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Robert A. ScardellettI, Intmmetional Prmident 
EGAL DEPARTMENT 

HIitchell M. Kraus, General Countel 
Christopher ]. Tully, Assistant General Counsel 

October 5, 2001 

VIA MESSENGER 
Vernon A. Williams, Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

RE: Withdrawal of TCU Petition for Clarification of Decision No. 198 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfollt Southem 

Corporation and Norfoll( Southern Railway Company - Control 
and Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corp. 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

Enclosed for filing please find an original and twenty-five (25) copies of the 
Withdrawal of the Petition of the Transportation-Communications International Union 
( "TCU") for Clarification of Board Decision 198 in this Finance Docket. Consistent with 49 
C.F.R. §1104.12, service has been made by first-class U.S. mail upon all ofthe parties on 
the official service list for Finance Docket No. 33388, and, in addition to service by mail, 
Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway Company has been served 
(via counsel/ by facsimile this afternoon. 

Thank you for your attention in this matter. 

ENTEiRED 
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Sincere 

; her Tully 
'Assistar t General Counsd 

Enclosures 

• 3 Research Place • Rockville, Maryland 20850-3279 • 
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BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

S FB Finance Docket No. 33388 

CSX CORPORA HON AND CSX TRANSPORTATION. INC. 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

- CON fROL AND OPERAI ING LEASES/AGREEMENTS -
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RML CORPORATION 

PETITIONER TRANSPORTATION-COMMUNICATIONS 
INTERNATIONAL UNION'S WITHDRAWAL OF PETITION 

FOR CLARIFICATION OF BOARD DECISION NO. 198 

On September 18, 2001, the Board issued Decision No. 198 in the above-captioned matter 

permitting the closing of Hollidaysburg Car Shops and imposing certain enhanced labor protections. 

By petition dated September 21,2001, TCU sought a clarification of"said decision, I he parties have 

resolved the dispute as to the matters raised in the petition for clarification. Accordingly. TCU 

hereby withdraws said petition for clarification. 

Respectfully submitted, 

AM 
Mitchell M. Kraus 
General Counsel 
Transportation-Communications Intemational 

Union 
3 Research Place 
Rockville, Maryland 20850-3279 
(301)948-4910 

Dated: October 5, 2001 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that I have caused to be mailed copies of the Transportation-

Communications International Union's Withdrawal of Petition for Clarification of Board Decision 

No. 198. by prepaid first-class L'nited States mail upon the persons listed on the current official 

service list in I-inance Docket No. 33388. Applicants and as many other parties as possible were 

served by mail on October 5, 2001, other parties will be served on October 9, 2001. 

Date ^l^^ldpher Tully 
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The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
Mercury Building. Room 700 
1925 K Street. N.W. 
Washington. DC 20423 
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October 2, 2001 

Re: CSX/'NS-Conrail F.D. No. 33388-Nortolk Southem Holliday sburg Car Shop 

Dear SecretarN Williams: 

Enclosed please find an original and ten copies of the Amended Joint Motion for Stay 
Pending Judicial Review and for Establishment -^f an Expedited Procedural Schedule of the 
Commonwealth of Pennsy Ivania and the Unions in the above-referenced matter, along with a VA 
inch floppy disk in WordPerfect format that contains the documetit. 

The Joint Motion has been amended to replace the last ibur sentences on the bottom of page 5 
of the original Joint Motion with the four sentences that begin with the word "Likewise" near the 
bottom of page 5 and carry over to page 6 of the amended version. Because of format differences on 
the two computers used to produce the two versions of the Joint Motion, there are places where the 
lines of the amended version do not appear in the same places on the pages as they did on the 
original version. However, there have been no changes to the content of the Joint Motion other than 
to the title and to the four sentences that I mentioned above. For the convenience of all concemed, 
attached tc this letter are the original page 5. and the four sentences that were substituted for those 
sentences. A copy of the substitute four sentences was sent to eoansel for Norfolk Southem on 
October 1,2001. 
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I apologize for any inconvenience that this may cause the Board or any party. 

Sincerely, 

O'Donney? Schi»cartzj& Anderson, P.C. 

Rionard S. Edelman 
Enclosures 

cc: AU parties of record 

aagmm 

mm 
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might sound dreadful, docs not constitute an unforeseeable level of operations, 

particularly when NS contnbuted to that low level of operations by tuming work away 

and deferring maintenance on its own cars, as Pennsylvania and the Unions have 

demonstrated. The failure to address that evi fence was arbitrary in any event, under iuiy 

conceivable legal standard of when carriers might be relieved from their promises. 

Pennsylvania also submits that it was arbitrary and capricious, and contrary to law 

(including the law established by the Board itself in the ordering paragraph of Decision 

No. 89 approving the Conrail control transaction), for the Board to permit closure ofthe 

Shops on the ground that the employees there could be transfened elsewhere. As the 

Board has recognized, Pennsylvania relied on the promises made by NS regarding the 

Shops, and imposed by the Board i'l Decision No. 89. With due respect and regard for 

the employees ofthe Shops, their ti.insfsr elsewhere, while it might guarantee them 

future employment, docs nothing to address the economic loss to Pennsylvania of their 

departure. This loss is detailed in the attached Affidavit of Martin J. Marasco, which is 

discussed further in the section on irreparable harm be'ow. Likewise, it was arbitrary and 

capricious, and contrary to law, for tht Board to reason that other NS repair shops in 

other states might suffer employment losses if the Hollidaysburg Shops were not closed. 

At a minimum, the Board should have examined whether the maintenance and use of 

those other shops in other states was the subject of promises made by NS to those states 

and localities. If not, the Board should have enforced Decision No. 89 and ordered NS to 

maintain the Shops where it promised it would. There would be nothing to prevent NS 

from cutting employment at other locations, so long as no promises were mado 

conceming those locations. 
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Likewise, it was arbitrary and capricious, and contrary to law, for the Board to refuse to enforce 

its order based on the supposition that NSR employees in other states might sufTer employment 

losses if the Hollidaysburg Shops were not closed. The issue here was whether NSR's plan to 

close the HCS was contrary to representations to which it was bound by STB order. The Board 

should have enforced Decision No. 89 and ordered NS to maintain the Shops as it promised it 

would. Whether there was anything to prevent NS from cutting employment at other locations 

would be a matter to be addressed in another case. 



' f BEFORE THE 
' SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Finance Docket No. 33388 

CSX Corporation et al., Norfolk Southem Corp., et al. - Control and Operati 
Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corp. 

AMENDED 
JOINT MOTION FOR STAY PENDING JUDICIAL REVIEW AND FOR 
ESTABLISHMENT OF AN EXPEDITED PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE 

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania ("Pennsylvania"), jointly with The 

Transport Workers of America, National Council of Firemen and Oilers/SEIU; 

Intemational Association of Machinists and Aerospace Workers, Intemational 

Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Blacksmiths, Intemational Brotherhood of 

Electrical Workers, Sheet Metal Workers' Intemational Association, 

Transportation Communications Intemational Union 'collectively referred to 

herein as "the Unions") respectfully move the Board to stay the effectiveness of 

its order served September 19, 2001 in CSX Corp. et al.. Norfolk Southern Corp. 

et al. - Control and Operating Leases/AgreemetUs - Conrail, Inc. et ai, STB 

Finance Docket No. 33388 (Decision No. '98). In addifion, Pennsylvania and 

the Unions request that the Board establish an expedited schedule under which 

replies to this motion will be due next Tuesday, October 2 and the Board would 

issue its decision by Thursday October 4. This would enable Pennsylvania and 

the Unions to know of the Board's ruling in time to seek a stay, if necessary, from 

the United States Court of Appeals, prior to the date on which Norfolk Southem 

("NS") would be entitled to close the Hollidaysburg car repair shops ("the 

Shops"). Although the date on which NS will be able to close the Shops is not yet 



known precisely, it is expected to be in mid-October following the conclusion of 

presently ongoing arbitration, and provision by NS of ) 5 days notice of the 

closure of the Shops. 

1. A Stay Is Warranted Given the Large Irreparable Harm to Movants, the 
Questionable and Marginal Harm to NS, the Likelihood of Success on the 
Merits, and the Clear Public Interest. 

A. Standards for Granting a Stay 

The standards for granting a stay pending judicial review of agency action 

are familiar. To summarize the leading case of Washington Metropolitan Area 

Transit Ccmmission v. Holidav Tours. 559 F.2d 8 " 1, 843, 844 (P.C. Cir. 

1977)(hereinafter "WMATA"), those standards are as follows: (I) Are the 

movants likely to succeed on the merits of their petition for judicial review, or 

have they at least raise questions that constitute a "fair ground for litigation and 

thus for more deliberative investigation"? (2) Without the stay, will movants 

suffer irreparable injury? (3) Would issuance of th; stay substantially harm other 

parties interested in the proceedings? (4) Where does the public interest lie? 

Under these standards, the Board should grant a stay in this case. 

B. Likelihood of Success on the Merits: Movants Have Raised Substantial 

Issues 

In WMATA, Judge Leventhal made clear that to succeed on a motion for 
stay, the movant need only raise serious questions about the decision under 
review, so long as the balance of hardships tips decidedly in favor of the movants: 

[I]f the other elements are present (i.e., the balance of hardships tips 
decidedly toward plaintiff), it will ordinarily be enough that the plaintiff 
has raised questions going to the merits so serious, substantial, difficult 
and doubtfiil, as to make tI.em a fair ground for litigation and thus for 
more deliberative investigation. 



WMATA. 559 F.2d 841, 844, quoting Hamilton Watch Co. v. Benms Watch Co.. 

206 F.2d 738, 740 (2d Cir. 1953). Judge Leventhal went on to quote with 

approval a further decision of the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit: 

One moving for a preliminary injunction assumes the burden of 
demonstrating either a combination of probable success and the possibility 
of irreparable injur}' or that serious questions are raised and the balance of 
hardships tips sharply in his favor. 

WMATA. 599 F.2d at 844, quoting Chariie's Girls. Inc. v. Revlon. Inc.. 483 F.2d 

953, 954 (2d. Cir. 1973). 

In this case, although the Board presumably does not issue decisions it 

believes to be without legal foundation, an objective examination of Decision No. 

198 served September 19, 2001 makes clear that there are serious questions about 

the ability of the decision to withstand a petition for review. First and foremost, 

the decision is utterly standardlcss. The decision acknowledges that NS in fact 

made clear promises to the Unions, Pennsylvania and its leaders specifically to 

gamer their support, and that those promises were reasonably relied upon, yet it 

permits Norfolk Southem to break those promises. The decision acknowledges 

that the Board specifically made adherence to all such promises a condition of its 

approval of Norfolk Southem's acquisition of control of 58% of Conrail, yet the 

Board abrogates that condition without any explanation of the standards under 

which it does so. 

The essence of arbitrary decisionmaking is for the decisionmaker to make 

its decision based upon standards that are not apparent. See, e .̂, Chemical Mfrs. 

Ass'n v. EPA. 899 F.2d 344, 359-360 (Jth Cir. 1990) (remanding to EPA to 



articulate the standards or criteria for determining when quantities of chemical 

entering the environment, and resulting human exposure, would be deemed 

"substantial"). Here, the Board articulates no standard goveming when promises 

of merger applicants must be adhered to and when carriers will be excused from 

their promises. Instead, in Decision N). 198, the Board simply agrees with NS 

that the economy has deteriorated and that the Shops are unprofitable, and states 

that "under these circumstar. cs" NS will be allowed to close the shops (slip op. at 

7). The STB thus jumps from facts to conclusions without any visible legal 

reasoning - the essence of conclusory, opaque, standardless and arbitrary 

decisionmaking. At most, the Board partially explains why it agrees with NS 

regarding the facts of current economic circumstances, without any effort to 

aiticulate the legal standards goveming the Board's 180-degree reversal of its 

position on holding the merger applicants to their promises. This shortcoming of 

the decision is highlighted in Commissioner Clybum's separate expression 

commenting on the decision (slip op. at 9). 

In the absence of a clearly articulated legal standard for when promises 

must be kept, it is also difficult if not impossible to determine whether the factual 

discussion in Decision No. 198 makes any sense. For example, if the legal 

standard is that carriers can be relieved from their promises when unforeseeable 

events or circumstances occur, then certain facts in the record, not addressed by 

the Board in Decision No. 198, loom large. Perhaps most notable is the evidence 

submitted by Pennsylvania and the Unions that, although the Shops may be 

operating at only one-third capacity, lhat is roughly the same level they were 



operating at in 1995, the base year used by NS in putting together the information 

in its merger application. Thus, operating at one-third capacity, while it might 

sound dreadful, does not constitute an unforeseeable level of operations, 

particularly when NS contributed to that low level of operations by tuming work 

away and deferring maintenance on its own cars, as Pennsylvania and the Unions 

have demonstrated. The failure to address that evidence was arbitrary in any 

event, under any conceivable legal standard of when carriers might be relieved 

from their promises. 

Pennsylvania also submits that it was arbitrary and capricious, and 

contrary to law (including the law established by the Board itself in the ordering 

paragraph of Decision No. 89 approving the Conrail control transaction), for the 

Board to permit closure of the Shops on the ground that the employees there 

could be transferred elsewhere. As the Board has recognized, Pennsylvania relied 

on the promises made by NS regarding the Shops, and imposed by the Board in 

Decision No. 89. With due respect and regard for the employees of the Shops, 

their transfer elsewhere, while it might guarantee them future employment, does 

nothing to address the economic loss to Pennsylvania of their departure. This loss 

is >1etailed in the attached Affidavit of Martin J. Marasco, which is discussed 

further in tbe section on irreparable harm below. Likewise, it was arbitrary and 

capricious, and contrary to law, for the Board to refuse to enforce its order based 

on the supposition that NSR employees in other states might suffer employment 

losses if the Hollidaysburg Shops were not closed. The issue here was whether 

NSR's plan to close the HCS was contrary to representations to which it was 



bound by STB order. The Board should have enforced Decision No. 89 and 

ordered NS to maintain the Shops as it promised it v. uld. Whether there was 

anything to prevent NS from cutting employment at other locations would be a 

matter to be addressed in another case. 

B. Absent the Stay. Movants Will Suffer Serious Irreparable Injury 

Absent the stay, NS intends to close the Shops. An irreversible process 

will then be set in motion in which employees must begin to plan for transfers to 

other NS locations and operations at the Shops will cease. Although the 

employees may obtain jobs with NS elsewhere, they will nonetheless suffer 

hardship from being forced to move when they do not want to, severing often 

longstanding school and community ties, and incurring costs and inconveniences 

not encompassed in the transfer scheme. There would be no redress for such 

dismptions and costs so long as the closure of the Shops is permitted to occur. 

More readily quantifiable from an economic standpoint, and considerably 

larger in terms of dollar loss, would be the very substantial harm to the 

Altoona/Blair County area should the Shops be closed. This harm is detailed in 

the attached Affidavit of Martin J. Marasco, President and CEO of the Altoona 

Blair County Development Corporation ("ABCD"). According to a July 2001 

study performed for ABCD, and attached to Mr. Marasco's affidavit, the loss of 

union jobs alone from the Shops would result in a loss of some $13 million in 

annual wages to the Blair County community. When considering employment in 

the local economic sectors which support the Shops and their employees .and 

families (e.g., the retail, restaurant, supplier and service sectors), total lost wages 



would be approximately $43,000,000. If non-Union Shops employees are also 

considered, the lost wages would be $53,000,000 annually. Mr. Marasco 

concludes that, even if some Shops employees choose to retire or to sever their 

ties from NS and remain in Blair County, they would not be eaming the same 

high wage levels paid by NS for the skilled work at the Shops. In Mr. Marasco's 

opinion, even if some Shops workers remain in Blair County, the economic loss 

to the Altoona Blair County area will probably exceed $40,000,000 annually. 

As expli ined by Mr. Marasco, despite substantial efforts by NS and 

ABCD, no buyer has come forward with serious interest in buyer the Shops, 

either as a going concem for rail car repair or as a site for redevelopment or reuse. 

Should the Shops be closed and the skilled employees dispersed, the prospect of 

selling the Shops property for use as such would become nil. In effect, the 

business, viewed as a stand-alone entity, would be destroyed as a going concem. 

The prospects of selling the property for redevelopment or reuse are rendered 

difficult, among other factors, by th; special purpose nature of the Shops building 

and the environmental contamination concems present whenever it is proposed to 

redevelop a former heavy industrial site. 

It is unlikely that any of the economic losses detailed by Mr. Marasco 

would be compensable in a co; 1 of law, because of the view that the Board has 

plenary authority in this field. 

In sum, once NS closes the Shops, which it will presumably do 

iinmediately as soon as the current NS-union arbitration is concluded and it has 

given 15 days notice, the employees and Pemisylvania will suffer substantial 



irreparable harm on the order of $40,000,000 annually, which will continue to be 

suffered indefinitely unless and until the Shops site is wholly or partially 

redeveloped, which could take years and in any case would not likely resi>I; in 

total wages coming close to those at the Shops currently. In addition, even if the 

Shops site is redeveloped, the localities and Penns.'vania would lose substantia' 

tax revenues now eamed on the activity at the site, because the future 

redevelopment ofthe site will be encouraged by a near-complete 13-year state 

and local tax exemption under Pennsylvania's Keystone Opportunity Expansion 

Zone program, as explained by Mr. Marasco. 

C. The Harm to NS, If Any. Would Be Temporary, and Would Be 
Outweighed by the Harm to Movants. 

Although NS submitted evidence, reli'̂ d on the Board, that it was losing 

about $7 million per year by keeping the Shops in operation, the true meaning of 

that figured is subject to question. As noted above and in the evidence filed by 

Pennsylvania and the Unions, the current utilization of one-third of the capacity 

of the shops is similar to the capacity utilization of the Shops in 1995. It is 

entirely possible that Conrail was losing money on the Shops then, and thai NS 

knew this. Even if NS did not specifically know whether the Shops were 

profitable on a stand-alone basis, NS can fairly be charged with that knowledge, 

since NS presumably conducted full due diligence in its acquisition of Conrail. In 

any case, NS knew that the issue of whether the Shops would be kept open was 

imponant to Pennsylvania and its elected officials, as well as the Unions, and NS 

can hardly be heard to say that they promised to keep the Shops open bul they just 



didn't understand the financial shape the Shops were in. 

In any event, even if NS were losing $7 million annually on the Shops, 

and even if this loss were a new and surprising development, a $7 million annual 

loss is dwarfed by ihe approximately $40 million (or more) annual loss lhal would 

result to Blair County from the closure of the Shops and the impact on businesses 

supponing the Shops and servicing the employees and their families. 

Moreover, the harm to NS would be only temporary. It will take only a 

matter of months for the Court of Appeals to rule on the validity of the Board's 

September 19 decision. If the Court of Appeals invalidates the Board's decision, 

NS cannot claim injury from Waving the legal .status quo ante reinstated. If the 

Court of Appeals upholds the Board, NS is free to do whal t le Board's decision 

allows it and r̂  qui.es it lo do. 

The harm to Pennsylvania and its localities, by contrast, would be indefinite, 

because there is not one serious prospect on the horizon for the reuse or 

redevelopment of the Shops. The loss of wages and other taxable economic 

activity would likely lake years lo overcome. 

D. The Public Inierest Favors Granting the Stav 

There is a clear and very substantial public interest in the quesiion when 

and under what circumstances rail merger applicants will be held to the promises 

they make in solic'.ting public support for lheir proposed mergers. Il is no 

overstatement to say lhat this question is central lo the integrity of, and public 

tmsl in, merger proceedings. 



In this case, for example, the support of Pennsylvania and ils elected 

officials was one of the key factors enabling NS to build a broad public consensus 

in favor of ils acquisition of conlrol of 58% of Conrail. Clearly, Pennsylvania 

potentially had much to lose with the demise of Conrail's large corporate 

headquarters in Philadelphia, and hence NS' repeated promises that other NS 

facilities, including the Shops, would be kept open, were extremely important in 

moving Pennsylvania and its officials from opposition to support for NS's 

application. For the Board to abrogate those promises, which the Board 

previously directed NS to keep, there should at a minimum be some publicly 

articulated legal standard regarding what factual circumsiances warrant 

abrogation. 

The need for legal standards, and a range of useful suggestions about whal 

the standards should be, were discussed in detail in the commenis submitied by 

the National Industrial Transportation League on July 17, 2001 in this proceeding 

(NITL-17). 

n. Request for Expedited Procedural Schedule 

Pennsylvania and the Unions request lhat the Board establish an expedited 

schedule under which replies lo this motion will be due next Tuesday, October 2 

and the Board would issue ils decision by Thursday Ociober 4. This would 

enable Pennsylvania and the Unions to know of the Board's mling in lime lo seek 

a slay, if necessary, fi-om the United Stales Court of Appeals, prior lo the dale on 

which Norfolk Southem ("NS") would be entitled lo close the Hollidaysburg car 

10 



repair shops ("the Shops"). Although vhe date on which NS will be able to close 

the Shops is not yel know precisely, il is expected to be in mid-October following 

the conclusion of presently ongoing arbitration, and provision by NS of 15 days 

notice of the closure of the Shops. 

RL ,clfully submitied, 

Scott N. Stone 
Patton Boggs, LLP 
2550 M Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20037 
202-457-6335 

Counsel for the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania 

dated: September 27, 2001 

amended: Ociober 2. 2001 

Richard S. Edelman 
O'Donnell, Schwartz 
& Anderson, P.C. 
1900 L Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
202-898-1824 

Counsel for the Unions 

11 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the 2'"' day of Ociober, 2001, copies of this Amended 

Joint Motion for Stay Pending Judicial Review and For Establishment of a Procedural 

Schedule was served by hand delivery upon: 

Richard A. Allen 
Zuckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 
888 Seventeenth Slreel, NW 
Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20006 

I funher ceniiy lhal the foregoing pleading has btsn served this 2"'' day of Ociober, 

2001 by ovemight delivery to parties who responded to the Board's Order in Decision 

No. 186, and by First Class U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, upon all other known parties of 

record in Finance Dockei No. 33388. 

Richard S. Edelman 

12 
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RATION BOGGS UP 

205S7Sr 

2550 M Street, NW 

Washington, DC 20037 -1350 

202 457 6000 

Facsimile 202 457 6315 

www pattonboggs com 

Scott N. Stone 
202 457 6335 

September 27, 2001 

BY HAND - E X P E D I T E D HANDLING R E Q U E S T E D 

The Hon. Vemon A. Williams, Secretar}^ 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW Suite 700 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388. CSX Corporation et al.. Norfolk Southem Corp., et al. -
Control and Operaiing Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corp 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Enclosed for filing in this docket are the origiral and 25 copies of a Joint Motion for Stay 
Pending Judicial Review and For Establishment of An Expedited Procedural Schedule filed 
by the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the unions representing workers Norfolk 
Southem's Hollidaysburg, PA car shops. Also enclosed is a computer diskette containing a 
copy ol this filing in WordPerfect 5.x. 

Please acknowledge receipt of this filling by date-stamping the enclosed duplicate copy and 
returning it with our messenger. Thank you. 

Scott N . Stone 

Enclosures e:4TERED 
onice of ina Secretary 

SEP 2 7 2001 
Part of 

Pi'bllc Racord 

ANCHORAGE • BOULDER DALLAS DENVER NORTHERN VIRGINIA WASHINGTON, DC 
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BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Finance Docket No. 33388 

CSX Corporation et al., Norfolk Southem Corp., et al. - Conlrol and Operating 
Leases/Agreements Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corp. 

JOINT MOTION FOR STAY PENDING JUDICIAL REVIEW AND FOR 
ESTABLISHMENT OF .\N EXPEDITED PROCEDURAL SCHEDULE 

The Commonwealth of Pennsylvania ("Pennsylvania"), jointly with The 

Transport Workers of America, National Council of Firemen and Oilers/SEIU: 

Intemational Association of Machinists and Aerospace Workers Intemational 

Brotherhood of Boilermakers and Blacksmiths, Intemational Brotherhood of Electrical 

Workers, Sheet Metal Workers' Intemational A-csociation, Transportation 

Communications Iniemationai Union (̂ coIlectively referred lo herein as "the Unions") 

respectfully move the Board to stay the effectiveness of its order served September 19, 

2001 in CSX Corp. et al., Norfolk Southern Corp. et al. - Control and Operating 

Leases/.Agreements - Conrail, Inc. et al., STB Finance Dockei No. 33388 (Decision No. 

198). In addition, Pennsylvania and the Unions request that the Board establish an 

expedited schedule under which replies to this motion will be due next Tuesday, October 

2 and the Board would issue ils decision by Thursday October 4. This would enable 

Pennsylvania and the Unions to know of the Board's mling in time to seek a stay, if 

necessary, from the United Stales Court of Appeals, prior to llie dale on which Norfolk 

Southem ("NS") would be entitled n close the Hollidaysburg car repair shops ("the 

Shops"). Although the date on which NS will be able to close the Snops is not yel know 

ENTERED 
Onica of tna Secretary 

SEP 2 7 2001 
Part of 

Public Itacord 



precisely, it is expected to be in mid-October following the conclusion of presently 

ongoing arbitration, and provision by NS of 15 days notice ofthe closure ofthe Shops. 

I. A Stay Is Warranted Given the Large Irreparable Harm to Movants, the 
Questionable and Marginal Harm to NS, the Likelihood of Success on the Merits, 
and ihg cigar Public IntvTgst-

A. Standards for Granting a Stav 

The sta:idards for granting a stay pending judicial review of agency action are 

familiar. To summarize the leading case of Washington Metropolitan Area Transit 

Commission v. Holidav Tours. 559 F.2d 841, 843, 844 (D.C. Cir. 1977)(hereinafter 

"WMATA"), those standards are as follows: (1) Are the movants likely to succeed on 

the merits of their pelilion for judiciai review, or have lhey al least raise questions that 

constitute a "fair ground for litigation and thus for more deliberative investigation"? (2) 

Withoui the stay, will movants suffer irreparable injury? (3) Would issuance of the stay 

substantially harm other parties interested in the proceedings? (4) Where does the public 

interest lie? 

Under :hese standards, the Board should grant a slay in this case. 

B. Likelihood of Success on the Merits: Movants Have Raised Substantirl Issues 

in WMATA, Judge Leventhal made clear lhal to succeed on a motion for stay, the 

movant need only raise serious questions about the decision under review, so long as the 

balance of hardships lips decidedly in favor ofthe movanls: 

[I]f the other elemerts are present (i.e., the balance of hardships tips decidedly 
toward plaintiff), it wdl ordinarily be enough that the plainlifl'has raised questions 
going to the merits so serious, substantial, difficult and doublful, as to make them 
a fair ground for litigation and thus for more deliberative investigation. 

-2 



WMATA. 559 F.2d 841. 844, quoting Hamilton Watch Co. v. Benms Watch Co.. 206 

F.2d 738, 740 (2d Cir. 1953). Judge Leventhal w ent on to quote wilh approval a further 

decision of the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit: 

One moving for a preliminary injunction assumes the burden of demonstrating 
either a combination of probable success and the possibility of irreparable injury 
or thit serious questions are raised and the balance of hardships tips sharply in his 
favor 

WMATA. 599 F.2d al 844, quoting Charlie's Girls. Inc. v. Revlon. Inc.. 483 F.2d 953, 

954 (2d. Cir. 1973). 

In this case, although the Board presumably docs not issue decisions il believes to 

be without legal foundation, an objective examination of Decision No. 198 served 

September 19, 2001 makes clear that there are serious questions about the ability of the 

decision lo withstand a petition for review. First and foremost, the decision is utterly 

standaidlesf The decision acknowledges that NS in fact made clear promises lo the 

Union', Pennsylvania and its leaders specifically to gamer their support, and that those 

promises were .-jasonably relied upon, yel il permits Norfolk Southem to break those 

promises. The decision acknowledges that the Board specifically made adherence to all 

such promises a condition of ils approval of Norfolk Southem's acquisition ofcontrol of 

58% of Conrail, yel the Board abrogates that condiiion without any explanation of the 

standards under which it does so. 

The essence of arbitrary decisi imaking is for the decisionmaker lo make ils 

decision based upon standards lhal are . apparent. See, e.g.. Chemical Mfrs. Ass'n v. 

EPA. 899 F.2d 344, 359-360 (5lh Cir. 1990) (remanding lo EPA lo articulate the 



standards or criteria for determining when quantities of chemical entering the 

environment, and resulting human exposure, would be deemed "substantial"). 

Here, the Board articulates no standard goveming when promises of merger applicants 

must be adhered lo and when carriers will be excused from their promises. Instead, in 

Decision No. 198, the Board simply agrees with NS lhal the economy has deteriorated 

and thai the Shops are unprofitable, and states that "under these circumstances' NS will 

be allowed lo close the shops (slip op. at 7). The STB thus jumps from facts lo 

conclusions without any visible legal reasoning ~ the essenc** 3f conclusory, opaque, 

slandardlesF and arbitrary decisionmaking. At most, the Board partially explains why it 

agrees with NS regarding the facts of current economic circumstances, withoui any effort 

to articulate the legal standards governing the Board's 180-degree reversal of its position 

on holding the merger applicants to their promises. This shortcoming of the decision is 

highlighted in Commissioner Clybum's separate expression commenting on the decision 

(slip op. at 9). 

In the absence of a clearly articulated legal standard for when promises must be 

kept, it is also difficult if not impossible to determine whether the factual discussion in 

Decision No. 198 makes any sense. For example, if the legal standard is that carriers can 

be relieved from their promises when imforeseeable events or circumstances occur, then 

certain facts in the record, not addressed by the Board in Decision No. 198, loom large. 

Perhaps most notable is the evidence submitied by Pennsylvania and the Unions that, 

although the Shops may be operating at only one-third capacity, that is roughly the same 

level tbey were operating at in 1995, the base year used by NS in putting together the 

information in its merger application. Thus, operating at one-tliird capacity, while it 

Ik 



might sound dreadful, does not constitute an unforeseeable level of operaiions, 

particularly when NS contributed to lhal low level of operaiions by tuming work away 

and deferring maintenance on its own cars, as Pennsylvania and the Unions have 

demonstrated. The failure lo address that evidence was arbitrary in any event, under any 

conceivable legal standard of when carriers might be relieved from their promises. 

Pennsylvania also submits lhal il was arbitrary and capricious, and contrary to law 

(including the law established by the Board itself in the ordering paragraph of Decision 

No. 89 approving the tronrail contro' iransaction), for the Boa: d to permit closure of the 

Shops on the ground that the employees there could be transferred elsewhe e. As the 

Board has recognized, Pennsylvania relied on the promises made by NS regarding the 

Shops, and imposed by the Board in Decision No. 89. Wilh due respect and regard for 

the employees of the Shops their Iransfer elsewhere, while il might guarantee them 

future employment, does nothing to address the economic loss to Pennsylvania of their 

departure. This loss is detailed in the attached Affidavit of Martin J. Marasco, which is 

discussed further in the section on irreparable harm below. Likewise, it was arbitrary and 

capricious, and contrary to law, for the Board to reason that other NS repair shops in 

other stales might sufTer employment losses if the Hollidaysburg Shops were not closed. 

At a minimum, the Board should have examined whether the maintenance and use of 

those other shops in other states was the subjeci of promises made by NS lo those stales 

and localities. If not, the Board should have enforced Decision No. 89 and ordered NS to 

maintain the Shops where il promised il would. There would be nothing to prevent NS 

from cutting employment at other locations, so long as no promises were made 

conceming those locations. 
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B. Absent the Stav. Movants Will Suffer Serious Irreparable Injurv 

Absent the slay, NS intends to close the Shops. An irreversible process will then 

be set in motion in which employees must begin to plan for transfers to other NS 

locations and operations al the Shops will cease. Although the employees may obtain 

jobs wilh NS elsewhere, lhey will nonetheless sufTer hardship from being forced to move 

when lhey do not want lo, severing often longstandi.ig school and commimity ties, and 

incurring cosls and inconveniences not encompassed in the transfer scheme. There 

would be no redress for such dismptions and costs so long as the closure of the Shops is 

permitted lo occur. 

More readily quantifiable from an economic standpoint, and considerably larger 

in terms of dollar loss, wculd be the very substantial harm to the Altoona/Blair Couniy 

area should the Shops be clo-̂ d. This harm is detailed in the attached Affidavit of Martin 

J. Marasco, President and CEO of the Altoona Blair Couniy Development Corporation 

("ABCD"). According to a July 2001 study performed for ABCD, and attached to Mr. 

Marasco's affidavit, the loss of union jobs alone from the Shops would result in a loss of 

some $13 million in annual wages to the Blair County community. When considering 

employment in the local economic sectors which support the Shops and their employees 

and families (e.g., the retail, restaurant, supplier and service sectors), total lost wages 

would be approximately $43,000,000. Ff non-Union Shops employees are also 

considered, the lost wages would be $53,000,000 armually. Mr. Marasco concludes that, 

even if some Shops employees choose lo relir or to sever their ties from NS and remain 

in Blair Couniy, lhey would not be eaming the same high wage levels paid by NS for the 

skilled work at the Shops. In Mr. Marasco's opinion, even if some Shops workers remain 



in Blair County, the economic loss to the Altoona Blair Couniy area will probably exceed 

$40,000,000 annually. 

As explained by Mr. Marasco, despite substantial efforts by NS and ABCD, no 

buyer has come forward with serious interest in bu) er the Shops, either as a going 

concem for rail car repair or as a site for redevelopment or reuse. Should the Shops be 

closed end the skilled employees dispers the prospect of selling the Shops property for 

use as such would become nil. In effect, the business, viewed as a stand-alone entity, 

would be destroyed as a going concem. The prospects of selling the property for 

redevelopment or n̂ use aie rendered difficult, among other factors, by the special purpose 

nature ofthe Shops building and the environmental contamination concems present 

whenever il is proposed to redevelop a former heavy industrial site. 

Il is unlikely that any of the economic losses deiailed by Mr. Marasco would be 

compensable in a court of law, becaust of the view that the Board has plenary aulhorily 

in this field. 

In sum, once NS closes the Shops, which it will presumably do immediately as 

soon as the current NS-union arbitration is conclud'jd and it has given 15 days notice, the 

employees and Pennsylvania will suffer substantial irreparable harm on the order of 

$40,000,(X)0 annually, which will continue lo be suffered indefinitely unless and until the 

Shops site is wholly or partially redeveloped, which could take years and in any case 

would not likely result in lotal wages coming close to those al the Shops currently. In 

addition, even if the Shops site is redeveloped, the localities and Pemisylvania would lose 

substantial lax revenues now eamed on the activity at the site, because the future 

redevelopment ofthe site will be encourage 1 by a near-complete 13-year state and local 

^^^^ ̂ ^^glg^Uli 

- 7 -



tax exemption under Pennsylvania's Keystone Opportunity Expansion Zone program, as 

explained by Mr. Marasco. 

C. The Harm to NS, If Any, Would Be Temporary, and Would Be Outweighed 
by the Harm lo Movants. 

Although NS submitted evidence, relied on the Board, that it was losing about $7 

million per year by keeping the Shops in operation, the lme meaning of that figured is 

subject to quesiion. As noted above and in fhe evidence filed by Pennsylvania and the 

Unions, the curreni utilization of one-third of the capacity of the shops is similar to the 

capacity utilization of the Shops in 1995. Il is entirely possible that Conrail was losing 

money on the Shops then, and that NS knew this. Even if NS did not specifically know 

wheiher the Shops were profitable on a stand-alone basis, NS can fairly be charged with 

that knowledge, since NS presumably conducted full due diligence in its acquisilion of 

Coru-ail. In any case, NS knew thai the issue of whether the Shops would be kept open 

was important lo Pennsylvania and ils elected officials, as well as the Unions, and NS can 

hardly be heard to say that they promised lo keep the Shops open but they just didn'* 

understand the financial shape the Shops were in. 

In any event, even if NS were losing $7 million annually on the Shops, and even 

if this loss were a new and surprising development, a $7 million annual loss is dwarfed 

by the approximately $40 million (or more) annual ioss that would result to Blair County 

from the closure of the Shops and the impaci on businesses supporting the Shops and 

servicing the employees and their families. 

Moreover, the harm lo NS would be only temporary. Il will lake only a maUer of 

months for the Court of Appeals to rule on the validity ofthe Board's September 19 
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decision. If the Court of Appeals invalidates the Board's decision,! ."> cannot claim 

injury from having the legal status quo ante reinstated. If the Court of Appeals upholds 

the Board, NS is free lo do whal the Board's decision allows it and requires il to do. 

The harm to Pennsylvania and ils localities, by contrast, would be indefinite, because 

there is not one serious prospect on the horizon for the reuse or redevelopment of the 

Shops. The loss of wages and other taxable economic activity would likely take years to 

overcome. 

D. The Public Interest Favors Granting the Slav 

There is a clear and very substantial public interest in the question when and 

under what circumstances rail merger applicants will be held to the promises they make 

in soliciting public support for their proposed mergers. It is no overstatement to say that 

this question is central lo the integrity of, and public tmst in, merger proceedings. 

In this case, for example, the support of Penn.sylvania and its elected officials was 

one ofthe key factors enabling NS to build a broad public consensus in favor of its 

acquisilion ofcontrol of 58% of Conrail. Clearly, Pennsylvania potentially had much to 

lose with the demise of Conrail's large corporate headquarters in Philadelphia, and hence 

NS' repeated promises lhal other NS facilities, including the Shops, would be kept open, 

were extremely important in moving Pennsylvania and its officials from opposition lo 

support for NS's application. For the Board lo abrogate those promises, which the Board 

previously directed NS lo keep, there should al a minimum be some publicly articulated 

legal standard regarding what factual circumstances warrant abrogation. 
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The need for legal standards, •n.nd a range of useful suggestions about what the 

standards should be, were discussed in detail in the comments submitted by the National 

Industrial Transportation League on July 17, 2001 in this proceeding (NITL-17>. 

n. Requesi for Expedited Procedural Schedule 

Pennsylvania and the Unions request that the Board establish an expedited 

schedule under which replies to this motion will be due next Tuesday, October 2 and the 

Board would issue ils decision by Thursday October 4. This would enable Pennsylvania 

and the Unions to know of the Board's mling in time to seek a slay, if necessary, from the 

United Slates Court of Appeals, prior to the date on which Norfolk Southem v 'NS") 

would be entitled to close the Hollidaysburg car repair shops ("the Shops"). Although 

the date on which NS will be able to close the Shops is not yet know precisely, it is 

expected to be in mid-October follow ing the conclusion of presently ongoing arbitration, 

and provision by NS of 15 days notice of the closure of the Shops. 

Respectfully sabmilted. 

Scott N. Stone 
Patton Boggs, LLP 
2550 M Slreel, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20037 
202-457-6335 

Counsel for the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania 

dated: S«;ptember 27, 2001 

Richard S. Edelman 
O'Donnell, Schwartz 
& Anderson, P.C. 
1900 L Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
202-898-1824 

Counsel for the Unions 
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AFFIDAVIT OF MARTIN J MARASCO 

My name is Martin J. Marasco. I am President and CEO of the Altoona Blair County 

Deveiopmenl Corporalion, which I will refer lo in this affidavit as "ABCD." ABCD is a non­

profit corporation formed in 1996 as a product of the informal alliance of Altoona Enterprises, 

Inc., the Greater Altoona Economic Development Corporation and the marketing division ofthe 

Blair County Chamber of Commerce. Together, ABCD and its predecessor have been 

facilitating business growth in Blair County since 1946. ABCD Corporation is now the primary 

b jsiness development corporation dedicated to economic expansion in the 1-99 Technology and 

Industrial Corridor. As President and CEO of ABCD, my responsibilities include the oversight 

and coordination of those economic development efforts. 

My educational background and professional experience are set out in the attached 

biographical summary. 

I am familiar with the plans of Norfolk Souihem, originally announced in November 

2000, to close its railroad car repair shops located at Hollidaysburg in Blair County. (In this 

affidavit I will refer lo these as "the Shops.") The Shops, w hich employ a total of approximately 

400, including over 300 union workers, are one of the l irgest industrial employers in Blair 

County. The purpose of this affidavit is to describe the economic harm that would result if the 

shops were to be closed. 

The first part of this affidavit describes the unsuccessful efforts Norfolk Southem has 

made to sell the shops as a "going concem." I conclude in lhal part of my affidavit that to the 

best of my knowledge there is no current buyer for the shops as a "going concem" and lhal there 

is little if any prospect thai the shops could be sold as such after they are closed and the skilled 
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employees dissipate to jobs at other Norfolk Southem locations. 1 iherefore devote the second 

part of my affidavit to the efforts lhat have been made to markei the Shops and the land lhey are 

on for some sort of reuse or redevelopment. In my view, although strong efforts would continue 

lo be mar' in conjunciion wilh Norfolk Souihem, lo redevelop and market the site, the site 

would suffer from the reality or perception attached to most "brownfield" sites occupied by 

heavy indusiry, and would be a difficult sell as compared wilh "greenfield" sites. Finally, in the 

third part of my affidavit, I comment on the likely effects on the Blair County area of closing the 

Shops, in terms of the direci and multiplier effect on local employment, economic activity, and 

tax revenue. 

1. Norfolk Southem's Decision to Close the Shops and Efforts to Sell the Shops 

Norfolk Southem first announced its intention to rlose the Shops in early November 

2000. I became aware of their intention through the local media and by notification from local 

officials. Norfolk Southem cancelled the closure two weeks 'ater following pressu'e exerted by 

former Congressman Bud Shusler. But in Febmary 2001, shortly after Cor aster 

announced his imminent retirement, Norfolk Southem once again announcf '. ihal 1 close 

the Shops. 

I l late March, the unions representing workers al the Shops, Irgelher with the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, filed a petition with the federal Surface Transportalion Board 

("STB") seeking lo enforce promises Norfolk Souihem had made, al the lime il sought STB 

permission lo assume conlrol of a portion of the former Conrail, that it would keep the Shops 

open. Following the filing of the union/Commonwealth petition wilh the STB, ABCD continued 
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its efforts to preserve the jobs at the Shops, and investigate altPTiative uses for the site and 

facilities, in the event Norfolk Southem eventually succeeded in closing the shops. 

Beginning in January of 2001, my office began discussions with Norfolk Southem 

regarding how the jobs al the Shops might be preserved. Over the course of the next few months 

it was reported in the local press lhal Norfolk Southem contacted six independent private rail car 

companies in an effort to sell the Shops, bul each of those six companies declined to acquire the 

Shops. 

Il would appear lhat, if the Shops are allowed to be closed and the skilled Norfolk 

Southem employees at the shops are dispers-̂ d to other locations, the possibility of selling them 

for continued use as a rail car repair facility will be almost nil. 

2. Efforts to Market Shops Site for Other Use 

Norfolk Southem also had an appraisal done on the site and approached several real 

estate brokers conceming the possibility of marketing the site. On April 25, 2001 ABCD 

organized a lour of the Shops site attended by Norfolk Souihem representatives, state, federal 

and local elected officials or their representatives, and economic development representatives. 

The lour enabled these officials and representatives to become familiar with the operational 

capacity of the shops. No formal strategy for marketing the facilily resulted from the lour, 

however. 

In addition, the Shops site has been designaled as a "Keystone Opportunity Expansion 

Zone" under a Permsylvania slate program which would provide a new non-railroad operator 

with a complete exemption from slale corporate income lax, sales and use tax, and local real 

property tax, among other taxes, for a period of thirteen years. The total annual revenues 



attributable lo these taxes, and exempted under the KOEZ program, would dep end upon the use 

of the facility, the number of employees, anil the profitability of the facility, among other factors. 

ABCD has also listed the Shops property on its web site. T J date, there have been no 

serious expressions of inleresi conceming the Shops property. ABCD also did a mailing lo 

national and regional industrial site location firms, but again we have received no serious 

expressions of interest as a result of lhat mailing. 

Having been in the economic development field for over 30 year, I am hesitant lo say that 

any property is completely unmarketable, but there are serious handicaps related lo this particular 

property lhal must be recognized. The building itself has been used as a car repair shop for many 

years and would have lo be extensively rebuilt and reconfigured lo be converted lo oilier uses. 

The building is unhealed. As wilh any industrial or railroad property, a buyer will have to be 

concemed about the possibility of environmental contamination. For these reasons, it is quite 

uncertain whether the property can be sold for other uses, and if so, when. 

3. Economic Harm if Norfolk Souihem is Permitted lo Close the Shops 

In the summer of 2001 ABCD commissioned a study lo quantify the economic impacts 

on Blair Couniy lhat would result if the Hollidaysburg shops were closed. I have attached a copy 

of this study, entitled "Impacts of the Closure of the Hollidaysburg Car Shops on Blair County: 

An Economic Base Analysis" (July 200.'). The study was performed for ABCD by 

VanLandingham Consulting of Warriors Mark, PA. 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ The study concluded lltal lost wages, should the union workers at the plant depart the 

area, would lotal more than $ 13,000,000 annually. The lost wages of other Blair County 

employees whose jobs support the shops workers (e.g., workers in the retail, restaurant, supplier, 

-4 



service, and other supporting economic sectors) would add another $30,000,000, for a total of 

$43,000,000 in lost wages annually. 

The study called this loss of $43,000,000 in annual wages a "worst case scenario," 

because it assumed that some of the workers who lost their jobs at the Shops would choose to 

letire or lo seek other jobs locally. However, 1 am informed that the Surface Transportation 

Board in its decision of September 19,2001 required Norfolk Southem lo guarantee a job to ali 

displaced workers willing to transfer to another Norfolk Southem location. This job guarantee 

would provide a substantial incentive lo the Shops workers to leave the area for other Norfolk 

Souihem locations, in order to continue to enjoy the substantially above-average wages paid in 

the railroad indusiry. (The ABCD study verified that rail workers in Blair County eamed more 

than 1.5 limes the local average income.) 

In addition, the ABCD study counted only the approximately 325 union workers al the 

Shops. It did not lake into account non-union workers who bring the total employment at the 

Shops to approximately 400. If we assume that the non-union workers eam on average the same 

as the union workers, and if we use the same multiplier to calculate the additional jobs in the 

supporting economic sectors (retail, etc.), the lotal annual lost wages would be on the order of 

$53,000,000. Even if one assumed that some workers stayed in the area, lhey would be staying 

lo do jobs (or possibly accept r 'irement benefits) that paid less and did not generale the sam», 

multiplier effect as the basic industrial jobs at the Shops. For these reasons, in my opinion, it is 

probable that the total lost wages in Blair Couniy that would result if the Shops were closed 

would exceed $40,000,000. 

. Even in the event lhat the Shops propertv were somehow redeveloped, it is quile unlikely that 

they would be reused al a level of activity comparable to that ofthe Shops, and so local jobs and 



wages al the site and in supporting sectors would be very substantially reduced. In addition, the 

Commonwealtii and localities would forego most if not all tax revenue fi-om the property for 

thirteen years because ofthe tax exemptions under the KOEZ program. 
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VERIFICATION 

I, Martin J. Marasco, swear under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United 

States that I have read the foregoing statement and that the statement is tme and correct to 

the best of my knowledge. 

date 



MARTIN J . MARASCO 
PRESIDENT & CEO 

ALTOONA-BLAIR COUNTY DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

Marty Marasco is an economic development professional with 30 years of experience in 
developing an delivering purposeful and creative programs and services involving all aspects of 
the economic deveiopmenl process. 

Marasco has served as President & CEO of the Altoona-Blair County Economic Development 
Corporalion and its predecessor organization, Altoona Enterprises, Inc., since 1994. He is 
responsible for industrial ai:d commercial economic development activities including 
encouragement of new business location and expansion of existing businesses throughout Blair 
County, Pennsylvania, with a broader vision of regional cooperation along the entire 1-99 
Regional Growth Corridor - the Green Banana. He is also Executive Director of the Blair 
County Industrial Development Authority, a public agency that functions as a conduit for public 
funding and tax exempt financing. 

Marasco has extensive exposure, recognized proficiencies, and experience in all facets of 
economic development, including progr?m management and administration, budget formulation, 
marketing, public and cusiomer relations, fundraising, govemment relations, workforce 
development, industrial park and building deveiopmenl and management, grantsmanship and 
economic development incentive assistance. He has a proven track record of successful dealings 
w ith local, state and federal agencies as well as commercial and industrial clients. He has 
extensive background in maximizing the utilization of public and private financing vehicles, 
grants and loan opportunities. 

Under his direction, ABCD Corporation has facilitated over 225 projects, totaling an excess of 
$175 million in program investment - resulting in the creation and preservation of 4,500 jobs and 
$300 million in total project costs. He was recently recognized as the recipient ofthe Economic 
Developer of the Year Award as presented by the Pennsylvania Economic Development 
Associaiion. 

Marasco has a Bachelor's Degree in Business Adminisiration fi-om St. Francis College and has 
participated in numerous financial packaging and professional development courses for public 
and private sector programs. 

Marasco has been extremely active in professional and community organizations. Among his 
professional affiliations - First Vice President of the Pennsylvania Economic Development 
Association (PEDA); he is a member of the American Economic Development Council and the 
Nalion.al .\ssocialion of Development Companies. He serves on the Lo m Review Committee 
and lhe Regional Economic Development Committee of the Southem AUeghenies Commission. 
He is also a member of the Team Penn ^ylvania Ambassadors, Senator Rick Santomm's 
Economic Development Taskforce, and served as a member of the Alignment Team for the 
SelectSiles Program. Under Marasco's leadership, ABCD Corporalion was named the large 
organization Economic Development Agency of the Year in 1998 by the statewide PEDA 
association. 



PAGE TWO 

Marasco's community aclivilies include Member/Past Vice Chairman of the Blair County 
Airport Aulhorily and served as Chaimian of the Airport Authority Taskforce on Privatization. 
He is Secretary of the Blair County Conventior Mer and Sports Facility Aulhorily. He sits on 
the President's Cabinet at St. Francis College aii^ the Penn Stale Altoona Advisory Committee, 
the BASICS Committee ofthe Blair County Chamber, and the Technical Committee at the 
Greater Altoona Career & Technology Center. 

Marasco lives in Altoona wilh his wife, Carol. They have eight children and two grandchildren. 
His hobbies include tennis, golf, coaching and playing basketball. 
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IMPACTS OF THE CLOSURE OP THE HOLLD)A YSBURG CAR SHOP 
ON BLAIR COLTfl-V: AN ECONOMIC BASE ANALYSIS 

Economic Base analysis is a usefiii tool for cstimatiog ibe hnpacis of a plant expansion, ttloeatioa. 
u J i r V ^ " ^ ^ ^ SS^ « in this case to the proposed closure ofthe 
HoUjdaysbUTg Car Shop aiBhir County. Tbc puipose ofihis analysis Is to show that the impacts of 
such a closure v^ld exteod fir beyond the loss of jobs and income to those petsonTSecthr 
mqwctedbythewoik&iWMductioa pcrsi.*, uwciiy 

^ daia fiom the Pemisylvania Dapaitment of Labor and 
todt«hy(lW/)ferPemMyh™a«i 
fortte JSdaia.ThelatterisapuhlicatimioftheUSBtueauofthcC^ The employment flai^ 
mcJude aU persons covend by Unemployment Compensation: railroad employees ate not und? this 

U5 data, both of the tecal and natioffid figures have beai adjuated to accourt fcr these 
Economic Base Anaiyaia: 

The economic base of tf« area includes aU indu^ 
consumptionouisidcofthelocalaro. These are important i^SattLbecKB^^sato 
^ ^ ^ ^ Z ' Z T r ^ ' ^ ' ^ ^ consumption of items not produSd 
Tyort; sales by local mdustnes ate detennined by the coucemmion of that inchistiy ir. the lo»l 
TO. Tius concwiration b measured, somewhat crudely, by a ratio osiied the l ocation Quotient. 

iTKlustry is coinpared to the percemageofnationalemployinem in that indusiry by 

LQi-% of total tocal employmert in industiy i/% of national employmem in 

^ *° T^fT"" *° ^ ^'^ induairy cn̂ loy;; tbe same pocemasB of 
to^I c^yment as tha industry nationally) the industty is said^ b^cî ly s e ^ ^ S 
a^noAwunporis nor exports the products of ihMindust̂ ^ When the W> is a t o ^ ^Tnrt 

a particular bduffiy is below 1.0 the area must impoit some ofthe products o ^ indun^ w S 
ftco^tocaDy. <J^usiy,iftheLQ&r«iiBdu«ryisO.Oanoffte^^^ 

cis.'iŝ ^̂  
We drtennine the economic base ihr a local area by computing the Location Ouotianri fer all 
tadUj^lW indĵ rie. Which have LQ's l . o T e Z of 
™ percentage miuired to generate an LQ of 1.0 is a T w W 

w oiner areas and generates mconie fcr the area in proportion to the bask! e i i » ) ^ ^ 
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LOC MULT-K=1/(i-(nbrt) 

Where: nb = non-basic employment and t - total emptoyment 

X ' l e o f ^ ^ ' ' ^ S T ^ ^ : t ^ ^ ^ . WiU increase by some 
to 5.0. rnv« is s u b s t a m i d u S ^ o ^ t l 5 ^ ^ « analysis is on the order of 2.5 
commmniies experience d^^T^^^Xl^.^T^''°^^^ 
However, ihe^rLn ^ ^ t Z j T ^ y ^ : ' ' T ' ^ ' y ««>H«"V. 
nmimum tocal impaa o f W ^ k ^ ? ^ '̂ o^er this a the 
»n*u«iy WiU have M L m a f l v ^ ^ ^ T i ^ ^ of cmptoyment in a basic 
p r o d u c i i g g o o d s f i S ^ t ^ ' S ^ ^ r ^ S ^ ^ if t h « W S ^ ^ t e 
by the same multipto of the to^fZfe^^lSt^ 

sisraS'ĉ^̂^̂  
dep^Zt on that a « A w S c ~ i f " ° ^ T ' " ^ 
economic ba r it is less t i e p ^ Z o ^ J i l ! ^ - or many - industries in its 
« heavily dependent o n ^ S S . T w ^ J ? r ^ ^ Whcniheaî a 
industnes JsuU l̂e or ̂ ^ I S ^ j T l ^ r r ^ . t ^ ^ ^ J ^ ^ ^ in thô  
fimsatanytime, wmgj« ̂ n s k because it is likely that decline mî  strike the tocal 
Although we traditionally tWnk of manuficiurina industries « rK- • 
economy base, this is an mcortect a s s Z S T ^ ^ f S S ^ ^ n-uB components of a tocal 
Pemisylvania is educ«ton. Pemi S t ^ ^ ^ ^ a ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ """"l 
Commonwealth and elsewhere. I I ^ ^ Z T ^ ^ fro™ all over the 
n.3mes, govemmem s u l ^ ' ^ s ^ ^ J ^ ^ ^ ~ 
tocaleconomicbaseraigSin^ude-^S^^l^^ Other non-mamificturing industries in a 
busineases. t o u r i s m . 3 - t ^ « " S S S ? e ° ^ ^ ^ ^ 
ccom,«tobaseinchidcmtail.pci«„J«L^ which are not typicaUy in tbe 
existto serve the n e c d s ' ^ ^ t o c C S ^ Tl«e industries 



The Ecoaomic Baae of Blair Gouty: 

The economic base of Blair County (not inchiding agriculture) inchidcs over 50 spedfic (4 digit 
Standatxi Industrial Classificatton) industries. This suggests that the economic base ofthe County 
has sufficiem breadth to withstand addittonal tosses in tbe tradtttooal Pennsylvania manuficturing 
Industries. 

Legal constraints on the use of the spedfic 4-digiit SIC Coda data imposed by the Department of 
Labor and Industry require that this analysis be per&tTned (aad presemed) using tbe more aggregated 
2-digit or 'industty group" data. Even so, Blair County's economy can be seen to have sigmficant 
breadth in its econonuc base. Of tbe 72 industry group claasificattona, at least 20 have a ngnificatt 
basic componem (is. a Locatton Quotieot greater ttaan 1.2 and at toast 100 basic emptoyees). [See 
Tabto 1]. 

In total, there were appraxinMtely 10,224 baato emptoyees in Btoir Count>- in 1997. This was from 
a totai of47.688 emptoyees (reo»rober. this is just those coveted by UDanptoyacs* Compenaatton 
phis ndboad en̂ itoyees and noi snchvUng î riculturai or govemment sector workers), The above 
zatto leads to a toc^ multiplier of about 4.7, 

Importance of Baiilroad Related Employmeat to Btair Coaaty: 

In 1997, there were just about 1,225 railroad employees in Blair County. Raiboads have the second 
highest Locatton Quotieot (9.25) and also tbe second torgest number of basic emptoyees (1,093) of 
aU indusiry groups in tha Comity. Further, at about S40,000 per year, the income of these workers 
is more than 1.5 times the average County wage. 

Inpaets of RsdneiBg Railroad £mpkiymeat: 

Based on the above analysis, a reductton of325 railroad en̂ toyees fromthe Hollidaysburg Car Shops 
will result in significam toss of wages and emptoyment in idl sectors of the Blair County and regtonil 
economy. If those workers were to simply leave tbe araa in search of better enptoynieni 
opportumties elsewhere, as many aa 1,525 total jobs might be lost Further, ttae total toss of wage 
income wouU be much greater than tha S13.QOQ,000 paid to the rafl woiiccrs annuaUy, Assuming that 
the nonrbasic workers displaced by tbe toss rail yard emptoyees earned average incomes for the 
County, an addittonal $30,000,000 in tost wages could occur, lotal tost wages might equal S43 
milltoa 

TUs worse case scenario probably won*t happen. Mar̂ ifisplaced worken wiUfindcmptoiymemin 
otber basic industttos; some will take early retirement and st̂ y m die area livfag on penakms md 
social security. Nonatbekas, the doaura win have very significant negativa impacts wfaicfa couU 
dcstabai7e the Coun^ ecooomy. 

Regional Impactat 

ActuaUy, the impacta ofthe ctosuie wiU be spread over a wtoer regton than just the County. Blair 
Coumy draws about g,SQO comnaiian fiom daewfaere in tfae state; oVter 7,200 from the contiguous 



Q8/24/U1 

Counties. AS of the 1990 Cer^, ihcapproanaic disiributton of in̂ ommuters fromthe surrounding 

counties was; 
Cambria 3,600 
Bedford 2,000 
Huntingdon 810 
Clearfield 400 
Centre 390 

In the absence of any better infiirmation, it may be assumed that the f ^ ' ^ ^ ^ ^ f ^ ^ ^ Z 
foQows the same pattem as tiat ofthe workfijrce m general. It th«t c«c. ^ " J j ' * 
totalimpactwiEbeejqiertoocedbyihcsurioundingcounties. This will M most heavily on Cam̂ ma 

and Bedford. 

In the wone case scenario. Blair would experience a loss of wage ^ ° ' f ^ ^ ^ ' ' ^ J l l 
amon amuiaUy wWk Cambria and Bedford wouki see total wage tosses of about $4 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
Suton r^Svely. The remainder ofthe $43,000,000 impact would be spread across all ofthe 
other counties. 

Losses tram Derived Demand: 

The above constoers only the impacts due to lhe loss of emptoyment in the railroad industry and the 
loss of associated non-basic emptoymcW. One fiirther consideraiton is the toss of revenues - and 
possibly crnptoyment-due to tower demand &rstecl.Tailroad car pans, switchgear.ando 

to the repair of rail ean. 

The 1992 US Tnmit-Outnut Tabto (Bureau of Economic Analysis, US Department of Commerce) 
mdtoates that compensatton of emptoyees ia about 30 percent ofthe sale vatoe of r^ S ^ ! ! ' « 
thai ratto holds for the HoUidaysburg Car Shops, total valuc ofthe output of that fecihty wUl be on 
the order of 543.200,000. 

The Direct Requirements Matrix ofthe US Input4Dwput Table shows that steel and other primary 
metals products compose 15 percem ofthe vahie ofthe output, whfle other rBilroad equipmem is 
about seven percem more and whotosato trade is abc percent. AH of these are m^r hjsic mdustnw 
in Blair County or the Rcgtoa To the extern that these inputs are now purchased tocBlly,ctosmg the 
HoUklaysburg Car Shops couW have a significant direct negative impaci on tho Region. I" 
all of tfais 31 percent of tte $43,200,000 in totai outpw is purchased fitim steel miUs m Cambna 
County, railroad equipmcntmanufictuitrs inNfifHin, wbolesatora inBtoir, etc. the total Rcgtonal toss 
couW be as great as the toss in wages., jboui $13,000,000 annuaUy. Again, since these are tosses m 
basto industries, a tocal mukiplior efEbct wouU occur The total derived tosses in the Region then 
might be as high as $35 to $40 miUion. This does not take into accoum many other products, sud* 
as baU and toUcr bearings, banking setvices, screw machine products and other upte which 
IndividuaUy may not account for much ofthe vahie ofthe output but togetfaer may be sigmficant. 



TheBoCtoBLina: 

^ ^ ^ V T J ^ HbUidvsburg Car Shop, haa an upskto limit of $13 miUton. 

^ „ ~ i f T ? * " * r ' ^ ' ^ Aithe«mrid.this«BWhed»«S30nSr 

nowpaidtothosadiaptoced worker. t o & " ^ S ^ 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on the ^ d a y of September, 2001, copies of this Joint Motion for 

Stay Pending Judicial Review and For Establishi.ient of a Procedural Schedule was served by 

hand delivery upon: 

Richard A. Allen 
Zuckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, LLP 
888 Seventeenth Street, NW 
Suite 600 
Washington, DC 20006 

-•̂•̂̂̂  
I further certify that the foregc'ng pleading has been served this ̂  day of September, 2001 by 

first class U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, upon all other known parties of record in Finance Docket 

No. 33388. 

Scott N. Stone 

I I 
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FA«U 

T r a n s p o r t a t i o n C o m m u n i c a t i o n s 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l U n i o n 

Challenging 
the future 
VI/Ith over a 
century 
of prldel 

ENTERED 
OMc* of the Secretary 

SEP 2 4 2001 
^ Part of 
Public Record 

Robert A. Scardelletti, Intemational President 
LEGAL DEPARTMENT 

Mitchell M. Kraus, General Counsel 
Christopher ]. Tuily, Aasi^^it General Counsel 

September 24 

VIA MESSENGER 
Vernon A. Williams, Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

RE: Petition for Clarification of Decision No. 198 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
CSX Corporat'on and CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southem 

Corporation and Norfolk Southem Railway Company - Control 
and Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corp. 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

Enclosed for filing please find an additional fifteen (15) copies ofthe petition ofthe 
Transportation'Communlcations International Union ("TCU") for Clarification of Board 
Decision 198 in this Finance Docket. This filing is in addition to the original and ten (10) 
copies of this petition that were filed by messenger on September 21, 2001. As noted in 
our prior communication to your office, dated September 21, 2001, consistent with 49 
C.F.R. §1104.12, service has been made by first-class U.S. mail upon all ofthe parties on 
the official service list for Finance Docket No. 33388, and, in addition to service by mail, 
Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk Southern Railway Company has been served 
(via counsel) by facsimile this afternoon. 

Thank you for your attention in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Chllstopher Tully 
Assistant General 

Enclosures 

• 3 Research Place • RockviKe, Mai/ land 20850-3279 • 
Phone—301-948-4910 • FAX—301-330-7662 • Website—www.tcunion.org 

..4>Wm<-
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T r a n s p o r t a t i o n C o m m u n i c a t i o n s 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l U n i o n 

Challenging 
the future 
with over a 
century 
of prldel 

ENTERED 
Oflleo of the Secretary 

SEP 2 4 2001 
Part of 

Public Record September 

Robeit A. Scardelletti, international,^resident 
LEGAL DEPARTMENT 

Mitchell M. Kraus, General Counsel 
Christopher 3. Tuiiy, Assistant General Counse.' 

VIA MESSENGER 
Vernon A. Williams, Secretary 
Surface Transportation Boarci 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, L.C. 20423 

198 RE: Petition for Clarification of Decision No. 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
CSX Corporation ard CSX Transportation, Inc., Norfolk Southern 

Corporatioi, and Norfolk Southem Railway Company - Control 
and Operating Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. and 
Consolidated Rail Corp. 

Dear Mr. Williams: 

Enclosed for filing please find an onginal and ten (10) copies ofthe petition ofthe 
Transportation'Communications International Union ("TCU") for Clarification of Board 
Decision 198 in this Finance Docket. Consistent with 49 C.F.R. §1104.12, service is being 
made by first-class U.S. mail upon all ofthe parties on the official service list for Finance 
Docket No. 33388, and, in addition to service by mail, Norfolk Southern Corporation and 
Norfolk Southern Railway Company are being served (via counsel) by facsimile this 
afternoon. 

Thank you for your attention in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Tully 
Assistant General Counsel 

Enclosures 

• 3 Research Place • Xocitville, Maryland 20850-3279 • 
Phone—301-94b-4910 • FAX—301-330-7662 • Website—www.tcunion.org 



ENTERED , ^ 
Office of the Secretary 

SEP 2 4 2001 

BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

STB Finance Docket No. 33388 
Part of 

Public Reeord 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION. INC 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

^ CONTROL AND OPERA ;1NG LEASES/AGREEMENTS 
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATI 

PETITION FOR CLARIFICATION OF 
BOARD DECISION NO. 198 

By decision dated September 18, 2001. this Board determined not to order NS to keep the 

Hollidaysburg Car Shups (HCS) open beyond October 1. 2001. (Decision No. 198) The Board, 

however, directed NS to extend the enhanced labor protections consisting of "automatic 

certification"" for New York Dock benefits that it is providing for the transferring employees of three 

shop craft unions to the transferring employees represented by the other shop craft unions. 

On April 13, 2001, the Transportation Communications Intemational Union (TCU) joined 

the petition filed by several other unions and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania seeking to eî force 

NS's commitments regarding the Hollidaysburg Car Shop (HCS). In the verified statement filed by 

Anthony Santoro, TCU explained that on February 20,2001, NS gave notice of its intent to transfer 

clerical work from Hollidaysburg, abolish twenty-seven clerical positions at Hollidaysburg, and 

create fourteen positions at other car sh.ps. 



TCU believes that the Board intended to extend to HCS's clencal employees the "automatic 

certification"" benefits in Decision No. 198 and respectfully request that the Board clarify its decision 

in this regard. 

The decision extends automatic certification to transferring employees. Many, if not all, of 

the incumbents -n the fourteen clerical positions being abolished will be able to exercise seniority 

iv̂  positions in their seniority disti . i . In our view, under New York Dock, employees exercising 

seniority under such circumstances are entitled to protection. Specifically, employees exercising 

seniority to lower rated positions should be entitled to a displacement allowance, as well as any 

employees in the chain of displacements. The junior employee unable to hold seniority is then 

entitled to either follow the transferred work or become furloughed without protection. 

New York Dock has been so interpreted and applied by every Class I carrier except NS. 

While TCU's difierences with NS regarding this question have previously been extensively briefed', 

wc are not requesting the Board to issue a sweeping decision herein on the applicability of New York 

Dock to employees exercising senioriiy. 

Rather, we are requesting a narrow clarification that HCS clerical employees are entitled to 

the enhanced New Yoik Dock protections set forth in Decision No. 198 as the result of the 

abolishment of the twenty-seven clencal positions at HCS., and that they receive "automatic 

certification" for the six year protective period in the event they transfer or exercise seniority to 

another position. Such certification would equally apply to employees in the resulting chain of 

'In FD 29430 (Sub-No. 21) TCU filed a petition for review of an arbitration decision 
involving this question. Pursuant to a settlement agreement the parties jointly requested and the 
Board ordered that said arbitration decision was vacated and that it could not be cited as 
precedent. (Decision Served June 21, 2001) 



displacements. We see no principled basis to distinguish between employees relocating and 

employees exercising seniority as a result ofthe closing of HCS, and do not believe that the Board 

intended to make such a distinction. We therefore respectfully request that the Board clarify 

Decision No. 198 to explicitly state that employees exercising seniority as the result of a job 

abolition at HCS are "automatically certified"" for a six year period. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Mitchell M. Kraus 
General Counsel 
Transportation«Communications Intemational 

Union 
3 Research Place 
Rockville, Maryland 20850-3279 
(301)948-4910 

Dated: September 21, 2001 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

IBB 
1 hereby certity that 1 have caused to be mailed copies of the foregoing Petition for 

Clarification of Board Decision No. 198, by prepaid first-class L nited States mail upon the persons 

listed on the current official service list in Finance Docket No. 33388. Applicants and as many other 

parties as possible were served by mail on September 21, 2001, other parties will be served on 

September 24, 2001. 

Of 

Date 
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STE1> TOE ^ JOHNSON 111> 

ENTERED 
Offtce> o: th« Secretan-

1330 Connecticut Avenue. NW 
Washington. DC 20036-1/% 

Telephone 202.CS.3000 
Facsimile 202.429 3902 
httpV/www.steptoe.com 

.liilv 10. ?000 

By HAND DEL/l ER) - Orifjinal und 25 Copi^ 

I lie Ilonoiahle \ CIIAVMI .\ Williams 
Secretary, Surface iran.sportation Hoard 
\leivur\ MuiKling. Kooni 700 
l')2.^ K Street. N W 
Washington, D C 2o4:.> 

Rc: h inaiici> l)«icki't No. .VV^88. i S\ Corporation and CSX iransportation. 
Inc., Norfolk Southern Corporation and \orpdk Southern Railtvay 
( ompany — ('ontrol and Opcrutinf; Leases/, tfirfcmcnts Conrail Inc. 
and Consolidated Rail Corporation 
Anifi idmenl t«) Ne^titiiiU-ii A^riTnicnt \>ilh Public I l i l i t i fs ( oinmissioii 
of Ohio and Ohio Rail l)c> vlopincnt ( omniissioiL. 

De.ii SeeielaiA Williams 

IU lellerdaleil May 27, lO'W. CSX ( oipoialion ami CSX riansporlation. Inc. 
siibniilied lo llie Boaui .i Railroad Conuloi .Xi'ivemeiil, lialetl Ma\ 17, 1')»)'). aPKMii-, CSX 

i !aiis|ioilatioii, ine . the I 'IIIMK I tilities ( oinini^Mon ot < »hio ( "I'l ( < >"') ami the < >liio Kail 
Development ( ommissum ( "OUIH ' ); Jie "kailioail C onidoi ,\i;ieemem" or" .Aj^ieemeiit"') 
ie);aiiliiH; liij^liuav rail al-giatle eiossiiiu ini|M()\emeiils ni ()liio I he Moanl aceepleil this 
,\j.'jeeinenl in Deeision No I2'> (sei veJ lune l(). !'>'>')) I hat ileeision .uKled the Auieeineiil 
lo lhe list ol Nepilialeil A^iwmenls enleied into In ( S.X in l i i \ iionmental ( omlilion s I ol 
Appendix O ol Deeision No S') (slip op at 420) ami supeiseiied 1 in iroiiine'ital 
Coiulitioii S(.A) with lespeet lo tlie 20 liiuln\a\ rail at i;rade eii>ssiii;,:s loealed m the State 
v>t ()liio wliieli are listed under "CSX" (slip op. at .V)S-.V)()). 

I he parties now heieby re-quest the Moard's appioval ofan amendment lo Ihc 
RailiiMil Conulor Auieement with respect to a erossmg m lontouany. Oliu> I lie 
.Ai;ieeiiieiit pro\ideil thai llie Wasliiiiiiton Street erossinu m 1 onti^uaiiy (1.'>579SS) woukl 
he evaluated Ibr closure, ami tin ther punuied that if the parties ilccided that the erossmy 
would not be closed, the crossing would be iipyrailed to Hashing hghts and gales. I hc 
\ illage ol" l ontogain did not agrev to close the Wasiiington Street e vissing, ami has 
lequested that, in neu of upgradmg that crossing to llashmg lights and gates, the 
Broad W a l l Street crossii:;^' (l.*5579f)D) in lonlogany be upgraded to flashing lights and 
gates. ORDC eoneurs in that re\uiest. ami CSX iloes not object, ijee enelosed letter from 
Susan .1. Kirklaiid (ORDC) to Honorable Mel\ in Vlehrmg (Village of I oiitogaiiy) ilated 

WASHINGTON PHOENIX LOS ANGELES MOSCOW aWATY 



The Honorable X'enion .\. Williams 
.luly 10, 2000 
Paiic 2 

November I 1999; letter from the Villa.ge of l ontogany to ORDC, dated Nov ember 22, 
1900. and letter from W iliiaiii S. Tompos (ORDC) lo Hugh Hopkins (C SX 1) dated 
January 25, 2000. Further, PI CO has advised CSX that it too concurs in the requt st and 
has authori/ed CSX to so represent to the Board. 

Accordingly, the parties request that the Board approv c an amendment to the 
Railroad Corridor Agreement to provide that the Broad W'ail Street crossing in 
lontogany, Ohio will be upgraded to (lashing lights and gates in lieu ofthe Washington 
Slreel crossing. 

I hank you for your assistance in this matter Please call me (202-429-8063) or 
Susan ( i . Kirkland olthe Ohio Rail Development Conmiission ((> 14-(i44-02S(>) ifyou 
hav e anv questions about the rei|uesled amendmeiit 'o the Railroaii (\)rridor .Agreement. 

Respeittiillv vours. 

I)a\ id II ( obiini 
( <)i/«v<7 l<ir ('S.\ ( III[uiiiitiiiti and 

i 'SS iranspnniition. hu 

I lie losures 

i laine K Kaiser 
Susan O. Kiikland, ORDC 
Robert Marvin, PUCO 



Novembci t, 1999 

Honorable Melvin Mehring 
Village of Tontogany 
18545 Main St. 
Tontogany, Ohio 43565 

Deal M\yor Mchrii\g: 

Tim Perkins ofthe Ohio Rail Developraent Commission (ORDC) has met with the members of City 
Council that you appointed to serve r.i a commmee to evaluate the rtilroad safety issues m your 
cotr raunity. The ORDC had hoped thai' Village woulc* agree to close Washington Street, allowinp, us to 
access significant fe<ferai dollars to improve the overall safety conditions in Tontogany. 1 was very sorry to 
heai that the Village is unrcceptive to even considering the closure of a singie roadway in the wimmunily I 
Iiad hoped tiiat our collaboration would turn into a win/win situauon for everyone involved. 

Tim Perkins ha.s also reported hack to mc that the Village wishes to have the funds lhat arc allocated to be 
used to insull lights and gates at Washington Street used instead to improve the existing conditions at the 
Broad and Wall Streets intersection with the CSX tracks The ORDt: can assist the Village with this 
request. 

Because the Surface Transportation Board (STB) recommended the instillation of flashing lights at the 
Washmgton SUeet crossing, wc must have their concurrence to use the money at a location other than 
Wâ Oiington Street The ORDC has spoken with the STB and found out that what lhey rc<,uire is a letter 
from CSX suiting that all three (3) parties, the Village, ORDC and CSX, agree that thr funds would be 
bciicr utilized at anutliet location 

.tie. ORDC will work widi c:SX to accomplish thi; task. We request that the Village write to us. stating 
y..ur desires that the funds be used al Broad and Wa'l Streets as opposed tu Wasliingt..n Street Please 
write this letter as quickly as possible. The ORDC will then communicate with ("SX. 

Please feci free to call me if you have any questions ot concerns 

Respec iGilly, 

Susan J Kirkland. Manager 
Grade Crossing Safety 

c; Randy Frederick. Public Projects Engineer, CSX 
Ken Gilsdorf, CSX/Operatio.i Lifesaver 
Ciro DeLuca, Village of Tontogany, Council Member 
Tony Allion, Wood County Engineer 
'oel Ixjng, Otsego Schiwl Superintendent 

he- Susan Kirkland. i . Reinhardt (PUCO). Keith Shaffer. 1. Perkins, Reading l-'il--. r.l<-



Village of Tontogany 
-M!;-i. f'- 18545 Main Stre«t 

I'L'.. I.) . - l l ' - C - Tontog«ay. r H 43565 

22 November 1999 

Ohio Rail Development Commission 
5e West Broad Street 
Suite 1510 
Columbus, OH 43215 
Attn: Ms. Susan J. Kirkland 

Dear Ms Kirkland. 

Iliank you for your letter of 1 November 1999. With regard to crossing upgrades, it is 
the wish of this commtmity that all crossinss within Uic Village of Tontogany be brought 
to the highest possible standards lot .safety. Considering the limited llmdine being made 
available to accomplish this task, it becomes netx ssary to evaluate and prioritize With 
respect to existing conditions, traffic volume and visibility. Broad and Wall would seem 
the most likely candidate for improvement With all other parties In concurrence, wc ask 
that the upgr^e i)f the Wall and Biuad Street crossing begin at the earliest possible date 
using the funds originally eaimaikcd foi the Washington Street cnissing. Your efforts on 
behalf of this community arc appreciated 

Sincerely, 

Representing Council \ 
Village t)f IV.nlogany 

Clerk 
Mayor 



Mmio Rail Development Commission 
WSf.^Sl I --•"^ ^f jssem 

?0 WMt Brojd SOWI. Suite 1510 • CcWumliu!.. Ohio 43215 • (614) 644-C30b phone • (614 ) 728 ̂ 520 fa* 

January 25, 2000 

Mr. Hugh Hopkins 
Chief Engineer 
Design and Construction 
CSX Transportauon 
4901 Belfort Rd., Suite 130 
JacksonviUc, FL 32256 

Subject: WOO Village of Tontogany 
Washington Street crossing 
CSX 155798 S 

DcarMr. Hopkitis: 

The Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) has communicated with the Village of 
Tontogany and received written correspondence from the Village as to their wishes regarding the 
Surface Transportation Board (STB) recommended instaUation of flashing lights at the 
Wa-shrngton Street crossing. Please refer to the attached communications dated November I . and 
22, 1999. 

liascd on pr ^vious discussions with Randy Trcd«rick of your staff, our undcrstandtng is tliat CSX 
will now appioach the STB requesting that fund.s requiied lo upgrade the waniing devices at 
VVa.shington Street would he uscJ at the Ihoatl/Wall Street cio.ssint: (1 55796 D). 

Please iiotif the ORDC when concurrence or direction has been icceivcd front t]it! STH. Upon 
agreement from all parties, the ORDC will initiate a project lor llie installation ot lights nnd 
g.itcs for the intersection of CSX and Hroad/Wall Street. 

I hunk you for youi assistance. 

Respectfully, 

(AJ'J/^1 
William S. Tompos 
.•Voting K,xccutive Diiector 

Attachments (2) 

C. Randy rrcdcrick. Public Projects Engineer. CSX (w/atts.) 

BuUd'ne Markets, Linking Cities and Securing Ohio's Future 
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A R N O L D 8c P O R T E R NEV̂YORK 
555TWEL, fTH STREET, NW DCNVER 

en . WASHINGTON DC 2000':-l206 ^-^^.C ' ' 

_ o \ V * " FACSIMILE 2 0 2 ! 0 « a i 3 9 9 / X A N<,(i>, 

^<^^^^^ April 9, 1999 p f^^CFlVZQ 

v-̂ >*̂  11.4 HAXDDELn ERY V 

.OS ANGELES 

LONDON 

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary. Surface Transpoitation Board 
Mercur>' Building, Room 700 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington. D.C. 20423 

Re: 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 Corporation 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

This letter, requesting an extension of time and/or clarification of a due date, is 
sent on behalf of CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. (collectively, "CSX"). 

1 have received today, for the first time, a copy of a documc.̂ '. apparently filed In 
the above docket, captioned "General Mills, Inc. Request for Declaratory Order to 
Surface Transportation Board Decuion No. 89, 'March 25, i )99'." The document, 
which is accompanied by a cover letter to you also dated March 25, 1999, signed by 
Leo J. Wasescha, Transportation Manger of General Mills, Inc.. was. very clearly, not 
properly and promptly served on CSX, the party with respect to which relief is being 
sought. 

While Mr. Wasescha's cover letter recites "Cc: All parties of record." no one 
lepresenting CSX in this matter received a service copy of the General Mills document 
until this moming, when Samuel M. Sipe, Jr., Esq., one of the counsel who has 
represented CSX in this proceeding, received a copy in the mail. The envelope in which 
the copy came to Mr. Sipe bore a postmark of April 6, 1999. In other words, 
Mr. Wasescha tarried 12 days before mailing anyone connected with CSX his pleading, 
despite the assertion in the cover letter th . * all parties of record had been serv ed. Indeed, 



A R N O L D Sc P O R T E R 

The Hon. Vemon A. Williams 
Ap:i9. 1999 
Page 2 

the only copy 1 have received at this writing is a copy of what Mr. Sipe received, which 
he shared with nie. 

Whether the General Mills pleading is viewed as a filing seeking relief in the 
subject docket or as a complaint, service on the appropriate parties — all parties of record 
in a proceeding and the object ofthe complaint, in the case of a complaint (see 49 C.F.R. 
§ 1111.3), is required. If the Board views the General Mills pleading as a complaint, 
CSX would have, pursuant to 49 C.F.R. § 1111.4(b), 20 days after receipt ofthe service 
within which to reply. That would be April 29, 1999. If the pleading is otherwise 
characteiized, some other date might be pertinent, hvt we believe it is the intent of the 
Board's rules generally that 20 days are allowed to respond to a motion or other pleading 
seeking relief, and contemporaneous filing and service is contemplated. See 49 C.F.R. 
§ 1104.12. 

We accordingly respectfully request clarification that CSX has until April 29, 
1999, or, in the altemative, an extension of time through and including April 29. 1999, 
within which to prepare and file a response to the General MiUs pleading. 

'Dennis G. Lyc 
Co 'sel for CSX Corporation 
and CSX Transportation, Inc. 

cc: Mr. Leo J. Wasescha 
All Parties of Record 
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March 25. 1999 

r <> 

The Honorable Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary, Surface Transponation Board 
Mercury Building, Room 700 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 

General Mills 
General Offices 
Post Office Box 1113 
Minneapolis, Minnesota 55440 

P̂R C9 1999 

'5/ 

/ • • V 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, CSX Corporation and CSX 
Transportation, Inc., Norfolk S< nthem Corporation and Norfolk 
Southem Railway Company-Control and Operating Leases/ 
Agreements-Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

Dear Secretar>' Williams: 

Enclosed are an original and twenty-five (25) copies of General Mills, Inc.'s 
request for declaratorv order to Surface Transportation Board Decision No. 89. 

Please note that a 3.5 inch diskette containing a WordPerfect 5.1 formatted copy 
of the request is included in this packet. 

/ 

/asescha 
Transportation Manager 
General Mills, Inc. 

Cc: All parties of record 

Gmersi Offices at Number One General Mills Boulevard 
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BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

Finance Docket No. 33388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORATION, INC.. NORFOLK SOUTHERN 
CORPORATION AND NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY-

CON FROL AND OPERATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS-CONRAIL INC. AND 
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

GENERAL MILLS, INC. REQUEST FOR DECLARATORY 
ORDER TO SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

DECISION NO. 89 

"March 25, 1999" 

General Mills, Inc. rt > ully requests interpretation and declaratorv order 

conceming the Board's decision in the above Finance Proceeding. Specifically, General 

Mills. Inc (GMl), has been unsuccessful in getting the CSXT Railroad to honor certain 

trackage rights to GMEs Buffalo New York flour mill and elevaor. That these rights 

existed was pointed out by CSXT's own attomeys to GMI and 

the Board in it's response to request for conditions firom GMl and the Erie Niagara Rail 

Steering Committee, (ENRS). 



GMl, an active participant in the above proceeding filed request for conditions to 

the divestiture of Conrail specific to its operation in Buftalo, New York. In response to 

GMI's and a similar more broad based requcoi by the ERNS, CSXT's attomeys made the 

following stat imeni a?, part of the rebuttal to the request. 

" In 1988, as part of a deal in which CSX's preî ocessor sold all of its rail property 

in the Buffalo area to the Buffalo & Pittsburgh Railroad (B&P). CSX's predecessor 

assigned the B&O trackage rights over the former Buffalo Creek line to B&P, and CSX s 

predecessor ceased serving the Buffalo waterfront, (See Exhibit 1). Though CSX retained 

the right to operate over the Buffalo Creek line pursuant to the C&O/Conrail agreement, 

CSX has not had access to, and has not served shippers on the Buffalo waterfi-ont since it 

sole its property to the B&P in 1988. However, whether CSX presently has access to the 

Buffalo waterfront is irrelevant, because after die consummation of the transact; o:i, 

shippers in the waterfront area will continue (sic) have access to two carriers—CSX. as 

Conrail's replacement, and the Buffalo & Pittsburgh Railroad. Thus, the shippers in the 

Buffalo waterfront area do not require a 2-to-l remedy." (See Applicants' response to the 

Request for Conditions. Volume IV, pages 21 and 22, Exhibit I). 

GMl, quite fi-ankly was un?ware of these trackage rights. However, GMl was 

aware of a track immediately adjacent to its property named, appropriately, "the B&O 

Lead Track." Upon further investigation of this matter, GMI discovered in its archives a 

photograph of a B&O svvitching engine performing switch duties at its Buffalo plant. 



Further e\'idence introduced by CSXT's attomeys, an agreement attached hereto 

as Exhibit II , which is a trackage rights document between CSX predecessor roads B&O 

and C&O and Conrail, specifically describing the agreement between the carriers. 

In that document, in section 1, there is a specific reference to the Joint Trackage 

as. "over the entire length of Owner's tracks, totaling approximately 5.66 miles, between 

Williams Street (near Howa d Street) and end of Owner's track at Peck Slip (near 

Michigan Avenue)." Attached hereto as Exhibit 111, is a map delineating these 5.66 

miles. Cjincidentally, the joint trackage described in the agreement ends exactly at 

GMl's property line, wh'rh lies a few yards to the Southeast of Michigan Avenue and 

opposite Peck slip. 

Upon discovering from the CSXT's attomeys that GMl had access to the B&P 

Railroad, GMl immediately began negotiations with the B&P Railroad to haul as a 

deliver.' carrier multiple car grain shipments originating on the Canadian Pacific 

Railroad, (CP) and destined, for GMI's Buffalo plant. B&P attomeys Jso reviewed the 

CSXT rebuttal to the "Request for Conditions" filed by GMl and ENRS and concur with 

GMl's opinion that based upon the statements made by CSXT in this document, B&P has 

the right to serve the GMl mill and elevator. 

In OI ler to apprise the CSXT tliat in the future, the B&P Raiiroad intended to 

exercise their joint trackage rights. GMI held discussions with CSXT marketing and 

Sales persomiel. These individuals from CSXT, after consulting with their contacts at 



CSXT corporate headquarters, replied categorically that the trackage rights did not exist. 

Furthermore, they cited Section 6 of'the agreement with their predecessor roads, that the 

rights were "bridge rights only and User shall not perform any loea 'emphasis added) 

service whatever at any point located on the Joint trackage." 

It is GMI's position that: 

1. GMl is located at the end of a peninsula at the end of the track specifically named in 

the Agreement, (Exhibit 111). In Exhibit 11, (the Agreement), It specifically states that 

the trackage rights extend ever "the entire length of Owner's tracks.. .and end of 

Owner's track at Peck Slip (Near Michigan Avenue)." This is General Mills' property 

line. One has to ask the question, why was this language included in the Agreement 

had it not intended to give access to General Mills? 

2. The term, "Bridge Trafnc" in the rail industry refers to traffic receiveo by one rail 

operator, on the one hand, and delivered to another rail operator on the other hand. 

3. In the track in question, GMl is a private rail operator giving traffic from its private 

tracks on its private property, to another rail operator. This is the bridge traffic 

referred to in the Agreement. 

4. The prohibition against local traffic in the Agreement makes perfect sense because at 

the time ofthe Agreement, GMl was purchasing up to four raiicars per day from the 

Pillsbury Con lany for use it its operations. Pillsbury was located on the waterfi-ont 

immediately adjacent to GMl. The Pillsbur> traffic would have been the local traffic 



that was excluded from the Agreement, vsee Exhibit II). Conrail did not want to open 

up to CSXT pre v-cesso'- Unes the opportunity to compete for this business. 

Finally, in the Board's decision at page 86, specihc reference was made to the 

Bo£u-d's desire to impose conditions addressing reduction ot i.ipetiiion at the Buffalo 

waterfront. In that decision, in paragraph 3, the Board specifically made reierence to the 

trackage rights ofthe B&P Railroad and ftirthermore orde ed that the CSXT tum over its 

retained C&O trackage rights to the Norfolk Southem Railroad (NS), (Exhibit IV). In the 

Board's own words, " to ensure that shippers on the Buffalo Creek line would not 

inadvertently lose one of their two Class 1 rail connections as a result of the transaction." 

GMI has also contacted the NS regarding the exercise of those rights. Tlie NS 

recognizes this portion of the order but the response to GMI's request for service has 

been vague at best. Rather than respond directly, representatives of the NS have pleaded 

concems that the NS has inadequate opeiating assets in the area to serve industries on the 

waterfront, instead electing to have CSXT continue to sw'tch the plant. In support ofNS, 

GMl does recognize this fact and also would like to point out to the Board that the NS 

had made offers to fuither reduce reciprocal switching charges through offers to 

selectively absorb portions ofthe $250 (so called NITL agreement). This selective 

ab.sorption would eliminate the need for the NS to switch GMI's facility. 



CONCLUSION AND REQUEST FOR CLARIFICATION 

It is GMl's position that tne Board in its Decision, clearly intended the Buffalo waterfront 

industries on the former Buffalo Creek Railroad line to have access to the CSXT, the NS 

and the B&P Railroads. The Board's Decision specifically states this fact, (See Board's 

Decision. Exhibit IV). 

CSXT's refusal to acknowledge the Board's Decision is not unfamiliai, as in a similar 

case with the Canadian Pacific, (CP), where direct Board intervention was required to 

settle and allow CP rail access to industries in New York City, at points East ofthe 

Hudson River, before the CSXT would comply with r'̂ e Board's Decision. 

GMI has negotiated joint rates with the CP and B&P Railroads which would reduce the 

cost of its product manufactured in Buffalo, New York but is prevented from enjoying 

the benefits of these arrangements due to the position held by the CSXT. 

GMI respecth petitions the Board to review this request, and issue a clarification to its 

decision, so it is perfectly clear to the CSXT, that it was the Board's intent to allow the 

waterfront industries, access not only with the CSXT, but the NS and B&P Raih-oads as 

well. 



Verification 

I, Leo J. Wasescha, declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing 
is true and correct. Further, I certify that 1 am qualified and authorized to 
file this statement. 

Executed on March 22, '999. 

Leo J. Wŝ sescha 



LIST OF EXHIBITS: 

EXHIBIT I 

CSXT attomey response to GMI and ENRS "Request for Conditions" (Applicants' 
Rebuttal, Volume IV). 

EXHIBIT II 

Trackage rights agreement between Conrail and the Ballimore and Ohio Railroad. (CSXT 
predecessor). 

EXHIBIT III 

Map of track in question showing GMl property line and rail line described in Exhibit II. 

EXHIBIT IV 

Text of Board Decision specific to the situation in question, (Decision No. 89, Decided 
July20^ 1998). 
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require a 2-to-l remedy. » 

4. Niagara Frontier Food Terminal ("NFFirj 

ENRS claims that the NFFT is a 2-to-I situation. ENRS-6 at 30. Since the filing 

of the Primary Application. CSX and NS have ascertained that the NFFT is. inceed. a 2-to-l 

poitit. NFFT is currently served by both Conrail and NS. and. pursuant to the Application 

as originally submitted. NS would have. afte. acquiring Conrail's line, become the only 

carrier to serve the tenninal. As such. CSX and NS have agreed to implement for NFFT an 

agreement to resolve the 2-to-l situation created at NFFT." 

^' The Toledo Dock Area U Nnr a 2-to-l Sin..rion 

AK Steel (AKSC-6 at 11), Toiedo-Î cas County Pon Authonty (TLCPA-4 at 7), 

Ohio Anomey General (OAG-4 at 15). Toledo Metropolitan Area Council of Govemments 

(TMAC-1 at 2) and the Whee.'ing and Uke Erie (W&LE-A, Wait VS at 8)- all claim that 

relief is necessary to preserve two carrier access to the Toledo Docks. The Toledo Interests-

claims, however, are based on a misinterpretation of the Transaction Agreement. As 

Section 2.2(e). Exhibit C-l and Exhibit PP of the Transaction Agreement provide, and as 

CSX's witness William Han confiraied in his deposition (Han Dep.. Sept. 24. 1997 at 

197-198). both NS and CSX will have access to the Toledo Dock facilities after the 

Ap^'to^'f^rir '̂̂ ""̂  
26 
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EXHIBIT JT 

AG3-Zyz::- r;a.:o - entered ...:o :nis i s - c_ cf Februarv. 

jl^SO . by arcl b.^.cen CCMSOLrD.̂ Ti;D RAIL CO;^-CHA::OU (Lessee ar̂ L 

operator of rM. BUFFALO CRZEK HAILHOAD) for the purpose of : . , s 

k r e c n e n . hereinafter cal led "Owner" an. TH£ B ^ L U K O R - AND CHIC 

|SA.!LnCAD CO::?A.\-Y hereinafter cal led "User,". 

'^HT-AS. user prior to ^January 1, 1920, has beea operating 

lover -he Buffalo Creek Railroad, between the points herei.nafter 

fdescribed, by authority granted on October 25. 1369. to User by 

Jthe Connon Council of the City oi' Buffalo. New York, wit..3u: t.he 

benefit of a for.-ral ?i;reement. 

WHERE.iS. owner a.nd User desire to establish the terras 

ind conditicns o.i which User w i l l continue to operate over t.he 

6ufi"alo Creek Rai lroad. 

THEREFORE, the parties hereto, intending to be legally 

bound agree as follows-: 

«5-ri-,-nn -I. c-.-bJ-rt to Th- t-rrr.s ard cc.-.iitier.- .^cr-i-

provided, user sha l l have the right to operate i t s locomocives. cars 

trains with i t s own crews, in either direction over the following 

segnert of Owner's ra i lroad (hereinafter referred to as the "Joint 

Trackage") : 

/er rhe entire length of Owner's tracks, total l ing approximately 

.̂66 .niles, between Williams Street (near Howard Street) and end of 

k^ner's track at Peck SUp (ne«r Kichigcn Avenue), a l l in the City o; 

Buffalo. Ueu York, with right to enter or leave at aiiy junction 

point Ov.-ner r.ay have with another ra i l road . 

339 



The Joi:-.t Trackaj^s i s 5hc-//n as the dashed line on the ola.-; 

hereto as E.xhibit I . 

Section 2. Except as otherwise prc-/ided beiow, thi$l 

rent _s subject to and shall be governed by the "Ge.-.eral CorJ 

For-i A" which i s atiached hereto and which i s incorporated hi 

reference with zhe same effect as i f set forth at length. Tlj 

Agreement shall not be effective unless the parties hereto, 

addition to executing this Agreement, have also executed said 

General Conditions in the space provided therefor at the end 

Section 3. For the purpose cf applying Article 2 of 

General Conditions, the Base Charge to be. paid by User for thj 

trackage rights covered by this Agreement s h a l l be S2.26 per 

locomotive cr caboose, effective as of January 1, 1930. 

Section 4, This Agreement shall be effective as of j j 

1, 1980, and i t i s understood and agreed that the proper charg 

as stated in Section 3 herein w i l l be assessed beginning on 

date hereinafter referred to as the "Effeccive Date." 

Section 5. Any notice required or permitted to be giv« 

one party to the other under this agreement s h a l l be addressed 

follows: 

(a) I f to the Owner, c/o Vice President-Operatic^ 
Six Penn Center Plaza. Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania 19104 

(b) I f to the User, c/o Vice President-Trar.sporta 
Two .'/orth Charies Street, aalti.nore, 
Maryland 21201 

340 



tioni 

ortJ 

Section 5. These trackage ri^h-s are granted for the z - - z 

of U = er using sa.-ne for bridge rights only and User shail .-.ct per::: 

any local freight service whatever at any point located cn the 

,Joint Trackage. User shall net use any part of the Joint Trac.cg. 

for the purpose of switching, storage of cars, making or breaking 

,up of trains, except that nothing contained herein shall , upon 

approval of Owner, preclude the emergency use by User of such 

[auxiliary tracks as may be designated by 0-wner for such purpose. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have caused this 

[Agreement to be executed by their respective officers thcreu:.to 

duly authorized. 

MTEST 

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPOR.i.TTCN. 
LESSEE U OPERATOR Cr THE BUF.-ALO 
CREEK RAILROAD 

;sT S e c r e t a r y 
(I 

MTZST; 

S e c r e - a r y 

THE BALTIMORE i OHIO RAILROAD 
COMPANY 

Vice President-Transportation • •'• • 
l i j i : for-

341 
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EXHIBIT IV 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388 

J 1 iQQ< r<;v chanced the wav it served this traffic, 
connectmg the United States with Canada. In 1995̂  CbXc g ' ^̂ ^̂ ^ g^^g, and 
from using -rackage nghts m Canada over CN a Co'^^^^ ,a^ed this CSX traffic 
from shippers in Niagara Fallŝ to ^J^-^^^^^B,^^^^ Frontier Yard. Under 
across Intemational Bridge at Fon Ene ^ " ^ ^ ^ / ^ f ^ J ^ , and Conrail received its 
this arrangement, Conrail took the CSX . ^ a switchmg charge, 
compensation in the fomi of a division of ^jl^^^^^"^^^'^^^^ the Canadian roads may 
AppUcants concede that more recent .̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^ Yard, but state that, in either case, 

W. a^ng--whereby C O ^ ^ L : : ^ . ^ — 

Niagara Falls area via a divns.on of a ^uUa« .o nod ^ ^^^^ 
compensation arrangement, when tts " " P ' " ^ ^ „ as applicants suggest, the 
Sns^ion Bndge wen= to t « ° - « J f ^ ^ - ' ; f „ ^ f J . ^ ^ ^ Cntical ,0 the earlier 
Conrail novements under the jomt rate with CiA wouiu ax 
Coorail movements under the switch. 

,n their settlement with NITI., CSX and NS ' " " J ^ " " j X ^ ^ r S h ^ 
they will u-herit from Conrail ^ ' f : ^ ^ ' ' ' ^ ^ Z l ^ y ' ' : Z ^ s . i ^ . ^ , , should 
«„ic . s . We find * ^ « T l ' ^ ' f r ^ - l S Co'Sl recendy replaced its switchi,̂  
be applied to those pomts m the N agara ^^'^ ™^„„„^^.„ ,s ,0 which the switches and 
charges with equivalent "line haul" charges. ^ ^ ^ " ^ J ^ ^ ' S u s p e n s i o n Bridge). TWs 
l ine-U rates applied (i.e.. movements ' f l " " ™ ™ " ^ ^ ™ ^ ^ beneficial tenns of the NITL 
directive will bring the compensation under tLe procompennve 

agreement. 

3. Finally. ENRSC charges that, by * n , over C o - _ ; ^ f , f ^ - ^ „ « ~ : J S ' 
line (the Buffalo Creek Une), CSX would - ^ " ^ C s S L one set of 
own trackage rights access over that hnê  ^ ^ o P i S R l̂xoad (BPRR) wh" i' 
trackage rights to operate over that Ime to B"™^" ^ J " ^ CSX has retained, but has not 
all its rail property in Buffalo to that carner m ' f ' m relation to PSI 
us«i, a separate set ot ngnU over to C^"™' 1'^^'^^. ^CorLl or BPRR. .rackl^e rights Energy, in spi.eofarrangementstha^n«ytaveb^^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

y „ o t c a n « . ^ ^ess w e ^ ' — t h e Buffalo Creek line wo^d njt 

'» See CSX/NS-176 at 66. 
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STB 1 .nance Docket No. 33388 

require that the CSX trackage rights over Conrail on the Buffalo Creek line be transfened to 
NS.'̂ ' 

Other Remedies. Follow, ng a request made by Chairman Morgan at the close of oral 
argument, CSX proffered a number of additional conditions and representations that it agreed 
could be imposed to accommodate concems raised by parties in the Buffalo area. Even though 
we do not think that these preferred conditions and representations in and of themselves would 
be adequate to address the concems of the Buffalo parties, they are clearly beneficial and 
complement the procompetitive conditions we are imposing for Buffalo. 

1. As discussed previously, we will require CSX to adhere to the agreements it has 
separately reached with CN and CP/D&H providing both lower switching fees in the Greater 
Buffalo area and increased access to these earners for cross-border, truck-competitive traffic. 

2. We will also require CSX to meet with regional and local authorities in the Buffalo 
area to establish a committee to promote the growth of rail traffic to and from the Greater Buffalo 
area. The committee will meet periodically to address the region's industrial and economic 
development goals and opportunities for diversion of truck traffic to rail, as consistent with safe, 
efficient, and profitable rail service. 

3. We will hold CSX to all of its repiesentations related to the Buffalo area, most notably 
those regarding its plans for investment in new connections and upgraded facilities in the Buffalo 
area, including; (1) upgrading Conrail's existing computer technology ai d fueling facilities at 
Buffalo; (2) maintaining or increasing current employment levels in tht Buffalo area; (3) 
providing overhead trackage righLs to NS through Buffalo to Suspension Bridge; (4) working 
with NS and other carriers operating in the Buffalo area to schedule switching and through 
movements within the area's rail network so as to reduce congestion at points such as CP Draw; 
and (5) investing substantial funds in network improvements to reduce shipping time and 
enhance service reliability for rail shippers in the Greater Buffalo area. 

Finally, while we believe the competitive and other benefits resulting from our approval 
of this transaction will reduce rates and enhance service for rail shippers in the Buffalo area, we 
have decided to take the additional step of initiating a 3-year rate study to assess whether our 
assessment proves to be correct, or whether Buffalo-area shippers will be subjected to higher 
rates because of this transaction. 

Rochester. The Genesee Transportation Council (GTC), and Rochester Gas & Electric 
Company (RG&E) have raised concems about the impact of the transaction in the Rochester 
area. We concur with appHcants that the majority ofthe issues raised by these paities relate to 

I3» Sfifi CSX/NS-178, Vol. 3A of 3, at 359. 
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TH€ UU€STLnK€ 
1 9 0 0 0 LAKE ROAD • ROri^V RiVER, OHIO 441 '6 • 216/331-0982 

Februarv V i'W8 federal Surface fransportation Board 
Section of l.nvironmcntal .'\naivsis 
l'>:^ K Siroct N VV 
Wa.shini'ton. I) C 20423 

Re No I I) 3.V 8̂8 

Dear .Sir 

This lettc is our prote t to (he proposed increase in rail traffic thiough the Wcstshore 
cDniinunities from I > to approximatelv 3S trains a dav 

As Westshorc residents wc sincerely beiieve lhat the safety health and economic impact 
that this propcisal would have or. virtually all of us in such a densely populated area could 
be devaslatini; 

While railroads plav a vital role in o hiv, common sense has to exist uhen the safety 
and welfare of literallv tlu)usands ot i . , , viduals and families are at stake 

lhank VOl 'br reading oui letter We hope that an alternate solution will be forthcoming 
in the future 

Sii>ceielv. 

l he W estlake Condomiiiiuni I nit Owners Association 



Signatures 

'Lit ^ >n^t ^\ 
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ORIGINAL 
BEFORE THE 

.SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 ; J r/j , 

»*»'t^' 

csx CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, II^C.,^_; 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMP.̂ Ŷ 

CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS •-
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

ESPA-5 

P e t i t i o n f o r Leave t o Submit 

Supplemental Comments i n Lieu of B r i e f For 

Empire St a t e Passengers A s s o c i a t i o n 

John D. Heffner 
RF^. CROSS & AUCHINCLOSS 

1920 N S t r e e t , N. W. 
Suite 420 
Washington, DC 20036 
(202) 785-3700 

Counsel f o r Empi) State 
Passengers AsS' j i a t i o n 

Dated: February 23, 1998 



BEFORE THE 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

FINAINICE DOCKET NO. 3 3388 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC., 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CO"" PORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

-• CONTROL AND OPERATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS --
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

ESPA-5 

P e t i t i o n f o r Leave to Submit 

Supplemental Comments i n Lieu of Brief For 

Empire State Passengers Association 

INTRODUCTION 

Pursuant to t' ' 'card's Rules of Practice at 49 CFR 

1117.1, Empire State Pa. ..igers' Association ("ESPA") f i l e s t h i s 

P e t i t i o n seeking leave to submit supplemental comments in l i e u of 

a b r i e f i n the above-captioned proceeding and submits i t s 

comments as part of i t s p e t i t i o n . A grant of ESPA's P e t i t i o n i s 

appropriate here because a recent ciiange i n circumstances has 

caused ESPA to change i t s p o s i t i o n from one of se:ious concern to 

one of q u a l i f i e d support fo Applicant CSX Transportation, Inc. 

("CSX") .' 

ESPA uses the name "CSX" to re f e r to both CSX 
Corporation nnd CSX Transportation, Inc. 



By way of background, ESPA is an association dedicated 

to improving and expanding Amtrak, mass t r a n s i t , and bus service 

in Ne^ York State ESPA had previously f i l e d a Notice of In^-.ent 

to P a r ticipate i n t h i s proceeding on July 31, 1997, and Comments 

on October 21, 1997. In accordance with the Board's procedural 

schedule adopted on July 23, 1997, ESPA i s e n t i t l e d to submit i t s 

b r i e , on February 23, 1998. However, a recent and very p o s i t i v e 

l e t t e r trom CSX Transportation's Vice President Passenger 

Integration Paul Reistrup to William E. Sanford, Chair j f the 

Empire Corridor Rail Task Force for the Onandaga County 

Legislature, has obviated the need for ESPA to r^bmit a b r i e f . 

Instead, ESPA requests leave to submit supplemental -omments 

demonstrating q u a l i f i e d support for Applicant CSX.-̂  

ESPA'S SUPPLEMENTAL COMMENTS 

In i t s e a r l i e r Comments, ESPA had expressed serious 

concern about the commitment of CSX to the provision of r a i l 

passenger service i n New York State over r a i l l i n e s l i n k i n g New 

York, Albany, Buffalo, and Niagara Falls c u r r e n t l y owned by 

Consolidated Rail Corporation ("Conrail") and to be transferred 

to CSX. These li n e s are commonly i d e n t i f i e d as the "Empire 

Corridor" and the r a i l passenger service provided thereon i s 

knowr. as the "Empire Service." Based upon the poor q u a l i t y of 

service and level of cooperation provided Amtrak fay Conrail, ESPA 

ESPA takes no po s i t i o n on that part of the Joint 
Application i n v o l v i n g Norfolk Southern Corporation or any part of 
the Joint A p plication involving f r e i g h t issues. 



had considerable reason to be concerned. Moreover, Amtrak's own 

recent experiences with CSX as well as those of several State or 

public agencies funding regional or commuter r a i l passenger 

services on CSX also gave New York State o f f i c i a l s and ESPA 

members f u r t h e r reason f ^ r concern. 

In i t s p r i o r comments, ESPA a r t i c u l a t e d a four part 

ag«inda for improved passenger service: 

1. A commitment by CSX to operate Amtrak service on 

time (defined as 90% on time) i n accordance with Conrail's 

incentive contract with Amtrak that CSX w i l l assume as well as 

CSX's own .Amtra': contract. 

2. A commitment by CSX to work with Amtrak and New 

York State o f f i c i a l s to increase Amtrak operating speeds to 90 

mpli, West of Hoffmans to Buffalo, NY.' 

3. A commitment by CSX to cooperate with Amtrak and 

New York State o f f i c i a l s on add i t i o n a l frequencies (including 

weekend or seasonal variations) when requested. 

4. A commitment by CSX to cooperate -..-ith Amtrak and 

State o f f i c i a l s on ce r t a i n a d d i t i o n a l s t a t i o n stops that have 

been i d e n t i f i e d . 

F i n a l l y , ESPA asked tiie Board to exercise i t s 

continuing oversight j u r i s d i c t i o n over chis merger f o r at least 

' ESPA proposed that CSX would commit to i^pgrading 
trackage to FRA class 5 standards and Amtrak or the State would 
fund s i g n a l l i n g and other changes necessary f o r 90 mph operations 
over that track. 



f i v e years to ensure that interested parties h. -t a forum f o r 

resolvinc, merger related disputes over passenger service issues. 

Between the date of i t s e a r l i e r f i l i n g and now. CSX has 

taken several steps that have given ESPA considerable comfort 

that CSX has been l i s t e n i n g to i t s concerns and wants to 

cooperate with both Amtrak uid New York State o f f i r i a l s on 

passenger service. F i r s t , a few months ago, CSX employed Paul H. 

Reistrup as Vice President Passenger Integration. Mr. Reistrup 

i s a well respected passenger r a i l professional who served as 

Amtrak's President from 1974 to 1978. Second, ESPA has reason to 

believe that CSX has renewed i t s commitment to t r y i n g to impro'e 

the l e v e l of passenger service i t presently furnishes to Amtrak 

and commuter r a i l agencies. F i n a l l y , on December 19, 1997, Paul 

Reistrup wrote a l e t t e r ' to William E. Sanford, ChrJr uf the 

Empire Corridor Rail Task Force, that evidences CSX's new s p i r i t 

of cooperation. While the l e t t e r does not address each and every 

item on ESPA's agenda, i t does commit CSX to operating Amtrak 

service at least 10 mph. faster than at present and suggests that 

CSX would be w i l l i n g to l e t Amtrak operate t r a i n s a" speeds of up 

to 90 mph. providec that incremental inprovements such as 

s i g n a l l i n g are p u b l i c l y funded. Perhaps, even more s i g n i f i c a n t 

the l e t t e r suggests that a new pol i c y that i s cooperative, i t not 

e-'en a l i t t l e enthusiastic. 

Copy attached. 



ESPA i s g r a t i f i e d with t h i s turn of events aiid 

s p e c i f i c a l l y wants to commend CSX by giving i t a q u a l i f i e d 

onuorsement f o r i t s a p p l i c a t i o n , ESPA requests that the Board 

condition i t s approval of the Application on the commitments that 

CSX has made in Mr. Reistrup's l e t t e r and f u r t h e r that the Board 

r e t a i n oversight j u r i s d i c t i o n to ensure Uhat CSX's performance 

matches i t s promises. With these caveats, ELPA asks the Board to 

approve he Joint Application by CSX and Norfolk Southern 

Corporation to acquire the properties and services presently 

operated by Conrail. We hope and believe that CSX w i l l bring a 

"v.'iw day" to r a i l service along the Empire Corridor. 

Respectfully subm.itted. 

ieiinn D. Heffner 
Rea, Cross & Auchincloss 
Suite 420, 1920 N St., N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
CounseJ f o r the Empire 
State Passengers Association 

Dated: February 23, 1998 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby c e r t i f y that I have t h i s 23rd day of February, 

1998, served the foregoing document upon the Honorable Jacob 

Leventhal and a l l p a r t i e s of record i n t h i s proceeding by mailing 

a 'opy thereof, properly addressed with postage prepaid. 

fn in D. Hfeffner 
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P«ui H. Rvistnip 
\ t r * ftc**l«n» P»««ig«r latvicrjlann 

1 3 i ' Pena''>lvjrii.J Avmue, SW, Sir. 5A0 
Wa^hinfrttMi, DC 2004-170.» 

December 19, 199/ 

William I . >aiitord 
Chair 
Kmpire Conidor Rail Task Foae 
Onondaga County l.cgisiatiire 
407 Coun i louse 
.Syracuse NY 1 ?202 

Dear Mr Salf'c ord 

Subject: Content of letter on " lechnical Issues" to Sanlord as Q hair oi tmpire i ask 
Force 

1 
A.. 

A. BasisforIhiocecdij^ 

I r s X l vvill cooperate aiid work with youi l ask l orce on a lef î.slative program 
to enhance Umpire Corridor Past̂ cogCT service with ihc uiiderstandinp lhat it 

in conjunctivMi with - not. al IJK cxpciis« of - improv«i freight ser\'ice. 
(l-or cxiuuplo.. pasaenficr 'Clatisi projects slxiuld not pn^cliide .'iccess for 
existing or potonfial rail freiglil sliippers ) 

In this levari, v,c jioggesi ttiAt equal priv>rit> be given to pn:ijcct5 that 
cncvmrajic the attraclivcuc s oitlic I mpire Corndor for economic 
development arid job growth. 

3 We :'igpcst that the program seek resixonablc and practical improvements, 
rather than giant tochnc^dBical leaps, v̂ui thai new projects be stquenced and 
prioritised in tenns of minutes saved TKT ti(ill,-»r* invested. 

4. We think that 1 xiuclioti of ovei-all trip times between origins and iksunaUons 
IS a more -svonJiwhiie ami economicaUy fea<able )><xAi than simply seeking to 
achieve higher absolute srwds OVCT limited .scunieiils. ihe former can be 
achieved with carefully tirRctcJ incrementa! investments tt-* the cxistini; 



H . i 23 -'^fJ 14:.:? f̂ R TU t5?4934 - .0.: .J4 

5. intrastructure; while the latter may lead to "hurry up and tbcn wait", and 
tends to be inuch inmc rx>stly in tfrms of requireti invcOmeat m new 
supportmg techoology and ongoins; maintenance. 

6 I'he program should be •tnirnirRii so thai new invcstrntnts in rai! service for 
the public's benefit (either passenger or treight ihippcn>) on our r i f ^o fway 
dy not result iu increasing our tax habihty. 

B TechnicaLiSSSKli 

1 A.ssnming Federal approval of the pending acquisition of Conrail, without 
maior i lianges or conditi'nib. CSXT has committed lo up /̂ade and maintam 
the t omdor route at Class V levels at its own expense, and to ĉcommodaTe 
increased pa5seof;er tram speeds u|> to 79 mph (up from Conrail's 6V mp>; 
limit). Tliib sliould provide for some iinnicdjatc improvement in on-time 
pertormance, and may also pcniui some sr.tiedulc impn>vemerts OIKC 

expcTicncc is gained operatin?. ai thi.s i»ew higher ^ecd. At a minimum, 
sctiedulcs can be rcadiusled to avoid holding trai a' ai a station that arc ready 
to go but must await a .scheduled departure Uine 

2. We af^ee with Amtrak that invesUny; in doublctrackiiig the 14 mile single 
track segment between .Albany and Scbenoctady would be a useful first 
prictntv. Any Amlral tram that fells behind schedule can cau.se other trains to 
be forced to wait the segment is ImverscU. 

3. CSXT IwLs agreed to cooperate in •'underhalancc ' testing along the Hoffma j s 
to Hiitralo segment upt>n request of tlie Sute and Amtrak. with Fe4enjl 
Railway Admuiistration permission, where under current IRA regulations 
appear to limit higher speeds. If approved by f RA, tfae rt?iult will be faster 
running on curves and reduced trip times. 

4 To the extent that fhe propram 'oposcs authori/cJ maximuro speeds higher 
thaji 79 MPH, new mvestment .. locomotive cab signals would be .equired 
for all locomoti\ef moving along fhe crack - mcludinv̂  those owiK-d by other 
raibroads - wliich would be a ma)or additional expense to be pubUcly funded. 

5. At speeds above 90 MPH you <hould plan ior separate track arid vision 
plannmp should avoid waste of caT'l^r" mcremental " investments. 



In summary , we would be pleased to wtrrk with your task tltrce. the State 1X)T, and 
Amirak to identify specific opportunities (or upp̂  idmr the cap*-i<y of UK- F.mpirc 
Cornd̂ M to makc'it ni«->re attractive for botli passenger and freight rail service 

Sincerely. 

\ ^ i i l ^ Reistrup 
\ T - Pa.'&enjict Integration 

*•* TOTtt_ PfiCJt .V4 
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300 Central Union Plaza 

Toledo, OH 4 J 6 0 i 

n O Box 0508 

Tolec'o. OH 

.13607-9508 

.11'-' 24 -0155 

f,\x 4 i 0 241-01 IC 

I I'.Aii-

WASIOI 

Ci'y of Maumee 

Vi<e-Ch.iir: 

j.imes F Carter 

Commissioner 

'^^ood County 

( ha i l ; 

• rigraDer 

To.Nnship 

k n i p h t 

jNTr:l 
0»<r.a olV'ft Secreiary 

Febiuar\-20, 1998 

VIA OVERNIGHT PRIORITY MAIL 

f f8 2 3 1995 

E Paft cf 

Mr. Vemon W illiams, Secretary 

Surface fransportation Board 

19?5 K. Street. Northwest RM 700 

Washington, D.C. 2u423-001 

SUB-If-TT: Filings Before the Surface Transportation Board - Finance Docket No. 33388 

- CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation, Inc. Norfolk Southem 

Corporation and Norfoik Southem Railway Company - Control and 

Operating Leases Agree.nents - Conrail Inc. and Consolidated Rail 

Corporation 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

The Toledo Metropolitan Area Councii oovemments (TMACOG) w ith this rescinds and 

withdraws our request for protective conditions, opposition to abandonment -and comments 

that vve sub...itted to the Surface Transportation Board (STB) on October 21, 1997 subject 

to the tenns and conditions of the enclosed agreement between Norfolk Southem ?nd 

TMACOCi. the Toledo-Lucas Couniy Tort Authority. A'ith the implementation ofthe 

provisions included in this agreement TMACOG now is in support ofthe application of 

Noriolk Southem and CSX to acquire Conrail. 

TMACOG continues to have concems with the impacts of this transaction on our local 

govemment members and will activeh participate in the environmental review process. 

TMACOG also intends to remain a party of record for the purposes of the Finance 

Document in order to .,;ceive final detemiinations ofthe STB in this case. 

( WOKDPROCIMVI SMF M TR-WVURI) STHPdRTJ I TR 



Mr. Vemon Williams 
Febmary 20, 1998 
VIA OVERNIGHT PRIORITY MAIL 
Page 2 

Should any question; arise regarding this filing, please feel free to contact Mr. David R. 
Dysard at (419) 241 -9155 ext. 118. Thank you for your assistance on this matter. 

Sincerely, 

William L. Knight 
Executive Director 

DRD:dfs 

Enclosures Letter agreement between Norfolk Southem, TMACOG and Toledo-Lucas 
County Port Authority 

cc Parties of Record on Finance Docket 33388 
Robert Wimbish, REA, Cross & Auchincloss, Counsel for the Toledo-Lucas County 

Port .Authority 
Robert Cooney, Counsel for Norfolk Southem Corporation 
Tom O'Leary, Ohio Rail Development Commission 

( W()R[)PRlX't)\VESMlM rR.\NSBKl) MUW)RU 1 TR 



N O R F O L K 
S O U T H E R N 

KorTok So.j!^e''n Co'scra'jon 

'n-«jti Ccr-.—erc:*! Place 
Ncrtoik VirgT.ia 
ra? 629 268' 

Jam«s W McClellan 

Vice President 
(757,629-2665 
(757) 533-4884 FAX 

Fcbnjory 18, 19̂ )8 

Mr. Robert E. Greenlese 
Director of Surface Transponation 

and Logistics 
Toledo Lucas County Port .Authority 
One Maritime Plaza, 7th Floor 
Toledo. OH 43604-1866 

Mr. David D\ sard 
Director of Transportation PlanitHiig 
Tolcvlo .Metropolitan .Area Council 

of Governments 
P. O Box 9508 
Toledo. OH 43697-9508 

Re: CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation Inc . Norfolk Southern Corporation and 
Norfolk Southem Raihvay Company - Control Operating Leases, .Agreements --
Conrail inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporauon, Finance Docket No. 53388 
(•'.Application") 

Dear Si;s. 

This Letter .Agreement (.Agreement) oudines the ur.derstanding berwet r Norfolk Southem 
Railway Compan> and Consolidated Subsidiaries (NS) ar.d Toledo-Lucas County Port .Authority 
I TLCP.A) and Toledo .Metropolitan .Area Coimcil of Gov r̂cuneno (TM.ACOC1I as u relates to the 
above-captioncd proceeding before the Surface Transportar.on Board (STB). 

1. Toledo Docks 

TLCP.A and T\LACOG will withdriiw their request that the Wheeling & Lake Erie Railway 
Companv (WALE) be granted access to the Toledo Docks. NS will aggressively market 
Toledo Docks in the same manner it markets ot.hsr Lake Erie ports for the movement of 
waterbome coal, ore and other traffic moving to, -̂̂ m or via Lake Erie. 

Pivot Bridge 

TLCP.A and TMACOG will withdraw their request that the STB reject NS' notice of 
exemption for abandonmeni ofthe Pivot Bridge in L'ucas County, Oirio (Docket \o . AB-290 
(Sub-.No. 197X)) NS will modif>- the notice filed m Sub Docket No. 197.X to provide for 
discontinuance rather than abandonmeni of the Bridge. NS further agrees not to seek 
audionzation or e.xemption to abandon the Pivot Bndge for a foui-vear penod from the date 
of llie STB s final decision authorizing the vontrol cf Conrai! in Finance Docket No. 33388. 
NS. TLCP.A and 1 .M.ACOG may mutually agree 10 abandonment ofthe Pivot Bridge prior 
to the expirauon of tlic four-vf̂ ar period. If abandonment authority is sought and received, 
NS will offer to sell for Sl.OO the Pivot Bridge to T.M-ACOG or other agency for public use. 

:,oe-a-rc; S.bsidiares Nor'ci'* Sfii.r-cfi Ra'v Ccr-ca-.y '-.zm A'-sr.ca" V j i Lnes Ino 

ZQ'd s::6:pZ6:tr: 



TLCP.A. TMACOG 
Febmary 18. 1«)Q8 
Page 2 

\'ickers Grade .Separation 

TM.ACOG will withdraw its suggestion that NS and CSX constmct a grade separarion at the 
crossing of t.^ir lines at Vickers in .N'orth^ood, Ohio NS reaffirms its commitment to work 
with CSXT to negotiate smoother train operations at Vickers 

Toledo-Maumee Line 

NS agree, that upon obtaining STB authorization to abandon the Toledo-.Maumee Line 
(Mileposts TM-.-̂  J and TM-12 5) subject to petition fo^ exemption in Docket No. .AB-290 
( Sub-No. !96X'), NS will donate and quitclaim to r.\LACOG or its designee NS' interest in 
the right of way NS will retain its interest in the ties, rail a.-.d metal material and will 
remove these items tfom the line at an appropriate time follow-ing abandonment. 

TLCP.A and TMACOG Support 

TLCP.A and TMACOG ag.ee to promptly, but not later than Febr;:ary 23, 1998, rescind and 
withdraw their respective October 21. 1997. requests for protective conditions, opposition 
to abandonment and comments and submit a staiement of support fcr the .Application, 
subject to the tcmis and conditions of this Agree-nent. 

Verv truly vours. 

Ja.nes\V McClellan 
Vice Presidenl-Scategic Planning 

If the foregoing terms and conditions are acceptable, please ackr.owledge your acceptance 
by signing triplicate counterparts of this Letter Agreement in the space provided below 

ACCtPTrD-

TOoEDO-:.LCAS COl.NTY 
PORT .ALlif .'jJjUTY 

Date y Q ^ ^ - - ^ ^^-^^ 

TOLEDO METROPOLITAN AREA 
CCL'NCIL OF GOVER.NMENTS 

£Q-d 9 : : 6 : t ' 2 6 : f : 0 - SSOlDMIKDOb •S SSOdD 'bad WdAX :Se 



SO'd " I b iO l 

TLCPA/TMACOG 
Fehcuaiy IS. 1998 
Page 2 

3. YiBkm Grrig SuMwriffli 
TMACOO win wilhdFKw its su8BC«kn th^ NS « ^ 
cxoBamgoftheirlxnaatVkJceniBNoil^^ NS nefBmis ils coQimiimat» woik 
viM CSXT tA aigatiate soiootfaer tain opendoos at Vickers. 

4 Taledo-MaiwMe Line 

NS agices tbtt opoiQ oboisiiig STB aaithonaiioD to ahndoo tlie Tc*Ho>Maumee Line 
(MUqiQsts TM-5 0 and TM-12.5) sd)jea to pMitiaii ks exnnpoon at Ooeto No. AB-290 
(Sub-Ma 196XX MS wiUdk»M«t«»d quitclaim to TMACOG or ii8fVrigiM»NS'ia^^ 
the right of wiy. NS wiU irtiin its intcaes in the ti«s, nil and metal nulerial and will 
lanyve Itiese items from tha Kne at an appropmKe tiinc foOowtaf ̂ haminmnaiit. 

S. T L T P A and TMACOG StinnQlt 

T l ^ A and TMACOG agree to pton̂ Jlly, but not taw d » F « i ^ ^ 
withdrew theii respective October 21,1997. icqueW for protective coadi««a.oi^tion 
to abandonmciit and comments and sulmh a ttiilRinftir of support for the Ajiplicaaoc. 
subvert to tbe tenni and conditioo* of this AgitcmcaL 

Vaty truly yours. 

mes W. McClellan 
Presideai-Stratcgic Plamisg 

If th« foi«to»Ji« *cans and condinoos aie acceptable, pkase ac^ 
by signing tripJkale countexpaitsofthiiLetw Agreement in the space provided bcteŵ  

ACCEPTED: 

TOLEDaLUCAS COUNTY TOLEDO METROPOLITAN AREA 
PORT AUTHORITY COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

By By-

Till* , .- TWc_ 

Dte . D««e-

S0 d 9:Z6:f2frIfT 01 SSOTDNIKDflb '8 SiCttD 'd3a WOMd l4dBT:90 8661-02-20 



STB FD 33388 2-26-98 186047 



{RWCS-5) 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARC 

STB 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 CORPORAT.ON 

MOTiON FOR LEAVE TO FILE OUT OF TIME 

FEB 2 7 m 
Hanoi 

Paul H Lamboley 
1020 Nineteenth Street. NW 
Suite 400 
Washington, D C 20036-6105 
Telephone 202-496-4920 
Facsimile: 202-293-6200 

Counsel for Resources Warehousing 
& Consolidation Services, Inc 



MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE QUT OF TIME 

Resources Warehousing & Consolidation Services. Inc. (RWCS) hereby moves 

for permission to file out of time autnorized by Decisions Nos. 12 and 13, . its Brief in 

Support of Comments and Request for Conditions of Resources Warehousing & 

Consolidation Sen'ices, Inc. {RWCS-4). 

RWCS's request is based in part cn the fact that Counsel's secretary was out of 

the office due to injury for a time, and could not be readily replaced. No prejudice or 

delay will result if permission is granted. 

Dated: February 26, 1998 

Paul H yfaiViboley 
1020 Nineteenth Street, NW 
Suite 400 
Washington, D C 20036-6105 
Telephone. 202-496-4920 
Facsimile: 202-293-6200 

Counsel for Resources Warehousing 
& Consolidation Services, Inc 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregot. .g Motion for Leave to File Out of Time 

was mailed, via first class mail, postage prepaid, this ^ ' ^^ day of February, 

1998 to all parties of record, in accordance with the rules of tho Surface Transportation 

Board. 
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

BEFORE THE 
SURFACE TRANSPOPTATION BOARI 

STB FINANCE DOCKET NO 33388 

\ MM, I 

c s x CORPORATION AND CSX TRANSPORTATION, INC. 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY 

- CONTROL AND OPER-ATING LEASES/AGREEMENTS -
CONRAIL INC. AND CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION 

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE OUT OF TIME 

fTfjlf-HFO 

FEB 2 ' m 
fart of 
pub'.'ic H(i<;-:'c! 

Paul H. Lamboley 
1020 Nineteenth Street, NW 
Suite 400 
Washington, D C 20036-6105 
Telephone: 202-496-4920 
Facsimile 202-293-6200 

Counsel fOi Southern Tier West 
Regional Planning and 
Development Board 



MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE OUT OF TIME 

Southern Tier West Regional Planning and Deveiopment Board (STW) hereby 

rrovef for permission to file out of time authorized by Decisions Nos. 12 and 13, , its 

Brief in Support of Comments and Request for Conditions of Southern Tier West 

Regional Planning and Development Board (STW-4). 

STW's request is based in part on the fact that Counsel's secretary was out of 

the office due to injury for a time, and could not be readily replaced. No prejudice or 

delay w'll result if permission is granted. 

Dated: February 26, 1998 

Paul H.yHjamboley 
1020 Nineteenth Street. NW 
Suite 460 
Washington, D C 20036-6105 
Telephone 202-496-4920 
Facsimile: 202-293-6200 

Counsel for Southern Tier West 
Regional Planning and 
Development Board 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Motion for Leave to File Cut of Time 

was mailed, via first class mail, postage prepaid, this day of February, 

1998 to all parties of record, in accordance with the rules of the Surtace Transportation 

Board. 

Paul l-Kiifemboley 
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W I I . I . U M 1. .SI.OVKH 

C. MIC I I A K I . I . O I T I S 

n o N ' A I . I ) ( i . AVKHY 

. I O H N I I . I.K S K f H 

K t ' . V l N . 1 . I X I W I I 

ttOIIRRT I ) . HOSKNItKHO 

< JIH1SH>1-11KI: A. M I L L S 

FHANK .1. P K H I H ' I I / / 1 

AN')HFW r . KOl.KSAH I I I 

. I K A N M . ( I N N I S l i M ,\ M 

I ' K T K H A . I ' K O I I I 

Sl .OVEH 8c LOFTlTS 
ATTOHNKYS AT I.AW 

l a S . . S E V E N T E E N T H STHEKT. N 

W A S H I N O T O N . D r . i jOOi ie 

February 25, 1998 

BY HAND DELIVERY 

The Honorable Ve.>-non A. Wi.Lliams 
Secretary 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
Case C o n t r o l Branch 
ATTN: STB Finance Docket 33388 
1925 K S t r e e t , N.W. .. • ' ' 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388, CSV C o r p o r a t i o n and CSX 
T r a n s p o r t a t i o n I nc., Nof-folk Southern C o r p o r a t i o n 
and N o r t o l k Southern Railway Company - - C o n t r o l 
and Operating Leases/Agreements -- C o n r a i l Inc. 
and Consolidated R a i l C o r p o r a t i o n 

Dear Secretary W i l l i a m s : 

Enclosed f o r f i l i n g i n the above-referenced proceeding, 
please f i n d an o r i g i n a l and t w e n t y - f i v e (25) copies of The Notice 
of Witharawal of The D e t r o i t Edison Company (DE-06). I n 
accordance w i t h the Board's p r i o r order, we have a l s o enclosed a 
computer d i s k e t t e c o n t a i n i n g the t e x t c f t h i s document i n 
Wordperfect 5.1. 

We have in c l u d e d an e x t r a copy of the Notice. K i n d l y 
i n d i c a t e r e c e i p t by time-stamping t h i s copy, and r e t u r n i n g i t 
w i t h our messenger. 

Mso enclosed, please f i n d a l e t t e r from The D e t r o i t 
Edison Con any t o the Board a d v i s i n g of D e t r o i t Edison's support 
f o r the A p p l i c a t i o n under review i n t h i s proceeding. 

S i n c e r e l y , 

C. Michael L o f t u s 
An A t t o r n e y f o r The 
D e t r o i t Edison Company 

Enclosurei 



DE-06 
BEFORE THE 

SURFACE TRANSPORTATION BOARD 

CSX CORPORATION AND CSX 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., NORFOLK 
SOUTHERN CORPORATION AND 
NORFOLK SOUTHERN RAILWAY 
COMPANY - CONTROL AND OPERATING 
LEASES/AGREEMENTS -- CONPAIL, INC. 
AND CONSOLIDATED R.ML CORPORATION 

Finance Docket No. 3 3388 

NOTICE OF WITHDR/.V/AT. OF 
THE DETROIT EDISON COMPANY 

The D e t r o i t Edison Company ("D e t r o i t Edison") hereby^ 

n o t i f i e s the Board of i t s withdrawal as a p a r t y of re c o r d from 

the above-captioned proceeding. The undersigned counsel a l s o 

withdraw from the same proceeding as r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of D e t r o i t 

Edison. 

OF COUNSEL: By: 

i>lover & L o f t u s 
1224 Seventeenth S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 2003C-

R e s p e c t f u l l y submitted, 

THE DETROIT EDISON COMPANY 
Gary E. Lapplander 
Manager - Fuel Supply 
2000 Second Avenue 
D e t r o i t , MI 48226 1 ' 

C. Michael L o f t u s 
Frank J. P e r g o l i z z i 
Jean M. Cunningham 
Slover & L o f t u s 
1224 Seventeenth S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Dated; February 25, 1998 Attorneys and P r a c t i t i o n e r s 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby c e r t i f y t h a t copies of the f o r e g o i n g Notice o f 

Withdrawal were served t h i s 25th day of February, 1998, by hand 

d e l i v e r y upon: 

The Honorable Jacob Leventhal 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
888 F i r s t S t r e e t , N.E. 
Su i t e I I F 
Washington, D.C. 2C426 

Dennis G. Lyons, Esq. 
Arnold & P o r t e r 
555 12ch S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.̂ . 20004-1202 

Richard A. A l l e n , Esq. 
Zuckert, Scoutt & Rasenberger, L.L.P. 
888 17th S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20006-3939 

Paul A. Cunningham, Esq. 
Harkins Cunningham 
Su i t e 600 
1300 19th S t r e e t , N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

and by f i r s t - c l a s s m a i l , postage pr e - p a i d upon a l l o t h e r p a r t i e s 

of r e cord. 

jfeWn M. Cunningham ^ 



(iar> K. Ijippl Jlder 
Mnii.tkjtT, KucI .Sujiply 

The Drinut Kdi^'ii Cuiiipitny 
2(K«l2nrt Ave . DHroii MI 4K2;2t; IL'TH 
•Iel::)l:).2:;5.H7r.! ' ' ' 

Detro i t Edison 

February 24,1998 

BY HAND DELIVERY 

The Honorable Vernon A. Williams 
Secretary, 
Surface Transportation Board 
Case Control Branch 
ATTN; STB Finance Docket 33388 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20423-0001 

RE; Finance Docket No, 33388 
CSX Corporation and CSX Transoortation Inc., 
Norfolk Southern Corporation and Norfolk 
Southern Railway Company - Control and Operating 
Leases/Agreements - Conrail Inc. 
and Consolidated Rail Corporation 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

Cn October 21,1997, The Detroit Edison Company ("Detroit Edison") fihd 
Comments and Requests for Conditions in the above referencea proceeo'ng (DE-02) 
("Comments"). Those Comments discussed aspects of the pending Applicatiun 
threatening to harm Detroit Edison's interests, and requested the Boaid's assistance 
in eliminating such undesirable, transaction-related impacts through the imposition of 
ameliorative conditions. 

Since tiling its Comments in Octohci, Detroit Edison has engaged in discussions with 
CSX, in an attempt to address Detroit Edison's concerns. The parties recently 
arnved at a mutually satisfactory resolution of issues affecting Detroit Edison, and as 
a result. Detroit Edison no longer opposes the proposed transaction. Detroit Edison 

A I>TK KiUTR) Cdfiipaiiv 



Honorable ̂ 'emon A. Williams 
February 24,1998 
Page Two 

withdraws its request for condiiions, and advises the Board of its full sup port for the 
Application. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 
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This stable, viable and growing iu Justnal pocket of industry WEBCO represents 
has been serviced by CONRABL and its predecessor for decades. Most of the companies 
own railroad sidings connecting their businesses to CONRAIL service. Whether the 
sidings are currently in use or not, the access to rail is imperative relative to d .'ctsions and 
choices about current and future competitiveness. Industrial real estate is greitly devalued 
when rail .ter\ ice is diminshed or abandoned. 

In dosing, I stress the key works are SAFETY and COMPE'llTlVENESS. The 
WEBCO companies strongly advocate to maintats the status quo on the i-ail line that now 
services their current and future needs. While the trackage u in need of investment, the 
status quo is, far more desirable than shipping thro'.gh residential neighborhoods or losing 
access to the tracks through any merger agreements. Ensuring the public's safety and the 
ability to make sound business decisions an> paramount to the WEBCO membership. 

Thank you. 

Westem-Elmwood-Berea Comoration 
The One Fifteen Hundred Building 
11500 Franklin Blvd. Suite 104 
Qeveland, Ohio 44102 
(216) 228-4383 
Fax: 228-3328 

Rick Wledemer, Hinkley Lighting, President 
.Anita H Brindza, Executive Director 
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MEMORANDUM 

To: Gregory M. Sponseller, Director of Law & Prosecutor 

From: Paul I . McCumbers, Jr., Dir. of Public Safety/Servic* 

Date: January 28, 1998 

Subject: Front Street/Baglay Road T r a f f i c Counts 

As part of a November 19, 1996 T r a f f i c Signal Warrant Study t h a t 
was done by Traff-Pro Consultants, Inc., a l l intersections i n the 
City of Berea were reviewed and t r a f f i c counts performed. The 
fol l o w i n g information i s from t h a t report, and a copy of the 
p a r t i c u l a r pages are attached f o r your review: 

The average t r a f f i c flow at the Front Street crossings was 10,613 
vehicles per day. 

The average t r a f f i c flow at the Bagley Road crossings was 17,135 
vehicles per day. 

PIM 
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1. DESCRIPTION OF CRA BOUNDARIES 

The City of Berea has undertaken a review of housing conditions and structures within 
the following de"̂ cnhed irca Xo detcrrrinc if the construction and rcp.iir '..if hou.sir.L:. commercial, 
and induslrial facilities or structures are discouraged, in order to Oosess the establishment of a 
Community Reinvestment Area (CRA) in accordance with Section 3735 65 ofthe Ohio Revised 
Code. 

The boundaries ofthe proposed CK.\ are descnbed generally below using recognizable 
ph> sical feature-̂  Please note that the CR.-\ boundaries described below are intended to include 
all properties which directly abut or face the boundaiv of the CRA. but are outside ofthe 
descnb.-d area. The CRA Boi^iidary Map (Map 1) illustrates the proposed area 

In general, the Community Investment Area includes the following Census Tracts: 1341, 
1342.03. 1342.04 and 1343. The CR.A includes all areas of the city, except the Metroparks-
Rock) River Resen. ation and the Berea Wastewater Treatment Plant, that are north of West 
.Avenue. Prospect .Avenue, and West Bridge St, and east and north of Riverside Drive. The CRA 
Boundary is generally described as follows: 

Beginning at a point on the municipal boundary which is the intersection ofthe 
centeriine of Brookpark Road and Gravlon Road; thence following municipal 
boundary and said centeriine of Brookpark Road east to its intersection with the 
Conrail railroad tiacks; thence southwest along municipal boundary and said 
railroad tracks, thence continuing south along the municipal boundary; thence 
continuiiig east along the municipal boundary to the intersection ofthe centeriine 
of Eastland Road; thence south along the municipal boundary and the Eastland 
Road centeriine to its intersection with the centeriine Wendy Drive; then east 
along the municipal boundary; thence south following said municipal boundary 
(until parallel with the southem end of Andrew Street), thence continuing east 
along municipal boundary (until just east of Uie southem end of Fuller Street); 
then continuing south along the municipal boundary across Fowles Road and 
continuing along Eastland Road; thence following municipal boundary in a 
northwesterh direction; thence continiiing along said municipal boundary in a 
southwesterl) direction until its intersection with the centeriine of Riverside ' 

f Drive: thence following said Riverside Drive centeriine in a northeasterly 
direction to its intersection with the centeriine of Main Street; thence continuing 
north along the centeriine of Riverside Drive to its intersection with the centeriine 
of W. Bridge Street; thence west along the W. Bridge Street centeriine to its 
intersection with the centeriine of Prospect Street; thence southwest along the 
Prospect St centeriine to its intersection with the centeriine of West Ave; thence 
west along the West .Avenue centeriine to its intersection with the municipal 
boundary; thence north along the municipal boundary; thence west along the 
municipal boundary; thence north along the municipal boundary and the 

1 
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centeriine of Lewis Road; thence east following the municipal boundary along the 
south side ofthe Conrail tracks; thence north along the municipal boundary, 
crossing Barrett Road to the Metroparks-Rocky River Reservation; thence 
southeast along the property line of the Metroparks to the mtersection with the 
westem property line ofthe Berea Wastewater Treatment Plant, thence south 
along said property line to its intersection with Barrett Road, thence southeast 
along the Barrett Road centeriine to its intersection with the centeriine of 
Metropolitan Park Boulevard; thence east from that intersection crossing the 
Rocky River; thence north following the property line of the Metroparks to its 
intersection with Grayton Road; thence following the Grayton Road centeriine in 
a northwesterly direction to the place of the beginning; and including all 
properties outside ofthe above described area that are directly abutting and/or 
facing the above described boundaries. 

II. DESCRIPTION OF THE COMMUNITY REINVESTMENT AREA 

A. Existing Lantl Use 

The proposed Community Reinvestment Area (CRA) contains a mixture of land uies, 
including single familv and multiple family residential, commercial, office, industrial, 
recrcauon/open space and vacant land. The CRA contains the City's Central Business District, as 
well the campus of BaiJwin-Wallace College and the older residential neighborhoods that 
dev eloped around the sandstone quarries in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. 
Two rail lines coss the CRA from the southwest to the northeast creating a physical barrier that 
funnels traffic through underpasses on both sides of North Rocky River. The abrupt change in 
elcMtion on both sides ofthe Rocky River forms another physical barrier between 
neighborhoods. The physical barriers isolate individual neighborhoods. 

The total CRA comprises approximately 2,167 acres. Residential uses occupy 39% of the 
total land area ofthe CRA. The early central neighborhoods developed on the urban street grid 
panem. while the neighborhoods which developed t>ctween 1950-1974 follow a more suburban 
pattem of curved streets and cul-de-sacs. Approximately 127 acres (6%) are commercial. Retail 
serv-ices occupy the bulk of the commercial land which is largely concentrated in the central 
business district. Industrial operations occupy nearly 8% of the CRA land area. The large 
manufacturing operations are clustered between the two rail lines which converge at the 
switching yard. Light industrial and some heavy industrial uses are located along the West 
Bagley Road Industrial Corridor Recreation and open space uses occupy 7% ofthe total land 
area Public/institutional uses comprise approximately 10% of the CRA land area, largely due to 
the Baldwin-Wallace College campus. Vacant land comprises nearly 19% of the CRA land area. 
The majo'ity ofthe vacant land is located on both sides of Bagley Road west of the Conrail 
tracks. Street and railroad righl of ways occupy about 8% of the CRA land area. 



Generalized Existing Land Use (1990) 
CRA 

Land Use Acres Percent 

Single Family Residential 822 38% 

Multiple Family Residential 30 1% 

Commercial 127 6% 

-Jffice 59 3% 

RecreatioaMetroparks 150 7% 

Publiclnstitutional 217 10% 

Light Industrial 57 3% 

Heavy Industrial 108 5% 

Vacant Open Land 422 19% 

R O W 175 8% 

TOTAL LAND AP.EA 2.167 100% 

Overall, approximately 80% of the land area of the CRA haj been developed. Most of 
the vacant land is along Bagley Road and is zoned for industrial uses. Little opportunity exists 
for development of new residential housing without consideration of annexation, or for the 
accommodation of new commercial uses w ithout consideiation of redeveloping older 
commercial or mixed-use areas. 

An Existing Land Use Map for the entire City, completed as part of the Berea 
Comprehensive Plan, is available at City Hall. 

All traditional municipal services including water, sanitary and storm sewers, gas, and 
electric ser. ice are available to all areas within the proposed CR.A. 

The Cit\ does not anticipate any changes to the existing zoning classifications as a result 
of the establishment of the CRA area. TTie CRA area includes the following zoning districts: R-
SF-A, R-SF-B, R-T, MF-MD, MF-HD, R-O, N, CC, G, LI, and GI. Existing zoning 



classifications permit single family and multiple family residential uses, townhomes, residence-
office uses, neighborhood commercial uses, commercial centers, general commercial uses, and 
light industnal and general industrial uses. The uses to be designated as eligible for tax 
exemption will be consistent with the zoning regulations applicable to the CR,A. 

C Inventory of Historic Structures 

The historic buildings of Baldwin-Wallace College and the adjacent residential 
neighborhoods enrich the physical character of the CRA area and the City as a whole. Berea's 
early commerce and its civic institutions have shaped the City's Central Business District and 
surrounding neighborhoods. The City's histcry is expressed in the scale and the character of the 
central business district. Balden-Wallace College, and its surrounding neighborhoods. 

Berea's central neighborhoods developed in the late nineteenth and early twentieth 
centuries around the sandstone quarry and markets in the center of town. There are 4 buildings 
in the CR.A, in addition to the Lyceum Village Square and Cjerman Wallace College area, which 
are eligible for listing on the National Register for Historic Places. There are approximately 27 
buildings and 1 .structure of architectural significance in the CR.A which are listed on the Ohio 
Historic Inventory as eligible for National Register designation. These buildings are located east 
of Rocky River Drive. .Many .̂ je in close proximity to Baldw in Wallace College. The inventory 
sheets are attached in Appendix A. 

D. Socio-Economic Characteristic? 

The following statistics were obtained from the 1990 Census of Housing Characteristics 
and General Characteristics of the Population for the City of Berea and the census tracts that 
make up the proposed CRA. 

The 1990 Census showed that there were 12,541 people residing within the proposed 
CRA, or about 66% ofthe City's entire population. However, 76% of the total number of 
persons with incomes below poverty resided within the proposed CRA. In addition, 
approximately 86% of the City's black population, and 69% of all persons over 65 years of age 
resided within the CRA. 

Per capita income and average household income for the CRA were both below the 
overall per capita income and household income levels for the City, 'ihc CRA also had a higher 
percentage of households classified as having tow and moderate incomes (LMI). There were 
4,735 households in the City with low and moderate incomes. Approximately 3,386 low and 
moderate income households, or 72% ofthe total resided within the CRA 



Summarv of Socio-Economic Characteristics 

CT 
1341 

CT 
1342.03 

CT 
1342 04 

CT 
1343 

CRA 
Total 

City of 
Berea 

CRA % 
of City 

Population 1,066 2.921 4,144 4,410 12-541 19.051 66% 

Per Capita 
Income 

S13.555 SI4.988 $14,854 $11,858 $13,721 $14,867 92% 

Household 
Income 

S35.151 S38.712 $35,176 $35,:'67 $36,234 $39,061 93% 

Persons Belovs 
Poverr. 

52 117 214 176 559 739 76% 

LMI 
Households 

22°o 26''o 28°o 24% 27% 25% 

Black Persons 391 88 105 284 868 1,014 86% 

Persons 65 - 182 S I " 852 426 l,''77 2,578 69% 

E. Housing Characteristics and Conditions 

Housing characteristics are an indicator of an area's physical condition. As the table 
below indicates, the proposed CRA has a higher percentage of renter occupied units i:nd a lower 
percentage of owner occupied units than the City as a whole. Approximately 70% ofthe total 
number of vacant units in the City are located within the CRA. 

Housing Units - 1990 

City of Berea CRA Area 

Owner Occupied 4,898 67.7% 2,809 60.0% 

Renter Occupied 2,138 29.5% 1,727 36.9% 

Vacant 206 2.8% 146 3.1% 

Total Units 7.242 100 0% 4,682 100.0% 

The value of owner occupied housing is also a measure of a neighborhood's marketability 
and reinvestment in housing. The median value for single family homes ranged from $64,300 
(CT 1341) to S77.300 (CT 1343) for the census iracks within the CRA compared to $74,600 for 
the City as a whole. The piedian value of homes wac lower in 3 of the 4 census tracts than for 



the City as whole. (See Appendix B for maps of census data by census tract.) 

The age ofthe City's housing stock is another indicator of housing conditions. The costs 
of maintenance and rehabilitation generally increase sharply as housing ages beyond 40 years. 
Approximately. 19% of the City's housing stock was built in 1939 or .̂ arlier. Approximately 
24% of the housing units wiihin the CRA were built prior to 1940. Over 81% of the pre-1939 
housmg units in the City are located within the proposed CRA. Approximately 30% of all 
occupied housing imits in Berea are over 40 years old, while over 37% of the occupied housing 
units in the CRA are over forty years old. 

.\ v'/ind-shield survey of residential exterior conditions was completed by Planning 
Resources. Inc. in August oi 1992 as part of the Berea Comprehensive Plan. The survey 
evaluated exterior rehabilitation needs which arc generally indicative of interior needs as well. 
This survey classified buildings based on four categories: (1) Sound, (2) Minor Deficiencies, (3) 
Major Deficiencies, and (4) Substandard. In general, residential buildings classified as having 
minor deficiencies show signs of neglect or postponed maintenance, but this has little or no effect 
on a building's structural condition. Buildings classified as having major deficiencies generally 
exhibit extensive exterior defects and conditions that are not correctable through normal 
maintenance, and involve a structural element such as a sagging root ridge/rafters, cracked 
foundation, etc. A building classified as substandard exhibits an extensive accumulation of 
defects to a point where major structural elements are adversely impacted and the cost of repairs 
usually exceeds the market value ofthe property. 

The table below illustrates, by census tract, the condition ratings for residential buildings 
within the CRA. The table shows that overall housing conditions within the CRA as good, but 
lhat they are not as good as the City as a whole. The CRA contains 57.7% of all of the 
residential structures surveyed, bul contains over 75% of the buildings with minor deficiencies 
and over 78% of the buildings wilh major deficiencies. All 13 substandard residential buildings 
are located within the CRA. 

Major rehabilitation needs and deficiencies and substandard conditions were visible in the 
CRA .̂ rea in residential areas adjacent to commercial and industrial activities bounded by Depot 
Street and the Conrail tracks. North Front Street, and Riverside Drive. Major deficiencies and 
substandard condiiions were visible in 40% of the housing units in this area. Traffic noise, and 
competition with commercial uses have discouiaged reinvestment in the existing housing in lhat 
area. Building wilh frontage on Front Street, North Rocky River Drive and Depot Street are now 
being converted to office and commercial uses. 



Building Conditions Survey (August 1992) 

Census Tract Condition 

Sound Minor Major Substandard Total 

1341 204 43 3 0 250 

1342.03 736 71 16 7 830 

1342.04 885 161 41 5 1092 

1 .>4J 631 173 27 1 832 

CR.A Total 2,456 448 87 13 3,004 

Percent 81.7% 14.9% 2 9% 0.4% 100.0% 

City Total 4,482 592 111 13 5,203 

CRA » o of City Tot 54 8% 75.7% 78.4% 100.0% 57.7% 

As is typical of small cities, there are several pockets of residential homes scattered 
throughout the CRA area that need rehabilitation and maintenance assistance. Other 
neighborhoods that exhibit maintenance needs include the Riverside Drive area beiween Coe and 
Baldwin Lakes, and the neighborhoods east of Coe Lake along East Center, East Bridge, 
Eastland and Waverly Street. .A.nother neighborhood found io have several homes with 
maimenance needs is bounded by Riverside, Gra^*on and Emerson. All of these neighborhoods 
have also been designated by Cuyahoga County as hnprovement Target Areas (ITAs). 

The survey indicated that 86% of Berea's housing stock is well maintained. Visible 
rehabilitation needs are conce.itrated in the central neighborhoods, which are within the proposed 
CRA, where structures are generally oldei and require more mainienance. Census Tract 1342.04 
has the highest number and percentage of housing units that have major deficiencies or are 
substandard. Census Tract 1343 has the highest percenUige of residential structures \>'ith niinor 
deficiencies (20.8%). 

Because ofthe limited land available for new residential construction, Berea needs to 
consider programs, including the establishment of a CRA, to address housing conditions and 
maintenance needs in the older residential neighborhoods to achieve stability and ensure lhat 
long range viability of its housing units for future generations. 

Cuyahoga Urban County Improvement T..'rget Area Study 

The Cuyahoga County Planning Commission and the Cuyahoga County Department of 



Development performed a condition survey' of all residential and commercial structures, and 
streets in Berea in I99I-I992 for the purpose of designation i Improvement Target Areas 
(ITAs) Five propeny elements for residential structures and eight property elements for 
commeicial structures received a numerical score based on wheiher minor, moderate or major 
deficiencies were noted. The properly received a total score. Propenies with scores over the 
tiireshold score were determined lo be substandard. Propenies wilh scored below the threshold 
were determined to be sound or in need of only minor repair. The table below presents the total 
number of substandard propenies in the Cily and CRA as identified by Cuyahoga Countv . 

ITA Survey 1991-1992 
Total Number of Substandard Properties' 

Structure Type 1-3 Family Multiple Family Conirri/Office Total 

Berea 418 I 42 461 

CRA' 323 1 40 364 

Percent in CRA 77% 100% 95% 79% 

As '.ne table above indicates, there arc 364 substandard propenies wiihin the proposed 
CR.A. .Mmost 89% o the substandard propenies identified within the CR.A, are 1-3 family 
residences. Approximately 79% of all identified substandard properties in the City are located in 
the CRA and 95% of all identified substandard coimnercial propenies are located within the 
CR.A. 

Areas with significant concentrations of substandard properties (20 or more substandard 
properties within a 50 acre area) were designated as IT. s. Map 2 illustrates the designated ITAs 
within the City of Berea. Note that the locations of the ITAs closely correspond to the 
neighborhoods identified by the Plaiming Resources, Inc. survey £is having concentrations of 
properties with maintenance and rehabilitation needs. The proposed CRA includes the majority 
ofthe designated ITA areas. 

'The Countv utilized a methodology of comprehensive and standardized field surveys and inathematical 
standards to identify blighted areas. This methodology was developed by the Cuyahoga County RPC in 1984. The 
methodology was approved by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) in 1984. 

' Cuyahoga County Planning Commission, Cuyahoga Urban County Improvement Target Area Study. 
1992 

This number does not include those substandard structures which directly abut or face the proposed CRA 
boundarv 



MAP 2 

— IMPROVEMENT TARGET ARB^ (1991 
C I T V O F 

Praovf i Coy«hog« County Pl«nn»iQ Corrwwwion 



Maps which illustrate the results ofthe Cuyahoga Couniy ITA building and right-of-way 
surveys are available al City Hall. 

F. Private Reinvestment m rhe (^R^ Ard' 

.\ review of building permits i.ssued for the last 5 years indicates the need for the Cily to 
continue to take aggressive steps to encourage private reinvestment and revitalization in the 
residential neighborhoods within the CR.A. Private reinvestment is needed to preserve the City's 
existing housing stock rather than allowing the abandonment and deterioration of housing. The 
lack of anention toward housing maintenance and public improvements accelerates the 
possibility of neighborhood deterioration. 

• New housing construction permits in the CR.-\ declined bv 46'!'b between 1992 and 
1993. 

• Over 90% of all demolitions between 1989-1993 were within the CRA. 

* The total value of all single-family residential construction and renovation/ 
rehabilitation permits issued in the City between 1^89-1993 equals $17,431,935. 
However, onlv 20° o of this value, or $3,504,587, was invested in the renovation and 
rehabilitation of e.xisting homes within the CR.A area. 

* .At least $5 million dollars of additional private investment is needed for renovation and 
rehabilitation within the CR,A to correct just the extenor housing deficiencies identified 
the Planning Resources, Inc. housing condition survey in .August of 1992. 

IU. SUMMARY 

The establishment of a CR.A was proposed in the Berea Comprehensive Plan after an 
extensive analysis of housing, land use and economic condiiions to strengthen private incentives 
for maintenance and reinvestment in the City's older neighborhoods. New construction in the 
outlying suburbs during the I990's will continue to pull middle income households from older 
comr.iunities, such as Berea, leaving behind a growing surplus of exisimg housing which is in 
need of continual mainienance to prevent future blight and deterior-'tion. In addition, noise, 
traffic, land use conflicts, and other environmental risks associated with adjacent induslrial and 
commercial activities has accelerated the decline ofthe older, central residential neighborhoods 
in the CR.A area, and has created a blighting influence. 

The limited numoer of vacant land tracts and improved highway access to more rural 
communities has limited new houi,ing con.struction in the City to only 200 units during the past 
decade. The City musi pro-activ ely preserve its existi.'g housing stock by encouraging private 
reinvestment. It .s reasonable to assume that the older housing stock will require more 
maintenance ,han newer structures. More maintenance translates into addilioneil costs for 



properly owners. Maintenance attention must be focused on the older housing units before the 
costs get too high. Existing housing must be regenerated ihrough new investment to maintain a 
steady appreciation of value. Older housing must be rehabilitated and worn-out structures must 
be replaced in order to revitalize neighborhoods. 

Existing retail buildings need to be upgraded, but demand for downtown retail space has 
not been strong e -iough lo support revitalizing older commercial space. The visible deterioration 
of older buildings fosters public perceptions of a dying downtown. Most small businesses lack 
the resources to finance the purchase or renovation of older commercial scace in the downtown. 
Marginal industrial uses exist between Depot Street and the lail line. Adjacent residential 
properties are blighted by the encroachment of industrial and warehouse uses because there is no 
defined buffer that separates the two districts. 

The proposed CRA area exhibits social, economic, and physical characteristics lhat are by 
comparison more severe than for the Citv as a whole. A higher percentage of older housing 
coupled with a higher percentag'* of households with lower incomes has led lo greater 
concentrations of housing deficiencies in the CRA. The area does qualify for designation as a 
Community Reinv<;stment Area. 

10 
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National Register of Historic Places in Ohio 
PIR Format 
As of 4/9/92 

Berea CRA 

Berea District 7 School 
323 E. Bagley Road 
4/3./75 

Berea Union Depot 
30 Depot Street 
11/21/80 

Buehl House 
118 E. Bridge Street 
4/30/76 

Lycem Village Square and German Wallace College 
Ĵ eminarv Street 
10/29/75 

Wheeler, John. House 
445 S. Rocky River Drive 
12/:) 1/78 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic Preservation Offic* 

Ohio Historical Cmtrnt 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

CUY-1704-15 

Location ^f6aatlyes 

4. Preseni Name<s) 

Berea F ine A r t s Club 
1 ""J • 

O Z 
,^ o 

i . Other NametsJ 

Berea D i s t r i c t School 

Specific Location 

5 23 E a - l e y Road 

C.IV Cl" T c w r 

Berea 
l( Bural. Township & Vicmily 

Si;e Plan wun Ncrtn A T C W 

I T 
N 

IT 
,-ocrOinaies 

Derea 
Li t Lone 
u T.M Refe'ence 

T 4 2 , 9 6 5 C -M 5 8 :0 2 '6 -0 

Easting Northing 
Site Z 

BbilCins 3 
Structure _ 

Obiecf Z 

On .national 
Registt"^ 

Yes ? 
No Z 

Pan c' Estac Ves _ 
Hist D I S ; . ' NO ?? 

12 Is II Yes Z 
ElifiiDie'' No Z 

14 District Yes Z 
Potent'l'' No Z 

'.i Na.-ne o( EstaDiished District 

16. Thematic Category 
D,G 

17. Dateis) or Period 
1914 

18. Style or Design 

19. Architect or Engineer 

20. Contractor or Builder 

21 Gricinai Use, if apcarent 

Scnool 
22 Present Use 

Fine A r t s Club 
23 Ownership PuDlic Z 

Private S 

24 Owner's Name & Address, 
if Known 

Berea Fine .A.rts Club 

25. Open to 
Publ ic ' l e s t r i c t e d 

Yes o 
No Z 

28 No. 0^ Stones -1-

29 Basemenf Y e s S 
No C 

30. Foundation Material 

Coursed ashlar 
31 Wall Construction 

B r i c k 

I C 

[w 
lo 

Roof Type & Material 

H i p / S l a t e 
33. No. ol Bays 

Front Side 

34 Wall Treatment 

B r i c i : / S t o n e t r i m 
35 Plan Shape R.ec tan-^u la l 

F 5 

3e Changes 
(Explain 
in #42) 

Addit ion 2 I 
Altered C 
Moved C 

3 

a. 

37 Condition 
Interior V e r y C-ood 

n 

\> 

Exterior y ^ . , - . , r . ^ , ^ 1 ^ 

26, Local Contact Person or Organization 

Fu' i^er Description of important Features 

38 Preservation 
Underway? 

Yes S 
No • 

39 Endangered? 
By W>»t? 

Yes D 
No K 

40. Visible from 
Public Road? 

Yes IZ I 
No D 

41 Distance trom \nd 
Frontaf e on Rr ad 

4 0 ' 

Siiiall b r i c k s t r u c t u r e w i t h a sl a t e hip roof and a gabled 
c e n t r a l bay t h a t features a gabled cupola wit'i an open 
balusrraaed b e l f r y . The roof i s of imbricated slate w i t h 
corDeled chinmeys. Wide eaves project over groups of t a l ! . 
1x1 d.ruble-hung windows. There i s .a cent r a l entrance ;.dtli 
ecubLa paneled doors flanked by brick piers. A recent ad(:: 
..j.on has been constructed at the rear, [y 
H story ano Significance 

T.-.is b r i c k b u i l d i n g was b u i l t i n 191H to replace a wooden iC'-acture on 
the s i t e . I n 1935, the Berea Fine Arts Club, founded i n 1933 , bought 
the school f o r $596. Uiey use i t as t h e i r headquarters and f o r exhibi':s 
and l i v e productions. The b u i l d i n g i s a combination of Queen Anne elements 
•̂ .nd p. •Pr.qir-'e St v i e f o r n . 

o 
5 

3 
X 

Description of Environment and Outbuildings 

The b u i l d i n g faces a heavily t r a f f i c k e d road leadin;j i n t o Berea. There 
are ao nie older houses and a new school nearby. There i s a parking I r t 

the r e a r . 
Soc'cea of Informatior 
Hclzworth, G r i t & Greatness, 1970, pg. 90. 
Cuychoga County Atlases, 

4€. Prepared by 

F i s h e r 
47. Organization 

46. Date 

11-771 
49 Revision Dat«<s) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic Presarvafion Office 

Ohio Historical Center 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

1 No 

CUY-1703-15 
County 

"uyaho -a 
" :—dt ion ot Negatives 

4 Present Named) 

United Methodist Childrcns Home 

5. Otner Name(s) 

6 Specific Location 

Barley between l-laple 
-las t l and . 

City or Town M Rural. Township & Vicinity 

Berea 
£ S'te Piar^ w'th Nor***. A"ow 

1 • 

M *-
w 

* * •> 
X. 

« 
IE 

~ ucordinaies 

Lat aerea 
Long 

1 7 14 2^9 2 8 0 5 :S 0 1 4 0: 
Zone Easting Northing 

• : Site 1 
Building S 

Structure Z 
Obiect w 

! 1 c .lationai Yes Z 12 Is It YesJC 
Pegistei^ No S Eligible'' Nc Z 

• 3 Far 0) EsiaE Yej Z 
Sist Dist ^ No 3 

14 Distnct Yes Z 
Polenf l ' ' No & 

15 Name of EstaDlished District 

16. Thematic Category 

D.N.P 
17 Date(s) or Penod 

1928,1932,1955,1936 
18. Style or Design 

Colonial eclec: 
19 Architect or Enginee' 

20 Contractor or Builder 

21 Original Use. if apparent 

C h i l c r e n s Home 
22 Present Use 

C h i l d r e n s Home 
23 Ownership PuCliC _ 

Private 2C 

24 Owner's Name i Aaoress, 
if known 

25 Open to 
Public? 

Yes Z 
Nc S 

26. Locai Contact Person or Organization 

; FuThar Description of Important •eafures 

The corrolex is composed of a series of lar^re b r i c k r e s i ­
d e n t i a l structures arraru-red i n a se m i c i r l e . The bu i l d i n g s 
are vagiely Colonial i n d e t a i l , w i t h gable r o o f s , narrow 
cornices, shutzcred windows, balustraded porches, pedi-
ncnted entrances, and large corbeled chimneys. I'heir pro­
p o r t i o n s , however, are too large f o r a ccrrect r e n d i t i o n 
of uhe s t v l e . 

26 No ol Stories 

'̂9 Basement ' Yes 5 
No Z 

30. foundat ion Material 

Concrete 
31 Wall Construction 

'.'ood frane 
32 Roof Type & Material 

Gab le/As ph. s h in?: 1 
33 No, ol Bays 

Front Sid* 

34 Wall Treatment 

Brick veneer 
35 Plan Shapelectaug u l a r 
36 Changes 

(Explain 
in •42) 

Addmon Z 
Altered Z 
Moved Z 

37. Condition 
lnterior_ 

Exterior 
-OCC 

3S Prese-vation 
Underway? 

Yes K 
No C 

39 Encangered? 
By What? 

Yes G 
No 2 

4C Visible from 
Public Road' 

Yes K 
No C 

41 Distance from and 
Frontage on Road 

z 
o 

n 

z 
3 

3 
i. 

• History and Significance 

Tnis \;as the s i t e of the German Methodist Orphan Asylum, which dated from 
the mid ].9th Century and which r e f l e c t e d the strong German Methodist 
community .".n Berea, The present complex of buildins.s was begun i n 1928 
and nor ccmpleted u n t i l tha 1950's, The monumental grouping of structures 

vet lends a sense of community^ 
»4 Description of Environment ano Outbuildings 

-TIG Ch i ld ren ' s Home i s loca ted a long Bagley T^oad, a h e a v i l y t r ave l ed road 
leadin^r i n t o Berea, There i s a modem church, a h igh school , and various 
c - •• lege bu i ld ings nearby. 

'5 bw r̂ces of Informatior; 
l i o l zwor th . G r i t &: Greatness, 1970, pg , 102, 
Cuyahoga County A t l a se s , 

46. Pretjared by 

Fisher 
47. Organization 

WRHS 
48 Date 

11-77 

49. Revision Oata(t) 
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1 No 
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4 Present Name(s) 
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32 Roof Type & Material 
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34 Wall Treatment 
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43 H i s t o r y and S ign i f i cance 

B a l d w i n I n s t i t u t e f o u n d e d 1844; B a l d w i n U n i v . 1855 . L a d i e s ' H a l l b u i l t 1878-18 82. 

M o v e d a n d na .med C a r n e g i e S c i e n c e H a l l i n 1905 . G o o d e x a m p l e o f l a t e 19th c e n t u r y 

c o l l e g e s r c h i t e c t u r e . R e - e r e c t e d b y d o n a t i o n o f A n d r e w C a r n e g i e . 

4-4. D t i s c n p t i o n of Env i r onmen t a n d O u t b u i l d i n g s 

S t a n d s i n p a r k - l i k e c a m p u s a m o n g s e v e r a l o t h e r s a n d s t o n e c o l l e g e b u i l d i n g s 

ot l a t e 19t;-i c e n t u r y s t y l e . P o s s i b l e c o l l e g e a r c h i t e c t u r a l d i s t r i c t . 

S o u r c e s of i n ' o r m a t i o n 

J o h n s o - i , C u y a h o g a C o u n t y (1879 ) , 2 0 2 . 

B a l d w i n - W a l l a c e C o l l e g e c a t a l o g s . 

46. Prepared by 
J o h a n n e s e n 

47. O r g a t i U a l i 
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Columbus, Ohio 43211 

1 Nc 

2 Cnunty 
Cuyahoga 

3 Location ol Negatives 
WRHS 

4. Present Namets) 

Wheeler HaU 

5. Other Nameii) 

Recitation H a l l , Baldwin Universi ty 

6 Specific Location 

Baldwin-Wallace Campus 
Front Street 

7. City or Town If Rural. Township & Vicinity 

Berea 
8. Site Plan with North Arrow 

V-
o 
u. 
LL 

a 
T 

^ 

9 Coordinates UTM 2 8 7 8 0 5 
Lat. 4 l O 2 2 ' 2 b " 
Long, g j o - J l Q y i i B e r e a 

10. Site _ 
Building ^ 

Structure _ 
Object Z 

11 On Na t i ona l Yes - 12 IS It Yes 
R e g i s t e r ' Nc X ; E l i g i b l e ' No -

13 P a n of Es tab Yes — 14 D is t r i c t ?i 'es 

H i s t . D i s t . ' Nc 2 P o t e n t ' l ' No -
15 Name of Established District 

16 Thematic Category 

A r c h i e c t u r e 19th/Education 
17 Daiels) or Period 

1892 

18. Style or Design 

Richardsonian Romanesque 
19 Architect or Engineer 

20 C o n t r a c t o r or Bu i l de r 

21 Or ig ina l U s e . if appa ren t 

c l a s s r o o m s 

22 Present Use 
c l a s s r o o m s c l a s s r o o m s 

23. O w n e r s h i p Public Z 
Pr ivate ? 

24 Owner's Name & Address, 
it Known 

Baldwin-Wallace College 
Berea 

25. Ope.-' to 
Publ ic ' r e s t n c t e d 

Yes S. 
No _ 

26. Local Contact Person or Organization 

Col lege h i s t o r i a n 
27 Other Surveys in Which Included 

28 No ot Stones 

29. Basement' Yes 5 
No Z 

30 Foundation Material 
S t o n e 

31 Waii Construction 

sandstone 
32. Roof Type A Material 

h i p / s h i n g l e 
33. No. ot Bays i r r e g u l a r 

Front Side 

34. Wall Treatment 

rusticated 
35. Plan Shape s q u a r e 

36. Changes 
(Explain 
in »i2i 

Addition ~ 
Altered 2? 
Moved Z 

37. ConCition 
Interior 

E»te'ior e x c e l l e n t 

38. Preservation 
Underway? 

Y e s ^ : 
No I 

39. Endangered? 
By What ' 

Yes Z 
No 2? 

40. Visible from 
Public Road' 

Yes Z 
No ~ 

41. Distance from and 
Frontage on Road 

250' 

I •< 
c 

42. Further Desc.-iption of Important Features 

Mam entrance Romanesque arch. Two round towers , 
conical roof. East and west gables with stepped 
parapets. Or ig ina l ly contained nine classrooms and 
assembly ha l l . In te r io r remodeled in 1967. 

33 

n 

43 History and Significance 

Buil t m 1892 as Recitation Ha l l , main ci,^ssroom building f o r Baldwin Universi ty. 
Baldwin-Wallace founded 1913. Named Wheeler H a l l a f ter John Wheeler, f i r s t 
Baldwin Univ. president, 1855-1870. 

£33 

44. Description of Environment and Outbuildings 

Stands in p a r k - l i k e campus among several other sandstone college buildinjjs 
of late 19th century s tyle . Possible college a rch i tec tura l d i s t r i c t . 

45 sources of Information 

Baldwin-Wallace College catalogs. 

46. Prepared by 

Johannesen 
47. Organization 

WRHS 
48 Date 149. Revision Oat«(s) 



OHIO HLqTORlC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic Preservation Office 

Ohio Historical Center 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

No. 
CUY-1710-15 

County 

r -ahoca 
. . i t i o n of Negatives 

4. Present Name(s) 

Oth^r Nametsl 

Bro^'Tn, S . H . , Residence 

£ Specific Location 

400 Beech 

City or Town It Rural. Township i Vicmily 

Berea 
3 Site Plan witr? Nortr A- ro* 

N 

9 Coorflinates 

Lat 
U T.M Reference 

;ewood 
Long 

4 2'i8 9 3 0 ; A'5 S O 3 5 
Easting Northing 

10. Site Z 
Building S 

Structure _ 
OCiec; ~ 

1" » N a t i o n a l Yes ~ 12 Is it Yes 54 

Reg is te r? No ?? E l i s i b i e " No _ 

Par. of Es tab Yes 1 14 D is t r i c t Yes Z 

HiSt D i s t . ' P o t e n t ' l ' No X 

15 Name of EstaCiisned District 

16. Thematic Category 

C 
17. Oate<si or Period 

1870 
16. Style or Design 

S t i c k S t y l e v e r n a c u l a r 
19 Arcnitect or Engineer 

20. Con t rac to r or Bu i lder 

21 Or ig ina l U s e . If apparen t 

Resi d e n c e 
22 Present Use 

R e s i d e n c e 
23 Owners.Tip Pub l i c _ 

Pr ivate S 

24 Owner's Name i Aodress. 
ll known 

25 Open to 
Public? 

Yes Z 
No S 

26 Locai Contact Person or Organization 

27. Other Surveys in Which Included 

26 No ol Stories 2 

29 Basement? Yes X 
No Z 

30. Foundation Material 

Coursed A s h l a r 
31. Wail Construction 

'.i'ood Frane 
32 Roof Type & Material 

Gable / /̂ s p h . s hin,':, 
33. No. ol Bays 

Front Side 

34 Wall Treatment 

Claoboard 
35 Plan Shapr ^ S h a i j e d 

36 Changes 
(Explain 
in «42) 

Addit ion Z 
Altered C 
Moved • 

37 Condition 
Interior 

Exterior 

36 Preservation 
Underway' 

Yes » 
No C 

39 Endangered? 
By What? 

Yes C 
N o E 

40 Visible Irom 
Public Road? 

Yes3C 
No G 

Distance Irom and 
Frontage on Road 
4 0 ' 

42 Further Description of Imponant Features 

T a l l v.-ood frame house w i t h the wide eaves and narrow 
t?.oldings, the L shaped plan ; i t h a corner entrance, and 
the v e r t i c a l proportions and 2x2 windo-.^s c h a r a c t e r i s t i c 
of the V i c t o r i a n vernacular, Tne h o r i z o n t a l b e l t courses 
at the f i r s t and second f l o o r l i n t e l s , however, r e c a l l 
rhe Stick Style o- the l a t t e r part of t'.ie 19th Century, 

43. History and Signif icanc; 

r.-.e 137A A t l ^ s does not show a house on t h i s s i t e , although the l o c a l 
h i s t o r i c a l society has dated i t 1S70, The 1905 Atlas shows i t belonging 
to S.K.Bro-.sTi, and tae 1927 Atlas to Au'^ust K^gele. 

44 Description of Environment and Outbuildings 

The str'-icture faces a quiet side s t r e e t , w i t h several large trees on the 
property and newer houses on a l l sides. 

45 _ . j r c e s ol Information 

Cuyahoj^a County Atlases. 
46 Prepared by 

F i s h e r 
47. Organization 

48 Date f<9. Revis on 0«ta(s) 

11-7 ' 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic Presenration Office 

Ohic Historical Center 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

No 

CUY- 1702-15 
Coiintv 

;uvaho2£ 
Location 0' Negatives 

'••TIHS 

4. Present Name(s) 

109 Beech, 501 Front 

5. Other Name(s) 

Specific Location 

(1) 109 Beech L East Grand 
(2) 501 Front Street 

C.ty or Towr If Rural. Township & Vicinity 

Berea 
£ Site Plan with N c r h 4rrow 

J^mna 

N 

Coordinates 

Lat 
Berea Ouad. 

Long-
U T M. Reference 

r r ;4 2.8 8 6 ^ :_4:5 7 9 9 1 0 
Zone Easting Northing 

Sue Z 
Building 2C 

Slructure 
Obiect 

• On Nationa. Yes Z 12. Is It Yes X 
Register' No S Eligible? No _ 

; Pari of Esiac Yes Z 14 District Yes " 
Hist, Dist ' No 2? Potent ' l ' No X 

• i Name of Established District 

•"e Thematic Category 

c 
17. Daie(s) or Period 

c a . 1880 
18 Style or Design 

S t i c k S t y l e 
19 Arcnitect or Enginee' 

20 Contractor or Builder 

21 Original Use. if apparent 

Residence 
22 Present Use 

Residence 
23 Ownership Public Z 

Private JZ 

24 Owne'5 Name 4 Aodress. 
if known 

25 Open to 
Publ ic ' 

Yes Z 
N o Z 

26 Local Contact Person or Organization 

27 Other 

( 2 ) 

26 No ot Stories 

29. Basement? Yes E 
No C 

30. Foundation Material 

S t o n e 
31 . Wall Construction 

'̂ '"'ood F r a n e 
Roof Type & Material 

KiD/Gable/Slate 
33. No. of gays 

Front J Siue 5 

34. Wall Treatment . 

Siding/Shingles 
35 Plan Shape X r r e c u l a r 
36. Changes 

(Explain 
in #42) 

Addition 3 
Altered Z 
Moved ~ 

37 Condition 
Inierior 

Exterior V J O O C 

38. Preservation 
Underway? 

Yes S 
No 

39. Endangered? 
By What? 

Yes D 
No S 

40 Visible from 
Public Road? 

Yes S 
No Z 

41. Distance trom and 
Frontage on Road 

50' 

rsj 

O 
c 

o 

-X 

in 

Further Oescpt ion ol Important Features 

Stick Style houses w i t h hip r o o f s , s l a t e shingles, cor-
beled chimneys, and i r o n c r e s t i n g . Walls have wooden bel 
courses w i t h imbricated shingles i n the wainscot. 
iJlabcrate Eastlake porches w i t h brackets, s:>indled cor­
nices, turned coltmns, and carved gables. T a l l double-
hung windows and some small stained glass panels. 

History and Significance 

These tv;o houses t y p i f y severa l s t ruc tures i n Berea t h a t represent the 
t r a n s i t i o n between'the e a r l i e r Eastlake mode and the l a t e r S t i ck Style 
and Queen Anne s t y l e s . Both remain v i r t u a l l y i n t a c t . 

o 

z 
5 

Description cf Environment and Outbuildings 

(1) Stands on a o u i e t side s t r e e t near the canpus of the o l d German Wallaca 
f-ol lcrre. (2 ) stands on the main s t r ee t of Berea's dovmtown, across f rom 

e nor thern canpus of Baldwin-Wallace College. 
Sources ol Inlormation 

Cuyahoga Co, At lases 
Personal Observation 

46. Prepared by 

Fisher 
47. Organization 

WRHS 
4e. Date 

10-77 
49. Revision Dat«(s) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio H is to r i c Preservat ion O l f i c t 

Ohio H i s to r i ca l Center 

Co lumbus , Oh io 4 3 2 1 1 

1 N o . 

CUY-1696-15 
Coi-.".ty 

' ^ ly . ihc '^a 
_ , * l i o n o^ Nega t i ves 

6 Spec i f i c L o c a t i o n 

4. P r e s e r t Name<s) 

B a l d w i n - W a l l a c e U'omen's Gv^'Jiasium 
5. Otner NameiS / 

B a l d w i n - W a l l a c e Gymnasium 

Beech ac ross f r o m School 
S t r e e t 

c i t y or •• ov-n 

Berea 
If R u r a l , T o w n s h i p & V i c i n i t y 

6 S i te Plan w i l l N o r t h A ^ o w 

JC 

N 

3 * k e « l 

5 C o o r f l i n a t e s 

Lat 

U T M Reference 

Berea Quadrangle 
L o n g 

1 7 14, 2 8. 9 2 ' 0 ^ 5 7 9 8 4 0' 
Zone East ing Nor th ing 

10 S i te 1 S t r u c t u r e 

B u i l d i n g S Ob iec t -
• • ••Jaiionai Yes Z 12 is It Yes 

R e g i s t e r ' No 9> E l i g i b l e ' No -
'3 Part of Eitab Yes Z 14 D is t r i c t Yes X 

HiSt Tist.' Nc X P o t e n ' ' ! ' No -
15 N a m e of E s t a t n s h e c D is t r i c t 

16. Themat i c Category 

D^G 
Dale ts ) or Per iod 

1915-14 
18. S ty le or Des ign 

Progressive Mode 
19 A rch i t ec t or Engineer 

20. Con t rac to r or Bui l f ler 

2 1 . O r ig ina l Use, it apparent 

Gym 
22 Present L s e 

Gym 

26 N o . of S to r i es 2 

29 B a s e m e n t ' Yes X 
No 3 

30 F o u n d a t i o n Mater ia l 

Stone 
31 - W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Sandstone 
32 Roo* Type & Mater ia l 

K i p / S h i a g l c 
33. No of Bays 

F ron t / , S ide 

34 W a l l T rea tmen t 

Random A s h i ? : 

23 O w n e r s h i p P j b ' i c ~ 

Private X 

24 Owi-er s N a m e & Address , 
if k n o w n 

B a l d w i n - v ; a l a c e C o l l e ge 

25 Op*'- to 
P u b l i c ' 

.les t r i e tea Yes ? 
No Z 

26. Loea; Con tac t Person or Organ, . .a t ,c r 

27 O the r Surveys in Wh ich Inc ludeo 

35 •'lan Shapr̂ ec c a n i l e 
36 C h a n g e s 

(Exp la i n 
in #42) 

A d d i t i o n S 
A l t e red Z 
Moved G 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
In te r io r G O O G 

Exte r io r Good 
38 Preserva t ion 

U n d e r w a y ' 
Yes CS 
No C 

39. Endange red? 
By W h a t ? 

Yes C 
No S 

40. V i s i b l e I r o m 
-•ubl ic Road? 

Yes Z 
No Z 

4 1 . D i s t ance f r om and 
F r o n t a g e on Road 

50 ' 

F u r t h e ' D e s c r i p t i o n of I m p o r t a n t Fea tu res 

Large sto ne s t r u c t u r e w i t h a broad hip roof and shed-
roof dormers on the side elevatrons. Under WL de eaves 
are paired 6x6 double-hiing windows vi t h a common l i n t e l , 
Central h i p roof v e s t i b u l e w i t h double-doors under a 
dressed stone l i n t e l . Side e l e v a t i o n v.^ith t r i p a r t i t e 
vindov;s. l»ew rear a d d i t i o n wivh a domical r o o f . 

43, H i s t o r y and S i g n i f i c a n c e 

I n 1915, the German Wallace College and Baldwin University merged to forr, 
Baldwin-Wallace College, This s t r u c t u r e was b u i l t as the school's gjra 
the next year. I t i s an i n t e r e s t i n g example of the Progressive mode's 
h o r i z o n t a i i t y applied t o a large s t r u c t u r e . 

44 D e s c n p t i o n o l E n v i r o n m e n t a n d O u t t u i l d l n g s 

The b u i l d i n g faces a quiet r e s i d e n t i a l s t r e e t w i t h the campus of B-W to 
one side, A b r i c k school was demolished next to i t i n 1977. 

45 « . j r c e s of I n f o r m a t i o n 

Kolzworth, G r i t k Greatness, 1970, pg, 97, 
Cuyahoga County Atlases. 

46. P repared by 

F i s h e r 
47. O r g a n i z a t i o n 

WRKS 
48. Date 

1 0 - 7 ^ 

49. Revis ion Datws) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio His tor ic Preservat ion Off ice 

Ohio H is to r i ca l Center 

CoiuiTi!:us, Ohio 4 3 2 1 1 

CUY-1714-15 
C o u n t y 

T u v . i h o T j 
a l i c c J f Nega t i ves 

4 Present Name<s) 

5 Otner Nameis ) 

Meacham, N . D . , . residence 

: pec t c L o c a t i o n 

151 Las t B r i d g e 

CiTy C T c * r 

Berea 
Ri, ra i . T o w n s h i p & V i c i n i t y 

S' te F lan w i t h N o r t " t ' - o * 

N 

wOorc ina tes 

La; 
Berea 

L o n g 

U T.M Fete-ence 

0 4 5 7 9 
East ing Nor th ing 

iC Sue Z 
B u i l d i n g 2 j 

S t r u c t u r e _ 
OC)ect Z 

- - . N a t i o n a l Yes _ 12 Is It Yes S 

R e g i s t e ^ No S E l i g i C i e ' No Z 

•j Par of Estab Yes Z 14 D is t r i c t Y e s S 

H i s : Dist " Nc 25 P o t e n t ' l * No r 
"5 N a m e o i Es tabnshec D is t r i c t 

16. Themat i c Ca tegory 

C . I 
17. Dateis) or Per iod 

c a , 1820 
18. S ty le or Des ign 

Federa l 
19, A rcn i tec t or Eng ineer 

2C Con t rac to r oi Bu i ioe r 

21 Or ig ina l Use. if apparent 

R e s i d e n c e 
22 Present Use 

Resider- .ca 
23 O w n e r s h i p Pufc.iC _ 

Pr ivate X 

24 Owner ' s N a m e i A c d r e i s . 
if Known 

25 Open to 
P u b l i c ' 

Yes Z 
No X 

26 Locz l Con tac t F e ' s o n or O r g a r n a t i o n 

27 Other Surveys in W h i c h I n c l u d e d 

28 NO. of S to r ies 

29 Basemen t? YesX 
No C 

30 F o u n o a t i o n Mater ia l 

-andom Asl ' . lar 
31 W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Post : 3ea-
32 Roof Type & Mater ia l 

G a b l e / A s p h , s h i n : 
33 No ot Bays 

Front 5 Side 2 

34 W a l l T rea tmen t 

Sa ing le 
35 Plan Shape J ;ec 'cangu la 
36 Changes 

(Exp la in 
in #42) 

Addition Z 
Altered S 
Moved Z 

37 C o n c i t i o n 
In ter ior 

Ex ter io r r a i r 

38 Preserva t ion 
Undervvay? 

Yes 
No C 

29 Endangere ,? 

By W h a t ' 
Yes Z 
N o S 

40 V i s i b l e f r o m 
Pub l i c R o a d ' 

Yes 2 
No Z 

41 D is tance f r o m and 
F ron tage on Road 

60 ' 

z 
c 

O 

o 
P 

Fur the r d e s c r i p t i o n of i m p o r t a n t Fea tu res \ . 

"ive ba;- Federal house w i t h the t y p i c a l shallow.' r o o f , nar­
row f r i e z e , and p a r t i a l gable r e t u r n s , 6x5 double-hung 
windo;;s wi t h simple f l u t e d surrounds, S i d e l i g h t e d entran<^e 
t.-ith a bro"'.en pediment th a t i s a recent a l t e r a t i o n . The 
o r i g i n a l clapboard has been covered w i t h shingles, T.ie 
side winn is probably a l a t e r a d d i t i o n . 

s -

43 H i s t o r y a n d S ign i f i cance 

Tne 1874 Atlas l i s t s t h i s house belon.'^inr; t o N.D.I-Jeacham. Ke was the 
treasurer of the Berea A g r i c u l t u r a l Society i n 1372 and probably related 
to E. Miacham, an e a r l y s e t t l e r i n Berea, The house i s one of the few 
Federal s t y l e houses i n the area. The house has an 1355 plaque by the door. 

44 D e s c r i p t i o n of Env i r onmen t a n d O u t b u i l d i n g s 

r.ie s-STLCture stands on a quiet r e s i d e n t i a l s t r e e t witr. newer houses 
on a l l sides. The hou.se i s set r e l a t i v e l y f a r bac": fi'om the road -..d t h 
- -veral trees on the land. 

<5 - .purees of I n f o r m a t i o n 

Hol2^.orth, G r i t & ̂  reatness. 1970, pg, 105,159, 
Cuyahoga County Atlases. 

46. Prepared by 

F i s h e r 
47. O r g a n i z a t i o n 

48 Date 

11-77 
49 . Rev is ion Oate(s) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio H is to r i c Presanrat ion Offica 

Ohio H is to r i ca l Canter 

Co lumbus , Ohio 4 3 2 1 1 

CUY-1715-15 
2 C o u n t y 

•.vahorra 
3 L o c a t i o n of N e g a t n e s 

- TIHS 

4. Present Name(s) 

5. O the r Nama(s | 

Watson, D . R . , Residence 

Ssec i t i c L o c a t i o n 

156 Cast Bridge 

Citv or T p w r It Ru ra l . T o w n s h i p & V i c i n i t y 

Berea 
i S ' te Plan w i t h N o t h » r r c w 

I 

C o o r d i n a t e s „ 

o3rea 
L o n g l a i . 

U T M. Reference 

1 7 ' i4 : OO'O 4 5 7 9 5 5 0 

10, 

East ing 

S i te J 
B u i i l i r g 5 

Northing 

Structure Z 
Obiect Z 

• • u . . National Yes Z 12 IS II Yes X 
Register' No 2^ Eligible' No _ 

"3 Fart of Estab Yes Z 14 District Yes 
His l , Dist 7 No =S Potent ' l ' No ~ 

15 N a m e of E s t a b l i s h e d D is t r i c t 

16 Themat i c Ca tego ry 

C 
17. Oate(s) o r Pe r iod 

c a . 1840 
18. Sty le or Des ign 

Greek R e v i v a l 
19 Arch i tec t or Eng ineer 

20 Contractor or Builder 

21 Original Use, i* apparent 

Residence 
22 Present Use 

.Residence 
23 Ownership Public Z 

Private ?? 

24 Owner 's N a m e i A d d r e s s , 
i l k n o w n 

25 Open to 
Pub l ic? 

Yes Z 
N o X 

26 Locai C o n t a c t Person or O r g a n i z a t i o n 

27 Other Surveys m W h i c h I n c l u d e d 

28 N o . ot S to r ies 1 - 1 / 2 

29 B a s e m e n t ? Yes S 
No C 

30 Foundat ion Material 

Random A s h l a r 
31 W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

B r i c k 

9' 

~< • 
3-

c 

32 Roof Type i Mate r ia l 

Gable/AsDh.shin";-, 
33. N o . of Bays 

F ron t g Side 

34 W a l l Trealnnent 

3 r i c k / ' n o ^ 

35 P lan Shape j , s h a d e d 

36 C h a n g e s 
(Exp la i n 
in «42) 

A d d i t i o n 
A l te red 
Moved 

37 C o n o i t i o n 
In te r io r 

Ex' .er ior G n o i J 

38 Preserva t ion 
U n d e r w a y ? 

Yes V 
No 'Z 

39 Endange red? 
By W h a t ? 

Yes C 
No - 5 

40 V i s i b l e f r om 
P u b l i c R o a d ' 

YesJc 
No Z 

41 D i s t ance f r om and 
F r o n t a g e on Road 

4n • 

42 Fu r t he r D e s c r i p t i o n o l Impo r tan t Features 

Brick Greek Revival hou'se T'ith a shallow gable roof, wide 
fr i e z e , and p a r t i a l retums on the facade. Central entra 
'-"ith flanking windows. Stone l i n t e l s and lug s i l l s on f i r 
f l o o r openings. Side gabled r-rLng with separate entrance 
and window. Ashlar bpsement with stone stoop and porch, 

•As':)halt roofing a later alteration. 

n;3 

43 H i s t o r y a n d S i g n i f i c a n c e 

Tne 1374 Atlas l i s t s D,R.Watscn l i v i n g i n this house. He sold dry goods, 
groceries, and clothing i n Berea and v;as the mayor from 1872 to 1375, 
Tne house is one of the best e.^mples cf the Greek Revival style in Berea. 

3 
•» 
V. 

a. 
( I 
s 
o 
f t 

44 D e s c r i p t i o n of E n v i r o n m e n t and O u t b u i l d i n g s 

x' he house 
houses ad 

i faces a quiet readential street near the downtown of 
ijacent to i t date from a variety of later periods. 

Berea. The 

45 s o u r c e s of I n f o r m a t i o n , 

}-:olz:;orth, Grit & Greatness. 1970, pg. 200, 
Cuyaho.a County Atlases 

46. P repared by 

F i s n e r 
47. O t f l a o U a t l o n 

48. Oate 

11-77 
49. Rev is ion Dat«(t ) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio H is to r i c Presanrat ion Office 

Ohio H is to r i ca l Center 

Co lumbus , Ohio 4 3 2 1 1 

CUY-1713-15 
C o u n t y 

yahoga 
Loca t i on ot Negat i ves 

4. Present Name(3 | 

Berea H i s t o r i c a l Society 
5, Other Name(s) 

Brown, John, Residence 

b p c c i f i c L o c a t i o n 

-ast Brid-^e 6; Coe 

City cr T o w n If Rura i , T o w n s n i p & V i c i n i t y 

Berea 
Site Plan w i th Nort*-

C o o r d i n a t e s 

Lat 
Berea 

L o n g 
U T M Befe 'ence 

1 7 ,4: 4 5 7 9 5 5 0 
Eastinc Nor th ing 

Si te Z 
B u i l d i n g ? i 

S t r u c t u r e _ 
O b i e c t I 

16, Thema t i c Ca tego ry 

C 
17 Da le ls ) or P e n o d 

1360 
16, S ty le or Des ign 

•Greek R.evival 
19 A rch i t ec t or Eng ineer 

2C Contractor or BuHoe' 

21 Original Ust\ if apparent 

Res i d e n c e 
22 Present Use 

O f f i c e s 
23 Ownership Public Z 

Private ?? 

0 * n e r ' s N a n e i A c d r e s s , 
if know n 

Berea H i s t o r i c a l Society 

2 : Open to 
P u b l i c ' L.eszT-Czea 

Yes 2C 
No Z 

• : Ol. National Yes - 12 IS It YesJS 
Register' No El ig ib le ' 

• 3 Part of EsiaC Yes — 14 District Yes 1 
Hist. DiSt ' Nc K Poient'l? No I 1 

26 Loca l Con tac t Pe ' son or O r g a n i z a t i o n 

' 5 N a m e of E s t a b l i s h e d D is t r i c t • = : - * i 

28 N o . of S to r ies -

29. E a s e m e n t ? Yes e? 
No C 

3 0 _ E o u r « ; a t i o n M a t e r i a l . , , 

. - l a i n ODursec ashl 
3 1 . W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Sandstone 
32 R o o f / T y p e Mater ia l , 

Hi p/As p n , s r. m 7 l e 
33 N o Bays 

F r o n t 5 Side 

W a l l T rea tmen t 

Dressed Sto ne 
35. P l an S h a p e S q u a r t 

;6 C h a n g e s 
( E x p l a i n 
in #42) 

A o d i i i o n 
A l te red 
Moved 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
I n te r i o r 

Ex te r io r V ' 2 1 * \ ' . j c o d 

38, Preser/ation 
Unden*ay ' 

Yes S 
No 3 

39 Endangered? 
By What? 

Yes Z 
No S 

40 Visible from 
Public Road? 

Yes^T 
No Z 

Fur the r D e s c r i p t i o n of I m p o r t a n t F e a t u r e s 

Large square stone house wi t h a shallow hip r o o f , a c e n t r a l 
b r i c k chi-jiey, and thi-ee dressed stone elevatioms. Tne 
tindows have stone l i n t e l s and p r o j a c t i n g lug s i l l s w i t h 
nini.Tial surrounds. Tne paneled, s i d e l i g h t e d doer has 
T'uscan p i l a s t e r s an-i a transom l i g h t . The rear e l e v a t i o n 
is t reated w i t h random ashlar,as i s the rear service w i n t . 

- J z 

O 

5 

<3 H i s t o r y and S i g n i l i c a n c e 

T.-.is house i s caid t o have been b u i l t i n 18 30 by John Broxm. Architec­
t u r a l l y , i t i s an i n t e r e s t i n g combination of Greek Revival d e t a i l and 
I t a i i a n a t e m rms such as the square plan and hip roof. I t i s perhaps 
the moL : elegant ncuse i n Berea, 

D e s c r i p t i o n of E n v i r o n m e n t a n d O u t b u i l d i n g s 

The s t r u c t u r e stands at the corner of a r e s i d e n t i a l s t r e e t and a side 
a l l e y , Tnere i s a cocamercial f r o n t across the a l l e y and several smaller 

.ises nearby. 
45 b u u r c e s of I n f o r m a t i o n 

Berea H i s t o r i c a l Socie ty f i l e s , Mrs Ghering, 10-77. 
C-jyahoga County A t l a s e s , 

46. P r e p a r e d by 

Fisher 
47 O r g a n i z a t i o n 

48 Oa te 

11-77 

49. Revis ion Oata(«) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic Presenration Offica 

Ohio Historical Center 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

1 No 
CUY-1690- 15 

2 County 

"Xiyahoga 
3 Location of Negatives 

iv-RHS 

4. Present Name(s) 

Gher ing Residence 

5 Other Namets) 
K a s e n f l u g , A . , Residence 

6 Specific Location 

244 L a s t l a n d 

7 City or Town 

Berea 
It Rural. Township & Vicinity 

lne Plan with North Arrow 

e C t n f c r 

S Coordinates 

Lat, 
Berea QLL£:d. 

Long 

U T.M. Reference 

1 7. | 4 i 2 :9 ' ^ 1^0 '4 5 7 9 A 4 0 
Zone Eas'..:y Northing 

•0 Site 3 
Buiidmg ^ 

Structure ~ 
Obiect _ 

• ' Ol. National Yes Z 
Register? No ?? 

12 Is It Yes S 
Eligible? No _ 

13 Part of Estab, Yes ,~ 
Hist, Dist ' No X 

14 District Yes ~ 
Potent ' l ' No ?* 

15 Name of Established District 

16 Thematic Category 

C 
17 Datets) or Period 

1875 
18. Style or Design 

Itaiianate 
19 Architect or Engineer 

2C Contractor or Builder 

21 Original Use, if apparent 

R e s i d e n c e 
22 Present Use 

Res i d e n c e 
23 Ownership Public _ 

Private J5 

24 Owner's Name & Aodress, 
if Known 

Tne Gher incs - (sajne) 

25 Open to 
Publ ic ' 

Ye: Z 
No 3-' 

26 Local Contact Person or Organization 

27 Other Surveys in Which Included 

28 No. ot Stories 2 

29. Sasement? Yes a : 
No C 

30. Foundation Material 
S t o n e 

31. Wall Construction 
Wood Frame 

32 Roof Type & Material 

G a b l e / S l a t e / S h i n n . 
33. No. of Bays 

Front 5 Side 

34. Wall Treatment 

Clapboard 
35 Plan shapeirreguiar 
36. Cnanges 

(Explain 
in «42) 

Addition Z 
Altered C 
Moved G 

37. Condition 
Interior 

Exterior Verv Good 
38 Preservation 

Underway? 
Yes S 
No C 

39. Endangered? 
By What? 

Yes D 
No S 

40. Visible trom 
Public Road? 

Yes a. 
No C 

41 . Distance from and 
Frontage on Road 

40 » 

42 Further Description ol Important Features 

T a l l wood frame house with steep abled roof and wide 
eaves. Tall 2x2 windows wi h gabled architraves and 
shutters. Two entrances on facade with gabled architrave 
that face a front porch v;ith brackets. Imbricated slate 
shingles on some roof surfaces. Porch posts and s o l i d 
r a i l i n g probably a l a t e r addition. 

43 History and Significance 

Although this house does not appear on the 1874 Atlas, the owners claim 
that i t was b u i l t the following year by Anton Hasenflug, He owned 64 
acres of land and a house to the south of thi s oiie i n 1874. 

44 Description of Environment and Outbuildings 

TIE Structure faces a newly paved road with some more recent residential 
and i n s t i t u t i o n a l buildings nearby. 

45 Sources of Inlormation 

Cuyahoga County Atlases 
Interview- with ovmer - 10-77, 

46. Prepared by 

F i s h e r 
47. Organization 

VvUHS 
46. Oate 

10-77 
49. Revi i ion Oata<*) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio H is to r i c Preserya t ion Office 

Ohio H i s t o r i c a l Canter 

Co lumbus , Oh io 4 3 2 1 1 

N o , 

CUY--1691-15 
C o u n t y 

C-j;vaho£ra 
j w , - i t i o n ot Nega t i ves 

v,:i:-:s 
csMmtBaaMiai 
t Spec. t ic L o c a t i o n 

4 Present Name<s) 

Cuyahoga County Fairgrounds Gate 
5. Other Name(s ) 

Eastland s'>uth of East 
Bridge Street 

City or T o w n 

Berea 
It R j r a i . T o w n s h i p & V i c i n i t y 

S i te P ia r Ith Nort- f c * 

E- BriU^c N • 

C o o r f l i n a t e s 

Lat 

U,T M, Reference 

i^erea ^'uec. 
Long 

1 7 i^:- 2 9 4 1 iO '4 5 9 A 4 0 
Nor th ing 

S i te Z 
B u i l d i n g 

Structure 2? 
Ob.iect Z 

- : . National Yes Z 12. Is It Yes S 
Register? No S El igible' Nc _ 

• j Part of Estab Y e s : : 14 District Yes Z 
H.si, Dist ' No S Potent'! ' No S 

15 N a m e of E s t a b i i s h e c D is t r i c t 

16 T h e m a t i c Ca tego ry 

D 
17. DatetS) or Pe r i od 

1929 
18, Sty le or D e s i g n 

I S , ; ' c h i t e c t c r Eng.neer 

20 Co uractor or Builoer 

21 Original Use. if aoparent 

G a t e 

22 Present Use 

G a t e 
23 Ownership Puoi.c 3 

Private Z 

24 O w n e r s N a m e i A c c r e s s , 
it k n o w n 

Cuyahoga Count>-

Open 10 
P u b l i c ' 

Yes X 
No Z 

26 Loca l C o n t a c t Pe'Son or Organ i za t i on 

27 O t r e r S u r v e y s in W h i c h Inc luded 

26 NO o ' S to r i es 

29 B a s e m e n t ? Yes C 
No • 

30 F o u n d a t i o n M a t e n a l 

Concrete 
3 1 . W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

I r o n 
32, Roo f Type & Mate r ia l 

33 N o . o l Bays 
F ron t S ide 

34 W a l l T r e a t m e n t 

35 P lan Shape 

36 C h a n g e s 
( E x p l a i n 
in #42) 

A d d i t i o n Z 
A l t e red Z 
M o v e d w 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
In te r io r 

Ex te r io r 

38 Preserva t ion 
U n c e r w a y ? 

Yes * ; 
No C 

39 Endange red? 
B y W h a t ? 

Yes Z 
N o X 

40 V i s i b l e f r om 
P u b l i c Road? 

41 D i s t a n c e f r o m and 
^ o n j a g e on Road 

cr-

n 
G 
< 
c 
V 

n 
c •< 

o 
p 

n 
G 

c 

Yes X 
No Z 

V 

-! 
o 
c 
E. 
cc 

o 

F u r t h e ' D e s c r i p t i o n of i m p o r t a n t Fea tu res 

Keta l gate w i t h a segmentally-arched extrados and a 
round-arched i n t r ados . Cent ra l i r o n f i n i a l above s o l i d 
name plaque and f l a n i t i n g roundels ensconced i n i r o n 
f i l i g r e e . Paired corner posts w i t h urns r e s t i n g upon 
fla-^ed c a p i t a l s . Bases of f l a r e d concre te . 

43 H i s t o r y and S i g n i f i c a n c e 

This f-ate was erected i n 1929 on the Cuyahoga County Fairgrounds, The f i r s t 
f a i r was held i n 1896, The gate is an interesting cross between the more 
elaborate Victorian styles and the Classical revivalism popular m 1929. 

44 D e s c r i p t i o n of Env i r onmen t ano O u t b u i l d i n g s 

Gate stands on a v ide country road t h a t has r ecen t ly become developed. 
T.iere are several t rees and f a i r b u i l d i n g s behind. 

45 . . . /u rces of I n f o r m a t i o n 

Rose. Cleveland. 1950, ng. 506. 

Holzworth, Grit £; Greatness, 1970,pg. 106, 

46. P repa red by 

P-T « ; > i p r 
47 O r g a n i z a t i o n 

i:p>HS 
48 Date 

10-77 
49. Rev is ion Oat«(s) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic Presarvatten Office 

Ohio Historical Center 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

CUY-1694-15 

i ^ O ' j n t y 

Cuvahor-a 
- j l i o n of Negat i ves 

4, P i t ' e n t N a m e i s ) 

Union Cormerce Bank 

5. Other Name<s) 

Specific Location 

40 Front Street 

Ity o- T o o n 11 fijrai. T o w n s h i p i V i c i n i t y 

Berea 

I 

N 

r C c o r f l i n a i e s „ 

Lai 

L T M Pefe 'ence 

Berea Qu 
Long 

id. 

4 2 8 6 5 0 4 5 7 9 5 
Easti.i Nor th ing 

Si te Z 
B u i l d i n g S 

Structure _ 
Obiect Z 

• • ^ , ' la t iona i Yes - 12 IS It Yes ^ 

R e g i s t e r ' No E l i g i b l e ' No _ 

' 3 F a " of Es lao Yes — 14 D is t r i c t Yes ~ 

m s t Dis'. ' No X P o t e n t ' l ' No X 

•5 N a m e of Es iaDnshed Dis t r ic t 

16. T h e m a t i c Ca tegory 

D.C 
;7 . Da te i s ) or Per iod 

ca . 1925 
18. S ty le or Des ign 

Renaissance Revival 
19, A r c h i t e c t or Eng ineer 

2C, C o n t r a c t o r or Bu i lde r 

21 O r i g i na l Use. if apparent 

Bsnk 
22 Present Use 

Ban!--
23 Ownersn.c ; PuOUC _ 

Private S 

24 Owners Name i Accress. 
ll known 

Union Cc^-nerce Bank. 

25 Open to 
P u b l i c ' "lestricrec 

Yes S 
No r 

26 Loca l Con tac t Person or O rgan i za t i on 

27. O the r Surveys in W h i c h I n c l u d e d 

28 N o . of S to r i es 3 

29. Basemen t? Yes C 
N o • 

30. F o u n d a t i o n M a t e n a l 

Concrete 
W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Skele ta l Fra.-ne 
Roof Type & Material 

33 No of Bays 
Front 4 Side 

34 W a l l Treatr ' .ent 

35 Plan SrMQej^^.^^^i^ 

36 C h a n g e s 
( E x p l a m 
in 1142) 

A d d i t i o n Z 
A l t e r e d Z 
M o v e d C 

37 Cond i t iO i - , • 
In ter ior t a i r 

Exterior V e r y Good 
36 Preserva t ion 

U n d e r w a y ' 
Yes 3 
No O 

39 Endangered? 
B y Wha t? 

Yes C 
No K 

40 Visible from 
Public Road? 

Yes>S 
No 

41. Distance from and 
Frontage on Road 

On sidewall-: 

par-

^ j r t h e ' Desc r i p t i on c ' Impc r tan t Features 

Large rectangular s tone-faced s t r a c t u r e w i r h a s - l i d 
apet , a den t i l ed co rn ice , and a ser ies of la rge round-
arched uindcws on the f i r s t f l o o r w i t h elon^'ated vcuss 
An unccursed stone v;atertable acts as the f i r s t f l o o r s i l l 
There i s a comer metal c lock and an entrance to the upp 
f l o o r s at the s i de . The i n t e r i o r b.as b ien remodeled. 

H i s t o r y and S ign i f i cance 

This str-ucture i s perhaps the most prominant of the conmercial s t ruc tu res 
i n the downtown area of Berea. I t i s also a good example o f the r e s t r a i n t 
of the Renaissaice Revival s t y l e . The bank was b u i l t on the s i t e of Berea's 
e a r i y h o t e l , the Nukes H o t e l . 

<J D e s c r i p t i o n of Env i ronmen t and O u t b u i l d i n g s 

The building stands on a corner l o t with several older comnercial struc­
tures cn one side and a new complex of shops across the street. I t faces 

small park. 
- j u r c e s of i n f o r m a t i o n 

Holzworth, G r i t k Greatness.1970,pg, 58. 

46. Prepared by 

Fisher 
47. Organization 

^V-R:-:S 

48 Oate 

10-77 
49 Revision Oata(s) 



OHIO HI.STORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic Preservation Office 

Ohio Historical Canter 
Columbus. Ohio 43211 

CUY-1693-15 
Z County 

C u v a h c a 
Luxation ot Negatives 

4. Present Name(s) 

Bishop Rea l t o r s 

5. Other Name(s) 

S;ec:lic Location 

279 F r o n t 

C't> or Town 

Berea 
If Rural, Township & Vicinity 

Site Piar with Nort' ' i ' r r » 

B - ^ i c y 

t 
N 

Cocro,nates Berea Quad. 
Lat Long 

'J T.M Refe-erce 

1 7 4 2 8 6 2 10 4 5 C 0 2 9 0 
Zone Easting Northing 

-0 Site Z 
BuiiQing 2? 

Structure 
Obiect -

• • _ National Yes Z 
Register^ No 3 

12, Is It Yes 
Eligible? No 

Pan 0' Estac Yes Z 
Hist D is t . ' No E 

14 District Yes 
Poient'l? No X 

15 Name of Established District 

16 Thematic Category 

C 
17 Daiels) or Penod 

c a . 1895 
IS Style or Design 

C l a s s i c a l R e v i v a l 
19. Architect or Engineer 

20. Contractor or Builoe' 

21, Original Use. if apparent 

Residen ce 
22 Present Use 

O f f i c e s 
23 Ownersnip Public _ 

P r i v a t e ^ 

24, Owners Name & Aocess. 
if known 

Bishop Real-y 

25 Open to 
Public' Restr i c t e d 

Yes ^ 
No r 

26 Local Contact Person or Organization 

27. Other Surveys in Which Included 

28 No. of Stones 2 - 1 / 2 

29 Basement' Yes S 
No G 

30 Foundation Material 

Sto ne 
31 Wall Construction 

B r i c k 
32 Roof Type & Material 

H i p / S h i n : : l e 
33. No. of Bays 

Front ^ Side 

34 Wall Treatment 

Br ickA. 'ood T r i m 
35 Plan Shapetlectan g l e 
36 Changes 

(Explain 
in #421 

Addition Z 
Altered G 
Moved C 

37, Coridition 
Interior 

Exterior V;?>-, , G o o d . 

38 Preservation 
Underway' 

Yes E; 
No C 

39 Endangered' 
By What? 

Yes C 
No S 

40, Visible from 
Public Road' 

Yes Z 
No Z 

41 Distance Irom and 
Frontage on Road 
60 ' 

42 Further Description of Important Features 

Large s y m m e t r i c a l b i ' l c k s t r u c t u r e w i t h a b road h i p roof 
t a l l c h i m n e j ' s , h i p p e d dormers , a b r a c k e t e d eave, and 
wide 1x1 doub l e -hung vr indovs . C e n t r a l bay has s i d e l i g h l j e d 
e n t r a n c e and a p r o j e c t i n g v i ndow above. F u l l f I D n t po rch 
w i t h b a l u s t r a d e d r a i l i n g , Tuscan columns, and b racke t ed 
c o r n i c e . F o u n d a t i o n o f r u s t i c a t e d coursed a s h l a r . 

i 3 History and Significance 

T l i i s house , s a i d t o be t h e work of New York a r c h i t e c t S t a r i f o r d \ ^ h i t e , i s 
a good example o f t h e t r a n s i t i o n f rora the h o r i z o n t a i i t y o f the p r a i r i e 
S t y l e t o t h e s v u i m e t r i c a l r e s t r a i n t o f the C l a s s i c a l R e v i v a l . Both s t y l e s 
were common t o ' t h e l a t e 1 9 t h and e a r l y 2 0 t h C e n t u r y , 

44 Description of Environment a rd Outbuildings 

Tae b u i l d i n g standi on a corner l o t at the i n t e r s e c t i o n of two heavily 
t r a f f i c k e d roads. There are several trees and shrubs on t.-.e land. 

45 .^ourcer of Information 

Cuyahoga Co. Atlases 
Interview w i t h owner. 

46. Prepared by 

F i s h e r 
47. Organization 

UTIHS 
46 Oate 49. Revision Oate(*) 

10-77 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic Preservation Office 

Ohio Histor i i^ l Center 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

• No 

C'JY-i695-15 
: County 

C u v a h c a 
i.^..ation of Negatives 

4. Present Namels) 

The P h i l t i r a Gould B a l d w i n J-temorial L i b r a r y 

5. Otner Nam«(s) 

€ Specific Location 

c o r n e r F r o n t & Bagley Rd, 

: i iy or Town If Pv,rai. Township & Vicinity 

Rp rp ,̂  
Site Plan with Nortr Ar-pw 

t 

r Coordinates 3c r ca Cuad. 
Lat Long 

U T M. Reference 

1 7 ;4:2,3 T i n 4 5 8 0 ' 1 0 
ione Easting Northing 

Site _ 
Building S 

Structure _ 
Otiect Z 

: - _ N a t i o n a l Yes Z 12 Is It Yes X 

R e g i s t e r ' No S E ' l g i p i e ' No ^ 

• 3 Part of Es tab Yes r 14 D i s t r i c t Yes * ' 

H is t Dist ' No X P c ' e n t ' l ? No ~ 

15 Name ol Established District 

T ^ ^ n e m S I ^ S ^ o O ' 

C,G 
17. Datets) or Period 

1895 
18. Style or Design 

Rgchardson Romanesque 
19. Architect nr Engineer 

20, Con t rac to r or Bu i lde r 

21 O n g m a l Use. If apparen t 

L ib ra i -v 
22 Present Use 

Librar- . ' 
23 O w n e r s h i p Pub l i c Z 

Pr ivate •? 

24 Owners Name 4 Address, 
if known 

B a l d w i n - W a l l a c e C o l l e g e 

25 Open to 

Public' r c e s t r i c t e c 
Yes X 
No ~ 

26 Locai Cont,'!'-t Person or Organization 

27 Other Surveys m Which Included 

28. No ol Stories 

29 Basement? Yes S 
Nc C 

30. Foundation Material 

Stone 
31 Wall Construction 

Stone 
32 Roof Type & Material 

Hip/Shingle 
33 No. Of Bays 

Front A Side 

34 Wall Treatment 

Random A s h l a r 
35 Plan Shape R.ectan£r le 
36 Changes 

(Explain 
in «42) 

Addition C 
Altered Z 
Moved G 

37. Condition 
lnter ior_ 

Exterior 

Good 

38 Preservation 
Underway? 

Yes S 
No Z 

39 Endangered? 
By What? 

Yes Ci 
No S 

40 Visible Irom 
Public Road? 

YesZ: 
No • 

41 Distance Irom and 
Frontage on Road 
100* 

Fiirther Oescriptinn of Important Features 

Smal l s tone s t r u c t u r e w i t h a broad h i p r o o f and a l a r g e 
w a l l dormer on t h e f a c a d e . This has a c e n t r a l r o u n d - a r c ^ d 
window w i t h s e v t i r a l s m a l l e r r e c t a n g u l a r hoodmolded w i n 
dov;s b e l o w . C o r n e r round - ar<h ed e n t r a n c e w i t h sq-jat Roman­
esque column and s tone s t e p s . Stone c o r n i c e w i t h s tone 
d e n t i l s c o n t i n u e s a l o n g t h e bacl : . Side s e m i - c i r c u l a r bay 
t.'indoT.'. . — 

43 History and Significance 

This structure was dedicated on June 14, 189A, I t served as the li b r a r y 
for Baldwin University a f t e r the campus was moved from the SDuth side of 
Berea. Tne building was named after the grand-daughter of the college's 
founder, John Baldwin. I t is a good example of i t s styl e . 

44 Description of Environment and Outbuildings 

Tr.e structure stands on a corner l o t , i n front of the other college 
buildings, Tnere are several large trees nearby. 

45 .^wurces of Information 

Holzworth, Grit St Greatness, 1970, pg. 125, 
46, Prepared by 

F i s h e r 
47. Organization 

î/RHS 
48. Oate 

10-77 
49. Revision Oat*(s) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio H is to r i c Presenra t ion Off ice 

Ohio H i s t o r i c a l Center 

Co lumbus , Oh io 4 3 2 1 1 

CUY-170C-15 
, o u n t y 

Baldwin Wallace Conservatory of Music 

Cuvahca 
L i . / ^ t i o n of Nega t i ves 

4 Present Nama ls ) 

5. Other Name(s) 

Kulas Musical Arts Building 

6 Spec i f i c L o c a t i o n 

corner of Front £: East 
Canter Street 

~ C i t y or T o w n If Rura l . T o w n s h i p & V ic in i t y 

Berea 
; S i te Plan w i th N o r t h A v o w 

C o o r f l i n a t e s 

Lat 

U T M, Reference 

2 8 6 5 '0 4 5 7 9 7 5 Q 
East inc Ncr th ino 

•c Si te 1 
B u i l d i n g X 

S i ruCture 
Ob iec t 

'.̂  . N a t i o n a l Yes _ 
R e g i s t e r ^ No ?? 

•3 Part of E s . a t Yes _ 
>-iiEt, Dist ' No X 

12 Is It Yes S 
E l i g i b l e ' No _ 

14 D i s f i c t Yes _ 
P o t e n t ' l ' No V 

•5 N a m e of E s t a b l i s h e d D is t r i c t 

16. T h e m a t i c Ca tego ry 

D.G 
17 Date ls) or Per iod 

1912 
18 Sty le or Des ign 

Jacobethan 
19. A rch i t ec t or Engineer 

20 C o n t r a c t o r or Bu i lde r 

21 Or ig ina l Use . If apparent 

Music Conservatory 
22 Present Use 

Music Classroom B l d r . 
23 O w n e r s h i p Pub l i c _ 

Pr ivate X 

24 Owner ' s N a m e & A d d r e s s , 
If Known 

Zt Opt in to 
P u b l i c ' Res t r i e i:ec 

Yes ?> 
No Z 

26, Loca l Con tac t Person or O r g a n i z a t i o n 

27, Other Surveys m W h i c h I n c l u d e d 

26 N o . of S t o n e s 

29 B a s e m e n t ? Yes 2 
No Z 

30 F o u n d a t i o n M a t e n a l 

Stone 
31 W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

S t o n e / B r i c k 
32 R o o f Type & Mate r ia l 

Flat/Gravel 
33. N o Of Bays 

F r o n t S ide 

34 W a l l T r e a t m e n t 

landom A.-̂ hi p.r 
35 P lan S h a p e p . e c t a n - l e 

36 C n a n g e s 
( E x p l a i n 
in #42) 

Addition ~ 
Altered Z 
Moved Z 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
I n te r i o r 

Good 

Ex te r i o r 

38 P r e s e r v a t i o n 
U n d e r w a y ? 

Yes S 
No 3 

39 E n d a n g e r e d ? 
B y W h a t ? 

Yes 
No ?? 

40 V i s i b l e f r o m 
P u b l i c R o a d ' 

Yes 3 
No C 

D i s t a n c e t r o m and 
^ g i y a g e o n R o a d 

Fu r the r D e s c r i p t i o n o l I m p o n a n t Features 

Large masonry strucrmrc with a dressed stone parapet thajt 
contains a carved name plaque and a c e n t r a l gabled sec­
t i o n . Below i s a random ashlar facade v.-ith 1x1 double-
hunr windows ;,-ith minimal surrounds. Entrance has a 
basket-handle or four-centered arch set w i t h i n a dressed 
stone surround. P.ear section faced w i t h l i g h t b r i c k . 

43 H i s t o r y and S i g n i f i c a n c e 

The b u i l d i n g was b u i l t as the Kast Conservatory of 1-lusic, named a f t e r WTTU. _ 
Nast. He was the f i r s t president of Baldwin-Wallace College and a leader i n 
the Gern̂ .an hJethodist Movement, I t s present dedication i s t o E.J.Kulas f o r 
his support to the m-usical a r t s . The school i s considered t o be one of t-.e 
h o . q t i n •^ -hp r n v n - ^ T - ^ r M - I > > ^ q 1 a- r -^ -o - i T 1 r? r ^ - n n n ' ^ P - f i h - i . - i t o r i a l . 

44 D e s c r i p t i o n of E n v i r o n m e n t a n d CJutbu i ld ings 

The s t r u c t u r e stands on a comer l o t along the main s t r e e t i n Berea. There 
are commercial structures on both sides and the Bi;-; campus behind. 

45 s o u r c e s Of I n f o r m a t i o n 

Rose, Cleveland, 195C, pg. 715,816. 
i.olz'.vorth, GriT £: Greatness, 1970, 

46. Prepared by 
F i s h e r 

47. O r g a n i z a t i o n 

iJRHS 
A6. Oate 149. Revision Date(») 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio His tor ic P reserva t ion Off ic* 

Ohio H i s t o r i c a l Center 

Co lumbus, Ohio 4 3 2 1 1 

CUY-1706-15 
r . oun ty 

"uyahoga 
1 d'.ion of Nega t i ves 

..tlHS 

4 Present N a m o i s ) 

5 Other Namets ) 

French,?.; A s l i n - , J.E., Residence 

i Spec i f i c L o c a t i o n 

.-1 Henry 

. . I t v o r 1 o w n 

Berea 
!f Fu^a. T o w n s h i p i V i c in i t y 

£ S i te Plan w i t h N o r t h A - - o * 

t 
N 

5 C'Dordinates 

Lat 
ea 
Long 

U T,M, Reference 

8 5 1 0 9 6 ^ 0 
East ing Nor th ing 

10 S i te Z 
B u i l d i n g S 

S t ruc tu re _ 
Ob iec t 3 

"" ^ , ^a t iona l Yes - 12 Is It Yes ^ 

R e g i s t e r ' No E l i g i b l e ' No I 

13 Part of Es tab Yes — 14 D is t r i c t Yes : 

Mist DiSt ' Nc 5 Potent 1 ' No X 

15 N a m e of E s t a b l i s h e d Dis t r ic t 

16. T h e m a t i c Ca tegory 

c 
17. Datets) or Pe- iof l 

1866 
18. S ty le or Des ign 

I t a i i a n a t e 
IS A r c h i t e c t or Engmee-

2C. C o n t r a c t o r or B u i l o e ' 

O r i g i na l Use . if apparent 

Res i d e n c e 
22 Present Use 

.Resi d e n c e 
23 O w n e r s h i p Publ ic ~ 

P' lvate 2 : 

24 O w n e r s Name i AcO'ess 
if k n o w n 

25 Open to 
P u b l i c ' 

Yes 1 
N o C 

26 Loca l C o n t a c t Person c r C rgan i za t i on 

27 Other Surveys m W h i c h Inc luded 

28 N o . of S t o n e s 

29 B a s e m e n t ? Yes S 
No C 

30. F o u n d a t i o n M a t e n a l 

Random Ashlar 
31 W a i l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Stone 
32 R o p I Tvpe i Ma te r i a l 

Hi p/.''-iS ph . 3 h i ng 1 e 
33 N o . o l Bays 

F ron t 3 S ide 3 

34 W a i l T rea tmen t 

R.cck-faced ashlar 
35 Plan shapejquare 
36 C h a n g e s 

(Exp la in 
in «42) 

Addition 
Altered Z 
Moved Z 

37 C o n o i t i o n 
In te r io r 

Ex ter io r Q O G 

36 Preserva t ion 
U n d e r w a y ' 

Yes Z 
No Z 

39 Endangered? 
By W h a l ? 

Yes • 
N o S 

40 V i s i b l e f r o m 
Pub l i c Road? 

Yes S 
No Z 

41 D is tance f r o m and 
F r o n t a g e on R o a d 

n r 

^ i 

42 Fu r t he r D e s c r i p t i o n ot Impc r t an t Fea tu res 

Square sandstone str-acture wi t h a shalloi- h i p roof, a 
wide f r i e z e , and paired brackets. Dcuble-hung windows 
wdth dressed stone l i n t e l s and lug s i l l s . Hip-roofed 
f ZD nt porch w i t h screening i n f i l l . Central entrance 
flanl-.ed by elongated 2x2 windows. Rear shed-roof lean-
to probably a l a t e r a d d i t i o n . 

tr 

c 
(i e 

— Z 
r. 
. i 
> 
z 

3= 

C 
X 

EI 
c 
f. 
tz 

43 H i s t o r y a n d S ig f i i t i cance 

P. French '..'as a r e a l estate agent and j u s t i c e of the neace i n Berea, H.E. 
French v.'as the f i r s t vice-president of the Library Association, founded 
i n 1885, John A s l i n g , born i n Canada, came to Berea i n 18"0, He estab­
l i s h e d and presided over the Vfest C-jyariora County Fair Association, was a 
•pcuntv sb.eriff f r r n li"97 to 1900 and a count-- commissioner from 1900 to 1902 

44 D e s c r i p t i o n of Env i r onmen t and O u t b u i l d i n g s 

The house is sh ie lded f rom a heav i ly t r a f f i c k e d road by a dense growth 
of shrubs one evergreens. T.-̂ ere i s a net.' f i r e s t a t i c n and hotises f r o n a 
" a r i e t y of periods nearby, 

. - u r c e s of I n f o r m a t i o n , _ ^ , , 

Holzworrh , G r i t & Greatness,1970,pg.7r., 105,122,189. 
Cuyaho a County A t l a s e s . 

46 P r f p a r e d by 

Fisher 
47. o g a n i z a t i o n 

48. Date 

11-77 
49. Rev is ion Oate(«l 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic Preservation Office 

Ohio Historical Center 
Columbus. Ohio 43211 

Nc 

CUY-1708-15 
2 Couniy 

"uv-2ho"a 
. .ation of Negatives 

4. Present Nanie(s) 

5 Other Name(s) 

l - lcBride , A l e x a n d e r , Residence 

6 Specific Location 

50 N . R.ocky .^ ive r Zrrive 

Citv or Town If Rural. Township & Vicinity 

Berea 
5 S te Plan with North Ar-ow 

t 
N 

? Coordinates 

Lat i e r 
U T M Reierence 

i__Z " 4 ' n '4 = 7 9 9 6 0 
Zo-e Easting Northing 

•G Site Z 
Building 2 

Slructure Z 
Obiect Z 

'»aiiona! 
Register'' 

Yes ~ 
No K 

13 Fart of Estac Yes _ 
rtist Dist ' No S 

12 Is It 
El igible' 

Yes S 
No C 

14 District Yes i_ 
Potent ' l ' No ? 

15 Name o' Established District 

16 Thematic Category 

c 
17. Dale(s) or Penoc 

1368 
18 Style or Design 

Goth i c R e v i v a l 
19 Architect or Engineer 

20 Contractor or Buiice' 

21 Original Use. if apparent 

R e s i d e n c e 
22 Present Use 

R.es idence 
23 Ownership Pub l i c _ 

Private 2 

24 Owne'S Name i Address, 
if Known 

25 Open to 
Public? 

Yes I 
No S 

26 Local Contact Pe'sc" or Organization 

27 Other Surveys in Which Included 

28. No. of Stones 

29 Basement? Y e s S 
No C 

30 Foundation Material 

B r i c k 
31. Wall Construction 

B r i c k 
32 Roof Type & Material 

C-able, A s p h . s h i n t . 
33. No. ol Bays 

Front " Side 

34 Wall Treatment 

B r i c k / S t o n e .m 
35 Plan Shape I r r e g u l a r 
36 Changes 

(Explain 
in «42) 

Aodltion S 
Altered Z 
Moved C 

Condition 
Interior 

Exterior GoOG 

38. Preservation 
Underway' 

Yes 2 
No Z 

39 Endangered? 
By What? 

Yes C 
No K 

40 Visible Irom 
Public Road? 

Yes E 
No G 

41 Distance from and 
Frontage on Road 

3 0 ' 

1 

Further Description of Important Features 

Small b r i c k Go-^hic R.evival s t r u c t u r e w i t h a s'jeep g.-ble 
roo:, a '..ide f r i e z e and eaves, and a gabled dorr.er w i t n 
a -'cinted arch window. T..is d e t a i l i s repeated on the 
facade, ĥ i c h hias t'.Jo lancet windows under a pointed-arcfh 
brxck hoocmold, an i r o n balcony w i t h a r a i l i n g i n a 
l y r e p a t t e r n , and two f u l l length glass doors w i t h stone 

odcrn a d d i t i o n i c at the rocra 
History an'd sTgnHicanM 

Alexander McBride v;as Berea's f i r s t r e s i dent physician and mayor of the 
town i n 1367. The house i s one of the few Gothic Revival houses i n Berea. 

44 Description of Environment ano Outbuildings 

Tn3 riDuse i s perched on a k n o l l w i t h several l a r g - trees immediately 
adjacant t o the b u i l d i n g i t s e l f . T.iere is a r i v e r v a l l e y across the s t r e e t 
--"ni houses from a v a r i e t y of periods nearby. 

45 . . u rces of Information 

H o l z w o r t h , G r i t & Grea tness , 1970 , p g , 173 , 
Cuyr.hoga Co-unty A t l a s e s , 

46 Prepare' by 

F IS h a r 
47. Orjpanization 

48 Oate 
11-"/-1 

49 Revision Oatt(s) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio H is to r i c Preservat ion Off ice 

Ohio H i s to r i ca l Center 
C o l u m b u . , Ohio 4 3 2 1 1 

No 

CUY-1712-15 
Z C o u n t y 

-aho 7a 
t .v/^at ion of Nega t i ves 

4 Present Name(s) 
-a 
— 2 
r v c 

5 O the r Namets) 

Diner, F . , Residence 

6 Spec i f i c L o c a t i o n 

515 Rockv Oliver Drive 

If R u r a l , T o w n s h i p & V ic in i t y 

? C c c r f l i n a t e s 

L o n g 

{J T M Bfete'ence 

1 7 4 2 5 1 0 0 ' 4 5 5 1 0 6 0 
E a s i n g Nc 

Si te _ 
B u i l d i n g 2 

Structure Z 
Ociect Z 

--. ^ . l i a t i cna i Yes 12 Is It Yes ^ 

R e g i s t e ' ' No K E l i g i b l e ' Nc _ 

- 3 P a - o l Es tac Yes - 14 D is t r i c t Yes 3C 

H.s; Dist ' No P o t e n t ' l ' Nc Z 

"5 N a m e of E s t a b i i s h e o D is t r i c t 

16. Themat i c C a t e g o ' y 

c 
17 DatetS) or Per iod 

c a , 1870 

18 Sty le or Des ign 

I t a i i a n a t e vernacular 
19 A rch i t ec t or Engineer 

2-C Con t rac to r or Bu i lCe-

21 Or ig ina l Use. if apparent 

P •' r p - ! r 

22 Present Use 

C'wne'Ship P u t l i C ~ 
Pr ivate 2 

24 Owne^ s Name i Acc ress . 
if k n o w n 

25 O p e r :o 
Pu i J i i c ' 

Yes ~ 
No S 

26 Lcca i Con tac t Pe-scn or C ' g a n i z a t i c r i 

27 C t n e ' Surveys m W h i c h i n c l u d e d 

28 N o . of S to r ies 2 

29. B a s e m e n t ? Yes S 
No Z 

30. F o u n d a t i o n Ma tena l 

Goiirsed as.-.lar 

r 
O g 
c = 

31 W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Br ick 
32 R o o f Type, & Mater ia l 

Gable/ola-;e 
33 N o . of Bays 

F r o n t SiSe 

34. W a l l i r e a t m e n t 

Brick/3ton= 
35 P l a n Shape L o . ' . S D C d 

36 C h a n g e s 
( E x p l a i n 
in #421 

A a o i t i o n _ 
A l t e red ~ 
Moved ~ 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
In te r io r 

Ex te r io r y c i i n , ' 

i8 . P rese rva t i on 
U n d e r w a y ' 

Yes Z 
No Z 

3S E n d a n g e r e d ? 
B y W h a t ? 

Yes Z 
No 2 

40 V i s i b l e f r o m 
P u b l i c R o a d ' 

Yes E 
No Z 

41 D i s t a n c e f r o m anc 

F r o n t a g e c n Road 

4 0 ' 

42 F u r t h e ' D e s c r . p t i o r c ' I m p o r t a n t Fea tu res 

Sr ick gabled house ; . ' i j h steep s la te roofs 
and b r i c k chimneys, 2x2 segmentally-arch.e 
w o r k i n - shu t te rs and arched stone l i n t e l s 
menta l ly-arched en-;ranee w i t h a transom 1 
w i t h a recessed porch and separate entrarice. Foundation 
and ."roni: stoop O- coursed ashlar . 

, wide eaves, 
id '..-indows '. . ' i th 
. Karrow, seg-
i g h t . Side w i n ; 

2 i 
ft ~ 
1 Z 

43 H i s t o r y and S i g n i f i c a n c e 

Tne house has a plaque dating i t at 1371. 
and 8 acres belonging to F. Diner. I n 150 
i n 1927 i t belonged to H. Diener Csic."). 
t i o n of a Greek Revival plan and Italj.ar.a 

Tne 1374 Atlas shows the house 
i t belonged to K, Dinar, and 

I t i s an i n t e r e s t i n g combina-
te forms and d e t a i l s . 

44 D e s c r i p t i o n of E n v i r o n m e n t and C u t b u i l d m g s 

--̂e st'ircrure stands at the top of a r i s e 
road leading i n t o Berea. There are severa 

t i t s e l f i s w e l l shaded and maintained. 

along a heavily t r a f f i c k e d 
1 nc..' subdivisions nearby. The 

4S ^ w j ' C e s of i n f o r m a t i o n 

C-^yahcra County At l a ses . 
46 P r e p a r e d by 

Fisher 
47 O r g a n i z a t i o n 

48 D a t e 

11-77 
49 Revis ion Dalata) 
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Ohio His tor ic P t t se rva t i on Office 

Ohio H i s to r i ca l Canter 

Co lumbus , Ohio 4 3 2 1 1 

No 
CUY-1692-15 

2 C c i / . i t y 

uvahoca 
^ u . ^ t i o n ot Nega t i ves 

:',T̂ HS 

4 Present ,Same(si 

S t , Thomas E p i s c o p a l Churcn 

5. O tne r Namets ) 

6 Spec i f i c Loca t i on 

224 Seminarv h. Bagley 

Ci t y or Town If Pura, , T o w n s h i p i V ic in i ty 

Berea 
S S i te Plan w i th N o r t h A - - ? * 

N 

9 Coordinates 3 ^ ^ ^ ^ .-^^^^^ 

Lat Long 

U T M. Befe 'ence 

1 7 • 4 2 8 8 0 0 4 5 S 0 2 5 0 
Zone Eastinc N c r t h i r q 

10. Site Z St ruc tu re 
B u i l d i n g S Qp iec i -

11 ational Yes Z 12 Is It Yes •z. 
R e g i s t e r ' No 5 E ' l g i D ' e ' Nc -

- 3 Part of Estat ! Yes _ 14 Dis t r ic t Yes 

H'St Dist 7 No 2? P o t e r . f l ' No 

•5 N a m e of E s t a b l i s h e d Dis t r ic t 

:6 Th<ma t i c Ca tegory 

C'^teis) or Penoc 

1893 
16, S ty le or Des ign 

Richardsor . Rom^,nes'"ue 
19 A rch i t ec t or E n g i n e e ' 

20 C o n t r a c t o r or B u u o e ' 

L. Or ig i na l Use, if apparen t 

C h n T h 
22 Present Use 

C h u r c h 
23 O w n e r s h i p Pub l i c _ 

Pr iva te 3 

H O w n e ' S Nar -e i A c c r e s s 
if k n o w n 

Open to 
P L ' P I I C ? 

i ' . e S ' -crec 
Yes ? 
No _ 

26 LOcai Con tac t Pe 'son or O r g a n i z a t i o n 

Other Surveys in W h i c h I n c l u d e d 

J . 

28 N o . Ot S t o n e s 

29 B a s e m e n t ? Yes 2< 
No C 

30 F o u n d a t i o n Ma tena l 

Stone 
31 W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Stone 
32. Roo* Type & Ma tena l 

Gable/Shin'-le 
33 N o . of Bays 

F r o n t S ide 

34 W a l l T rea tmen t 

R u s t i c a t e d /•.•^hlar 
35 P lan S h a p e ' ^ e c ' ^ ^ n i - T e 

36, C h a n g e s 
(Exp ia i n 
in •42 ) 

Aodition J5 
Altered Z 
Moved Z 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
In te r io r 

Ex te r io r Good 
36, P rese rva t i on 

U n d e r w a y ' 
Y e s X 
No Z 

39 E n d a n g e r e d ? 
B y W h a t ? 

Yes Z 
No S 

40 V i s i b l e f r o m 
P u b l i c Road? 

Yes 3 
No ~ 

4 1 . D i s t a n c e t r o m and 
- r o n l a g e on Road 

.50 ' 

42 F u r t h e r D e s c r i p t i o n of I m p c ' l a r ; Fea tures 

Small Stone church w i t h a steep gable roof and a parapet 
v_able w i t h a gabled w a l l steeple, Tnis r̂ as a rcunc-arche^ 
opening above a large c i r c u l a r 
:.~iCtif containing a central 
gabled entrance vestibule 
dressed stone l i n t e l s . Rusticated ashlar walls i n a l t 
wide and narro'.'.' courses. Modern a d d i t i o n on two sides. 

43 H i s t o r y ano S ign i f i cance 

indow and a l o w e r F a l l a d t a n 
p o i n t e d - a r r h window. Corner 

o f wood. Side w-indows p n i r e d uf ider 
1 4 - A . . — 

— 

Tnis chLUrch i s c o n s t r u c t e d v i t h the l o c a l l y q u a r r i e d s a n d s t o n e . I t s 
a r c h i t e c t u r e i s r e m i n i s c e n t o f the iT.assive w e i g h t i n e s s o f t h e R,ichard-
s c n i a n t r a d i t i o n , a l t h c - i g h i t s c e n t r a l p o i n t e d - a r c h window c o n t r a d i c t s 
t h a t imt-^ressi o n . Tn.3 r e a r a d d i t i o n s were added i n the 1960 ' s and 1 9 7 0 ' s . 

D e s c r , p t i o n of E n v i r c n n e n t and O u t b u i l d i n g s 

The b u i l d i n g s tands on a c o r n e r l o t , across f r o m the B a l d w i n - W a l l a c e 
ca.mpus. I t fr-ces a s i d e r e s i d e n t i a l s t r e e t . 

45 :>ources of ' i f o r m a t i o n 

Ctzyahoga Co. A t l a s e s . 
46 Prepared by 

F i s h e r 
47 O r g a n i z a t i o n 

WRHS 
48 Da te 

10-77 
49 Revis ion Oate(s) 
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Ohio Historic Preservation Office 

Ohio Historical Center 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

No, 
CUY-1697-15 

2 Count I 'X 

CUYa; ho ' a 
L o c . - t i o n N e g a t i v e s 

4. Present Name(») 

L i n d s e y Grossman C.-.apel 
5. Othc .amets) 

C-erman M e t h o d i s t C.-.urch B-W Col l ege c h a p e l 

Specific Location 

Seminary near School S t , 

Ci ty or Tl. 

Berea 
it Rural. Township & Vicinity 

Site Plan with North A"ow 

0 

D 
5 Cooramates 

Lat 

U T M Reference 

Berea 'Ouad. 
Long 

• Name f̂ Established Distr'Ct 

Lyceum V i l l a g e Square 

16 Thematic Category 

17 Daiets) or Period 

1872 
18 Style or Design 

Romanesque R e v i v a l 
19 Architect or Engineer 

2C Contractor or Buiice' 

21 Original Use, 
C h u r c h 

r apparent 

22 Present Use 
C h t i r c h 

23 Ownership Public _ 
P-ivate ?? 

24 Owner's Name i Aooress. 
if known 

Baldwin - ' - ' a l l ace Co l l ege 

1 - ' 6 ' - p 7 P n 4 5 7 0 7 9 0 
Zz-.ft Eastinq Northing 25 Open to Yes 

Public' R.es t r i e ced NO _ 
.Q Site Z Structure w 

Building ?? Osiect ^. 26 Local Contact Person or Organization 

• - „ . iMaticnai Yes S 
Registe'^ Nc Z 

12 Is It Yes _ 
El igible ' No _ 

• - „ . iMaticnai Yes S 
Registe'^ Nc Z 

12 Is It Yes _ 
El igible ' No _ 27 Other Surveys m Which induced 

3 Pan of Estas Yes ? 
Hist Dist '• He Z 

14 D Strict Yes Z 
Potent ' l ' No _ N a t i o n a l R e g i s t e r 

26 No. of Stones .L 

29 Basement' Yes?? 
No 

30 Foundation Material 

Stone 
31 Wall Construction 

Sandstone 
32 Roof Type & Material 

G a b l e / S l a t e 
33 No Of Bays 

Front Side -
o 

34 Wall Treatment 

Dressed stons 
35 Plar Shapep^ectancle 
36 Changes 

(Explain 
in »42) 

Addition _ 
Altered^ 
Moved Z 

Condition 
lnterior_ 

Extenor Good 

38 Preservation 
Underway? 

Yes 2? 
No G 

39 Endangered? 
By What ' 

Yes C 
N o G 

40 Visible from 
Public Road? 

Y e s S 
No D 

41 Distance from and 
Frontage on Road 

25 ' 

C 
- J -

r" « 

It 2 
C B •< r 

a 

n H 
c 

Furths' Dcsc'iptio' ' of important Features 

Rectangular stone ch'orch w i t h a c e n t r a l to^^er. This has 
broach s - i r e , angle buttresses, c i r c u l a r and round-archdd 
louvers, and a recessed round-arched entrance p o r t a l . Tl-je 
t.-indows are round-arched w i t h c i r c a l a r or c u a t r e f o i l t r a n ­
soms. Side bays ex ressed by v e r t i c a l bands of stone. 
Comer pinnacles o:i facade. I n t e r i o r r e c e n t l y remodeled. 

43 History ano Significance 

T i e Emm--nuel M e t h o d i s t - E p i s c o p a l Chxirch wao o r g a n i z e d i n 1856. L a t e r 
known as the German M e t h o d i s t Church , t hey j o i n t l y c o n s t r u c t e d the church 
i n 1372 w i t h the Germjv ' - - l lace C o l l e g e . The c o l l e g e came i n t o comple te 
o w n e r s - i p i n 1949. and i t vas renamed the L indsey Crossnen Chapel i n 1953. 

let z 

1^ 
r; 
f — 

y 

I 
cc n 

44 Desc'iption ct Environment and Co l t j i iC 'n j ;5 

The chapel stands on a woded quadrangle, surrounded b;- ot-.er college 
b u i l d i n g s . 

3-

sources ot Irforn-.ation 
National Register form. 
Holz-.;crth, G r i t k Greatness, 1970. 

46 Prepared by 

r i s h e r 
47 Oiganization 

46 Date 1-9 Revision Oate<s) 

10 -77 ' 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio Historic i reservation Office 

Ohio Historical Canter 
Columbus, Ohio 43211 

CUY- I698 -15 
1.^0' jnty 

Cuyaho'xa 
LOi.ation of Negatives 

4. Present Name(s| 

Mart ing H a l l 

5 Other Name(si 

Baldwin-Wallace Colla' .e Me.morial B u i l d i n g 

Specific Location 

Seminary n2ar School S t . 

Cit) or Town 

Berea 
If Rural. Township & Vicinity 

Sue Plan with Nonr 

.1 I 

A'-rpw 

Q 
I 

1 

t 
N 

cK«rc>\ 

coordinates 
Bere< 

Long 

L ' M Reference 

4 8 8 0 4 5 7 9 7 6 0 
Easting Northing 

Site r 
Building J? 

Structure 
Obiect 

•w ,<a\ ionai Yes 5 12 IS It Yes 

R e g i s t e r ' Nc Z E l i g i b l e ' No -
: Part of Es tab Yes >1 14 D is t r i c t Yes 

- . : t C i S t . ' Nc Z P o t e n t ' ; ' No -
Name cf Established District 

Lvceun Villa-e Scuare 

16 Thematic Category 

C,G 
17 Daiets) or Period 

1895 
;8, Style or Design 

Richardson Romanesque 
19 Arcni'ec. or Engineer 

Godfrey Fugman 
2C Contractor or Builde' 

Original Use. if apparent 

toin classroom bldr,. 
22 Present Use 

A d m i n i s t r a t i v e b l d g . 
23 Ownership P u p i i c _ 

Private ?S 

24 Owner s Name & Acaress 
if Known 

Baldwin-w'allace College 

25 Cpen to 
Publ ic ' Restrie1 

Yes rr> 
No Z 

26 Local Contact Person or Organization 

Othe' Surveys in Wnich Includec 

National R,ecister 

28 No 0' Stones 

29, Basement? Yes X 
No c: 

30. Founcation Matenal 

l-lasonrv 
Wall Construction 

S t o n e 
32 Roof Type & Material 

Gable/Sr.in£i e 
33, No of Bays 

Front 2 Side 

34 Wall Treatment 

Random Ashlar 
35, Plan ShapeRec tan g l e 
36 Changes 

(explain 
in #42) 

Addition Z 
Altered Z 
Moved C 

Concition 
Interior Very Good 
Exterior Ve ry Good 

36 Preservation 
Underway' 

Yes 5 
No C 

39 Endangered' 
By What ' 

Yes C 
No K 

40 Visible from 
Public Road' 

Y e s X 
No Z 

41 Distance from and 
Frontage on Road 

100' 
•^jrther Description of Important Features 

Large stcnc. s t r - j c tu re w i t h octagonal l a n t e r n , corner p i n 
tuaCles, and several parapet gable roo f s and w a l l dormers 
Second f l o o r round-arched t>7indows w i t h stone vousso i r s . 
Central rcund-arched entrance f l anked by ser ies of engaged 
R.omanesqiie colu.mns. Above i s a name plaque and a semi-
c i rc-_ lar p r c i e c r i o n w i t h a con ica l r o o f . P a r t i a l cornice 
bias ston3 d e r . t i l s . 

43 HistOi^ and S.gmficani-.e 

B.d.lt as the main classroom b u i l d i n g of Germ.an-Wallace Col lege , the struc­
ture emplovs l o c a l l y q-aarried stone and i s a good example of the l a t e 
phase of the Richardson Romanesque s t y l e . Tne col lege was founded i n 1864 
to -•'-omote the Germian c u l t u r e . The b u i l d i n r : was renamed Mart ing K a i l i n 

I 
Description of Environment and Outbuildings 

Tne structur:; stands on a wooded quadrangle surrounded by other college 
buildings datin;^ fID m various periods. 

45 iuurces o' information 

National Regis ter fo rm. 
.10 J Grit k Greatness, 1970. 

46 Prepared by 

Fisher 
47. Or janizai ion 

' . .c IS 
48 Dale 

10-77 
49 Revision 0ata(9l 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
CUY-lfe99 15 

Ohio His tor ic Presenrat ion Office 
Ohio H i s to r i ca l Center 
Co lumbus , Ohio 4 3 2 1 1 

r Coun ty 

'w>uvahoca 
Loi .« , ion Of N e g a t i v e s 

i Spec i f ic . . oca t i on 

4 Present Name<S) 

5, Other Namets) 

Dietsch I l a l l 

Corner of Seminary k 
Sci.ool S t ree t 

City or T o w n 

Berea 
If R u r . i . T o w n s h i p i V c in i t y 

S te P la r w i t h N o r t h A r - o * 

. I 

i ^oo 'Cma ies 

Lat 
B e r i ^ a :^adran':le 

b n g • 
U T M Reference 

1 7 i : . 2 S 8 l 0 . 4 5 7 0 8 - 0 • 
T e e E a s i n g N c r t h m ; 

'T, Site Z St ruc tu re _ 
B u i l d m g S Ooiect -

- - o . . ' .a t iona l Yes 12 Is It Yes 

P e j i s t e r ' No 3 E i i g i f ' e ' Nc -
- : P a - of Es tac Yes •4 D.st r ic t Yes Z 

»-iSt Dis- " No _ F o t e - t " ' No -
. ' . a m e 0 ' Es tab i i sheC D i s t n c i 

Lyceum Village Square 

16 ' h e m a t i c Ca tego ry 

C.G 
17 Datets) or Per iod 

1899 
18 Sty ie or Des ign 

High V i c t o r i a n Gotaic 
19. A r c r . , e c t or Engineer 

20 Con t rac to r or Bunder 

21 Or ig ina l Use . if apparent 

Dormi ro>-<.' 
22 Present Use 

Cl a.<;srno-!-
23 O w n e r s h i p P'JC'IC Z 

Pr ivate X 

24 Owner ' s Name 
if k n o w n 

& AOdress. 

Bald'*in-'/ 'allace CoMe '.e 

26 N o , of S to r ies 

29 B a s e m e n t ' 
2=1/2. 

Y e s X 

No C 

30 F o u n a a t i o n M a t e n a l 

Stone 
31 W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Sandstone 
32 Roof Type & Mater ia l 

Hip/gable/s^ate 
33 No of Bays 

Front S ide 

34 Wa l l T rea tment 

R.andom Ashlar 
35 Plan ShapeRectan-'le 
36 C h a n g e s 

(Exp la in 
in #42) 

A d d i t i o n Z 
A l t e r e d X 
Moved n 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
In te r io r 

Ex ter io r 

25 Open to 
P u b l i c ' Restr ic t 

Yes ? 
Nc Z 

36 P rese ' va t i on 
U n d e r w a y ' 

26 Loca l Con tac t Person or O r g a n i z a t . c 

;7 Other Surveys m Wh ich I nc l uded 

National Recis^er 

Yes^?: 
No C 

39 E n d a n g e r e d ' 
By W h a t ' 

^es Z 
No 

40 V i s i b le f r om 
Pub l i c R o a d ' 

Yes C 
No Z 

41 D is tance f r om and 

F r o n t a g e on Road 

100 ' 

Far ther D e s c ' i p t i c n of I m p o r t a m Features 

Large stone s t r u c t u r e w i t h a h ip roof and f l a r e d eaves. 
Tne dormers have high hip roofs or steep gables ' . . i t h 
pc in-ed-arch '.-indows. Brackets under m.ain eaves. Tnree 
lancet windows ai'ranged i n stepped f a sh ion on upper f l o c r . 
Central entrance v i t h poin ted-arch transom and q u a t r e f o i l 

indow. ether ndows are double-hung and grouped i n 
o a i r s , — 

His to ry and S i g n i f i c a n c e 

Part of t.~.e o r i g i n a l German Wallace College, the dormitory was b u i l t _in 
1899. I t ^ as namtr-d after i t s principle doner. In the 190S atlas, i t _ i s 
l i s t e d as a "ladies school". The building was altered into an ad.minislra-
tion b u i l d i n t i n 1955 and a classroom building i n 1970. 

44 Desc r .p t i on c f E n v r o n m e n i and C u t b u i l d m g s 

Tne b u i l d i n g str.nds on a c o m e r l o t w i t h col lege b u i l d i n : s to one side 
and r e i dences d a t i n g from about the same timc on the o the r . Trie land 
' - '..-coded and '.veil mainta ined. 

' z a j u r c e s of In fo rm.a t ion 

liationa.1 R.egistcr f o r m . 
Kol2-..'orth, G r i t k Greatness, 1970. 

rijyano a Cc : l a s e s 

46 Prepared by 

Fi sher 
47 O r g a n i z a t i o n 

48 Oate 

10-~7 
49 Rev i s i on Oate(s) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio H is to r i c Presenrat i iw i Off ice 

Ohio H i s t o r i c a l Center 

Co lumbus , Oh io 4 3 2 1 1 

No 

CUY-1701-15 
Coun ty 

Cuvaho^a 
Loca t ion of Nega t i ves 

4 Present Name(s) 

Berea United Church of Christ 

5 Other Name(s) 

F i r s t Congregational Church 

Speci f ic L o c a t i o n 

corner of Seminary S: 
Churc';-'. Street 

' C i ty or T o w - If Ru ra l . T o w n s h i p & V i c i n i t y 

Berea 
Site '••'lan w i t h Nor th A ' l o w 

i 
N 

7 C o o r o m a i e s aarea /uae. 
L o n g 

U T.M Reference 

26 - 5 0 5 7 9 6 7 0 
East inc Nort ih inq 

Si te _ 
B u i l d i n g ¥ 

S t r u c t u r e _ 
Ob iec t ~ -

•" w. rvationai Yes - 12 Is It Yes X 
Register" Nc El ig ib le ' No _ 

•:• Par 0' Estac Yes — 14, District Yes Z 
Hist Dist - N ; X Potent'l? No X 

-5 N a m e of E s t a b i i s h e o D is t r i c t 

16 T h e m a t i c Ca tego ry 

C 
17. Oatels) or Pe r iod 

1856 
18. S ty le or Des ign 

Gothic Re-vival 
19, A rch i t ec t or Eng ineer 

20, Contractor or Builder 

21 Original Use. if apparent 

Chm-ch 
22 Present Use 

Church 
23 Ownership Public ~ 

Private S 

24. Owner ' s N a m e & Aod ress . 
if k n o w n 

25. Open to 
P u b l i c ' T'lestricteG 

Yes ^ 
No ~ 

28 No of S t o n e s 1 

29. B a s e m e n t ? Yes S 
No Z 

30. F o u n d a t i o n M a t e n a l 

Masonrv 
31 W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Brick 
32 R c o l Type & Mate r ia l 

Cable/S.''.in-1 e 
33 N o of B - / S 

F ron t o S ide 

34 W a l l T r e a t m e n t 

Brick/Stone Trim 
35 P lan S h a p e R e c t a r . " l e 

36 C h a n g e s 
' E x p l a i n 
in #42) 

A d d i t i o n S 
A l t e r e d 3 
M o v e d I I 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
In te r io r 

Ex te r io r l O O r ; 

26 Loca l Con tac t P tn ; ^ r . or Organ iza t i on 

27. Otner Surveys in W h i c h Inc luded 

P 'ese rva t i on 
U n d e r w a y ' 

Y e s £ 
No Z 

39 E n d a n g e r e d ' 
By W h a t ' 

Yes Z 
N o E 

40 V i s i b l e f r o m 
P u b l i c R o a d ' 

Y e s X : 
No Z 

41 D i s t ance f r o m and 
F r o n t a g e on Road 21-1 1 

' ^u r t hs ' O e s c ' i p t i c n o l i m p o r t a n t Fea tu res 

Rectangular b r i c k church w i t h a corner entrance tower. 
Broaci; s p i r e stands on b r i c k buttressed tower t.-ith stone 
caps and in s e t louV'.;rs. Pointed-arch recessed p o r t a l 
and pointed-arrh windows w i t h b r i c k hoodmolds. Large 
c e n t r a l pointed-arch window ovei-grovm w i t h i\"y. Modern 
br i c k a d d i t i o n on side and rear. 

43 H is to ry ano S i g n i f i c a n c e 

The F i r s t Con'-recat i o n a l Church of Berea was organized on June 9, 1355. 
With Rev. Stephen Cook as the f i r s t m i n i s t e r , the b u i l d i n g was dedicated 
on March 6, 1856, 

44 Desc r i p t i on of E n v i r o n m e n t a n d O u t b u i l d i n g s 

The church stands on a corner l o t , f a c i a g the wooded campus of Baldwm-
•.'allace Col lege . The do^<7ntov;n area i s one block away. 

45 bo ' j r ces Cl In loTT ia l i cn 

HolzTvorth, I'ien of G r i t L Greatness, 1970,pg. 144. 
46 Prepared t-. 

Fisher 
47 O r g a n i z a t i o n 

•..•R::S 
48 Da le 

10-771 
49 R e v i s i o n 0at«(8) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio H is to r i c Preservat ion Office 

Ohio H i s to r i ca l Center 
Co lumbus , Ohio 4 3 2 1 1 

N o . 

CUY-1716-15 
r C o u n t y 

' ' l yahora 
L̂  , i ion of N e g a t i v e s 

'.'^J-'S 
£ Spec i f i c L o c a t i o n 

4. Present Nama(s ) 

5. Other Namets ) 

St^ne , F . . Residence 

195 S. .Rocky R i v e r Zrrive 

7 C i ty or T o w n If Rura i . T o w n s h i p & V i c i n i t y 

Derea 
? Si te Plan w i t h N o r t " A " ? * 

coo rd i na tes 

Lat 

U T.M. Reference 

oerea 
Long 

4 , 2 l f l 6 '3 5 7 8 9 5 0 
East ing Nor th ing 

10. S i te _ S t ruc tu re 
B u i l d i n g S Ob iec t -

• 1 V. .ational Yes Z 12 Is It Yes 

R e g i s t e r ^ No E l i g i b l e ' No -
• 3 Part of Estab Yes Z 14 D is t r i c t Yes 

H is t D i s t , ' No •? P o t e n t ' l ' No X 

• '• N a m e of E s t a b l i s h e d Dis t r ic t 

16. Thema t i c Ca tegory 

C 
17. Oatels) or Per iod 

ca , 1860 
18. S ty le or Des ign 

I t a i i a n a t e vernacular 
IS A rch i t ec t or Engineer 

20 Con t rac to r or Bui i f le r 

21 Or ig ina l Use , if apparent 

R.es i d e n c e 
22 Present Use 

Res i d e n c e 
23 O w n e r s h i p Pub l i c Z 

Pr ivate S 

24 Owner s N a m e i A o d r e s s . 
l l k n o w n 

Open to 
P u b l i c ' 

Ye« _ 
No S 

26, Loca l Con tac t Person or O rgan i za t i on 

2 " Other Su rveys in Wh i ch Inc luded 

28 N o . of S lo r i es 2 

29 B a s e m e n t ? Yes e? 
No G 

30 F o u n d a t i o n Mate r ia l 

B r i c k 
3 1 . W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

B r i c k 
32 R o o f Type & M a t e n a l 

H i p ./.ks -)h. s h i n s l e 
33 N o of Bays 

F r o n t '? Side 

34. W a l l T rea tmen t 

Br i ck / . . ' ood T r i m 
35 P l a n Shape o C U a r e 

36 C h a n g e s 
l E x p i a i n 
in #42) 

Addition C 
Altered Z 
Moved Z 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
I n te r i o r 

E x t e r i o r :;ooa 
38 P rese rva t i on 

U n d e r w a y ? 
Yes S 
No C 

39 E n d a n g e r e d ? 
B y W h a t " 

Yes Z 
No S 

40. V i s i b l e f r o m 
P u b l i c R o a d ' 

Yes X 
No C 

41 D i s t a n c e f r om and 
F r o n t a g e on Road 

4 - t 

•7 

51 

n 

91 -< •< 
P_ 
0 

Tt: 
P 

z 
ft! 

3 
5. 

42 F u r t h e r D e s c r i p t i o n of Impor tan t Features 

'Square b r i c k s t r u c t - ^ r e v . ' i th a shallo 'v ' h i p -oor, na: -ov; 
saves, and wide unadorned f r i e z e . Double-hung windows 
w i t h stone l i n t e l s and s i l l s . Central s i d e l i g h t e d entrance. 
Side entrance. Front gable porch w i t h wide bargeboards 
and zaoered colu-mns i s a l a t e r a d d i t i o n . 

CAI c 

43 H i s t o r y and S i g n i f i c a n c e 

Stone was on the Board of Directors of the Clev-land Stone Company. 
The f i r m v;as one of several t h a t merged to form one of the l a r est sand­
stone companies i n the •.•jo-cld. The house is an i n t e r e s t i n g mixture of the 
I t a i i a n a t e form and window and door d e t a i l s from the Greek Revival period. 

44 D e s c r i p t i o n of Env i ronmen t and O u t b u i l d i n g s 

The strue:'.'.re faces a wooded nark t h a t was formerly s qu^i-^y s i t e . I t 
i s surrounded by h' Lises t h a t date from a v a r i e t y of periods. 

45 ^(,;es of I n l o r m a t i o n 

^•'^;orth. G r i t .-.OJ Greatness, 1970,pg. 75, 
Cuyahoga Coi^nty Aclases. 

46 P r e p a r e d by 

F i s h e r 
47 O r g a n i z a t i o n 

'.HS 
46 D a t e 

11-77 

49 . Rev is ion Datets) 



OHIO HISTORIC INVENTORY 
Ohio H is to r i c Preservat ion Office 

Ohio H is to r i ca l Cen te r 

Co lumbus , Ohio 4 3 2 1 1 

1 N o , 

CUY-1717-15 
2 C o u n t y 

" "a ho''a 
3 L . . . ^ t i o n of Nega t i ves 

•RHS 

4 Present Name<s) 

5 O t h e ' Name ts ) 

Parker, Dr. H . , Pvcsidence 

£ S p e c i f i c L o c a t i o n 

257 S. Roc'.cy River Drive 

C i t y o r T o w n If Rura.. T o w n s h i p & V i c m i l y 

Berea 
6 S ' te P lan w i t h Nort.h A r ' ow 

M a ^ r i Q e 

9 C o o r o i n a t e s 

Lat 

U T M Reference 

z>erea 
Long 

S 6 ' 5 ' 0 4 5 7 3 8 * 0 
East ing Nor th ing 

10. S i te Z 
B u i l d i n g 5 

Structure _ 
Obiect Z 

\ . . l i a t i ona i Yes 
R e g i s t e r ' No 

12 Is It Yes 2 
E l i g i b l e ' No _ 

Part of Estab Yes Z 
H i s t O l S t . ' No 

14 D.str.ct Yes 
P o t e n t ' l ' Nc 

15 N a m e of E s t a b l i s h e d Dis t r ic t 

16. Thema t i c Ca tegory 

c. 
17 Daiets) or P e n o d 

ca, 187? 
18 Sty le or D e s i g n 

I t a i i a n a t e vernacular 
19 A rcn i t ec t o r Engineer 

20 Contractor or Buiioer 

21 Original Use. if apparent 

Res idence 
22 Present Use 

Residence 
23 Ownership Public Z 

Private S 

24 O w n e r s N a m e 4 Aao ress . 
it k n o w n 

25 Cpen to 
P u b l i c ' 

Yes 
No : 

26 Local Con tac t Person or O r g a n i z a t i o n 

27 Other Surveys in W h i c h I n c l u d e d 

28 N o . of S to r ies 2 

29 B a s e m e n t ? Yes S 
No • 

30. F o u n d a t i o n M a t e n a l 

Random ashlar 
3 1 . W a l l C o n s t r u c t i o n 

yJood Fra.me 
32 Boo f Type & Mate r ia l 

Gable .^Clate 
33 N o . of Bays 

F r o n t 5 Side 

34 W a l l T rea tment 

Claoboard 
35 Plan Shape -^ec tan-u la 
36 C h a n g e s 

(Exp la in 
in «42) 

A d d i t i o n Z 
A l t e r e d Z 
M o v e d Z 

37 C o n d i t i o n 
In te r io r 

Ex te r io r ?QQd 

36 Preserva t ion 
U n d e r w a y ' 

Yes 2? 
No D 

39 Endangered? 
By W h a t ' 

Yes Z 
No E 

40. V i s i b l e f r om 
Pub l i c R o a d ' 

Yes S 
No C 

41 D i s t ance f r om and 
F r o n t a g e on Road 

4 0 ' 

F u r t h e r D e s c r i p t i o n of Impor tan t Fea tu res 

T a l l gabled house w i t h an imbricated s l a t ; roof and wide 
eaves above simi^le sided surfaces. T a l l 2x2 ̂ 'indows have 
rectangular and gabled hoodmolds. Side hip-roofed v;ing 
has entrance recessed under a roof p r o j e c t i o n sunported 
-n a chamfered column. The house i s otiinted red w i t h 
white t r i m . 

43 H i s t o r y a n d S ign i f i cance 

Tnis str-..icture i s l i s t e d as belonging to Mrs, Parker i n 1374. She •.;as the 
wi f e of Dr. H. Parker. Ke was the treas'.^-er of the Berea Libr a r y Associa­
t i o n and probably a professor at Baldwin U n i v e r s i t y , once located across 
from t h i s house. 

4< D e s c r i p t i o n of Env i ronment and O u t b u i l d i n g s 

rh2 ho-cse faces a wooded v a l l e y w i t h sevaral newer houses on three sides. 

_ _ u r c e s 0 ' I n f o r m a t i o n 

Holzworth, Grit L Greatness, l«37n, pg. 27. 
C-.̂ yahoga Ccunty Atlases, 
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• TJ-IS 

4 Present Namets) 

' v / h i t n e y , J o h n , P̂ es i d e n c e 
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1 No 

CUY-1721-15 
Z County 

Cuyahoga 
5 Lww.<tion ol Negatives 

• TJ-IS 

5. Other Namets) 

' . . "hee ler , J o h n , R e s i d e n c e 

6 Spec i f i c L o c a t i o n 

locky R.iver D r . 

C ty or T o w n It Rura l . T o w n s h i p & V ic i r : i t y 

Berea 

C o o r d i n a t e s 

..at 
^.-:rca 

Long 
U ~ U Reference 

2 9 4 5 7 
East ing Nor th ing 

10. Site Z 
Building '2-

S t r u c t u r e 
Ob iec t 

L . Ja i . cna i 
R e g i s t e r ' 

Yes Z 
Nc S 

12 Is It Y e s X 
E l i g i b l e ' No ._ 

Fart of E?tab Yes _ 
HiSt DiSt ' Nc S 

14 D is t r i c t Yes _ 
P o t e n t ' l ' No X 

' 5 N a m e of Es tab l i shed D is t r i c t 

16. Themat i c Ca tego ry 

c 
17 Oale ts i or Per iod 

1354 
IS . Sty le or Des ign 

F e d e r a l / I t a l i a n a t e 
• 9 A rch i t ec t or Engme 

2C- Contractor or Bullae-

J o n a t h a n Va-j^'hn 
21 Original Use. if appa'ent 

Re.'?idence 
22 Present Use 

.Res i d e n c e 
23 Ownership PuDliC _ 

Private S 

24 Owner ' s N a m e & A c o ' e s s . 
if k n o w n 
John whic nev 
445 S. Roci-.-.' River Drive 

25, Open to 
P u b l i c ' 

Yes Z 
No 2 

26 Local Con tac t P e ' s c r or O r g a n i z a t i o n 

27. Other Su rveys in W h i c h I n c l u d e d 

26 N o , of Stor ies 2 

29 B a s e m e n t ' Yes S 
N o C 

30 F o u n d a t i o o Mate.'-ial 

Coursec as m a r 
31 WaJ C o n s t r u c t i o n 

Bric;-. 
32 Poo f Type A Matc ' iaJ 

Hip/ .^spn . s.-.ingle 
33 N o Of B__ays 

F ron t 5 Side 5 

34 W a i l T ea lmen t 

Common bond 
35 P lan S h a p e k C C . . ^ i " U i c 

3c C h a n g e s 
(Exp la in 
in #42 ; 

A d o i t i o n { t 
A l t e red Z. 
M o v e d " 

C o n d i t i o n 
In ter ior Good 

Exter io r 
V.-OOC 

38 Preserva t ion 
U n o e r w a v ' 

Yes 2? 
No C 

39 E n d a n g e r e d ' 
By W h a t ' 

Yes C 
No S 

iC V i s o i e f r o m Yes K 
Public Road' No Z 

41 D i s t ance f r om and 
F r o n t a g e on Road 
7 0 ' 

O 
r ; 

•< 
V 

c 
p 

42 F j r t h e ' D e s c r i p t i o n o l Impo r tan t Fea tu res 

-Rectangular bric'.-. house v;ith a hip r o o f , cupola, arid 
wide wooden cornice t ^ i t h pendant brackets. .1x6 windo'.-s 
w i t h verr.ic'-lated stone l i n t e l s and s i l l s . Central oay 
wi t h entrances on both f l o o r s . Rear gabled wings of b r i 
and wood frame c o n s t r u c t i o n . Front hip-roof porch w i t h 
r-jscan col-jmns an-i screening a l a t e r a d d i t i o n . Central 
in:'2rior s r a i r h a l l . _^ 

cl-. 

< r 
3- £ 
n _ 

43 H is to ry a n d S ign i f i cance 

Tf's house is said to have been b u i l t by e a r l y Berea b'-ilder, Jonatnan 
Viughn i n 1C34. In 1855, Rev. John v.heeler bought i t . He was the f i r s t 
president (1855-1872) of Baldwin Ur.iversity and taught mental and moral 
sc'ence there. I n 1370, i t was purchased by .^eorge •..'allace, brot^.er or 

,̂;̂ p,. benef;.cror of Germpn V.allace Collecre. .Janes •..allace, 
i 4 Desc r . p t i on of Env i ronmen t a n d O u t b u i l d i n g s 

Ih.: Str-acture stands cn a shaded l o t across f r o n a foimie 
no-.- a -ark. Tnere are some more recent houses nearby. 

r u a r r y s i t e . 

4_ :>wj rces of I n fo rma t i on _ 
i - i o l ^ - ' c r t h , G r i t 
C-jyaho a Count 

Grea tnes s , 1970, p g . 2 7 , 1 7 5 , 1 7 6 , i r > l . 
: l a s e s . 
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Appendix B 



1990 CENSUS TRACT 

B E R E A 

CENSUS TRACTS INCLUDED IN THE PROPOSED CRA 



1990 CENSUS TRACT 

1990 POPULATION 

BEREA 19,051 

COUNTY 1,412,140 



1990 CENSUS TRACT 

HOUSING BUILT B E F O R E 1940 

BEREA 1373 



1990 CENSUS TRACT 

BEREA 

BEREA 

COUNTY 

OWNER OCCUPIED HOUSING UNITS 

4,898 (67.6%) 
349,057 (57.7%) 



85459 3/3 



1990 CENSUS TRACT 

SINGLE FAMILY HOMES 
MEDIAN VALUE 

BEREA $74,600 

COUNTY $7ai00 



1990 CENSUS TRACT 

VACANCY RAT*^ 

BEREA OVERALL VACANCY RATE 2.8% 

COUNTY OVERALL VACANCY RATE 6.8% 



1990 CENSUS TRACT 

B E R E A 

BLACK POPULATION 

BF:REA 1,014 (5.3%) 
COUNTY 350,185 (24.8%) 



1990 CENSUS TRACT 

OVER 65 

BEREA 1186(24.2%) 



1990 CENSUS TRACT 

B E R E A 

FEMALE HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 
WITH CHILDREN 

BEREA 372 (5.2%) 

COUNTY 51,987 (9.2%) 



ATTACHMENT K 



/ hereby state that this plan is 
a true and accurate representatiot> 
of the area shorn. 

', i 



1000' Buffer 

Number ol Homes mihm 1000' Buffer - 1208 Homes 
Number ol Homes wUhin 75' Buffer - 254 Homes 

City of Berea, Ohio 


