6(b)(3), supra. The Operating Plan f o r the transaction as a 

whole i s provided i n Exhibit 13 i n Volume 3 of t h i s A p p l i c a t i o n ; 

LD&RT's operations are discussed i n Section 4.1.3 of that 

Operating Plan. 

14 -
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SECTION 1180.8(a)(5) 

DENSITY CHARTS -- EXHIBIT 14 

Not applicable. The LD&RT control transactions are 

minor transactions under Section 1180.2. See Section 

1180.6(b) (3), supra; see also Volume 3, Exhibit 14. 

SECTION 1180.8(b) -- EXHIBIT 15 

OPERATING PLAN (MINOR TRANSACTIONS) 

Applicants do not presently anticipate any s i g n i f i c a n t 

changes i n patterns or types of service as a r e s u l t of the LD&RT 

cont r o l transactions or inv o l v i n g LD&RT or i t s f a c i l i t i e s . See 

also Volume 3, Exhibit 13, section 4.1.3. 

SECTION 1180.9(a) 

PRO FORMA BALANCE SHEETS -- EXHIBIT 16 

Not applicable. The LD&RT control transactions are not 

major transactions as defined by Section 1180.2(a); see also 

Volume 1, Exhibit 16 (pro forma balance sheets f o r primary 

t r a n s a c t i o n ) . 

SECTION 1180.9(b) 

PRO FORMA INCOME STATEMENTS -- EXHIBIT 17 

Not applicable. The LD&RT control transactions are not 

major transactions as defined by Section 1180.2(a); see also 

- 15 -
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Volume 1, Exhibit 17 (pro forma income statements f o r primary 

t r a n s a c t i o n ) . 

SECTION 1180.9(c) 

SOURCES AND APPLICATIONS 
OF FUNDS STATEMENT-- EXHIBIT 18 

Not applicable. The LD&RT control transactions are not 

major transactions as defined by Section 1180.2(a); see also 

Volume 1, Exhibit 18 (sources and uses of funds f o r primary 

t r a n s a c t i o n ) . 

SECTION 1180.9(d) 

PROPERTY ENCUMBRANCE -- EXHIBIT 19 

Not applicable. The LD&RT control transactions are not 

major transactions as defined by Section 1180.2(a); see also 

Volume 1, Exhibit 19 (property encumbrances f o r primary 

tra n s a c t i o n ) . 

SECTION 1180.9(e) -- EXHIBITS 20 & 21 

CURRENT BALANCE SHEETS AND CURRENT INCOME STATEMENTS 

Not applicable. The LD&RT control transactions are not 

major transactions as defined by Section 1180.2(a); see filso 

Volume 1, Exhibits 20 & 21 (balance sheets and income statements 

f o r primary t r a n s a c t i o n ) . 

- 16 -
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Wherefore, CSXC, CSXT and LD&RT pray that the Board 

issue an order pursuant to 49 U.S.C. §§ 11321-26 approving e .d 

authorizing the a c q u i s i t i o n and exercise of con t r o l of LD&RT by 

CSXC and CSXT, and the common control by CSXC of LD&RT, CSXT and 

other c a r r i e r s c o n t r o l l e d by CSXT and/or CSXC. 

Respectfully Submitted, 

CHARLES M. ROSENBERGER 
500 Water Street 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 
(904) 359-3100 

Counsel f o r The Lakefront Dock 
and Railroad Terminal Company 

( 

MARK G. AROI 
PETER J . SHUDTZ 
CSX Corporation 
One James Center 
902 East Cary Street 
Richmond, VA 23129 
(804) 782-1400 

P. MICHAEL G 

June 1997 

PAUL R. HITCHCOCK 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street 
Speed Code J-120 
Jacksonville, FL 32202 
(904) 359-3100 

Counsel f o r CSX Corporation 
and CSX Transpoi'tai-i on. Inc. 
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SECTION 1180.4(c)(2)(i) 

SIGNATURES, OATHS. AND CERTIFICATIONS 
OF APPLICANTS' EXECUTIVF. OFFICFR.S 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION INC 

I , John W. Snow, declare under penalty of perjury that I am Chairman, 

President and Chief Executive Officer of CSX Corporation and Chairman of the Board of CSX 

Transportation, Inc., applicants herein; that I am one of the execu ive officers duly authorized 

to sign, to verify and to file this Application on behalf of the foregoing; that I have knowledge 

of the matters contained in this Application to the extent they relate to the foregoing; and that 

the statements made in this Application are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and 

belief. 

John W. Snow 

Executed on TT>-i^ 'i> , / f ^ 7 
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I, Patricia J. Aftoora, hereby certify that I am Corporate Secretary of CSX 

Transportation, Inc., applicant herein, and that John W. Snow, Chairman of the Board of CSX 

Traa<(portation, Inc., is duly authorized to sign, to verify, and to file this Application on behalf 

of the foregoing. 

Dated this ^ day of June 1997 at jack.sonvi i Le-
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I, Alan A. Rudnick, hereby certify that I am Corporate Secretary of CSX Corporation, 

applicant herein, and that John W. Snow, Chairman, President and Chief Execi'tive Officer of 

CSX Corporation., is duly authorized to sign, to verify, and to file this Application on behalf 

of the foregoing. 

Corporate Secretary 

Dated this ^ day of June 1997 at Rirhmnnd • 
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THE LAKEFRONT DOCK AND RAILROAD TERMINAL COMPANY 

STATE OF FLORIDA ) 
) 

CITY OF JACKSONVILLE ) 

I , Gerald L. Nichols, declare under penalty of p e r j u r y 

t h a t I am President of The Lakefront Dock and Railroad Terminal 

Company, an applicant herein; that I am one of the executive 

o f f i c e r s duly authorized to sign, to v e r i t y and to f i l e t h i s 

A p p l i c a t i o n on behalf of the foregoing; that I have knowledge of 

the matters contained i n t h i s A pplication to the exten'- they 

r e l a t e t o the foregoing; and • at the statements made i n t h i s 

A p p lication are true and correct t o the best of my knowledge and 

b e l i e f . 

Gerald L. Nichols 

Executed on June 1997 
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CERTIFICATE 

I, Patricia J. Aftoora, hereby certify that I am 

Corporate Secretary of The Lakefront Dock and Railroad Terminal 

Company, an applicant herein, and that Gerald L. Nichols, 

President of The Lakefront Dock and Railroad Terminal Company, i s 

duly authorized to sign, to verify, and to f i l e this Application 

on behalf of the foregoing. 

Dated this day of June, 1997, at Jacksonville, Florida. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I , Susan B Cassidy, herdjy certify that a copy of the foregoing document will 

be served on the parties required to be served by the applicable regulations, by first 

class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, or by other more expeditious means, on the date that 

the Control Application in Finance Docket No. 33388 is filed with the Surface 

Transportation Board 

Dated: Jt^^ 
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BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

lance Docket No. 33388 (Sub-No. 31) 

CSX CORPORATION AND CJX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 
CONTROL --

ALBANY PORT RAILROAD CORPORATION 

PETITION FOR EXEMPTION 

Pursuant to 49 U.S.C. § 10502, Peti t i o n e r s CSX 

Corporation ("CSXC") and CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") hereby 

seek exemption from regulation under 49 U.S.C. §§ 11323-25, to 

the extent those provisions may apply, f o r the ac q u i s i t i o n of 

control o:: Albany Port Railroad Corporation ("APR"), which i s 

relat e d to the Transaction described i n the Primary Application. 

As set f o r t h below, the 50 percent i n t e r e s t i n APR being 

allocated to CSXT w i l l not permit P e t i t i o n e r s to control APR 

under applicable precedent. However, to the extent the Board 

finds that an a c q u i s i t i o n of cont r o l of APR would result- , c ontrol 

of APR by CSXC and CSXT and the common con t r o l of APR, CSXT and 

other r a i l c a r r i e r s c o n t r o l l e d by CSXT and/or CSXC w i l l f u r t h e r 

the national r a i l t r a n s p o r t a t i o n p o l i c y set f o r t h at 49 U.S.C. 

§ 10101, i s l i m i t e d i n scope and w i l l not subject shippers to any 

abuse of market power. Exemption should, accordingly be granted 

i f Sections 11323-25 are found to apply. 
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BACKGROUND 

As described i n the Primary Application, P e t i t i o n e r s 

propose t o al l o c a t e assets of Consolidated Rail Corporation 

("CRC") pursuant t o the "Division." CRC cu r r e n t l y OVUB a 50 

percent stock i n t e r e s t i n APR, which w i l l b? allocated to CSXT i n 

the D i v i s i o n . The remaining 50 percent i n t e r e s t i s held by D&H 

Corporation ("D&H"), an a f f i l i a t e of Canadian Pacific Limited. 

APR serve"- docks and terminal f a c i l i t i e s at the Port of 

Albany, New York. I t leases approximately 16.5 miles of track 

from the Albany Port D i s t r i c t Commission. APR switches r a i l care 

between shippers located at the Port of Albany and CRC and D&H. 

I t also provides haulage services f o r CRC and D&H. 

APR's business address i s c/o Port of Albany, Albany, 

New York 12202. A map showing APR's l i n e s and t h e i r r e l a t i o n to 

the CRC and D&H l i n e s at Albany i s attached as Appendix A. 

APR i s owned equally by CRC and D&H, each of which has 

two representatives on a four-member Board of Directors. Neither 

owner alone can contr o l that Board or APR's operations. APR 

operates i n the i n t e r e s t of both of i t s owners. 

Pe t i t i o n e r s do not an t i c i p a t e that the proposed con t r o l 

of CRC and a l l o c a t i o n of CRC's in t e r e s t to CSXT w i l l a f f e c t APR's 

operations. D&H w i l l continue to p a r t i c i p a t e i n APR's 

management, and D&ri's a b i l i t y to obtain service from APR on a 

neutral and i m p a r t i a l basis w i l l not be impaired. 
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ARGUMENT 

Under the facts presented, applicable precedent 

indicates that CRC's 50 percent i n t e r e s t i n APR does net 

con s t i t u t e control w i t h i n the meaning of the I n t e r s t a t e Commerce 

Act.^ I f so, the a c q u i s i t i o n of CRC's i n t e r e s t by Pe t i t i o n e r s 

would not require Board authorization.-^ 

However, to the extent the Board concludes that c o n t r o l 

of APR exist s through the 50 percent inuerest that w i l l be 

allocated to CSXT, i t i s clear that an exemption from regulation 

should be granted. Under Section 10502, the Board must grant an 

exemption i f an otherwise applicable provision of the s t a t u t e : 

(1) i s not necessary t o carry out the 
transportation p o l i c y of section 10101 of 
[ T i t l e 49]; and (2) e i t h e r -- (A) the 
transaction or service i s ot l i m i t e d scope; 
or {Bj the £pplication i n whole or i n part of 
the provision i s not needed to protect 
shippers from the abuse of market power. 

49 U.S.C. § 10502(a). The i n d i r e c t ownership of CRC's i n t e r e s t 

i n APR and i t s a l l o c a t i o n to CSXT pursuant to the Di v i s i o n meet 

a l l of the statutory t e s t s . 

See Burlington Northern. Inc. -- Control & Merger St. 
Louis San Francisco Ry., 366 I.C.C. 862, 870, a f f ' d sub nom. 
Brotherhood of Ry. & A i r l i n e Clerks v. Burlington Northern. Inc., 
722 F.2d 380 (8th Cir. 1983). 

See, e.g., I l l i n o i s Cent. R.R. -- Reacquisition & Control 
Exemption -- Peoria & Pekin Union Ry.. Finance Docket No. 31542 
(served Dec. 29, 1989). 

Petitioners do not a n t i c i p a t e that the treatment of CRC's 
in t e r e s t i n APR described herein w i l l a f f e c t employees. However, 
they acknowledge that to the extent i t confers c o n t r o l of APR, 

(continued...) 
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The Division contemplated by the Primary Application 

w i l l a f f o r d substantial benefits, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n uerms of 

increased competition and more e f f i c i e n t s i n g l e - l i n e service. 

Seg Volume 1, Section 1180.6(a)(2), 1180.7 (Exhibit 12); Volume 

2, E x h i b i t 12 V e r i f i e d Statements. As explained above, 

a l l o c a t i o n of the APR i n t e r e s t i s not expected to a f f e c t e x i s t i n g 

APR operations. Regulation of any r e s u l t i n g control over APR i s 

not necessary to carry out any aspect of the r a i l t r ansportation 

p o l i c y . The Primary Application w i l l be reviewed f u l l y under 4 9 

U.S.C. §§ 11323-25 and the Board's regulations, and granting 

exemption w i t h respect to the APR in t e r e s t would be consistent 

w i t h the s t a t u t o r y p o l i c y set f o r t h i n 49 U.S.C. § 10101(2), 

which seeks "to minimize the need f o r "federal regulatory c o n t r o l 

over the r a i l t ransportation system." 

This transaction also meets the other c r i t ' - r i a f o r 

exemption. I t i s p l a i n l y of l i m i t e d scope, as i t merely involves 

a 50 percent stock i n t e r e s t i n a 16.5-mile r a i l r o a d , the other 50 

percent of which i s owneu by a competing r a i l r o a d . I t likewise 

does not present a s i t u a t i o n i n which regulation i s necessary to 

protect shippers from the abuse of market power, inasmuch as APR 

switching and terminal operations at the Port of Albany are not 

expected to be changed. Exemption should therefore be granted. 

-'' ( . . • continued) 
under § 10502(g) i t w i l l be subject to the applicable employee 
p r o t e c t i v e conditions. 
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CONCLUSION 

For the reasons set f o r t h above. Pe t i t i o n e r s 

r e s p e c t f u l l y submit that the i n d i r e c t ownership of CRC's in t e r e s t 

i n APR and the a l l o c a t i o n of that i n t e r e s t to CSXT i n the 

Divi s i o n do not involve any a c q u i s i t i o n of contr o l of APR w i t h i n 

the meaning of the I n t e r s t a t e Commerce Act. However, t o the 

extent the Board holds otherwise, Pet i t i o n e r s submit that control 

of APR by them, and the common control of APR and other r a i l 

c a r r i e r s c o n t r o l l e d by P e t i t i o n e r s , meet a l l of the c r i t e r i a f o r 

exemption from regulation under Section 10502, and ask that the 

Board grant the exemption sought hereby. 

Respectfully submitted, 

K G. AR^ 
ER J . SHUDTZ 

MARK 
PETER 
CSX Corporation 
One James Center 
902 East Cary Street 
Richmond, VA 2 312 9 
(804) 782-1400 

P. MICHAEL GIFTOS 
PAUL R. HITCHCOCK 
CSX Transportation, Inc, 
5C0 Water Street 
Speed Code J-120 
Jc.cksonville, FL 32202 
;o04) 359-3100 

June n, 1997 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I , Susan B Cassidy, hereny certify that a copy of the foregoing document will 

be served on the panics required to be served by the applicable regulations, by first 

class U S. mail, postage prepaid, or by other more expeditious means, or the date that 

the Control Application in Finance Docket No. 33388 is filed with the Surface 

Transportation Board. 

Dated J K / / / ^ 
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BEFORE "niE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 34) 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY -
TRACKAGE RIGHTS - CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

^^SP0BTAT10N« 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

Comes now CSX Transportation, Inc. ("CSXT") and Norfolk and Westem Railway 

Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary of Norfolk Southem Railway Company 

("NSRC") (collectively "Applicants")' by and through their undersigned attorneys, and file 

this their notice of exemption pursuant to 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.2(d)(7) for CSXT to 

acquire trackage .-ights over trackage of NW between Bucyrus, Ohio, at or near NW's 

Milepost S-63.0, and Sandusky, Ohio, at or near NW's Milepost S-108.5, a distance of 

approximately 45.5 miles. 

In support of this notice of exemption, NSRC and CSXT herd>y submit the following 

infonnation as required by 49 C.F.R. Section 1180.4(g)(l)(i): 

' The definition of the term "Applicants" specified herein applies only to this Notice of 
Exemption. 
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A. T»ie infonnation required in 49 C.F.R. Section ll80.6(a)(l)(i-iii), (a)(5-6), and 

(a)(7)(ii) is as follows; 

(a)(1) A description of the proposed transaction, including 
a4>propriate references to any supporting exhibits and 
statements contained in the application and discussing the 
following; 

(a)(l)(i) A brief summary of the proposed transaction, the 
name of applicants, their business address, 
telephone number, and the name of the counsel to 
whom questions regarding the transaction can be 
addressed. 

Under the proposed transaction, NW will grant overhead trackage rights to CSXT 

over trackage of NW between Bucyrus, Ohio, at or near NW's Milepost S-63.0, and 

Sandusky, Ohio, at or near NW's Milepost S-108.5, a distance of approximately 45.5 miles. 

The nai:;'- >, business addresses, and telephone numbers of Applicants for this Notice 

of Exemption are: 

Norfolk and Westem Railway Company 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk. Virginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2838 

CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Sueet 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-3100 
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The name of coi nsel to whom questions r̂ arding the transaction can be addiessed 

are: 

James R. Paschall 
General Attomey 
Norfolk Southern Corporation 
Three Commercial Place 
Norfolk. Virginia 23510-2191 
(757) 629-2759 

Charles M. Rosenberger 
Senior Counsel 
CSX Transportation, Inc. 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

(a)(l)(ii) The proposed time schedule for consummation of the proposed 
transaction. 

The granting of these trackage righu is related to, and contingent upon, the proposed 

control of ConraiP by CSX' and NS,* approval for which is being sought in Finance 

Docket No. 33388. Accordingly, the trackage nghts shall become effective only after the 

effective date of a Board decision approving the primary application and this rekued 

application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

' Conrail, Inc. ("CRI") and Consolidated Rail Corporation CCRC") are referred to 
collectively as "Conrail." 

' CSX Corporation ("CSXC") and CSXT are referred to collectively as "CSX." 

• Norfolk Southem Corporation ("NSC") and NSR are referred to collectively as "NS." 

3 
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(a)(l)(iii) The purpose sought to be accomplished by the proposed transaction, 
e.g., operating economics, eliminating excess facilities, improving the 
financial 'iability of the applicants. 

The purpose of the proposed u?ckage rights is to allow CSXT to access "two to one" 

shippers at Sandusky. The trackage rights wil! result in the preservation of competition, 

<̂ )erating economies to CSXT and more efficient routing of traffic. 

(a)(5) A list of the States in which any part of the property of each Applicant 
carrier is situated. 

NW has property in the States of Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, Michigan, 

Missouri, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia and West Virginia and 

the Province of Ontario. (NSRC operates in the States of Alabama, Florida, Georgia, 

Illinois, Indiana, Louisiana, Kentucky Maryland, Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina, 

Ohio, South Carolina, Tennessee and Virginia.) CSXT has property in the States of 

Alabama, Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, ̂ ouisianii, Maryland, 

Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, South 

Carolina, Tennessee. Virginia, West Virginia, the Province of Ontario. Canada, and the 

District of Columbia. 

(a)(6) Map 

The required ixnp is attached as Exhibit 1. 
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(a)(7)(ij) Agreement 

A copy of the trackage rights agreement between CSXT and NSRC is included in 

Volume 8 of the Primary Application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

Labor Protection. The parties are agreeable to the imposition by tfiis Board of 

apprĉ riate conditions for protection of the interests of railroad employees affected by the 

transaction. 

Environmental Documentation. Applications for ttackagc rights fail within a class of 

actions not requiring environmental documentation under 49 C.F.R. Part 1105; see 49 

C.F.R. § 1105.6(c)(4). 
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Respectfiilly submitted. 

Dated: June/J, 1997 

V. EOWARDS 
ŷdccrt, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 

r'88 17th Street, N.W. 
Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3939 
(202) 298-8660 

Counsel for 
Norfolk Southem Railway Company 
and Norfolk and Westem Railway 
Company 

CHARLES M. R O S E K B E R G E R 
500 Water Street, J-150 
Jacksonville, Florida 32202 
(904) 359-1250 

Counsel for 
CSX Transportation, Inc. and 
The Baltimore and Ohio Chicago 
Terminal Railway Company 
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SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

H N A N C E D O C K E T NO. 33388 (SUB-NO. 34) 

NORFOLK AND WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY - TRACKAGE 

RIGHTS - CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 

NOTICE OF EXEMPTION 

Norfolk and Westem Railway Company ("NW"), a wholly-owned subsidiary 

of Norfolk Southern Railway Company ("NSRC") has agreed to grant overhead trackage 

rights to CSX Transportation. Inc. ("CSXT") over trackage of NW between Bucyrus, Ohio, 

at or near NW's Milepost S-63.0, and Sandusky, Ohio, at or near NW's Milepost S-108.5, a 

distance of approximately 45.5 miles. The trackage rights will take effect after the effective 

date of a Board decision approving the primary application in Finance Docket No. 33388. 

This notice is filed pursuant to 49 C.F.R. 1180.2(d)(7). Petitions to revoke 

the exempuor under 49 U.S.C 10502(d) may be filed at any time. The filing cf a petition 

to revoke will not stay the transaction 

Dated: 

By the Board 

Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
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VEIOFICATION 

I, D.L. Houchin, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Further, I certify that I am qualified and authorized to file this Notice of Exemption. Executed 

this day of June, . 

D.L. Houchin 
Assistant Vice President -
Joint Facilities 
CSX Transportation Inc. 
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VERIPICATION 

I , Richard A. Allen, attorney f o r Norfolk Southern 

Railway Company and Norfolk and Western Railway Company, 

c e r t i f i e s under penalty of perjury that he has read the foregoing 

notice of exemption, knows the .^acts asserted therein, and t.hat 

the same are true as stated. 

Richard A. Allen 

Dated t h is 13- day of Jane, 1997, 

7)04 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I , Susan B. Cassidy, hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing document will 

be served on the parties required to be served by the applicable regulations, by first 

class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, or by other .̂ ore expeditious means, on the date that 

the Control Application in Finance Docket No. 333S8 is filed with the Surface 

Transportation Board. 

Susan B. Cassidy ( j / / 

Dated: C^/^'^/il 
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CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

.CON"iTlOL AND OPERATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS-
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Prepared by: 

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

for CSX Corporation 
and CSX Transportation Corporation 
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9400 Ward Parkway 
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CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. (CSX), and Norfolk Soutiiem 
Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company (NS), are filing an 
application with the Surface Transportation Board (STB) seeking authority to 
control Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation and to allocate the assets 
of Conrail between them. 

This Environmental Ref tort describes the proposed action and expected 
environmental effects. This Environmental Report has been prepared by CSX and 
NS to assist the STB in its review of the potential environmental effects of the 
proposed action. The STB has announced its intention to prepare an 
Enviroimiental Impact Statement on the proposed action. The STB will publish a 
notice in the Federal Register soliciting comments on the scope of the 
environmental review process. 

We are providing this Environmental Report so that you may review the 
information that will form the basis for the STB's independent environmental 
analysis of this proceeding. If you believe that any of the information is 
misleading or incorrect or that any pertinent Information is missing, or if you have 
any comments related to environmental makers, you may file comments with the 
STB. Anyone wishing to file comments on environmental matters should submit 
an original and ten (10) copies of the comments to: 

Office of the Secretary 
Case Control Unit 
Finance Docket No. 3̂ 388 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Attention: 
Elaine K. Kaiser 
Ciiief, Section of Environmental Analysis 
Environmental Filing 

Questions and comments on enviroiunental matters may also be directed to the 
STB's Section of Environmental Analysis at its toll-free number: 1-888-869-1997. 

Your comments ^^ill be considered by the STB in evaluating the environmental 
impacts of the proposed action. 



GUIDE TO THE ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT 
(published in three volumes): 

The Environmental Report includes four parts: 

Volume 6A 
Part 1: Overview and Description of the Proposed Acquisition 

This Part provides an overview of the proposed Acquisition, a summary of the 
potential environmental impacts and descriptions of analytical methodologies. 
A Glossary and List of Abbreviations and Acronyms are included in the front 
of Part 1. 

Volume 6B 
Part 2: Rail Line Segments, Rail Yards and Intermodal Facilities 

This Part provides detailed analysis of the potential environmental impacts 
related to proposed changes in traffic and cther Acquisition-related activities on 
specific rail line segments, at rail yards, and at intermodal/Triple Crown 
Services facilities. 

Volume 6C 
Part 3; Proposed Abandonments 

This Part provides detailed analyses of each proposed abandonment, proposed 
mitigation of potential environmental impacts associated with the 
abandonments and descriptions of analytical methodologies. 

Part 4: Proposed Constructior Projects 
This Part provides detailed analyses of each proposed construction project 
(connections and other projects requiring newly acquired rights-of-way or 
property), proposed mitigation of the potential environmental impacts related to 
each project and descriptions of analytical methodologies. 
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GLOSSARY 

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

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

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

dBA Adjusted decibel level. A sound measurement that adjusts noise by 
filtering out certain fi-equencies to make it analogous to that 
perceived by the human ear. 

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

deemed attainment A county treated as attainment for air quality analysis because no rail 
facilities are in the portion of it that is nonattainment. 

deemed nonattainment A county treated as nonattainment for air quality analysis because 
rail facilities are in a portion of it that is nonattainment. 

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

fill The term used by the United States Army Corps of Engineers that 
refers to the placement of suitable materials (e.g., soils, aggregates, 
fonned concrete stmctures, sidecast material) within water resources 
under Corps jurisdiction. 

Flood Insurance 
Rate Maps Maps available from the Federal Emergency Management Agency 

that delimit the land surface area of 100-year and 500-year flooding 
events. 
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GLOSSARY (Cont'd) 

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

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

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

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

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

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

intermodal train A train consisting or partially consisting of highway holers and 
containers or marine containers being transported for the rail portion 
of a raulti-modal movement on a time-sensitive schedule. Also 
refe-red to as piggyback, TOFC (Trailer on Flat Car), COFC 
(Container on Flat Car), and double stacks (for containers only). 

Level of noise (measured in decibels) averaged over the daytime 
period (0700-2200). 
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GLOSSARY (Cont'd) 

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

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

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

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

merchandise train A train consisting of single and/or multiple car shipments of various 
commodities. 

National Wetlands 
Inventory An inventory of wetland types in the United States compiled by the 

United States Fish and Wildlife Service. 

nonattainment An area that coes not meet National Ambient Air Quality Standards 
(NAAQS) specified under the Clean Air Act. 

pick up To add one or more cars to a train from an intermediate (non yard) 
track designated for the storage of cars. 

rail spur A track that diverges from a main line, also known as a spur track or 
rail siding, which typically serves one or more industries. 

right-of-way Tlie right held by one person over anc .'.ier person's land for a 
specific use; rights of tenants are excluded. The strip of land for 
which permission has been gianted to build and maintain a linear 
stmcture, such as a road, railroad, or pipeline. 

set out To remove one or more cars from a train at an intermediate (non 
yard) location such as a siding, interchange hack, spur track, or other 
track designated for the storage of cars. 
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GLOSSARY (Cont'd) 

threatened 

trackage right 

A species that is likely to become an endangered species within the 
foreseeable future throughout all or part of its range, and is protected 
by federal and/or state law. 

The right or combination of rights of one railroad to operate over the 
designated trackage of another railroad including, in some cases, the 
right to interchange with all carriers at all junctions; the right to build 
connections or additional tracks in order to access other shippers or 
carriers. 

turnout A d-ack arrangement which enables engines and cars to pass from 
one track to another. 

unit train A train consisting of cars carrying a single commodity, e.g., a coal 
train. 

water resources 

wetland 

wye 

All-inclusive term that refers to many types of permanent and 
seasonally wet/'dry surface water features including springs, creeks, 
streams, rivers, ponds, lakes, wetlands, canals, haroors, bays sloughs, 
mudflats, and sewage-treatment and industrial waste ponds. 

As defined by 40 CFR 230.3, wetlands are "those areas that are 
inundated or saturated by surface or ground water at a frequency and 
duration sufficient to support, and under normal circumstances do 
support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in 
saturated soil conditions". Wetlands generally include swamps, 
marshes, bogs, and similar areas. 

A principal track and two cormecting tracks arranged like the letter 
"Y," on which locomotives, cars, and trains may be turned. 
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PART 1 

OVERVIEW 

AND 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED 

ACQUISITION 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. (hereafter collectively "CSX"), Norfolk 

Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company (hereafter collectively "NS"), 

and Conrail, Inc. and Consolidafid Rail Corporation (hereafter collectively "Conrail"), are filing 

a joint application with the Surface Transportation Board (the "STB" or the "Board") seeking 

Board authorization for the acquisition of control of Conrail by CSX and NS and for the 

subsequent division of Conrail's assets (the "Acquisition"). As used hereafter in this 

Environmental Report ("ER"), the term "Acquisition" means the entirety of the transactions 

contemplated in this proceeding. 

This ER is filed with the floard concurrent with, and as part of, the Application. The Report has 

been prepared by Dames & Moore for CSX and Bums & McDonnell for NS to assist the Surface 

Transportation Board (STB or Board) in its review of the environmental effects of the proposed 

Acquisition. This environmental review process is required by the National Environmental 

Policy Act, 42 U.S.C. 4332. 

The Board has determined that it will prepare an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) in this 

proceeding. The Board will be assisted in this effort by its third party consultants, DeLeuw 

Cather & Company and HDR Engineering, Inc. The Board will verify the information submitted 

by CSX and NS, and will conduct its own analysis of the environmental effects of the 

transaction. 

Environmental Report I -1 Part 1 - Overview 
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The proposed transaction is expected to result in the eliicient rerouting of rail traffic transported 

on the current CSX, NS and Conr?'l lines and the diversion of freight from other railroads, as 

well as the environmentally-beneficial diversion of freight from hucks' J the expanded CSX and 

NS systems. Thus, there will be increased fraffic on certain line segments and decreased traffic 

on others, and increased activity at certain yards and facilities and decreased activity at others. 

The Board's environmental regulations (49 C.F.R 1105) direct CSX and NS to focus this 

Environmental Report on those localized areas where increa.ses in traffic above specified 

thresholds are expected. The regulations do not direct CSX and NS to provided comparable 

information where offsetting decreases in traffic are expected, and this Report does not attempt to 

quantify localized decreases. 

Accordingly, the Report overstates the environmental effects of the transaction at any particular 

locality. Nonetheless, the Report indicates that the transaction will result in a net environmental 

benefit in areas such as air emissions, use of energy resources and safety. 

This ER is being widely circulated to facilitate public review and comment on the potential 

environmental effects of the proposed Acquisition. In addition to serving the parties in Finance 

Docket No. 33388, CSX and NS are providing this ER to over 1,800 other persons as requested 

by the Board's Section of Environmental Analysis. Comments should be directed to the Board's 

Section of Environmental Analysis at the address or telephone number provided at the front of 

this volume. 

Following its review of the relevant environmental data, the Board will prepare and circulate a 

Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS) in the next several months. There will be further 

opportunity to comment on environmental impacts in response to the DEIS. 
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The benefits of the larger CSX and NS systems, including improved service capabilities and 

increased operating efficiencies, are addressed briefly in the Description of the Proposed 

/-cquisition. These benefits are more fully set forth in the Application, and in Section 2 of this 

Part 1 of the ER. As described in the Application, the benefits of the Acquisition include: 

• reduced energy usage ~ over 120 million gallons of fuel saved armually as a resuh 

of diversion of freight off the higliway; 

• enhanced safety ~ approximately 1,700 tmck accidents saved annually as a result 

of diversion of freight to safer rail transport, including 21 fatal crashes; 

• reduced highway congestion - over 782 million highway miles saved; 

• reduced systemwide air emissions for NO ,̂ CO and other pollutants; and 

• a more efficient rail transportation system, with reduced redundancy and 

improved rail competitiveness 

The proposed Acquisition of Conrail by CSX and NS will require the consttuction of several 

connections between existing rail lines at points where those lines now intersect or are in close 

proximity to each other. In addition, two other CSX constmction projects are designed to 

provide added capacity to handle increased traffic. An environmental analysis of all constmction 

projects that are under the Board's jurisdiction and those non-jurisdictional projects requiring the 

acquisition of new property is presented in Part 4 of the ER. 

The CSX and NS operating plans anticipate substantial rerouting of rail traffic within the 

expanded CSX and NS systems, generating increased traffic densities on some line segments and 

decreases on other segments. In addition, tmck-to-rail diversions, and diversions from other rail 

carriers, wili result in increased rail traffic on certain rail line segments, as well as increased local 

tmck traffic in and around certain intermodal facilities. The corresponding decreased volumes of 

long haul tmck traffic on interstate highways, of tmck traffic at facilities where activity is 

decreased, and of rail fraffic on some rail segments in the CSX, NS and other carriers" systems, 

will result in overall fuel savings and a resulting decrease in emissions of pollutants. These 

savings are discussed more fiilly in Section 2, Beneficial Effects of the Acquisition, and Section 

7, Systemwide Analyses, of this ER. 
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The Acquisition will also permit some consolidation of yard activities at single locations, 

providing the most efficient operation for that traffic, as well as a more efficient routing of traffic 

to the yards. Several intermodal facilities (two CSX facihties and three NS facilities) will be 

closed and their operation consolidated with another facility or relocated, providing more 

efficient operations and better service to customers. 

There would be little redundancy within the CSX and NS systems. More efficient routings, 

made available as a result of the Acquisition, will permit the abandonment of four rail lines and 

one raifroad bridge which currently generate very little local traffic. These proposed 

abandonments amount to only 79.7 miles of frack in total. CSX proposes abandonment of one 

Conrail rail line in Illinois that totals approximately 29 miles. There are no local shippers on the 

abandoned line. Four abandonments are proposed by NS within its system in Indiana and Ohio, 

totaling approximately 50.7 miles. Some of the existing traffic on the NS lines would be 

rerouted onto other rail lines, while approximately 21 carloads per year on one line and 90 

carloads per year on another line from four shippers would be diverted to tmck. Section 5 of this 

Part 1 discusses the proposed abandonments in more detail and Part 3 of this ER discusses the 

enviroimiental impacts of each of the abandonments. 

The Application and the operating plans contain details of the changes in operations which will 

result from the Acquisition. In general, it is not anticipated that the types of commodities 

transported would materially change. It is anticipated, however, that diversions from tmck and 

other rail carriers will increase the utilization of the expanded CSX and NS systems, reducing the 

over the road tmck transport of some of these commodities. Most commodities diverted from 

duck will likely be non-hazardous in nature. Tne principal environmental benefit from the 

proposed Acquisition is the significant amount of tmck freight which can be diverted to rail 

transportation, thereby reducing tmck fraffic and associated air emissions, improving safety by 

diverting tmck traffic to the safe rail mode and reducing fuel consumption by diverting to the 

more fuel efficient rail mode. These benefits are discussed in Sections 2 and 7 of this Part 1. 
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CSX and NS have made every effort to review and analyze each of the elements of the 

Acquisition. The environmental impacts have been thoroughly analyzed using conservative 

methods as described in the Methodologies which are located in Appendices in Parts I, 3, and 4 

of this ER. 
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1.0 DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED ACQUISITION 

1.1 BACKGROUND 

In this proceeding, CSX, NS, and Conrail jointly seek Board authorization for CSX and NS to 

acquire control of Conrail and thereafter to allocate Conrail's assets. Figure 1-1 shows the 

Proposed Division of the Conrail System. The fimdamental objective of the proposed transaction 

is to divide existing Conrail operations between CSX and NS. The transaction would be effected 

through a series of interdependent steps. These steps arc described in detail in other volumes of 

the AppUcation. 

In summary, the practical consequence of the proposed fansaction is that certain existing Conrail 

facilities and operations would be assigned individually to either CSX or NS through operating 

agreements or other mechanisms, and certain other existing Conrail facilities and operations 

would be shared by, and operated for the benefit of, both CSX and NS. The resuh would be an 

expanded CSX rail system as shown in Figure 1-2, an expanded NS rail system as shown in 

Figure 1-3, and certain Shared Assets Areas. 

After the Acquisition, subject to Board approval, CSX and NS would continue to compete with 

each othvr in the provision of rail freight services and would expand their head-to-head 

competition to areas in which Conrail is cturently the only major rail carrier. Each of the two 

railroads would utilize its existing lines (with the exception that operation of one of the existing 

NS lines from Fort Wayne, IN to Chicago, IL would switch to CSX with NS trackage rights), 

would operate certain Corvail lines independent of the other, and w ould operate on certain other 

Conrail lines in the Shared Assets Areas. As a consequence, there would be two major railroad 

systems (an expanded CSX and an expanded NS) of rough! • • equal size and scope operating in 

the eastem United States. 

The proposed Acquisifion builds on the two-carrier competitive stmcture in the Southeast, 

extending it into the Northeast. Competition between CSX and NS has been and will be 

vigorous. Both rail systems are efficient, with the necessary traffic density to provide quality 
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service and achieve low costs. Both systems are financially successful and generate the cash 

flow required to maintain and improve fixed plant and equipment. The proposed Acquisition 

will spread this balanced system of competition into the Mid-Atlantic states. 

The proposed division of Conrail would provide shippers with the benefits of tmly balanced 

competition to, froni, and within the eastem United States. The expanded, balanced CSX and NS 

systems would ensure competition by providing efficient, seamless service to and from all major 

eastem mefropolitan areas. 

There are two high-capacity, efficient routes out of the Northeast toward the Midwest owned by 

Conrail, One of those principal routes runs parallel with CSX's Baltimore and Ohio (B&O) line 

east of Cleveland; this former Pennsylvania Railroad (PRR) route would go to NS. The former 

New York Central (NYC) Water Level route through Albany would go to CSX. Conrail's lower 

capacity Southem Tier route, a former Erie Lackawanna line, would go to NS to balanc CSX's 

B&O line. Thus both NS and CSX will have two major Northeast-Midwest routes. 

From Cleveland west, Conrail has a main line to Chicago and one to St. Louis. CSX and NS also 

have existing routes from Ohio to both Chicago and St. Louis, although neither has the capacity 

of the Conrail routes. Conrail's St. Louis line would go to CSX, and Conrail's Cleveland-

Chicago line would go to NS. To address a potential imbalance in capacity between Chicago and 

Ohio, NS will transfer to Conrail in a like-kind exchange one of NS's two existing lines east 

from Chicago via Warsaw, IN. CSX then will operate the deferred line to connect with an 

existing Conrail line between Ft. Wayne, IN, and Crestline, OH also to be operated by CSX. As 

a result, both carriers will have two routes from the East to Chicago. NS will have one double 

track and one single track route, and CSX will have two single track routes, one of which it is 

upgrading to double track edacity. 
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North-South Routes 

CSX currently reaches northeastem markets via its B&O line between Washington, D.C. and 

Philadelphia, where cornection to Conrail's main line to Newark is made. NS connects with 

Conrail at Hagerstown, ]vID, and from there a Conrail secondary main line reaches Conrail's 

east-west line at Harr.iburg, PA, for access to Philadelphia, northem New Jersey and New 

England. Conrail's Philadelphia to Newark route would be operated by CSX and the routes via 

Harrisburg would be operated by NS. 

Mld»esleniLNorth-Sout&JRojites 

Midwestem nor̂ h-south routes were assigned to achieve balance and to avoid anti-competitive 

results. NS will operate Conrai! s Cincimiati-Columbus line, a route that NS now uses under 

frackage rights as part of its principal route between Cleveland and Southeast. Conrail's West 

Virginia Secondary betwe.*n Char.'eston, West Virginia, and Columbus, Ohio, also will be 

operated by NS, to preserve rail competition at Charleston. The Conrail lines in Michigan will 

be operated by NS, to provide more balanced competition in Michigan. 

OtherHoutes 

Other trackage was assigned between NS and CSX to preserve the integnCy of both networks. 

For example, Conrail's lines to Monfreal and Boston both connect with the NYC Line to be 

operated by CSX, and Conrail's Buffalo-Harrisburg and Philadelphia-Hamsburg lines fit with 

the PRR Line to be operated by NS. 

Every effort was made to maintain the natural connectivity of the Conrail system and to 

minimize dismption to servic; patterns and customers. Thus, line segments that naturally 

"attach" to a Conrail principal route will be operated by NS or CSX along with each such Conrail 

route. Few exceptions were made to this general mle. 
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Conrail Shared Asscte Areas 

In some major areas-Northem New Jersey, Southem New Jersey, most of Philadelphia and 

Conrail lines in Detroit-separation of trackage between NS and CSX was not feasible, or was 

not acceptable to NS or CSX. Therefore, these markefs will be in Shared Assets Areas, with both 

CSX and NS access to all customers within each. The Monongahela coal region in southwestem 

Permsylvania presents a similar situation. Because virtually all Monongahela traffic is coal 

moving in fiill trainloads, having the Monongahela under NS control with fiill access CSX 

trackage rights, will allow both carriers to access all customers directly, in a position of equality. 

The proposed division of Conrail would open the New York metropolitan market to direct rail 

competition for the first time in 20 years. The expanded CSX and NS systems would provide 

direct competitive access to the Ports of New York/New Jersey, now served solely by Conrail. 

CSX and NS would each have access to its own tenninal facilities and shared facilities there. 

Similarly, two rail carrier competition would continue at the ports of Baltimore, IVID, 

Wilmington, DE, and Philadelphia, PA. 

The expanded CSX and NS systems would provide utility coal shippers with the benefits of 

balanced rail competition to and within the eastem United States. CSX and NS would each have 

access to major routes between the Northeast, Midwest and South that would maintain and 

increase competitive transportation options for the utility coal industry. Prior to Conrail's 

acquisition of the Monongahela P.ailway in 1990, the important Monongahela coal-mining 

region south of Pittsburgh had multiple rail connections. The Monongahela mines armually 

produce over 80 million tons of coal. CSX and NS would return rail competition to this area by 

opening all mines located on Conrail south of Brownsville, PA to both CSX and NS rail service. 

As noted above, both CSX and NS would have full rights to serve all existing and new coal 

operations in this area. 

The expanded CSX and NS systems would provide shippers with a more competitive alternative 

to tmck transportation. Today, with the absence of integrated rail service, over 75 percent of all 
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% 

manufactured goods shipments between the Northeast and Southeast move by track. Both CSX 

and NS would offer single-line intermodal service and compete more effectively for tmck traffic 

currently moving on some of the nation's most dense tmck lanes, including the north-south 1-95, 

1-85,1-75, and 1-81, and east-west 1-70,1-80, and 1-90 corridors. Highway congestion and the 

resulting capacity pressures on some of the nation's most congested tmck routes would be 

reduced as tonnage is fransferred from highway to rail. 

The Expanded CSX System 

The expanded CSX system would have approximately 23,173 route miles of rail hne. At 

present, CSX, tlirough its direct and indirect rail subsidiaries, operates on approximately 18,504 

miles of rail line in 20 states and the Province of Ontario. The CSX system extends from 

westem gateways at Chicago, St. Louis, Memphis, and New Orleans to port cities on the Atlantic 

Ocean and points as far north as Philadelphia, and from the Province of Ontario and the State of 

Michigan as far south as Miami. Conrail assets proposed to be operated by CSX comprise 

approximately 4,669 route miles (including in Shared Assets Areas) in 10 states (Illinois, 

Indiana, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and 

West Virginia), the District of Columbia, and the Province of Quebec. The expanded CSX 

system would operate in a total of 23 states. 

The expanded CSX rail system would extend to every major market in the East. The new 

network will enable sliippers, for the first time in history, to enjoy single-line service from the 

Northeast to the South. CSX will have a direct route from Flcrida to the New York/New Jersey 

area running roughly parallel to Interstate 95 and then on to Boston via Albany. 

The expanded CSX system would markedly improve coast to coast service by providing 

improved, single-line service from New York and other East Coast markets to all four major 

westem gateways - Chicago, St. Louis, Memphis, and New Orleans. The combined operation of 

CSX and Conrail lines would also enhance the competitiveness of international service through 

virtually every major port on the East Coast. 
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The expanded CSX network would provide single-line service over eleven major service routes, 

including two altemative routes between Chicago and New York, one via Buffalo over the 

former New York Central line and the other via Pittsburgh and Philadelphia. CSX's Atlantic 

Coast Service Lane would cotmect points in the Northeast with the South. Other service routes 

would connect the Northeast, the Mid-West, and the Mid-Atlantic with major westem gateways 

at Memphis, New Orleans, and St. Louis. The ability to provide single-line service would also 

enable CSX to create specialized routes to maximize efficient fraffic movement For example, 

CSX would route time-sensitive traffic between Chicago and Cleveland over the former B&O 

line, while routing bulk and unit frain traffic over its new line between Chicago and Cleveland 

via Fort Wayne. 

CSX would also be able to offer an expanded, more efficient intermodal rail network, that would 

be highly competitive with tmck service in four important intermodal service corridors; the 1-95 

Corridor between Florida and the Northeast, the 1-85 Corridor between Atlanta and the 

Northeast, the 1-75 Corridor between the Midwest and the Southeast/Florida, and the Memphis 

Gateway Corridor between Memphis and the Midwest or Memphis and the Mid-Atlantic and 

Northeast. 

The expected increase in traffic on the expanded CSX system would enable CSX to build larger 

blocks of cars, and even solid trains, that would be able to avoid intermediate classification and 

pass through crowded gateways and capacity-strained yards. CSX would also be able to build 

sohd trains for interchange with westem carriers "deep" within the expanded CSX territory. 

The Expanded NS System 

The expanded NS system would have approximately 21,069 route miles of rail line. At present, 

NS, through its direct and indirect rail subsidiaries, operates on approximately 14,282 miles of 

rail line in 20 states and the Province of Ontario. The NS system extends from Kansas City, MO 

to port cities on the Atlantic Ocean and from the Province of Ontario anu the State of Michigan 

to states on the Gulf of Mexico. Conrail assets proposed to be operated by NS comprise 

approximately 6,787 route miles (including in Shared Assets Areas) in 10 states (Delaware, 
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Illinois, Indiana, Maryland, Michigan, New Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and West 

Virginia) and the District of Columbia. 

NS would offer new single-line, tmck-competitive service between points in the Northeast, such 

as Philadelphia, PA, New York, Baltimore, MD, Pittsburgh, PA, and the Southeast. Single-line 

service will be available to directly compete with tmck traffic currentlv moving in some of the 

nation's most dense tmck lanes, including north-south 1-85,1-75 and 1-81, and east-west 1-70, 

1-76 and 1-90. These diversions will have a favorable impact upon highway congestion and air 

quality conditions. 

Double-stack offerings between northeastem markets and those in the Southeast and West 

would be expanded or improved as clearances are raised between Allentown, PA and northem 

New Jersey; Cincinnati and Columbus, OH; Perryville, MD and Baltimore, MD; and the 

Shenandoah Valley line between Riverton Junction and Roanoke, VA. For example, NS will 

connect the Baltimore market with Midwest points bv using the Port Road line between 

Perryville, MD, and Harrisburg, PA. NS proposes to expand the existing Conrail conventional 

intennodal (TOFC/COFC) facility at Baltimore and raise the catenary on the NEC route from 

Baltimore to Perryville. This will allow double stack service to the Port of Baltimore. Another 

example is the clearance project planned for the Pattenburg, NJ tunnel to allow double stack 

traffic to move through the tunnel on a more efficient route between northem New Jersey and 

markets on both the South and the Midwest. 

NS would expand its bi-modal RoadRailer<I' Triple Crown Services (TCS) to serve new markets. 

New TCS terminals would be added on existing railroad property at Baltimore, !VfD, Chai?otte, 

NC, and Morrisville (Philadelphia), PA. The TCS facilities at Crestline, OH , and Rochesier, 

NY, would be relocated to Bellevue, OH, and Buffalo, NY, respectively, to improve operating 

efficiencies and service. Subject to agreement with Amtrak, direct new north-south service 

would be offered on the Northeast Corridor (NEC) between New Jersey and Washington, D.C, a 

major tmck corridor. TCS RoadRailersf / are a proven technology that allows NS to successfully 

compete in short-haul tmck markets. 
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The expanded NS network would have major lines connecting the South to major northeastem 

and midwestem markets. New .̂ ingle-line service would be added from Tennessee and Alabama 

into the Northeast via the Shenandoah Valley in Virginia and Hagerstown, MD. General 

merchandise service between the upper Midwest and deep South currently is hampered by 

interchange at Cincinnati and Chicago. Combining NS and Conrail volumes and using Conrail's 

Elkhart yard will create long distance trains and cut one to three days in transit between Elkhart 

and Chattanooga, TN, and Macon, GA. 

The expanded NS would offer improved service between New York and Chicago on two routes, 

one via Buffalo and one via Pittsburgh. Through service would be operated to eight westem 

gateways: Chicago, Sfreator, Peoria, Kansas City, St. Louis, Memphis, Meridian, and New 

Orleans. New north-south routes would be created between the Northeast and the Southeast 

through Baltimore, Washington, and Charlotte and between Harrisburg and Hagerstown, 

Roanoke and Knoxville. In the Midwest, Conrail and NS routes would be tied together to create 

an integrated network from the Great Lakes to the Gulf of Mexico, via Cincinnati. 

Shared Assets Areas 

The agreement between CSX and NS establishing terms for the Acquisition provides that certain 

areas would be operated as Shared Assets Areas providing each company with equal access to 

customers within the defined zones. Unlike routes and facilities which are to be assigned 

exclusively to CSX or NS, operation of the Shared Assets Areas will be responsive to the 

commercial and operating needs of both carriers, and these areas will be operated as extensions 

of each. The rail lines in the Shared Assets Areas total approximately 514 route miles. CSX and 

NS both will operate trains into, out of and through the Shrred Assets Areas and will be able to 

operate trains to any allocated, shared or customer operated facility as if operating in their own 

territory. The Shared Assets Areas would be operated by or through Conrail pursuant to a 

Shared Assets Area agreement. 
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The three Shared Assets Areas are shown on Figure 1-1 and consist of: 

• Conrail lines and facilities in Northem New Jersey ("North Jersey") 

• Conrail lines and facilities in Southem New Jersey and certain Conrail lines and 

facilities in Philadelphia, PA ("South Jersey/Philadelphia") 

• Conrail imes and facilities in Defroit, MI ("Detroit") 

1.2 OVTRVIEW OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL REPORT 

This document is Part I of 4 of the ER prepared for the proposed Acquisition of control of 

Conrail, Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) by CSX Corporation and CSX 

Transportation, Inc. (CSX) and Norfolk Southem Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway 

Company (NS), and division of Conrail's assets. This Part of the ER presents a summary and 

overview of the other parts. It also includes th'. systemwide analyses, and the beneficial 

environmental effects of the Acquisition. 

The pre and post-Acquisition operations changes and the analysis of environmental impacts are 

presented m Part 2, which concerns the operational impacts of rail line segmRnts, rail yards, and 

intermodal facilities. Part 3 addresses abandonments, and Part 4 addresses consfruction projects. 

Each of these parts is described briefly below, and in more detail in the following summary 

sections (Sections 3,4, 5, and 6) in this Part 1. Environmental studies were performed for CSX, 

NS, and Shared Assets Areas, using the common methodologies presented in appendices to Parts 

1.3 and 4. 

Part 1, Overview and Description of the Proposed Action and Alternatives, contains an executive 

summary, an o\'erview of the proposed Acquisition, a brief description of the areas studied, 

conclusions regarding potentially significant impacts, a systemwide analysis of operational 

changes, and the beneficial environmental effects of the proposed Acquisition. 

Part 2, Operational Impacts of Rail Line Segments, Rail Yards and Intermodal Facilities, 

presents the en\'ironmental impacts as'̂ ociated with the increases in traffic on affected rail line 

segments, and increases in activity at rail yards and intermodal facilities that meet or exceed STB 
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air quality or noise thresholds. The potential environmental impacts for these operations are 

primarily related to air, noise, safety, energy, and transportation. Rail line segments, rail yards, 

and intermodal facilities that would have an increase in rail or tmck traffic projected to i.iee* the 

STB's environmental analysis thresholds, as specified in 49 CFR 1105.7(e) and identified ui 

Tables 1-1 and 1 -2, were analyzed. In addition to analyzing rail line segments in Shared Assets 

Areas, this ER also analyzed increases on line segments of Amtrak's Northeast Corridor (NEC) 

over which Conrail operates. Increased activity levels were studied based on the ahainmenl 

status of the county in which they are projected to occur. The attainment status of each county, 

as determined by the USEPA's National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS), is based on 

that county's compliance with the EPA's standards. Areas where certain pollutants exceed the 

standards are considered nonattainment counties.' 

'TO be conservative in this study, if any affected rail line segment, rail yard or intermodal facility is located 
m a nonattainment portion of a county, the entire county has been designated as nonattainment. even if other 
portions of the county are in attam-nient. See Figure 1 -4 for the resultmg An Quality Attauiment Status map. 
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Table 1-1 
Surface Transportation Board's 

Air Quality Thresholds for Impact Analysis 

Rail Facility Threshold 

Attainment Areas' (49 CFR 1105.7 (e)(5)(i)) 

Rail Line Segments Increase of at least 8 trains per day or at least 100 percent as measured 
in annual gross ton miles 

Rail Yards Increase of at least 100 percent in carload activity 

Intermodal Facilities Increase in tmck tiaffic greater than 10 percent of average daily traffic 
or 50 tmcks per day 

Class 1 and Nonattainment Areas (-̂ 9 CFR 1105.7 (e)(5)(ii)) 

Rail Line Segments Increase of at least 3 trains per day or at least 50 percent as measured 
in annual gross ton miles 

Rail Yards Increase of at least 20 percent in carload activity 

Intermodal Facilities Increase in tmck traffic greater than 10 percent of average daily traffic 
or 50 tmcks per day 

Table 1-2 
Surface Transportation Board's 

Noise Thresholds for Impact Analysis 

Rail Facility Threshold (49 CFR 1105.7 (e)(6)) 

Rail Line Segments Increase of at least 8 trains per day or at least 100 percent as measured 
in annual gross ton miles 

Rail Yards Increase of at least 100 percent in carload activity 

Intermodal Facilities Increase in tmck traffic greater than 10 percent of average daily traffic 
or 50 tmck per day 

T̂he U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) has developed National Ambient Air Quality 
Standards (NAAQS) for six cntena pollutants: sulfur dioxide (S02), nitrogen dioxide rN02), ozone (03), carbon 
monoxide (CO), lead (Pb) and particulate maner less than 10 microns m diameter (PM-10). Ambient air quality 
status is determined on a pollutant-by-pollutant basis. Areas in which ambient air quality concentrations of a 
pollutant are less than these standards are considered attainment areas for that pollutant Conversely, areas where 
ambient concentrations exceed the standards for a pollutant are considered nonattainment areas. Maintenance areas 
are previously designated nonattainment areas that have been redesignated attainment. 
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A total of 56 CSX rail line segments and 41 NS rail line segments are expected to experience 

increased activity that meets the STB's environmental analysis thresholds for air quality. Shared 

Assets Areas and NEC line segments meeting the thresholds totaled 13. Of all the segments 

meeting the air quality thresholds, 32 CSX, 32 NS, and four Shared Assets Areas/NEC line 

segments meet the STB thresholds for noise analysis. Significantly, decreases in activity are 

expected on 108 CSX, 54 NS, and 1 i Shared Assets Areas/NEC rail line segments as a result of 

the Acquisition. 

The number of CSX rail yards and NS rail yards identified as meeting the STB's thresholds for 

air quality analysis are five and ten, respectively. CSX does not have any rail yards which meet 

the STB thresholds for noise. Five NS rail yards were identified as meeting the STB's thresholds 

for noise analysis. Five CSX and 18 NS intennodal facilities meet the STB thresholds for air 

quality and noise analysis. One Shared Assets Area rail yard and no Shared Assets Areas 

intermodal facilities met the thresholds for environmental analysis. 

Part 3, Proposed Abandonments, describes the p. oposed abandonments and analyzes the 

potential environmental impacts associated with the five abandonment projects proposed by CSX 

and NS. NS proposes three rail lines and one bridge abandonment. These proposed 

abandonments are in Indiana and Ohio. CSX proposes one rail line abandonment in Illinois. 

There are no proposed abandonments in Shared Assets Areas. Land use, water resources and 

wetlands, biological resources, historic and cultural resources, safety and transportation, air 

quality, and noise were analyzed for potential environmental impacts. The proposed process for 

removal of rail and related equipment and stmctures after abandonment and mitigation measures 

are discussed in Part 3 of the ER. 

Part 4, Proposed Conshnction Projects, describes the co itmction projects and analyzes the 

potential environmental impacts associated with all constmction projects under STB jurisdiction 

and other consimction projects requiring the acquisition of new property. CSX proposes the 

constmction of eight new connections, six of which would require the acquisition of new 

property. CSX proposes two other constmction projects that would require acquisition of new 
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property. NS proposes the constmction of 14 new cormections, eight of which would require the 

acquisition of new property. These projects are analyzed for their potential impacts on land use, 

water resources and wetlands, biological resources, and historic and cultural resources, safety and 

fransportation, air quality, and noise. The proposed process for constmction and mitigation 

measures are discussed in Part 4 of the ER. 

Figures in Parts 3 and 4 illustrate the abandonments and constmction projects proposed by CSX 

and NS on regional maps as well as on USGS topographic maps. 

1.3 PROPOSED ACTION 

The Acquisition will result in the following activity changes: 

• Increases that trip STB thresholds are projected to occur on a total of 110 rail line 

segments, comprising 1,758.8 miles on 56 CSX lines, 1505 miles on 41 NS lines, and 

200.7 miles on .3 Shared Assets Areas/NEC line segments. 

• Decreases are projected on a total of 122 rail line segments, comprising 5,394 6 miles 

on CSX lines, 4,798 miles on NS lines, and 51 miles on Shared Assets Aieas/HEC 

lines. 

• CSX has five ra ' yards and five intermodal facilities which are expected to 

experience an increase in activity meeting STB thresholds for analysis. NS has nine 

rail yards and 18 intennodal facilities which are projected to meet the thresholds. 

There is one Shared Area rail yard projected to meet the thresholds. 

• CSX proposes to abandon one 29-mile long rail line segment. 

• NS proposes the abandonment of three rail line segments and one pivot bridge, 

totaling approximately 50.7 miles. 

• Eight new rail cormections and two other constmction projects are plaraied by CSX. 

• Fourteen new cormections are planned by NS. 
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1.3.1 Operations on Rail Line Segments 

The proposed Acquisition would allow CSX and NS to expand and optimize their rail networks. 

Optimization would result in more direct and efficient routes on the expanded CSX and NS 

systems. Improvea efficiency and expanded single-line service are expected to result in the 

diversion of a significant amount of traffic from tmck to rail. These changes would result in 

increased fraffic densities on rail line segments along single line through-routes, and decreased 

densities on many other segments. The changes in routing, including the di\ ersions from tmck 

to rail, would result in fiiel savings. The abandonment of some low-density and inefficient rail 

line segments, as well as rail line constmction projects, would also serve to maximize the 

effectiveness and efficiencies of the expanded systems. Tables 1-3,1-4, and 1-5 list rail line 

segments with increased traffic meeting STB thresholds. Rail line segn.ents expected to have 

decreased traffic are shown on Tables 1-6, 1-7, and 1-8. 

1.3.2 Operations at Rail Yards and Intermodal Facilities 

Increased activity at some rail yards and intermodal facilities would occur due to increased 

business expected as a result of diversions from non-rail carriers, intemal re-routing of freight, 

and from the consolidation of activities at a single location in areas where CSX or NS can realize 

efficiencies related to the activities within those yards and intermodal facilities. Rail yards and 

intermodal facilities meeting the STB analysis thresholds for air quality or noise are showri in 

Tables 1-9 through 1-13, respectively. 

1.3.3 Rail Lines Proposed for Abandonment 

CSX and NS are proposing in total the abandonment of four rail line segments (one or CSX, 

three on NS) and one pivot bridge (NS). These projects are located in three states as indicated in 

Tables 1-14 and 1-15. The minimal local traffic on these lines would be diverted to truck or 

other rail lines; and overhead traffic would be rerouted to other rail lines. 

1.3.4 Proposed Construction Projects 

The proposed construction projects associated with the Acquisition involve rail line connections 

and certain other projects requiring the acquisition of new right-of-way. CSX proposes eight 
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new rail connections to connect CSX lines with Conrail lines or to connect other lines to 

facilitate the movement of trains more efficiently over its system. NS proposes fourteen new 

cormections to cormect track for the more efficient movement of trains over its system. CSX also 

plans constmction of a new intermodal yard and fueling facility. The CSX and NS constmction 

projects are located in seven states as indicated in Tables 1-16 and 1-17.' 

1.3.5 Ports 

CSX, NS, and Conrail currently provide rail service to a combined total of 17 ports along the 

Atlantic and Gulf Coasts and 27 ports on the Great Lakes. (See Figure 1-5). The proposed 

Acquisition would permit CSX and NS to serve these ports more efficiently and cost-effectively. 

The Acquisition would prove to be extremely beneficial to ports on the Eastem Seaboard. CSX 

and NS both will serve the ports of Philadelphia, Baltimore, Hampton Roads, and New 

York/New Jersey. Service to the Port of New York/New Jersey would benefit from the presence 

of competitive rail service and the expansions of single-line routes to points in the South and 

Midwest on the CSX and NS systems. 

CSX and NS do not contemplate implementing any major operational changes with respect to 

their service to any ports. Furthermore, no changes in overall port traffic or operations are being 

assumed in the CSX and NS operating plans. It is anticipated, however, that the expanded rail 

network coverage and the more cost-effective single-line service would attract more rail traffic to 

and from the ports and that traffic to the ports will be diverted from motor carrier. CSX, NS, and 

Conrail cannot predict what activities the port authorities might undertake in order to 

accommodate any increases in the amount of freight handled. 

' Four of these CSX projects and three of these NS projects are the subjects of Petitions 
for Waiver of the "related applications" mle filed with the STB on May 2,1997. If the Petitions 
are granted, these projects would become the subjects of separate applications which would 
include environmental analysis of each project. The environmental analysis of these seven 
projects is also included in this ER. CSX has proposed that it be permitted to constmct the 
connections at Willow Creek, IN, and Greenwich, Crestline, and Sidney, OH so as to be prepared 
for their operation upon approval of the Acquisition. NS has proposed the same for its proposed 
connections at Sidney, IL, Alexandria, IN and Bucyms, OH. 
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Table 1-3 
CSX Rail Line Segments that Meet STB Thresholds for Environmental Analysis 

Rail Line Segment Length Pauerigcr Freight Trains per Day' Percent Change in 
Threshold 

E:icccdances 
State' 

From To 
Current 
Operator 

in 
Milci 

Train per 
Day 

Pre-
Acquisition 

Poit-
Acquisition 

Change 
Gross Ton-Miles 

per Year 

Threshold 
E:icccdances 

Dj.slnct of Columbia Anacostia Virginia Ave CR 2 5 0 19 3 28.60 930 !2 .Air (ijality, Noise 

Virginia Ave Potomac Yard, VA CR 6 35 17 9 28 60 10 70 18 Air Quality, Noise 

Washington Pt of Rocks, MD CSX 43 144 23 8 3078 6 98 48 Air Quality 

Illinois Han Yd Blue Island Jet CSX 3 0 17 32 86 15 86 127 Air Quality, Noise 

Blue Island Jet 59th Street CSX 15 0 195 22 93 3 43 33 Air Quality 

Indiana Adams Ft Wayne CR 5 0 59 13 90 8 00 460 Air Quality, Noise 

Tvvansvillc Amqui, TN CSX 137 0 23 4 32 71 9 31 53 Air Quality, Noise 

I t Way ie Warsaw NS 397 0 24 6 40 400 214 Air Quality, Noise 

Pine Jet Ban Yd, IL CSX 11 0 37 6 43 29 5 69 40 Air Quality 

Tolleston Clark Jot CR 3 9 0 0 500 500 >100()* Air Quality, Noise 

Vmccnnes Fvansville CSX 53 0 22 3 30 81 851 75 Air Quality, Noise 

Warsaw Tolleston NS 83 1 0 1 5 00 4 00 206 Air Quality, Noise 

Willow Creek Pine Jet CSX 12 2 22 1 38 59 16 49 105 Air Quality, Noi.sc 

'State of rail line segment origin 
'Freight trains per day include other railroad's trackage rights operations 

*Ncw Facilities on Railroad Right-of-Way. 1-21 



Table 1-3 
CSX Rail Line Segments that Meet STB Thresholds for Environmental Analysis 

Rail Line Segment Length Passenger Freight Trains per Day' Percent Change in 
Threshold 

Excccdances Statfc' 
From To 

Current 
Operator 

in 
Miles 

Trains per 
Day 

Pre-
Acquisition 

Post-
Acquisition 

Change 
Gross Ton-Miles 

per Year 

Threshold 
Excccdances 

Ma-yland Alexandna Jet Bennmg CSX 6 0 187 24 34 5 64 27 Air Quality 

Alexandria Jet Washington, DC csx 5 15.5 23 9 30 78 688 63 Air Quality 

Baltimore Relay csx 7 15 5 396 4267 3 07 11 Air Quality 

Cumberland Sinns, PA csx 133 2 277 32 77 507 32 Air Quality 

Jessup Alexandria Jet csx 17 155 334 37 06 3 66 45 Air Quality | 

1. mdovcr Anacositia, DC CR 5.4 0 34 9 11 571 117 Air Quality, Noise 

[piofR'jck^ Harpers Ferry, WV csx 38 144 33 3 41 64 834 30 Air Quality, Noise 

Relay Jessup csx 7 15 5 33 1 36 96 3 86 26 Air Quality 

Michigan Carleton 1 oledo, OH csx 165 0 21 9 33 12 11 22 61 Air Quality, Noise 

New York Buffalo CP Sycamore CR 12 0 13 5 18 50 500 49 Air Quality 

Chill Frontier CR 50 5 7 1 406 45 86 526 16 Air Quality 

CP Sycamore Black Rock CR 6 0 21 5 26 50 500 34 Air Quality 

1 loffmans Utica CR 664 74 383 44 76 646 17 Air Quality 

1 Selkirk 1 loffmans CR 254 0 387 45.16 646 13 Air Quality 

'State of rail line segment origin 
'Freighl trains per day include other railroad's trackage nghts opciitions. 

*New Facilities on Railroad Right-of-Way 1-22 



Table 1-3 
CSX Rail Line Segments that Meet STB Thresholds for Environmental Analysis 

Rail Line Segment Length Passenger Freight Trains per Day' Percent Change in 
Threshold 

Exceedances 
State' 

From To 
Current 

Operator 
in 

Miles 
Trains per 

Day 
Pre-

Acquisition 
Post-

Acquisition 
Change 

Gross Ton-Miles 
per Year 

Threshold 
Exceedances 

Ohio Ashtabula Quaker C:R 46 5 2 4H 3 54 24 5 94 5 Air Quality 

Berea (irecnwich cn 42 0 14 5 54 16 39 66 250 Air Quality, Noise 

Bucyms Adams, IN CR 113 5 0 5 9 13 90 8 00 412 Air Q'lality, Noise 

Cincinnati 1 lamilton csx 21 1 282 31 21 3 01 16 Air Quality 

Crcslimc Bucyrus CR 11 9 0 6 5 14 50 8 00 417 Air Quality, Noise 

Deshler T(,.>.u, csx M> 0 0 6 14 17 13 57 >I000* Air Quality, Noise 

Deshler Willow Creek, IN csx 174 2 21 4 47 69 26 29 1 1 1 Air Quality, Noise 

(itCCIlWlcll Crestline CR 21 2 0 14 5 31 34 16 84 88 Air Quality Noise 

(rrccnwich Willard csx 116 2 32 5 55 18 22 68 96 Air Quality, Noise 

Marcy Short CR 8 8 0 16 4 45 82 29 2 267 Air Quality, Noise 

Marion Fostoria CSX 40 0 17 8 27 40 9 60 56 Air Quality, Noise 

Maiion Ridgeway (T^ 23 2 0 16 1 31 83 15 73 31 Air Quality, Noise 

Mayfield Msvcy CR 3 3 0 3 4 43 82 40 42 933 Air Quality, Noise 

Quaker Mayfield CR 5 8 0 6 8 43 82 37 02 933 Air Quality, Noise 

Shr)rt Berea CR 4 0 13 4 47 25 33 s.: 578 Air Quality, Noi.se 

WiPaid Fostoria csx 36 8 2 32 5 54 04 21 54 97 Air Quality, Noise 

00 

'Stale of rail line segment origin 
'i'reight trams per day include other railroad's trackage rights operations, 
*Ncw Facilities on Railroad Right-of-Way 



Mute' 

'eiiiisylvani i 

i ciiiiesscc 

Virginia 

West Virginia 

Table 1-3 
CSX Rail Line Segments that Meet STB Thresholds for Environn.ental Analyst' 

Field 

New elastic 

Rankin Jet 

Ri> I Line Segment 

From 

Belmont 

Youngstown, D l ' 

New Castle 

KC. 

RC-

Sinns 

A i i u | i i i 

Dosv V 

Ircdtricksburg 

Richmond 

S Riclunond 

\ V n I "wer 

To 
Cu.-rent 

Operator 

CR 

csx 

ield 

Wilsinere. D l i 

Bro- .'nsville 

.ankm Jet 

Nashville 

•rcdencksburg 

i'otomac Yard 

r>()swell 

Weldon, NC 

Rivesville 

I>cngth 
In 

Miles 

Paasciiger 

Trains per 
Day 

0 

csx 
CR 

csx 

csx 

csx 
csx 
csx 

csx 

26 

csx 

csx 
csx 

38 

37 

49 

82 

14 5 

22 

14 5 

Freight Trains per Day' 

Pre-
Acquisitiun 

82 

326 

28 9 

Post-
Acquisitlon 

) 5 78 

39 61 

38 3: 

16 00 

22 9 

30>. 

40 S 

16 2 

16 3 

IS 4 

I 5 

26 37 

Change 

Perceri Change in 
Gro'.s Ton-Miles 

per Year 

7 58 

7 Oi 

9 41 

16 00 

3 47 

10 76 

40 21 

4841 

22 79 

23 39 

24 7') 

23 02 

3 36 

9 26 

9 41 

7 61 

6 39 

7 09 

6 99 

4 62 

1 86 

80 

46 

74 

>1()()0* 

23 

>1()00'' 

77 

Threshold 
Exceedances 

Air Quality 

All Quality 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

30 

28 

29 

22 

108 

Air Quality 

Air Qua'ity 

Air C^.-i .V 

Air (Quality 

Air Qiialiiy 

Air (Jiialily, Ni.isc 

'State of rail line segment origin 
'Freight trains per day include other railroad's lra<-.kag'̂  rights operations. 

•New Facilities on Railroad Right of-Way. 



Table 1-4 

o 

Rail Lim t Segment 
Passenger 

Trains 
per Day 

Freight Trains Per Day' % Change 

1 St4te' From To 
Current 

Operator 
Length 
in Miles 

Passenger 
Trains 

per Day 
Pre-

Acquidition 
Post-

Acquisition Change 

in Gross 
Ton-Miles 
per Year 

Threshold 
Exceedances 

Alabama Noms Yd A ialla NS 48 742 1258 5 16 15 Air Quality 
Delaware Fidgemoor Bell CR 1 5 00 11 84 6 84 162 Air Quality, Noire 
(icorgia Howell Spnng NS 1 33 28 4042 7 14 21 Air Quality 

Industry Yd Spring NS 5 743 1228 4 85 95 Air Quality 
South Yd Spring NS 2 26 71 38 14 11 43 32 Air Quality, Noise 
South Yd McDonough NS 26 26 71 32 14 5 43 15 Air Quality 

Illinois IC 95 .St Chicago Pullman Jn NS 1 2 00 5 86 3 86 182 Air Quality, Noise 
Landers Forest Hill NS 1 1286 12 13 -0,73 87 Air Quality 
Taylorsvilie AI.S Mitchell NS 71 9 28 1472 5 14 18 Ah Quality 
Tilton Decatur NS 71 22 74 39 13 16 39 65 Air Quality, Noi.se 

Indiana Alexandria Muncie NS 16 2 57 11 84 927 376 Air Quality, Noise 
Butler Ft Wayne NS 28 13 57 22 43 886 47 Air Qualify, Noise 
Control Pt 501 Colehour, 11, CR 7 15 71 41 35 51 86 1051 32 Air Quality, Noise 
Ft Wayne TC Ft Wayne Y.ird NS 2 6 57 9 57 3 136 Air Quality, Noise 
Ft Wayne Peru NS 53 1899 34 86 15 87 101 Air Quality, Noise 1 

'State of rail line segment origin 
'Freight trains per day include other railroad's trackage ngli>„ operations 
*New Facilities on Railroad Right-of-Way, 1-25 



Table 1-4 
NS Rail Line Segments that Meet STB Thresholds for Environmental Analysis 

State' 

Indiana 

continued) 

New .Icrscy 

New York 

Ohio 

Rail Line Segment 

From 

Lafayette 

Peru 

Ridgewotxi Jet 

Coming 

I ebenezer Jet 

Sutfem 

Ashtabula 

Bellevue 

Bellevue 

Bucyrus 

Cleveland 

Cleveland 

b'orydale 

Martin 

Mill 

To 
Current 
Operator 

Tilton, II. 

Lafayette 

Croxton 

Cieneva 

Buffalo 

Port Jer\'is 

Buffalo, NY 

Bucyrus 

Vermilion 

I 'airgi ounds Col 

Shortline Jet 

Ashtabula 

Cincinnati 

Miami 

•r Dayton 

NS 

NS 

Length 
in Miles 

Passenger 
Trains 

per Day 

49 

CR 

CR 

CR 

CR 

NS 

NS 

NS 

NS 

CR 

NS 

NS 

CR 

CR 

53 

57 

65 

127 

34 

26 

49 00 

13 40 

Freight Trains Per Day' 

Pre-
Acquisition 

23 58 

18 38 

471 

0 21 

8,32 

13 00 

25 99 

15 52 

57 

II 

42 

25 99 

2 00 

13 00 

Post-
Acquisition 

40 99 

40 20 

7 92 

63 

3 57 

12 36 

25 18 

34 55 

31 83 

34 29 

2 00 

35 46 

33 85 

51 00 

10 95 

38 61 

60 69 

18 99 

Change 

V< Ch2i:ge 
in Gross 

Ton-Miles 
per Ye.<r 

17 41 

21 82 

3 21 

1 42 

3 57 

404 

12 18 

8 56 

16 31 

83 

22 46 

4 76 

969 

8 04 

hi 

114 

50 

775' 

-lOOO" 

58 

121 

40 

79 

41 

>100()* 

259 

30 

47 

Threshold 
Exceedances 

Air Quality, Nois 

Air Quality, Noise 

Au Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, N MSC 

'State of rail line segment origin 

'Freight ti au.s per dav include other railroad's trackage rights operations 

*Ncw Facilities on Railroad Right-of-Way 
1-26 



NS Rail Line Segments that Meet 
Table 1-4 

Rail Line Segment 
Passenger 

Trains 
per Day 

Freight Trains Per Day' % Change 

State' From To 
Current 

Operator 
Length 
in Miles 

Passenger 
Trains 

per Day 
Pre-

Acquisition 
Post-

Acquisition Change 

in Gross 
Ton-Miles 
per Year 

Threshold 
Exceedances 

Ohio Oak Harbor Bellevue NS 27 769 27,2 1951 179 Air Quality, Noise 

(continued) Vermilion Cleveland NS 37 13 46 37 79 24 33 183 Air Quality, Noise 

White Cleveland CR 11 200 1249 26 75 14,26 91 Air Quality, Noise 

Youngstown A.shtabula CR 59 11 70 24,87 13 17 97 Air Quality, Noise 

Penn.ŝ  Ivania I lanisburg Rutherford CR 6 44 28 57,85 1357 19 Air Quality, Noise 

Harrisburg Riverton Jet, VA NS 133 11,06 19 62 856 82 Air Quality, Noi.se 

Hanisburg Rockville CR 6 4,00 41 36 47 71 6 35 17 Air Quality 

Steelton Shocks CR 18 1 86 .-• 71 3 85 175 Air Quality, Noise 

Virginia Riverton Jet Roanoke NS 181 3 87 i ; : 10 8,22 231 Air Quality, Noise 

West Virginia E k . j r c Deepwater NS 60 03 23 20 >1000* Air Qualify, Noise 

Fola Mine Deepwater CR 17 0,6 20 14 319 Air Quality, Noise 

ro 

State of rail line segment origin 
'Freight trains per day include other railroad's trackage rights operations 

•New Facilities on Railroad Right-of-Way, 1 -27 



U I 

state' 

Delaware 

Maryland 

Michigan 

New Jersey 

Pennsylvania 

Table 1-5 
Shared Areas and NEC Rail Line Segments that Meet STB Thresholds for Environmental Analysis 

Rail Line Segment 

From 

Davis 

Baltimore 

Bowie 

Carleton 

W Detroit 

West Detroit 

lane 

Mid .vay 

PN 

Union 

Arsenal 

Momsville 

South Phil 

Perryville, MD 

Bowie 

licorsc 

To 

.andover 

Noril; . ard 

Delray 

Union 

Momsville, PA 

Bayway 

Midway 

Davis, DP; 

Z(K) 

Field 

Current 
Operator 

N l i C 

NF.C 

NEC 

CR 

CR 

CR 

N f ' C 

N l ' C 

CR 

Nl iC 

N l ' C 

Nl iC 

CR 

Length 
in 

MiJcs 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day 

21 1 

286 

8,3 

20 

67 

24 

7 1 

17 3 

21 6 

25 

28 5 

67 

99 

99 

240 

156 

166 

116 

Freight Trains per Day 

Pre-
Acquisition 

4 5 

24 

32 

79 

127 

34 

34 

10 9 

3 4 

2 3 

132 34 

82 

Post-
Acquisition^ 

Change 

Percent Change in 
Gross Ton-Miles 

per Year 

12.41 

7 70 

9.30 

11 20 

13 24 

16 50 

11,01 

11 01 

16 22 

10 51 

7 11 

21 08 

791 

530 

6 10 

9 20 

534 

3 80 

7 61 

7 61 

5 32 

7 61 

821 

3 71 

1288 

74 

49 

51 

>1000< 

53 

29 

46 

62 

41 

63 

25 

303 

Threshold 
Exceedances 

Air Quality 

Air Quality 

Air Quality 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality 

Air Quality 

Air Quality 

Air Quality 

Air Quality 

Air Quality, Noise 

Air Quality 

Air Quality, Noise 

'State of rail line segment ongin 
'Freight trams per day include other railroad's trackage rights opi,Tations 

'New Facilities on Railroad Right-of-Way 1-28 



Table 1-6 

State' 
1 Rail Line Segment 

Current Length in Passenger 
Trains per 

Day 

Freight Trains per Day 
State' 

1 From To Operator Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisition Change 

Mabama Birmingham Parkwood CSX 12 0,9 32 80 30 70 -2 10 
Black Crk Birmingham csx 5 0 33 70 31 00 -2 70 
Stevenson Chattanooga, I N CSX 39 0 I9 60 1746 -2 14 

l-lorida Baldwin Chattahoochee csx 189 08 11 70 111! -0 59 
v,allahan Jacksonville csx 16 97 23 50 23 24 •0 26 
ChattahiXKhee Pensacola csx 161 0,8 1030 971 -0 59 

I Dames Pt Jet N Shore Jet csx 5 0 6 00 5 80 -0 20 
Ucorgia Atlanta Manchester csx 78 0 19 20 16 60 -2 60 

Augusta Camak csx 48 0 7 10 670 -0 40 
Augusta (ireenwcHxl csx 68 0 8 80 820 060 
Camak Atlanta csx 126 0 8 10 7 70 -0 40 
Cartersville Atlanta csx 46 0 3940 38 26 -1 14 
Lagrange Montgomery, AL csx 100 0 11 90 I I 20 -0 70 
Manchester Lagrange csx 45 0 12 00 11,60 -0 40 
Manchester Waycross csx 203 0 27,90 2600 -1 90 
Ihomasville Montgomery csx 210 0 7 90 620 -1 70 
Waycross Folk.ston csx 35 0 33 10 32 40 -0 70 
Waycross Thomasville csx 105 0 8,00 7 60 -0 40 

'State of rail line segment origin. 1-29 
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Table 1-6 
CSX Rail Line Segments Expected to Experience Decreases in Rail Traffic 

State' 
1 Rail Line Segment Current Length in 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day 

Freight Trains per Day 
State' 

From To Operator Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisition Change 

Illinois Chnsman Darville CR 249 0 1 60 0,00 -1 60 

Dolton 75th Street csx 8 0 4 00 3,57 -043 

Effingh.^m Sf Elmo CR 13,7 0 22,30 14,09 -821 

Paris Chrisman CR 10,6 0 1,60 0,00 -1 60 

Salem R St Louis csx 68 0 11,80 866 -3 14 

St Elmo E, St Louis CR 82,7 0 1600 909 -6 91 

Indiana Avon Greencastle CR 27,5 0 23 00 19 86 -3 14 

Crawfordsville Greencastle CSX 31 0 4,20 2 20 -2,00 

Greencastle Tene Haute CR 32 0 26 40 19 86 -6 54 

1 Indianapolis Avon CR 125 0 26,00 21 71 -429 

Mitchell 
Louisville, KY CSX 67 0 780 4,00 -380 

Mitchell Vincennes csx 62 0 12 70 576 -6 94 

Porter Willow Creek CR 6 0 960 0,00 -960 

So, Anderson Indianapolis CR 35 1 0 32,00 25 71 -6,29 

Tene 1 laufe Effingham, IL CR 68,6 0 23 80 16,09 -7,71 

1 Vinceniies Salem, IL csx 79 0 14,20 906 -5 14 

'State of rail line segment origin 1-30 



Table 1-6 

State' 
Rail Line Segment Current 

Operator 
Length in 

Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day 

Freight Trains per Day 
State' 

From To 

Current 
Operator 

Length in 
Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day Pre-Acquisition 
1 

Post-Acquisition, Change 

iCentucky Anchorage Louisville csx 13 0 20 60 18 30 -2 .30 iCentucky 

A.shland Russell csx 4 0 9 34 45 3245 -2 00 

iCentucky 

Big Sandy Jet Ashland csx 6 0 9 32 45 30 45 -2 00 

iCentucky 

Corbin Cartersville, GA csx 263 0 27 30 26 10 -1 20 

iCentucky 

Covington Latonia csx 1 0 30 30 28 90 -1 40 

iCentucky 

Latonia .\nchoragc csx 86 0 15 00 12 70 -2 30 

iCentucky 

Latonia Winchester csx 93 0 17 10 16 00 -1 10 

iCentucky 

Long Branch Skillman csx 49 0 4 30 4 00 -0 30 

iCentucky 

Louisville Amqui, TN csx 173 0 18 80 17 40 -1 40 

iCentucky 

Louisville Long Branch csx 18 0 440 420 -0 20 

iCentucky 

N J Cabin Columbus, Ol 1 csx 53 0 11 70 11 44 -0 26 

iCentucky 

Russell N J Cabin csx 19 09 2080 18 80 -200 

Sinks Corbin csx 35 0 22 90 21 60 -1 ,30 

Skillman 1 lenderson 60 0 4 30 4 00 -0 30 

Winchester Sinks csx 56 0 24 60 23 30 -1 .30 

4:̂  

'State of rail line .segment origin. 1-31 



Table 1-6 
CSX Rail Line Segments Expected to Experience Decreases in Rail Traflic 

1 State' Rail Line Segment Current Length in 
Passenger 
Trains per 

Day 

Freight Trains per Day 1 State' 
From To Operator Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisition Change 

Massachusetts Boston Beacon Park Framingham CR 18,3 38 93.> 871 -0 59 

Framingham Westboro CR 119 12 15 30 14 43 -0 87 

Palmer Spnngfield CR 15 3 3 4 22 30 21 86 -0 44 

Springfield Westfield CR 11 2 22 30 22,14 -0 16 

Westboro Worcester CR ! 1 12 15 30 1443 -0 87 

Westfield •Selkirk, NY CR 85 2 24 30 24 14 -0 16 

Worcester Palmer CR 39 34 20 30 19 86 -0 44 

Maryland I lagcr.stown Cherry Run csx 19 0 3,00 2 00 -1 00 

Relay Pt of RcKks CSX 58 0 9 30 9 18 -0 12 

Michigan Detroit Plymouth csx 25 0 15 10 1231 -279 

1 Grand Rapids Waverly CSX 1(. 16 820 4 SO -3 70 

Plymouth Grand Rapids CSX 124 0 11 40 6 40 -5 00 

Waverly Porter, IN CSX 110 15 480 280 -2,00 

rJorth Carolina I lamlet Dillon, SC CSX 42 0 890 7,70 -1 20 

1 lamlet McBec, SC CSX 108 2 3 40 3 30 -0 10 

Weldon Franklin, VA CSX 41 0 7 70 741 -(;29 

1 Mew Jersey Tieriton CP Pt Reading CR 24 7 0 15 70 11 40 -4 30 

'State of rail line segment origin 1-32 



Table 1-6 
CSX Wail Line Segments Expected to Experience Decreases in Rail Traffic 

state' 
Rail Line Segment 

From To 

Current 
Operator 

Length in 
Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day 

Freight Trains per Day 

Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisition Change 

Mew York Black Rock 

Buff Crk Jet 

Draw 

Fairpê rt 

Frftier 

Niagara Falls CR 21,1 23,00 

Buff Seneca CR 3.3 55,80 

Buff Crk Jet 

Genesee Jet 

Buffalo 

CR 0,4 55 80 

CR 14 3 11,40 

CR 4,1 52 80 

22,00 

52 46 

52 46 

11 17 

4946 

-1 00 

-334 

-3,34 

-0,23 

-334 

OO 

'Stale of rail line segment origin. 1-33 



Table 1-6 
CSX Rail Line Segments Expected to Experience Decreases in ..ail Traffic 

state' 
Rail Line Segment Current Length in 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day 

Freight Frains per Day 
state' 

From 1 To Operator Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisition Change 

•h io Cincinnati Covington, KY CSX 6 09 35 90 33 62 
- — T 

-2 28 
Cincinnati Mitchell. IN csx 128 0 780 1 66 -6,14 
Columbus Hocking CR 1 0 13 40 951 -389 
Columbur, Marion csx 20 0 17 80 1740 -0 40 
CP Maumee Oak CR 1 0 1520 4 00 -11 20 
Crestline ualion CR 33 0 28 30 26 54 - I 76 
Darby Mounds CR 2,6 0 2,20 200 -0 20 
Dunkirk Ridgeway CR 21 1 0 13,20 1 40 -11 80 
Gallon Columbus CR 57,7 0 13 40 751 -5 89 
Lima Deshler CSX 33 0 26,50 1491 -11 59 

1 Marysville Darby CR 19,2 0 22,20 5 00 -17,20 
Middletown Jet Middletown CSX 11 0 630 542 -0 88 
Mounds Scioto CR 58 0 220 2,00 -0 20 
Ork Walbridge CR 17 0 15 20 4 00 -11 20 
Quaker I-rawbridgc CR 7,6 2 53,40 1289 -40 51 
Ridgeway Marysville CR 22,2 0 22 20 943 -12 77 
Sidney Lima CSX 35,2 0 2260 15 31 -7 29 
Sidney So, Anderjon, IN CR 85,6 0 29,40 26 71 -2,69 

1 Stanley Dunkirk CR 57,2 0 11 60 1,40 -10,20 

'State of rail line segment origin. 1-34 



Table 1-6 

1/1 
o 

1 State' Rail Line Segment Current 
Operator 

Length in 
Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day 

Freight Trains per Day 1 State' 
From To 

Current 
Operator 

Length in 
Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisition Change 

Pennsylvania CP Newtown Jet CP V/ood CR 20,7 48 12,00 11 40 -0 60 Pennsylvania 

CP Wood Trenton, NJ CR 5,7 48 14,30 10,00 -4 30 

Pennsylvania 

Park Jet RG CSX 4 0 24 50 1557 -893 
South Carolina Columbia Fairfax CSX 76 2 3,90 3,70 -0 20 South Carolina 

Dillon Andrews CSX 74 0 4 30 4 20 -0 10 

South Carolina 

Fairfax Robbins CSX 29 0 12 90 12 30 -0,60 

South Carolina 

Fairfax Savannah, GA CSX 62 2 1240 11 60 -0 80 

South Carolina 

Grecnwcxxl Laurens CSX 28 0 10 50 9 80 -0 70 

South Carolina 

Laurens Spartanburg CSX 38 0 13 60 1280 -0 80 

South Carolina 

Robbins Augusta, GA CSX 28 0 12,90 1230 -0 60 
lennessee Chattanooga Cartersville, GA csx 87 0 17 70 17 36 -0,34 
Virginia Franklin Portsmouth csx 37 0 7 10 661 -049 Virginia 

Hampton Rivanna Jet csx 80 29 955 860 -0 95 

Virginia 

Rivanna Jcl Clifton Forge csx 229 0 975 968 -0 07 
IWest Virginia 

1 
Barboursville Huntington csx 10 09 1545 14,88 -057 IWest Virginia 

1 
Brooklyn Jet Short Line Jet csx 58 0 4 60 4,40 -0 20 

IWest Virginia 

1 
Parkcrsburg 1 luntington csx 119 0 5 30 5 10 -0 20 

IWest Virginia 

1 .Si Alnan.: narhoiirsviHf, OR 1125. 19 78 -tl S7 

'State of rail line segment origin 1-35 



Table 1-7 
NS Rail Line Segments Expected to Experience Decreases in Rail Traffic 

1 State' 
I • 

Rail Lil le Segment Current Length in Paiienger Trains Freight Trains per Day 1 State' 
I • 

From To Operator Miles per Day Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisition Chan|fe 
lAlabama Wilson Birmingham SOS NS 141 9 2 5 2 -4 1 

Selma Burstal NS 89 10 6 7 2 -3,4 
Burstal Birmingham 50St NS 16 2,0 278 25 8 -2,0 
Nonis Yard Bimiingham 508 NS 5 2,0 37,4 34,3 -3 1 

Florida 
Norris Yard 

Simpson Yard 

Austell, GA 

FFC Bowden Yard 
NS 142 2,0 19 1 14,5 -46 

[Georgia Bremen 
1 IvV- L - f L ' W U d l 1 ttlU 

Yates Coal NS 
11 
36 

12,1 

38 

7,9 

2,3 
-42 

-15 
Brosan Yard CofG Jet NS 3 21 7 18,7 -3.0 
Albany Dothan, AL NS 85 3,2 1,4 -1.8 
Augusta Millen NS 53 7,3 5,7 -1,7 
Gainesville Cornelia NS 24 20 184 16 8 -16 
Inman Yard Howell NS 2 2,0 590 57,0 -2,0 
Howell Flowery Branch NS 41 20 20,3 17,6 -2 7 

Illinois E Peoria Gibson City NS 72 34 0,9 -2,6 
WI Jet, Pullman Jet NS 4 262 20,6 -5,6 
Pullman Jet Bumham Auto NS 6 26 1 11,3 -14 8 
Burnham Auto Slemmond NS 3 25,5 15 1 -10,4 
South C'hicago 

Ashland Ave 

Chicago 47-51st TV 

ChicaRo47-51stTV 

CR 

CR 
6 

3 
160 

16 0 
31 0 

234 
14,0 
90 

-170 
.Id A 
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Table 1-7 

1 ^ 
IVJ 

NS Rail Line Segments 

Rail Line Segment Current Length in Passenger Trains Freight Trains per Dt y 

State' From To Operator Miles per Day Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisiti( n Change 

Indiana Ft Wavne Warsaw NS 35 154 23 -13 1 Indiana 

I'JL Van Loon Hobart NS 11 26 6 10 7 -15 9 

1 lamniond I'JK Van Loon NS 6 25 7 112 -14 5 

(iibson Indiana 1 larbor CR 4 : 9 0,2 -1 7 

Control Pt 501 Pine CR 5 14 0 68 5 670 -6 1 

Porter Elkhart CR 61 40 53,0 45 2 -7 9 

Anderson Alexandria CR 13 43 0,0 -4 3 

Municc Ft Wayne NS 64 19 6 150 -46 

Plymouth Waisaw NS 25 154 0,6 -148 

I'lkhart White Pigeon, Ml CR 27 40 23 0 192 -3 7 

Hobart Plymouth NS 50 14 9 00 -149 

Butler lilkhart CR 54 40 50 3 39,0 -114 

Corydon Jet SJ Jet, KY NS 107 14 0 113 -27 

Kentucky SJ Jet Oneida, I N NS 95 37 8 34 9 -29 Kentucky 
SJ Jet Lexington NS 101 311 28 0 -3 1 

Louisiana KCS Shrewsbury Oliver Jet NS 11 7 1 49 -23 

Maryland Canton Piers Bay View CR 2 9 6 7 3 -23 

Michigan Milan HalleU, OH NS 31 40 0 0 -4 0 Michigan 

Milan Oakwood NS 30 17 9 163 -16 

Kalamazoo White Pigeon CR 60 67 4,4 -23 

I'own Line West Detroit CR 5 80 78 3 2 -4,7 
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Table 1-7 
NS Rail Line Segments Expected to Experience Decreases in Rail Traffic 

Rail Line Segment Current Length in Passenger Trains Freight Trains per Day 

State' From To Operator Miles per Day Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisition Change 

Ohio Vera Sardinia NS 57 34 0,0 -3,4 

Sardinia Norwood NS 43 3,4 0,0 -17 

Pennsylvania Shocks Perryville, MD CR 51 160 144 -1,6 
South Carolina Hayne Yard Blacksburg NS 29 20 18 1 14,1 -4,0 

Columbia Cel River NS 89 9,4 46 -48 
Virginia Appalachia Andover NS 1 10,2 5,4 -4,7 

Appalachia Kent Jet NS 4 5,1 36 -1,6 
Norton Kent Jet NS 11 6,4 46 -17 

Riverton Jet i.lanassas NS 51 113 88 -2,5 
Montview Kinney Yard NS 1 22,0 20,1 -19 

Ripplcmead VA Noreross NS 1 6 1 4.3 -19 
Altav;sta South Roanoke NS 44 9,8 83 -15 

West Virginia Blackvle Coal Fed 2 Coal NS 6 24 0,9 -1,6 

tn 
OJ 
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Table 1-8 
Shared Assets Areas and NEC Rail Line Segments Expected to Experience Decreases in Rail Traffic 

State' 
Rail Line Segment 

From To 

Current 
Operator 

Length in 
Miles 

Passenger 
Trains per 

Day 

Freight Trains per Day 

Pre-Acquisition Post-Acquisition Change 

Mew Jersey 

L, 

Boundbrook 

Hack 

Hack 

Keaniy 

N Bergen 

Nave 

Nave 

Nave 

NK 

Valley 

Waldo 

Pt Reading Jet CR 2,7 0 34 20 

Croxton CR 

Kcamy CR 

_1̂ 3 

17 

0 17,70 

17 40 

Valley CR 3.6 I9 60 

Ridgefield Heights CR 56 23 10 

N Bergen 

Croxton 

CP Green 

Boundbrook 

NK 

Hack 

CR 4 40 

CR 1 8 18,50 

CR 42 18 50 

CR 6,4 56 3600 

CR 08 24 50 

CR 16 4 80 

27 37 

823 

823 

594 

22 09 

1 40 

15 52 

16 52 

25 46 
23 66 

280 

-6,83 

-947 

-9 17 

-13 66 

-1 01 

-3 00 

-2 98 

-1 98 

1054 

-0 84 

-2 00 
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Table 1-9 
CSX Rail Yards that Meet STB Thresholds for Environmental Analysis 

State 

Railears Handled per Day 

Location Rail Yard Current 
Operator 

Pre-
Acquiaition 

Post-
Acquisition 

Change 
Percent 
Change 

Threshold 
Exceedances 

Alabama 

Indiana 

Bumngham Bovles CSX 990 1186 196 

Curtis Curtis CSX 110 145 35 

20 

32 

Air Quality 

Air Quality 

Michigan Detroit Rougemere CSX 335 585 250 75 Air Quality 

Ohio Toledo Stanley CR 876 1282 406 46 Au Qualit}' 

Tennessee Memphis Leewood CSX 120 153 33 28 Air Quality 

Table 1-10 
NS Rail Yards that Meet 

State Loc.<itioD 

Railears Handled per Day 
Threshold 

Exceedances 
State Loc.<itioD Current 

Operator 
Pre-

Acquisition 
Post-

Acquisition 
Change 

% 
Change 

Threshold 
Exceedances 

Georgia Doraville NS 174 222 48 28 Air Qualitv' 

Illinois Colehour CR 74 94 20 27 Air Quality 

Indiana Ft, Wa%-ne NS 283 583 300 106 Au: Quality, NoiJ._ 

Missouri St, Louis 
(Luther) 

NS 239 327 88 37 Air Quality 

New York Buffalo NS 389 672 283 73 Air Quality 

Ohio Conneaut NS 30 74 44 45 Air Quality, Noise Ohio 

Toledo 
(Homestead) 

NS 326 469 143 44 Air Quality 

Ohio 

Toledo 
(Airline) 

CR 0 520 520 >10C0 Air Qualit}-, Noise 

Pennsylvaiua Hamsburg CR 117 246 129 110 Air Qualit\', Noise 
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Table 1-11 

state Location Rail Yard 

Railears Handled per Day 
Threshold 

Exceedance state Location Rail Yard Current 
Operator 

Pre-
Acquisition 

Post-
Acquisition 

Change 
Percent 
Change 

Threshold 
Exceedance 

Pennsylvama Philadelphia Greenwich CR 265 50' 236 89 Air Quality-

Table 1-12 

State Location Facility 
Current 
Operator 

Change in 
Trucks/Day 

Percent 
Increase in 
Average 

Daily Traffic' 

Threshold 
Exceedance* 

Georgia Atlanta Hulsey csx 80 0 1-07 Air Quality, 
Noise 

Illinois Chicago 59th Street * 815 3 7 - 12.0 Air Quality, 
Noise 

New Jersey Littie Ferry Little Ferry csx 177 1 1 - 3 1 Air Quality, 
Noise 

New Jersey 

South Keamy South Keamy CR 78 0 3 - 0 8 Air Quality, 
Noise 

Pennsylvama Philadelphia Gr<xnwich CR 272 0.7-4.7 Air Quahty, 
Noise 

Notes: 
• = This is a new intermodal fici'itv' which will be built on property currently owned by CR 
' Range of expected mcrease m average daily traffic on affected roads 
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Table 1-13 
NS Intermodal Facilities that Meet STB Thresholds 

State Location 
Current 

Operator 
Change in 

Trucks/Day 

Percent 
Increase in 
Average 

Daily Traffic' 

Ihreshold 
Exceedances 

Georgia Atlanta (Inman) NS 143 1,6-2,8 Au- Qualit)', Noise 

Illmois Chicago (Landers) NS 94 0 1 -0,9 Air Qualit>', Noise 

Chicago (47th Street) CR 205 02-2.5 Air Quality, Noise 

Kentucky Louisville (Buechel) NS 53 04 - 11 Air Qualit\', Noise 

Louisiana New Orleans NS 63 0,3 - 3,7 Air Qualit)', Noise 

Maryland Baltimoi - CR, TCS* 66 2.5-3,0 Au" Qualit}', Noise 

Michigan Detroit (Melvindale) NS, TCS 57 0 1-08 Air Quality, Noise 

Missouri Kansco Cit\' (Voltz) NS, TCS 120 0 6 - 4 6 Air Quality-, Noise 

St Louis (I^uther) NS, TCS 193 06-31 9 Air Qualit\', Noise 

New Jersey Elizabeth 
(E-Rail, Portside) 

CR, TCS 385 0 4 - 3 1 A,'r Qualit)-, Noise 

Ohio Bellesoie TCS* 6: 0 7 - 15 Air Quality, Noise 

Columbus 
(Discovery Park) 

NS 53 0,2 - 8 8 Air Quality-, Noise 

Toledo CR 37 0,2 - 10 Air Quality-, Noise 

Pennsylvania Allentown CR 99 0,5-2 3 Au- Quality, Noise 

Hamsbu. g 
(Rutherford) 

CR*, TCS 330 20 -119 Au- Quality-, Noise 

Philadelphia NS, TCS* 183 36 Air Quality, Noise 

Pittsburgh - Pitcai"-! CR 114 2,9 Air Quality-, Noise | 

T ennessee Memphis NS 76 0 1-28 Air Qualit\', Noise | 

Notes: 

* = This is a new- intermodal facility which will be built on property- currently o-vvned by CR, 

' Range of expected mcrease m av erage daily traffic on affected roads 
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Table 1-14 
CSX Proposed Rail Line Abandonment 

Location Length (miles) Description 

Palis 10 Danville 29 Abandonment of existing 
Conrail rail line that serves the 
Paris ar. Danville areas with 
approximately one train per 
day 
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Table 1-15 
NS Proposed Rail Line Abandonments 

1 Location Length 
^miles) 

Description 

Dillon Junction to Michigan 
Citv 

r 

21 5 Abandonment of existing NS 
branch line on which 
approximately one train per 
week serves Michigan City 
NS would acquire Conrail line 
serving Michigan City 
Approximately 21 carloads per 
year would be diverted to 
truck No overhead traffic 
exists as the NS branch line 
ends at Michigan City 

1 South Bend to Dillon Junction 21.5 Currently NS operates two 
trains per day on this branch 
line All customers at South 
Bend would be served via the 
Conrail line to be operated by 
NS No overhead traffic exists 
as the NS branch line ends at 
South Bend NS anticipates no 
increase in truck traffic from 
this abandonment. 

Toledo to Maumee 
(Toledo Back Belt) 

7.5 Abandotunent of existing NS 
rail line that serves Toledo with 
approximately two trains per 
day Approximately 90 
carloads per year would be 
diverted to truck. 

1 Toledo Pivot Bridge 0.2 Abandonment of a pivot bridge 
that provides NS access across 
the Maumee River Overhead 
traffic would be rerouted, 
resulting in no rail to truck 
diversions 
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Table 1-16 
CSX PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION PROJECTS 

State Location Length 
ifeet) 

Description 

IL 75th Street SW, 
Chicago 

1,640 Connecting the Belt Railway of Chicago and 
B&OCT lines to permit eastbound trains from 
Bedford Park, EL to proceed south to Blue Isl̂ JiA, 
EL The connection would be buih on existing i ^ l 
right-of-way and nine trains per day would be 
operated over the connection 

TL Exermont 3,590 Connecting the parallel Conrail and CSX lines to 
allow trains from East St Louis, EL to proceed 
onto CSX's mainline The connection would 
require the acquisition of 5 3 acres of additional 
land and 8 7 trains per .iay would be operated 
over the connection 

IL Lincoln Ave., 
Chicago 

840 Connecting Indiana Harbor Belt (IHB) and 
B&OCT lines to allow trains to move from the 
IHB to CSX's Barr Yard The connection would 
be built on existing right-of-way and ten trains per 
dav would operate over the cormection 

IN Willow Creek** 2,800 Connecting CSX and Conrail tracks to facilitate 
movements between Porter, IN and Chicago, IL 
The connection will require the acquisition of 2 
acres of additional property and 11 trains per day 
would operate over the connection 

NJ Little Ferry 480 
600 

Two connections between Conrail and NYS&W 
tracks to allow trains to move between Conrail 
lines and a CSX Little Ferry intermodal facility 
The connections would be built on existing right-
of-way and five trains per day would operate over 
the connections 

OH Cleveland* N/A Construction of new intermodal facility at 
Collinwood Yard. The project will be constructed 
on 23 acres of land adjacent to the existing yard. 
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Table 1-16 
CSX PROPOSED CONSTRL?. JN PROJECTS 

State Location Length 
(feet) 

Description 1 

OH 

loH 

Crestline** 1,507 Connecting two Conrail tracks to allow i 
movements between Ft Wayne, IN and | 
Cleveland, OH The connection would be built on i 
existing right of way and five trains per day would 
operate over the connection 

Greenwich** 4,600 
1,044 

Two connection tracks between CSX and Conrail 
to enable eastbound trains from Chicago, IL to 
proceed northeast to Cleveland, OH and to enable 
northeast bound trains to proceed east to Akron, 
OH, The connection would require the 
acquisition of approximately .5 acres of land 
Approximately 35 trains per day would operate 
over the connection in the Northwest quadrant 
and 9 trains per day over the coimection in the 
Southeast quadrant 

OH Sidney** 3,263 Connecting CSX and Conrail tracks to enable 
northbound trains to proceed east to Columbus, 
OH The connection will require the acquisition 
of 2 6 acres of land and approximately 9 6 trains 
per day would operate over the connection. 

OH Willard* N/A Construction of a fueling facility and associated 
track adjacent to an existing rail yard The project 
will require approximately ten acres of new 
property 

Th;se CSX projects are non-junsdictional but require acquisition of new property 
These projects are the subjects of a Petition for Waiver of the STB's "related applications" 
rule filed by CSX and Conrail with the STB on May 2,1997 If granted these will be the 
subje cts of separate proceedings and em ironmental re\ lew that may be completed before the 
SI6 acts on the control application 
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State 

Ohio 

Table 1-17 
Other CSX Construction Projects Requiring 

New Rights-of-Wa> or Property to be Analyzed 

Location 

Cleveland 

Willard 

Description of Proposed Conitniction 

The project would expand the existing Collinwood Yard to 
accommodate intermodal traffic at the facility The project is 
anticipated to reqmre the acquisition of approximately 20 "cres of 
right-of-w ay 

The project would expand the existing Willard Yard to 
accommxiatc increased traffic at the facility The project is 
anticipated to required the acquisition of approximately 50 acres of 
right-of-v/ay 
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Table 1-18 

Location Description 

Kankakee, IL Connecting track to permit efficient movements from the Chicago 
Terminal area to Kansas City, MO and St Louis, MO The proposed 
track would be 1000 feet long and occupy 2 3 acres Seven trains per 
day would be operated over the proposed track 

Sidney, IL* Connecting track with UP to permit efficient movement between Pine 
Bluff, AR and Ft. Wayne, IN to bypass St. Louis The proposed track 
would be 3,200 feet lon^ and occupy 7.3 acres Six trains per day 
would be operated over the proposed track 

iTolono, IL Connecting track with IC to pemut efficient movement between 
Effingham, EL and Lafayette, JN The proposed track would be 1,600 
feet long and occupy 3 7 acres Two trains per day would be operated 
over the proposed track 

Alexandria, IN* Connecting track to permit creation of a new, efficient and consolidated 
through-route from Chicago to Cincimati, Atlanta and Southeast via 
Alexandria and Muncie, IN The proposed track would be 1000 feet 
long and occupy 2,3 acres. Nine trains per day would be operated over 
the proposed track 

jButler, IN Connecting track for direct through-movement of traffic from NS 
Detroit line to Conrail Chicago line creating an efficient, new route 
The proposed track would be 1,700 feet long and occupy 3 9 acres 
Four trains per day would be operated over the proposed track. 

liToileston. Ii^I Connecting track to serve NS industry at Gary , IN from former CR line 
The proposed track would be 900 feet long and occupy 2,0 acres Two 
trains per day would be operated over the proposed track. 

Hagerstown, MD Connecting track to permit efficient movements between Front Royal, 
VA and Harrisburg, PA The proposed track would be 800 feet long 
and occupy 18 acres Nineteen trains per day would be operated over 
the proposed track 

Eeorse Junction, MI 
(Detroit) 

Upgrade ê asting Conrail track, lower tiack under Fort street and 
constpjct a crossover to permit efficient movements from Rouge River 
Yard to Oakwood Yard, The proposed track would be 400 feet long 
and occupy ? 0 acre of newly acquired right-of-way Six trains per day 
v.ould be operated over the proposed track. 
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Table 1-18 
NS Proposed Connections (Cont'd) 

Location Description 

Buffalo, NY (Blasdell) Connecting track to permit efficient movement between Erie, PA and 
Binghamton, NY The proposed track would be 5,200 feet long and 
occupy 11.9 acres Nine trains per day would be operated over the 
proposed track 

puffalo, NY 
wGardenville Jet.) 

Connecting track to permit efficient movement between Erie, PA and 
Binghamton, NY The proposed track would be 1,700 feet long and 
occupy 3.9 acres. Nine trains per day would be operated over the 
proposed track 

Bucyrus, OH* Connecting track to help create an efficient new route from Columbus 
to Pittsburgh, The proposed track would be 2,400 feet long and occupy 
5 5 acres. Eleven trains per day would be operated over the proposed 
track. 

|Columbus, OH Connecting track to permit efficient movement between Beilevue, OH 
and Buckeye Yard. The proposed irack would be 1,400 feet long and 
occupy 3,2 acres Forty-one trains per day would be operated over the 
proposed track 

loak Harbor, OH Connecting track to create efficient access from the Detroit area to NS 
Bellevue Yard The proposed track would be 5,000 feet long and 
occupy 115 acres. Thirty-four trains per day would be operated over 
the proposed track. 

IVermilion, OH Connecting track to create an efficient new route from Conrail's 
Chicago mainline to NS mainline to route traffic between Cleveland, 
OH and Buffalo, NY The proposed track would be 5,400 feet long and 
occupy 12 4 acres Thirty-four trains per day would be operated over 
the proposed track 

*These projects are the subjects of a Petition for Waiver of the "related applications" rule filed 
[with the Board on May 2, 1997 If granted, these will be the subjects of separate applications 
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Proposed Division of the Conrail Route System 

TONS To CSXT Shared NS/CSXT 

FIGURE 1-1 Map does not distinguish between trackage rights and ownership. 
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2.0 BENEFICUL ENVIRONMENTAL EFFECTS OF THE ACQUISITION 

Reductions in fuel consumption, air emissions, and i • ved highway safety would occur as a 

result of truck-to-rail diversions, diversions and rerouting of existing rail traffic to shorter routes 

and extended railroad hauls made possible by the Acquisition. Certain consolidations of yards 

and other operations will result in more efficient rail trar'-portation seivice. Abandonment of rail 

lines would result in beneficial effects due to the cessation of disturbances to water, biological 

resources and vegetation. In addition, noise sensitive receptors would no longer be affected by 

rail operations, and the removal of grade rail crossings would improve safety. Construction 

projects would make possible increased transportation efficiencies and improved service to 

customers. Moreover, fiiel consumption savings from more efficient railroad operations would 

be realized and would lead to reduced air emissions. Some of these benefits are shown in the 

summary of changes below. 

2.1 AIR QUALITY 

As a result of the Acquisition, there will be an overall change in air emissions and changes at 

some locations. The overall change would result from the effects of truck-to-rail diversions, rail-

to-truck diversions, rail-to-rail diversions, rerouting, and the net change in activities at yards and 

intermodal facilities. Local emissions changes would result from changes in local drayage 

activities arising from experienced TOFC/COFC traffic and are discussed in Part 2. None of 

these emission changes are considered significant. The air qualitv' of any county with seemingly 

increased emissions due to increase of traffic on a given line segment should not be significantly 

impacted as the increase of traffic on one route is largely offset by reduced rail traffic on other 

rail lines in that county. 

Rail-to-rail diversions and traffic reroutes are expected to result in a net reduction in diesel fiiel 

consumption and associated emissions. Increased emissions on the CSX or NS system from 

traffic intemalh- rerouted and/or diverted from other railroads is expected to be generally' equal to 

or less than the emissions currently generated b> CSX, NS or other railroads' lines because nsw 
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csx and NS routes would generally be more direct. (This includes rerouting projected by CSX 

for traffic currently on NS lines and portions of Conrail lines designated for NS, and vice versa.) 

Thus, the re-routing of traffic within the CSX and NS systems and diversions from other 

railroads would result in reduced ton-miles, and reduced fiiel consumption and associated 

emissions. 

The net changes in activity at rail yards and intermodal facilities are expected to result in minor 

changes in emissions. Rail-to-truck diversions would be minimal, with a negligible change in 

emissions. 

The most significant change in air emissions resulting from the Acquisition is the emissions 

decrease that would result from the over one million truck-to-rail diversions predicted by CSX 

and NS. Specifically. CSX's traffic studies have predicted truck-to-rail diversions totaling 

437,978 diverted truckloads, and NS has predicted approximately 589,000 diverted truckloads. 

Rail transport is much more fiiel efficient than truck transport. Therefore, less fiiel would be 

consumed as a result of truck-to-rail diversions. The truck-to-rail diversions would reduce ftiel 

consumption by an estimated 120,707,000 gallons of diesel ftiel annually. Thus the truck-to-rail 

diversions would result in reduced emission of most pollutants e.xcept for sulftir dioxide (SOj) 

emissions which would increase due to the higher sulftir content in the ftiel used by locomotives. 

Emissions projections associated with the predicted truck-to-rail diversions are presented in 

Table 1-19. 
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Table 1-19 

Truck-to-Rail Air Emission Changes 

Estimated Increase in Emissions (tons per year) 

NOx CO VOC SO: FM Pb 

CSX Truck-to-Rail Diversions 

Emissions from Increased Rail Traffic 8140 904 302 527 206 0.017 

Emissions from Decreased Truck Traffic (8732) (3829) (759) (284) (1016) (.044) 1 

CSX Net Truck-to-Rail Emissions Impact (592) (2925) (457) 243 (810) (.027) 

NS Truck-to-Rail Diversions 

Emissions from Increased Rail Traflfic 6253 694 232 405 158 .0132 

Emissions from Decreased Truck Traffic (8209) (3600) (714) (267) (955) (.042) j 

NS Net Truck-to-Rail Emissions Impact (1956) (2905) (482) 138 (797) (.029) 

Net Truck-to-Rail Emissions Impact (2548) (5830) (939) 381 (1607) (.056) 

2.2 ENERGY 

Based on traffic studies performed by CSX and NS, it was determined that no substantial 

volumes of energy-producing or recyclable products are expected to be diverted from trick-to-

rail as a result of the proposed Acquisition. 

The increased overall efificiency cf operation would benefit the transportation by rail of energy 

resources and recyclable commodities due to the shorter, more direct transportation routes. The 
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increased efficiency and competition resulting from the Acquisition is expected tc result in 

economic benefits to shippers and users of energy-producing materials and recyclable 

commodities. 

The Acquisition would result in an overall change in fiiel consumption from the effects of truck-

to-rail diversions, rail-to-truck diversions, rail-to-rail diversions, rerouting, and changes in 

operations at rail yards and intermodal facilities. Traffic changes other than truck-to-rail 

diversions are expected to result in a reduction in diesel fuel consumption due to rerouting and 

diverting existing rail traffic to shorter, more efficient routes. Activities at rail yards and 

intermodal facilities would result in minor changes in fiiel consumption. Rail-to-truck diversions 

are expected to be minimal and their impact on fiiel consumption would be negligible. The 

overall effects on fiiel consumption from rail-to-rail diversions, rerouting, and changes in activity 

at rail yards and intermodal facilities would be minor compared to the truck-to-rail effect and 

have therefore not been analyzed in detail. 

The primary change in fiiel consumption for the Acquisition would result from truck-to-rail 

diversions, a net savings of over 120 million gallons annually of diesel fiiel consumption. The 

increased rail fiiel consumption and decreased truck fuel consumption associated with truck-to-

rail diversions are presented in Table 1 -20. See Appendix E to this Part 1 for a discussion of the 

Energy Methodology. 
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Table 1-20 

Truck-to-Rail Diversion Fuel Consumption Changes 

Diesel Fuel (gallons) | 

CSX Truck-To-Rail Diversions 

28,743,000 

(84,854,000) 

(56,111,000) 

Fuel from Increased Rail Traffic 

Frel from Decreased Truck Traffic 

CSX Net Truck-To-RaU Fuel Change 

28,743,000 

(84,854,000) 

(56,111,000) 

NS Tnick-To-Rail Diversions 

22,078,000 

(86,674,0^0) 

(64,596,000) 

Fuel from Increased Rail Traffic 

Fuel from Decreased Truck Traffic 

1 NS Net Truck-To-Rail Fuel Change 

22,078,000 

(86,674,0^0) 

(64,596,000) 

1 Net Truck-to-Rail Impact (120,707,000) 1 

23 TRANSPORTA HON 

The Acquisition will result in significant benefits to the national transportation system as a result 

of diversions of freight from trucks to rail. In addition to reducing truck traffic on the interstate 

highway system, truck-to-rail diversions would reduce emissions, extend the life of the national 

highway system, reduce highway maintenance costs, reduce fiiel consumption and reduce the 

potential for highway accidents. A summary of anticipated truck-to-rail diversions is provided in 

Table 1-21. 

Table 1-21 

Truck-to-Rail Diversions Summary 

1 CSX NS 1 TOT.\L 

1 Truck trips removed from national highways 437,978 589,000 1 1,026,978 

j Ti-uck miles expected to be saved annually 402,800,000 379,200,000 1 782,100,000 
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A detailed discussion of the transportation methodology is provided in Appendix C to Part 1 of 

thisER. 

A study conducted by Carlisle, Fagan, Gaskin & Wise estimated a net savings to highway 

maintenance cost of approximately $0.12 per avoided highway mile as a result of expected truck-

to-rail diversions. Thus, the total avoided highway miles of 782,100,000 is expected to result in 

a savings of approximately $93,000,000 per year in highway maintenance cost. A discussion of 

the methodology used to estimate these savings is presented in the verified statement of Darius 

W. Gaskins, Jr. 

The significant projected decrease truck crashes is discussed in Section 2.4 below and in Section 

1.2.4.2 of Part 2 of this ER. Reductions in highway congestion that would result from reduced 

long-haul truck traffic are not quantified in this ER. 

2.4. SAFETY 

The Acquisition is expected to result in significant safety benefits. Safety impacts are discussed 

in detail m Sections 3.3 and 7.2 of this Part and in Section 1.2.4 of Part 2. 

The Acquisition is expected to result in a small change in the number of rail accidents but would 

result in a significant decrease in highway accidents. Applying CSX and NS current train 

accident rates to traffic increases, an increase of 19 rail accidents would be projected. 

However, Conrail's 1995 train accident rate was 3.31 accidents per million train miles. After the 

Acquisition, CSX and NS would each apply their focus and commitment and accompanying 

operating and maintenance practices to the expanded systems. Applying either CSX's or NS's 

current train accident rate of 1.90 or 1.93 to traffic to the existing Conrail system would result in 

a potential reduction of approximately 71 rai' accidents per year. 
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The projected decrease in truck miles would result in a substantial decrease of 1,690 large truck 

crashes, including 429 involving injuries and a projected reduction of 21 fatal crashes killing one 

or more persons. 

Safe transportation protects the resources of the customers and communities served as well as the 

resources of the railroads. CSX and NS have each independently adopted proactive programs to 

improve the safety of hazardous materials transportation. These programs are discussed in detail 

in Section 1.2.4. of Part 2 of this ER. This has resulted in superior safety records for both CSX 

and NS compared to industry averages. 

In 1996, CSX tiiansported 4,566,000 carloads of freight on its 18,500 mile route system. 

Approximately, 7.4 percent of those shipments were hazardous materials, representing a totad of 

about 337,500 carloads in 1996. CSX does not anticipate any increase in the percentage of 

hazardous materials relative to nonhazardous materials transported on its system as a result of the 

Acquisition. 

Currently, 5 6 percent of NS's traffic consists of hazardous materials, representing a total of 

about 254,834 carloads in 1996. NS does not anticipate any increase in the percentage of 

hazardous materials relative to nonhazardous materials transported on its system as a result of the 

Acquisition. 

The vast majority of the incr< ased traffic that the sepfirate CSX and NS fraffic studies predict 

would divert to their systems from current truck caniage is nonhazardous, particularly with 

respect to tile predicted diversions to the NS intermodal network. For that reason, it is likely that 

the percentage of hazardous freight relative to noniiazardous freight transported by CSX and NS 

would decline as a result of the traffic increases attributable to the Acquisition. Further, the 

diversion of freight, including hazardous freight, from truck to rail should result generally in an 

enhancement in safety due to the better safety record of rail t ansport in comparison to truck 

transport. 
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The proposed Acquisition would have no effect on the number or nature of known hazardous 

waste sites along the CSX or NS rights-of-way. CSX, NS and Conrail have policies to comply 

with all environmental requirements. 

CSX's, NS's and Conrail's hazardous material reportable incidents from 1991 through 1995 are 

summarized in Tables F-l, F-2 and F-3, respectively, ir \ppendix F to Part 1 of this ER. These 

incidents are reported according to Federal Railroad Adminisfration requirements. Most of the 

incidents involve low quantity releases caused by improper shipper securement of tank car 

valves. (The tank cars are normally not owned or maintained by railroads.) Most of these 

incidents have little or no environmental impact. As described in Section 1.2.4.3, when an 

incident occurs that does result in environmental contamination, response efforts include 

remediating the site. Post-Acquisition, CSX and NS would continue to follow appropriate 

emergency response procedures outlined in their Emergency Response Plans in the case of a 

hazardous materials spill. 

2.5. NOISE 

Overall, the Acquisition would result in increases in noise levels in areas where traffic and 

activities are increasing and decreases in noise where traffic and activities are decreasing. 

Rail-to-rail diversions and rail traffic reroutes would result in approximately equivalent increases 

and decreases. Truck-to-rail diversions would result in a significant decrease in the number of 

noise sources. Noise reductions are not analyzed in this ER; only the impacts from increases are 

analyzed. 

Noise impacts are expected in some residential areas from increased traffic on rail lines. No 

additional noise impacts are expected from increased rail yard and intermodal activity. While 

traffic increases resulting from the Acquisition will result from changes in mode and routing of 

existing traffic and increased activity on rail lines and at certain rail yard and intermodal facilities 

with associated increased local drayage activity, the overall impact to noise arising from the 

Acquisition is minor. 
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Systemwide, 

• Air quality is expected to improve because the proposed Acquisition would result 

in a substantial amount of beneficial tiiick-to-iail diversions. 

• Transportation and safety benefits are expected because numerous long-haul 

trucks would be diverted to rail, reducing traffic congestion and the potential for 

highway accidents. The reduction in potential highway accidents would more 

than offset the potential increase in vehicle-frain collisions, with a projected 

reduction of 21 fatal crashes resulting in one or more deaths. 

• Fuel consumption would be reduced significantiy from truck-to-rail diversions. 

At local levels, 

• Air pollutants in a particular area could increase or decrease. The overall impact 

in individual counties are overstated in this ER because decreases in emissions 

associated with reduced truck fraffic and reduced traffic on rail line segments have 

not been quantified on a county by county basis. 

• Noise impacts are expected in some residential areas from increased traffic on rail 

lines. No additional noise impacts are expected from increased rail yard and 

intermodal facility activity. 

• Local transportation impacts from increased activity at intermodal facilities would 

be insignificant because, in every case but one, the increased truck activity would 

represent a relatively small percentage (less than 1? percent ) of the overall traffic 

on the local roads. 
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3.0 SUMMARY OF RAIL LINE SEGMENTS IMPACTS 

This section provides a summary of potential environmental impacts from rail traffic increases 

studied in the ER and described in Part 2. The Acquisition would resuh in operational changes 

producing increases and decreases in rail traffic on certain rail line segments throughout the 

railroad systems. The operating plans submitted by CSX and NS as part of the Application 

describe generally how each raihoad would modify its operations in light of the Acquisition. 

The Application also describes fraffic studies conducted by CSX and NS that show the volume of 

Comaii fraflfic expected to be retained by CSX and NS and the volume expected to be diverted 

from other railroads and other modes. 

Those rail line segments with increased traffic meeting STB thresholds for environmental 

analysis were identified from CSX's and NS's operating plans. The Operating Plan data is 

reprinted in Appendices G and H to this Part 1. Operating Plan activity levels have been adjusted 

where appropriate, to add trains and tonnage attributable to the operation of other rail carriers 

over the analyzed line segments, pursuant to trackage rights and haulage arrangements. The 

adjusted activity levels are reflected in the line segments data set forth in this Report. 

CSX and NS have identified 110 rail lines that would have an increase in fraffic activity that met 

STB thresholds for review. The CSX, NS, and Shared Assets Area/'NEC rail line segments 

which met the STB thresholds for environmental analysis are listed in fables 1-3,1-4, and 1-5 in 

this Part 1 and are identified and discussed m Part 2. The assessment of potential environmental 

impacts on rail line segments focused on air quality, noise and safety, including grade crossing 

safety and vehicular delay, on a line-specific basis. (Line segments with decreased fraffic were 

not analyzed to determine the offsetting environmental benefits). Changes in train traffic on 

existing rail lines are not expected to significantly affect other environmental resources. 

3,1 AIR QUAIJTY 

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

Standards (NAAQS) for six criteria pollutants. They include: sulfur dioxide (SO )̂, nifrogen 
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dioxide (NO )̂, ozone (O3), carbon monoxide (CO), lead (Pb), and particulate matter less than ten 

microns in diameter (PM-10). Emissions of nifrogen oxides (NOx) and hydrocarbons or volatile 

organic compounds (VOCs) contribute to the formation of surface level ozone. 

EPA has designated coimties as attainment, nonattainment, or maintenance, respectively to 

signify that a county is in attainment with the NAAQS for a pollutant, is not in attainment, or has 

recently reached attainment status and has been designated as "maintenance." To be 

conservative, if only a part of a county is nonattainment and a portion of any affected rail line , 

rail yard or intermodal facility is in that part of the county, the entire county was considered 

nonattainment. Emissions of pollutants were calculated using assumptions on typical 

locomotives, train composition, and fuel consumption. Emissions were calculated for each 

affected segment by county. A more detailed explanation of the air quality methodology for 

these studies is presented in Appendix A to this Part 1. 

The required analysis, presented in Part 2, quantifies the increased emissions in each county for 

line segments with increases in traffic that meet STB thresholds. These counties will also 

experience offsets in emissions from traffic reductions on other rail lines and on highways. 

These emissions offsets within counties have not been quantified. 

Numerous trains will be rerouted from rail lines on which they currently operate to other, 

sometimes nearby, lines. Accordingly, the rail line segment air emissions analysis in Part 2 

significantly overstates local impacts. CSX and NS will work witii tiie STB's environmental 

staff to more fiilly analyze the offsetting impacts. 

Overall, rail-to-rail diversions and traffic reroutes are expected to result in a net reduction in 

diesel fuel consumption and associated emissions. Increased emissions on the CSX or NS 

system from traffic internally rerouted and/or diverted from other railroads is expected to be 

generally equal to or less than the emissions currently generated by CSX, NS or other raihoads' 

lines because new CSX and NS routes would generally be more direct. (This includes rerouting 

projected by CSX for traffic currently on NS lines and portions of Conrail lines to be operated by 
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NS, and vice versa.) Thus, the rerouting of traffic witiiin the CSX and NS sv jms and 

diversions from other railroads would result in reduced loa-miles, and reauced fuel consumption 

and associated emissions. 

The most significant change in air emissions resulting from the Acquisition is the emissions 

decrease that would result from ihe over 1 million truck-to-rail diversions predicted by CSX and 

NS. Specifically, CSX's traffic studies have predicted truck-to-rail diversions totaling 437,978 

diverted truckloads, and NS has predicted approximately 589,000 diverted tiiickloads. The fraffic 

studies were focused largely on new single line segments and more efficient services that CSX 

and NS would be able to offer on their respective systems as a result of the Acquisition. To the 

extent that CSX and NS would be in a position to offer service competitive with one another on a 

particular line following the Acquisition, the studies took such competition into account the 

predicted diversions between the carriers reflect business judgments made about the competitive 

sfrength of each earner on the particular line at issue. 

Rail fransport is much more fuel efficient than truck fransport. Therefore, less fuel would be 

consumed as a result of truck-to-rail diversions. The truck-to-rail diversions would reduce fiiel 

consumption by an estimated 120,707.000 gallons of diesel fuel annually. Thus the truck-to-rail 

diversions would result in reduced emissions of most pollutants except for sulftir dioxide (SOj) 

emissions, which would increase due to the higher sulfur content in the fuel used by locomotives. 

Emissions projections associated with the predicted truck-to-rail diversions are presented in 

Table 1-22. 

Environmental Report 3-3 Part 1 - Overview 

81 



Table 1-22 
JYuck-to-Rail Air Emission Changes 

Estimated Increase in Emissions (tons per year) 

NOx CO VOC SO, PM Pb 1 
CSX Truck-To-Rail Diver.sion.<; 

Emis jons from Increased Rail Traffic 8140 904 302 527 206 0.017 1 

Emissions ^om Decreased Truck Traffic (8732) :3829) (759) (284) (1016) (.044) 1 

CSX Net Tmck-To-Rail Emissions Impact (592) (2925) (457) 243 (810) (027) 1 

NS Tnick-To-Rail Divisions 

Emissions from Licreased Rail Traffic 6253 694 '32 405 158 .0132 1 

Emissions from Decreased Truck Traffic (8209) (3600) (714) (267) (955) (0-̂ 2) 1 
NS Net Truck-To-Rail Emissions Impact (l'>56) (2905) (482) 138 (797) (.029) 1 

Net Tmck-to-Rail Emissions Impact (2548) (5830) (939) 38. (1607) ( 056) 1 

3.2 NOISE 

ITie STB regulations require the performance of noise studies for all rail line segments on which 

traffic will increase by at least 100% as me-asured by gross ton miles annually or at least eight 

trains per day. Noise analysis was conducted on 32 CSX and 32 NS rail line segments that met 

the STB thresholds for review. Four Shared Assets Areas segments required loise i nalysis. 

Each segment is 'lentified in Tables 1-3,1-4, and 1-5 in Part 1 and discussed in Part 2. 

The increase in noise exposu'-e to sensitive receptors was estimated based on the projected 

number of trains and on assumptions for frain composition, speed, aiivi hom (frain whistle) use. 

Where noise increases of 2 decibels (dBA) or greater were predicted, land use analysis was 

conducted to identify noise-sensitive receptor? that could be exposed to sovjid levels of 65 dBA 

or greater. A more detailed explanation of the methodology used for the noise studies is 

presented in Appendix B in this Part 1. 
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Fifty-five rail line segments would experience an increase in activity that meets STB noise 

thresholds. The noise impact estimates for individual rail line segments are given under the 

appropriate state section in Part 2. 

The dominant noise sources are (1) the general noise from train operations (from wheels on rails, 

etc.) and (2) the audible warning signals at grade crossings. In order to minimize the general 

frain noise, CSX and NS would continue to maintain their equipment to meet federal noise 

standards applicable to rail road equipment and facilities. For safety reasons. Federal regulations 

require railroads to sound homs at grade crossings. The noise generated by the hom extends the 

65 Ldn contour significantly farther from the rail line, increasing the potential for affecting 

noise-sensitive receptors The noise generated by homs thus has a beneficial effect on safety but 

a detrimental effect on noise levels. 

In any community, the loudest noise source (a highway, airport, rail line) will usually dominate 

the noise exposure; therefore, cumulative noise impacts are not common unless there are several 

noise sources that cause similar degrees of noise exposure. For most of the rail segments where 

post Acquisition train volumes are projected to cause a significant increase in noise exposure, 

train noise is already the dominant noise source. For areas farther from the rail lines, where other 

noise sources may cause higher levels of noise exposure than the train noise, an increase in train 

noise would only be expected to cause a small increase in overall noise exposure. 

Overall, the Acquisition would result in increases in noise levels in areas where fraffic and 

activities would increase and offsetting reductions in noise where fraffic and activities would 

decrease. Noise reductions are not analyzed in this ER; only the impacts fi^m increases are 

analyzed. Rail-to-rail diversions and intemal rerouting of rail fraffic are expected to have 

approximately equivalent and offsetting increases and decreases in noise impacts overall. 

Overall rail traffic incre ises would result primarily from diversion of freight from tiiick to rail. 

These diversions are expected to result in the annual elimination of over one million track moves 

(Table 1-4) from interstate highways and the substitution of a much smaller number of frain 
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moves to fransport the same amount of freight. There will thus be a significant decrease in the 

number of noise sources. 

3.3 SAFETY 

Regarding safety impacts from the proposed Acquisition, STB mles at 49 CFR 1105.7 (e)(7) 

require the following: 

• a description of the proposed action on public health and safety (including vehicle 

delay time at raifroad grade crossings) 

• information on hazardous materials fransportation, including the applicant's safety 

record 

• information on hazardous waste sites and spill sites on the right-of-way 

A detailed discussion of the safety metiiodology is provided in Appendix D to Part 1 of this ER. 

Traffic changes from the Acquisition would result from changes in mode and routing of existing 

fraffic. Rail-to-rail diversions and intemal rerouting of rail traffic would result in increases in the 

potential for accidents and delays at grade crossings where traffic increases and offsetting 

reductions in the potential for accidents and delays at crossings where fraffic decreases. 

Substantial safety benefits wili be realized primarily from the diversion of truck traffic 

(782,100,000 tmck miles) from the major Eastem and Midwestem highways to the well-

documented safer mode of fransport by rail (with a corollary reduction in highway accident -ates 

and highway congestion) and the elimination of over 155 grade crossings by tiie abiindonmeiits 

of the four rail line segments by CSX and NS. Any increases in accident rates resulting from 

increased T!>'\ freight would be more than offset by the foregoing benefits. 

The safety impacts associated with rail fraffic increa'-e on the 110 rail lines identified as meeting 

the STB's thresholds are discussed at length in Part 2 of the ER. The potential safety impacts 

addressed include rail^ghway grade crossing accidents; increased delays at grade crossings; 
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frain accidents, derailments and other incidents; shipments of hazardous commodities and 

hazardous waste sites and hazardous materials releases. 

3.3.1 Grade Crossings 

3.3.1.1 Accidents 

The Federal Raifroad Administration (FRA) keeps track of accidents at public grade crossings. 

In the Highway-Rail Crossing Accident/Incident and Inventory Bulletin No. 17, Calendar Year 

1994 (TJSDOT, FRA, July 1995), tiie FRA published a table of crossing accident rates by number 

of frains per day and annual average daily fraffic (ADT). Portions of this table are presented 

below in Table 1-23. The estimated change in frequency of accidents for a specific crossing can 

be determined by identifying the number of frains per day pre- and post-Acquisition on a line 

segment (provided in Sections 2 through 24), identifying the ADT of tiie road crossed by the line 

segment (provided in Sections 2 through 24) and, based on the identified information, finding the 

^propriate cells in Table 1-5. The information provided in Sections 2 through 24 of Part 2 only 

includes lines expected to have increased traflfic meeting STB thresholds. Information on lines 

'with decreased traflfic and, therefore, decreased potential for accidents is provided in Part 1 of 

tiiis ER. 
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Table 1-23 

Number 
of Trains 
per Day 

Average Daily Traffic Number 
of Trains 
per Day 5,000-10,000 >10,000 

3-5 0.0382 (one accident every 26.2 years) 0.0535 (one accident every 18.7 years) 

6-10 0.0452 (one accident every 22.1 years) 0.0619 (one accident every 16.2 years) 

11-15 0.0672 (one accident every 14.9 years) 0.0902 (one accident every 11.1 years) 

16-20 0.0746 (one accident every 13.4 years) 0.1019 (one accident every 9.8 years) 

21-25 0.1062 (one accident every 9.4 years) 0.1046 (one accident every 9.6 years) 

26-30 0.088 (one accident every 11.4 years) 0.0822 (one accident every 12.2 years) 

>30 0.0711 (one accident every 14.1 years) 0.1012 (one accident every 9.9 years) 

Source: Highway-Rail Crossing Accident/Incident and Inventory Bulletm (DOT, FRA, July 1995). 

Safety, including grade crossing safety, is a primary concem of CSX and NS. Both CSX and NS 

are active participants in Operation Lifesaver programs which educate the public on the 

importance of grade crossing safety and fraflfic confrol requirements. CSX and NS also are 

active in the Oflficer-on-Train program where police agency personnel ride trains in an effort to 

improve enforcement of traffic control laws at crossings. Grade separations and warning system 

upgrades are the responsibility of state and local highway departments; both CSX and NS 

cooperate with highway departments to support and pursue grade separation programs, the 

elimination of grade crossings whenever possible, and the improvement of crossing warning 

systems. 

CSX and NS would continue to maintain all rail line and grade crossing warning devices 

according to FRA Standards (49 CFR Part 213). 

CSX Discussion 

CSX has representation on die Program Development Council of Operation Lifesaver. Further, 

CSX has eight, fiiU-time personnel dedicated to the Operation Lifesaver program at strategic 
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locations throughout the CSX system; ti ese employees are supplemented by 21 part time 

participants and 27 voluntary participants who provide presentations to the public. In 1997, CSX 

will conduct approximately 15 Grade Crossing Collision Investigation Courses for state, coimt> 

and local agencies, including police agencies, to frain agency personnel in tiit, use of proper 

investigative techniques to identify causes of collisions, and improve safety. 

During the last four years, the total number of grade crossing collisions on CSX lines has varied 

from year to year, with a significant improvement occurring from 1995 to 1996, as presented in 

Table 1-24. 

Table 1-24 
CSX Grade Crossing Collision Stat sties 

Year Number of Collisions Change from Prior Year 

1993 515 ~ 

1994 551 7% 

1995 611 11% 

1996 486 -20% 

During tiie last four years, CSX has closed over 1,000 grade crossings (87 crossings in 1993, 160 

crossings in 1994, 282 crossings in 1995, and 507 cro.ssings in 1996), and has a goal of closing 

600 crossings this year. Although separating crossings ana upgrading warning systems is the 

responsibility of state and local highway departtnents, CSX fiilly supports and participates in 

these projects. For example, on average CSX participates in tiie installation of 350 a;tive 

warning systems at crossings each year. 

CSX is currently working with state agencies on the following number of grade separation 

projects to eliminate the need for grade crossings: 

• 5 in Alabama • 7 in Michigan 

• 1 in Delaware • 1 in Mississippi 

• 13 in the District of Columbia • 19 in North Carolina 
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15 in Florida 

18 in Georgia 

12 in Illinois 

34 in Indiana 

18 in Kentucky 

16 in Maryland 

42 in Ohio 

29 in Pennsylvania 

6 in South Carolina 

24 in Tennessee 

40 in Virginia 

20 in West Virginia 

Conrail is currently working on 306 active grade separate projects on lines that would be 

assigned to CSX, excluding Shared Assets Areas. The projects by state are: 

34 in Ohio 

16 in Pennsylvania 

35 in Indiana 

3 in District of Columbia 

118 in New York 

38 in Illinois 

11 in Michigan 

51 in Massachusetts 

Changes in the probability of accidents at crossings primarily are related to changes in the 

number of frains passing existing crossings (both increases and decreases) and the on-going 

program to eliminate crossings. In addition, as discussed in Part 3, the grade crossings on the 

Paris to Danville, Illinois 29-mile long rail line segment proposed for abandomnent would be 

eliminated and, as discussed in Part 4, three grade crossings near Willard Yard in Ohio would be 

eliminated as a result of a constmction project. 

\S Discussion 

0"er the last four years, the number of grade crossing collisions has steadily decreased on NS 

lines. Each NS operating division has a grade crossing team that evaluates line segments to help 

eliminate potential hazards. A member of NS's grade crossing department is on the Board of 

Directors of National Operation Lifesaver, Inc and is Chairmen Elect. In 1997, NS will conduct 

38 Grade Crossing Collision Investigation Courses for state, county and local agencies, and 

police 
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agencies to help assure proper investigative techniques, identify causes of collisions and improve 

safety. As a result of these efforts, the total number of grade crossing collisions has decreased 

steadily as presented in Table 1-25. 

Table 1-25 

Year Number of Collisions Change from Prior Year 

1993 826 --

1994 749 -9.3 % 

1995 692 -7.6 % 

1996 567 -17.9% 

NS supports and pursues grade separations and eliminations whenever possible. NS closed 117 

grade crossings in 1993; 196 crossings in 1994; 235 in 1995; and 285 in 1996. NS works in a 

supportive and cooperative fashion to help state and local highway departments prioritize and 

complete grade separations and waming system upgrades. NS coordinates with highway 

departments regarding eHi Sility of any crossings that might qualify for upgraded waming 

systems or grade separation projects. 

NS is currently working with state agencies on the following number of grade separation projects 

to eliminate the need for grade crossings (in addition to those that would be eliminated by the 

proposed abandonments discussed in Part 3): 

24 in Alabama 

43 in Georgia 

23 in Illinois 

30 in Indiana 

17 in Kentucky 

7 in Louisiana 

3 in New York 

52 in North Carolina 

54 in Ohio 

3 in Pennsylvania 

17 in South Carolina 

23 in Tennessee 
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2 in Michigan 

2 in Mississippi 

16 in Missouri 

66 in Virgiiua 

16 in West Virginia 

In addition, Conrail is currently working on 317 actî  e grade separation project on lines that 

would be operated by NS. NS would continue with theî e as active projects. The projects by 

state are: 

5 in Delaware 

16 in Illinois 

43 in Indiana 

3 in Maryland 

25 in Michigan 

60 in New York 

21 in New Jersey 

73 in Ohio 

62 in Pennsylvania 

9 in West Virginia 

While only four new grade crossings and four expanded grade crossings are planned as a result 

of the Acquisition, NS estimates that over 99 existing grade crossings would be eliminated 

through abandonments. Since only four new crossings are expected, the change in probabil'*v of 

accidents at grade crossings would depend primarily upon the change in number of trains on rail 

line segments, the elimination of grade crossings from abandonments and the continuing 

program to eliminate crossings. Overall, the biggest impact on traffic accidents would resuh 

from the reduction in tmck traffic over the national fransportation system. 

3.3.1.2 VehicleDelays 

Delays at grade crossings are a fimction of the number of trains per day, the time it takes for a 

train to pass the crossing, and the type of crossing waming device. Traffic delays are assumed to 

increase linearly witii increasing train fraffic. 

CSXJDiscussioa 

The duration of vehicle delay per train depends upon the speed of tiie train and the le.igth of tiie 

frain. The average vehicle delay, based on the average CSX 6,200-foot frain length, at various 

speeds is presented m Table 1-26. 
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Table 1-26 

1 Train Speed (mph) Average Delay (minutes) | 

1 4.1 

1 20 2.3 

1 1.7 

1 40 1.4 

1 50 1.3 

1 60 1.1 

NS Discussion 

The duration of vehicle delay per train depends upon the speed of the train and the length of the 

frain. The average vehicle delay, based on the average NS 5,000-foot train length at various 

speeds is presented in Table 1-27. 

Table 1-27 

1 Train Speed (mph) Average Delay (minutes) 

1 3.4 

1 20 2.0 

1 30 1.5 

1 1.3 

1 1.1 

1 60 1.0 

3.3.2 XraiaAccidents 

Train accidents involving damage as low as $6,300 must be reported to the FRA. The number of 

FRA-reportable train accidents per million train-miles for CSX, NS and Conrail for 1991 through 

1995 are listed in Table 1-30. 
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Table 1-30 

Year CSX NS Conrail 

1991 2.81 2.86 4.74 

1 1992 2.76 2.65 3.71 

1 1993 2.62 2.23 4.17 

1 1994 1.91 1.97 3.69 

1 1995 1.90 1.93 3.31 

CSX Discussion 

According to railroad data, the accident rate for CSX in 1995 was 1.9 accidents per million frain 

miles, approximately half the average rate of 3 .71 accidents per million miles for Class I 

raifroads. Using this figure, and an expected systemwide increase of approximately 6.14 million 

frain-miles per year in the expanded CSX system (including increases on the Conrail segments 

shared with NS), the Acquisition could result in an increase of 11.67 accidents per year. Based 

on industry averages, derailments would be expected to account for 7.76 accidents, collisions 

would be expected to account for 1.05 accidents and 2.86 accidents would be classified as 

"otiier." 

The anticipated increase in accidents due to greater overall fraffic levels on the expanded CSX 

system would be more than offset by reductions in accidents on highways and other railroads 

from which the fraffic was diverted. The greater use of intermodal shipments on the expanded 

CSX system -vould result in a decrease of approximately 402.8 million long-haul tmck-miles 

annually. Based on 1994 data from the Department of Transportation, tiiis reduction in long-haul 

tmck-miles would equate to a decrease of approximately 870 total traffic crashes per year 

involving iarge tmcks. Additionally, approximately 225 of those would be crashes involving 

injuries, and 11 of those would be crashes resulting in one or more deaths. Although the greater 

use of intermodal shipments would result in increased tmck activity in the vicinity of some 

intermodal ramps and may present a potential for increased accidents, tiiese facilities generally 
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are located in industrial areas which have a low potential for contact with pedestrian and non

commercial fraffic. Overall, the Acquisition is expected to have a net beneficial effect on safety. 

NS Discussion 

In 1995, NS's frain accident rate was 1.93 accidents per million frain miles, approximately half 

the average rate of 3.71 accidents per million miles for Class 1 railroads. With an expected 

increase of approximately 3.59 million train miles per year on the expanded NS system and 

applying NS's cmrent accident rate to this increase, the proposed Acquisition could result m an 

increase of 6.93 rail accidents per year on the expanded NS system. Based on national averages, 

4.6 of these accidents would be derailments, 0.62 would be collisions and 1.71 would be "other" 

types of accidents. The anticipated increase in accidents due to greater overall traffic levels on 

the expanded NS system would be more than offset by reductions in accidents on highways and 

other raifroads from which the traffic was diverted. 

The greater use of intermodal shipments resulting from the pr oposed Acquisition would lead to 

increased tmck activity in tiie vicinity of some of the intermodal facilities, creating the potential 

for increased accidents. However, increased use of intermodal shipments would also result m 

decreased long-haul tmck fraffic on highways and a corresponding potential for decreased 

accidents on the interstate highway system. The greater use of intermodal shipments on the 

expanded NS system would result in a decrease of approximately 379 million long-haul tmck-

miles annually. Based on 1994 data from the Department of Transportation, this reduction in 

long-haul tmck-miles would equate to a decrease of approximately 820 total traffic crashes per 

year involving large ttucks. Additionally, approximately 211 of those would be injury crashes 

and 10.3 of those would be fatal crashes killing one or more persons. 

Safety Impacts ficoiiLDiyersion of Truck JraflkJflRail 

Studies conducted by Reebie Associates on behalf of CSX and by the Kingsley Group on behalf 

of NS estimated the number of tmck-to-rail diversions that would be expected as a result of the 

Acquisition. The diversions represent tmckloads of freight that would otherwise be transported 

over the national highway system. Under the proposed Acquisition, a significant amount of 
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tiTick fraffic would be diverted to rail. Over 1 million intermodal units would be removed from 

the national highway system as a result of the Acquisition. The diversions are expected to save 

782 million tmck-miles per year. The diversions of tmck traffic to rail transrort will further 

enhance safety as discussed in Part 2. 

Table 1-31 
Truck-to-Rail Diversions 

CSX NS Total || 

Tmcic trips removed 
from national highways 

437,978 589,000* 1,026,978 

Tmck miles expected to 
be sa\'ed annually 

402,900,000 379,200,000* 782,100,000 

Note: Net systemwide energy savings are discussed in more detail in Section 1.2.5.2. 
*NS projects a larger number of shorter length intermodal trips resulting from 
diversions than does CSX. H 

Applicatioii QLCSXl&AadJiSl Safety rommitmgnf to Operations mConrailLines 

Conrail's 1995 frain accident rate was 3.31 accidents per million train miles. Afier the 

Acquisition, CSX and NS would each apply their focus and commitment and accompanying 

operating and maintenance practices to the expanded systems. Applying either CSX's current 

train accident rate of 1.90 or NC's of 1.93 to traffic to the existing Conrail system would result in 

a potential reduction of approximately 71 rail accidents per year. Taking into account the 

potential combined CSX and NS increase in rail accidents of 18.6 and the potential decrease of 

71 rail accidents on Conrail routes, along with the substantial projected decrease of 1,690 large 

tmck crashes ai.-* urojected reduction of 21 fatal crashes involving one or more fatalities, the 

Acquisition is expected to have a significant overall beneficial effect on safety. 

3.3.3 UazatdoiisMaterials Transpartation 

Safe transportation protects the resources of the customers and communities served as well as the 

resources of the railroads. CSX and NS have each independently adopted proactive programs to 
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