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with the U.S. | <pezunent of Transporiation Hazarc¢'ous Materials Regulations (49 CFR
Parts 171-174 and 177-179).

If any contamination is encountered or if a spill occurs during removal operations, NS

will follow appropriate response and remediation procedures outlined in its Emergency

Response Plan.
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4.2 TOLEDO PIVOT BRIDGE

Toledo is in Lucas County, near the southwest shore of Lake Erie on the Michigan-Ohio border.
The Toledo Pivot Bridge is within the city limits of Toledo. The bridge spans the Maumee
River, approximately Z.0 miles south of Lake Erie.

The bridge is currently operated by NS. The area crossed includes the Maumee River and short
lengths of both banks which are incorporated into the bridge approaches and abutments Areas
of the approaches include undeveloped, but disturbed land. Developed areas in the vicinity of
the bridge are primarily industrial, with a small amount of residential lands.

4.2.1 Proposed Action and Alternatives
4.2.1.1 Proposed Action

The proposed action would include the abandonment of the 0.2-mile long Toledo Pivot Bridge
from MP CS2.8 to MP CS3.0 (Figure 3-7). This NS pivot bridge is located in Lucas County, OH
near the southwest shor: of Lake Erie on the Michigan-Ohio border, approximately 95 miles
west nf Cleveland. The segment is approximately 2.0 miles southwest of the Maumee River’s
mo.th into L~ e Erie, near the community of Ironville, OH. This bridge currently provides NS a
means to cross the Maume= River in Toledo, OH. The bridge wou' 1 no longer be required
following the proposed Acquisition due to the acquisition by NS of Conrail’s Maumee River
bridge located approximately four miles to the south.

The provosed action includes removal of railrozd-associated equipment from the bridge
abutments and approac hes, such as rails, ties, and appurtenances (i.e., communications, signals).
NS would make every effort to convey ownership of the bridge to another interested party to
avoid bridge removal. If no such party is found, the bridge structure would need to be removed

as part of the abandonment process to allow for continued safe navigation on this portion of the

Maumee River. Abandonment procedures are discussed in greater detail in Section 1.2.
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Lines acquired due to the Acquisition wc 1d enable existing NS rail tcaffic operating over this
bridge to be rerouted to an existing Conrail line and bridge. Abandonment of this bridge would
eliminate znnual maintenance expenses, repair costs and future capital investment. Abandonment
of this bridge is therefore preferred in order to obtain the maximum benefit from the proposed

Acquisition.

4.2.1.2 Alternatives

The on'y alternative to the proposed abandonment action is the no-action alternative (continuing

presexit ccrations). Discontinuing operations without abandoning the bridge is not an option as

the abandonment is on a navigable river and the U.S. Coast Guard requires removal of an
abandoned bridge. Under the ro-action alternative, NS would contirue to maintain and operate
the bridge. These alternatives would not provide realization of the full operat:onal,
environmental and economic benefits possible through the proposed Acquisition.

4.2.2 Existing Environment
4.2.2.1 Land Use

Land use adjacent to the pivot bridge includes the Maumee River. Cargo ships, tug and

recreational boats are commou on the Maumee River during the spring and summer months.

Land within the right-of-way is limited to the bridge approaches only. This land includes the rail
line, graveled rail bed and sideslopes. Land use along the right-of-way of the western bridge
abutment consists of undeveloped land on the north, while to the south there is a trailer park

adjaceri to the tr--ks.

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

reservations are in Ohio.
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The project is not within a designated coastal zcne management area.

4.2.2.2 Water Resources

NWI maps indir:ate that there are no designated wetlands near the proposed abandonmeai (Figure
4-2). This bridge’s purpose is to provide N3 a crossing of the Maumee River. The Ma imee
River is a navigatle water of the U.S. The Maumee River at this bridge location is
approximately 1,000 feet wide.

FEMA maps indicate that the proposed action is within the boundaries of the 100 y.ar
floodplain.

4.2.2.3 Biological Resources

Vegetation

Medium-sized rocks used for erosion control line the east bank of the Maumee River with weedy
annuals and nor-native grasses growing beyond the rocks. Land adjacent to the right-of-way
beyond the bridge abutments includes patches of * "eedy annuals, non-native jrasses, open soil,
and gravel. Less industry exists on the west bank allowing for establishment of more vegetation.
A small band of deciduous forest with scrub brush borders the right-of-way to the nortb, while
weedy annuals and non-native grasses exist on the south side of the tracks.

Wildlife
The right-of-way for the bridge is primarily the air space over the Maumee River. As such, the
only habitat for terrestrial wildlife is found in and adjacent to the right-of-way of *lie bridge

approaches and abutments. Adjacent scrub brush and weedy annuals provide cover for smali
mammals such as mice, moles and rabbits. Adjacent timbered areas on the west bank provide

food and shelter for squirrels, opossums, songbirds and birds of prey. The bridge itself provides
some habitat for bird species such as rock doves, starlings and swallows.
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