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July 21, 1998 

Ms. Margaret Royce Galvin 
5253 Hohman Avenue 
Hammond, IN 46320 

Dear Ms. Galvin: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail betw een the tw o acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemalive Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 w iinesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argumenl. the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998. al 
which w e voted to approve the proposed transaciion. subjeci lo a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a final written decision lhat implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaciion. as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreenients aniong the pailies and as further conditioned, would inject conipetition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity of the overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserv ing pnvalely-negoiialed agreemems. In 
particular, lhe Board's condilions include 5 years of oversight, along w ith substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure lhal the iransaclion is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee inleresls, 
including a reaffimiation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee nghts; and several condilions thd. address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about compelition. 

With regard to your specific concems. w hile not ordering implementation of the 
Allemati' e Route proposal, as a condiiion of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safely measures in the Four Cily Consortium 
arca of Indiana to mitigate the environmenlal inipacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant lime waming devices, rerouting several trains offthe Pine 
Junction lo Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track structure and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pinc Junction to Ban 'N'ard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Mdfgan 
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June 4, 1998 

Ms. Linda Morgan, Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

FAXED TO: 202/565-9015 

3: -̂

Re: CSX and Norfolk Southern a c q u i s i t i o n 
of Conrail and Indiana Harbor Belt 

Dear Ms. Morgan: • 

I t i s my understanding that i n connection w i t h the a p p l i c a t i o n of 
CSX and Norfolk Southern to acquire Conrail and IHB, that a 
consortiiim of the c i t i e s of Hammond, Gary, East Chicago and Whiting 
have presented t o the Surface Transportation Board an a l t e r n a t i v e 
plan f o r the r o u t i n g of r a i l r c a d t r a f f i c a f t e r a c q u i s i t i o n . 

I have served, on a volunteer basis, on many long-range planning 
groups, p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r the City of Hammond. I served ou the 
Hammond Redevelopment Commission f o r 10 years and subsequently 
served as Corporation Counsel f o r the C i t y of Hammond f o r 2 years. 

I grew up i n t h i s area. In the 195.0s, 1960s and early 1970s, the 
general populace r o u t i n e l y added 30 t o 60 minutes to estimated 
t r a v e l time on any trj.p with a de s t i n a t i o n i n one of these c i t i e s , 
f o r the sole purpose of allowing time t o wait f o r t r a i n s . V i s i t o r s 
were amazed at t h i s practice. Our major i n d u s t r i e s are located i n 
the extreme north of the county, and i t i s l i t e r a l l y impossible to 
get to them without crossing r a i l r o a d tracks. In the mid-1970s, 
t h i s area experienced a major contraction of primary industry, w i t h 
a r e s u l t i n g prolonged l o c a l recession. Train t r a f f i c went down, 
p a r t l y due t o the economy and p a r t l y due to e f f o r t s on the part of 
lo c a l communities to consolidate r a i l t r a f f i c i n t o r a i l c o r r i d o r s . 

This area has been working f o r decades to implement a long range 
plan to consolidate r a i l t r a f f i c i n t o r a i l c o r r i d o r s so that 
bridges could be b u i l t to accomodate vehicular t r a f f i c . The Hohman 
Avenue bridge i n Hammond was f i r s t proposed i n the 1920s. Funding 
was a problem, and serious work began t o obtain funding i n the 
1980s. The bridge was completed i n 1995. I was not o r i g i n a l l y an 
enthu s i a s t i c supporter of t h i s bridge p r o j e c t . I must t e l l you, 
however, that a f t e r i t was b u i l t , i t took me about 2 days to change 
my mind. "Bridging over r a i l t r a f f i c i s a good t h i n g . Bridges are 
expensive. Funding i s d i f f i c u l t t o get. Consolidation of r a i l 
t r a f f i c i n t o c o r r i d o r s which can be bridged provides r e a l economic 
benefits t o the community, as well as reducing i n j u r y r i s k t o the 
publ i c . 



Surface Transportation Board 
June 4, 1998 
Page Two 

In my experience working f o r and with government, I see as a 
def i c i e n c y , a f a i l u r e t o do prospective long term planning. As a 
consequence, we of t e n have t o deal w i t h problems that could have 
been avoided i n the f i r s t place, and the " f i x " i s much more costly. 

We are an unusual area of the country i n tnat our many 
m u n i c i p a l i t i e s have, i n the past, operated as separate, insular 
e n t i t i e s , and l i t t l e was done on a regional basis, even though you 
p h y s i c a l l y cannot t e l l when you go from one municipality ' to 
another. We have a l l suffered as a consequence. The mayors of 
Hammond, East Chicago, Gary and Whiting are t o be commended f o r 
t h e i r actions i n : 

1. Getting together; 
2. Acting i n concert; 
3 . Coming up w i t h a plan to avoid known problems before they 

occur again. 

I suspect that r a i l r o a d s don't believe i t , but I am personally 
convinced they w i l l save money i n th3 long run i f they do not have 
to defend lawsuits, and pay damages to people who have been inju r e d 
or k i l l e d at r a i l r o a d crossings. 

I urge you t o adopt the A l t e r n a t i v e Plan t o route increased t r a i n 
t r a f f i c t o maximize the use of r a i l l i n e s that cross at separated 
grades and l i m i t the numiber of t r a i n s t h a t use s t r e e t - l e v e l 
crossing. 

Thank you f o r your a t t e n t i o n to t h i s correspondence. 

Very t r u l y ycurs, 

7 } ' ' .' i')l • J' / . . ,^ 
MARGARET ROYCE GALVIN 
MRG:bms 
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July 21, 1998 

Mr. Tom Kadesch 
24312 Flamingo Terrace 
Gaithersburg, MD 20882-3912 

Dear Mr. Kadesch: 

Thank you for your receni leiter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem 
(NS) to acquire conlrol of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two 
acquiring railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board 
(Board) as STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argumenl held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Tollowing oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final wntten decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on J-ly 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoling and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successftilly implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about compelition. 

1 appreciate your inierest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. I f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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24312 Flamingo Terrace 
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Ms Linda Morgan, Chairwoman 
Surfece Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 
C-O 
oo 

I am writing to you with regard to the pending decision before the STB to approve or 
disapprove the acquisition of Conrail by CSX Corporation and Norfolk Southem (NS) 
Corporation. I have a few comments I would like to make about the proposed 
acquisition, and I am hopeful you will consider the input of all interested parties when 
making the final decision regarding this case. 

Having lived in the mid-Atlantic states for many years .'ind witnessing the ever-increasing 
number of railroad mergers in this region, I understand the need for these companies to 
become larger to realize economies oi" scale. However, I am concemed that any fiirther 
mergers will result in reduced competition with the remaining railroads having too much 
control over the marketplace. Despite tlie fact that CSX and NS tout the competitive 
benefits of their proposed acquisition of Conrail. the reality is that this competition will 
really only be seer in the New York metropolitan area. Throughout most ofthe Westem 
Pennsylvania-Ohio-Indiana-Michigan-lUinois area, the number of competing railroads will 
be reduced from three lo two. Also, competition will not come to Boston, since only 
CSX will be acquiring the Conrail line serving this area (NS's trackage rights into this 
region will not offset CSX's competitive advantage in this region). Furthennore, the heart 
ofthe old Conrail (the state of Pennsylvania) will be transferred in its entirety to NS, 
which will certainly not bring about competition in this area. 

Furthermore, one ofthese companies, CSX, has frequently abandoned rail lines across its 
service territory, even in locations where rail traffic reductions did not exist. In feet, 
CSX's proposal to acquire Conrail's line from Ohio to St. Louis is to offset their earlier 
decision to abandon portions of their own line fi-om Cumberland, MD to St. Louis, 
correcting an earlier mistake made by the company. I think such conskleratbns need to be 
factored into the final decision regarding Conrail, to ensure that any customers served by 
one of the successor companies are not left empty-handed. 

Thank you for listening to my concems. 

Very tmly yours, 

Tom Kadesch 



Offict of thf (Chairman 

Surface (Transportation Soarb 
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July 21,1998 

Mr. and Mrs. Joe Tada 
9587 Idlewood Dr. 
Cleveland, OH 44144 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Tada: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more lhan 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among tne parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity of the overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserv ing privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's condifions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successftilly implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to 
require CŜ  fo implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four 
City Consonium area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting ft-om the 
propos ed transaction. These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several 
trains offthe Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track siruclure and 
signal systems to allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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July 21, 1998 

Mrs. Carolyn Down̂ iy 
7208 Lindberg 
Hammond, IN 46323-2140 

Dear Mrs. Downey: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a final \/ritten decision that implements the vote at the voling 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 yeat s of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the iransaction is successftilly implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating lo employee rights; and several conditions thai address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation ofthe 
Alternative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several trains offthe Pine 
Junction lo Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. Ifl may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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EDITORIALS 

More congestion, headaches 
The issue: Sale of Conraii. which would mean increased train traffic in Northwest Indiana 

Our opinion: The bureaucrats in Washington need to pay attention to the concerns 
ofthe everyday people would be directly affected by the decision. 

The federal government's plan to allow 
the sale of fhe (Conrail railroad could mean 
worse headaches to thousands of North-
wesi Indiana motorists who already spend 
far too much time stuck at crossings. 

The Surface Transportation Board 
should reconsider its preliminary- approval 
and pay closer attention to an idea submit­
ted by the mayors of Gary. Hammond, 
Whiting and fc'asl Chicago thai would pre­
vent a predicted significant mcrea.se in rail 
traffic through the region. 

The board on Monday approved the $11 
billion acquisition of Conrail by the CSX 
and Norlolk Southern corporations, de­
spite the protests t the mayors, who have 
banded toge'^her to form the Four Cilies 
Consortium in an effort to lessen the sale's 
impact on this area. 

Officiiils of the two r.iiljoiui> say they 
have pl.uis to significantly increase rail 
traffic 111 Northwest Indiana as part of a 
marketing .trategy to take freight off high­
ways east of the Mississippi River 

Lawyers for the consortium presented 
an altertuiiivt' plan that would allow the 
railroads to t \p.iiui their businesses - but 
with a smaller impact on rail traffic - h> 
routing it lo ii.uks that h;ne fewer ^treet-
le\el t rossiiigv 

Tlia! 111.ikt.' meat deal of sense. 
I he mmp.inu s argued there would be 

less of an uiipaci on the region than con-
soriin'ji metiibi I s wrre figuring, because 

of planned rail system upgrades and in­
creased train speeds. 

.Mthough the feds apparently felt ihose 
promises were good enough, they said that 
as part of the approval they vvould monitor 
the progress of the railroads' plans to 
make sure terms of the deal were followed. 

Consortium lawyers say that while they 
were pleased with safety-related condi­
tions imposed as part of the agreement, 
the board did not go far enough. 

They hope to convince the agency to re­
vise its conditions - to make them more 
agreeable to wishes of the areas that w»ll 
be most affected - before a final, written 
ruling on the agreemenf is issued July 23. 

The board should listen carefully to the 
wishes of the representatives of the com­
mon folks in this region - those who would 
have to deal with the everyday problems 
increased rail traflic could bring. 

It's easy for the bureaucrats in Washing­
ton to say the railroads' plan is acceptable 
- they don't have to worry about even 
worse traffic delays, or the higher t isks of 
accidents caused by people going around 
gates, or the ambulances that are prevent­
ed from getting to hospitals by blocked 
crossings. 

Northwest Indiana's representatives in 
Congress should take up the region's cause 
and make sure its voice is heard loud and 
clear before the ink dries on the board's 
decision. 
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July 21, 1998 

Mr. Joseph Rogina Jr. 
2718 White Oak Ave. 
Whifing, IN 46394-2129 

Dear Mr. Rogina: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. In your leiter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conduct .-d an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision lhat implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The condilions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integnty ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and presen ing pnvately-negotiated agreenients. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along w ith substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environnient and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffimiation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper w ay to resolve 
important issues relating to employee nghts; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concenis about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation ofthe 
Altemative Roulc proposal, as A condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmenlal inipacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several trains offthe Pine 
Junction to Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track structure and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



1 appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. I f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contaci me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



*̂urfacc eransportation Soarb f iLL i < 
WaBhingtan. CCC. 20423-0001 

(Pffut of thf (fhairman 

July 21, 1998 

Leslie E. Flagg 
6333 Neŵ  Hampshire Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46323 

Dear Leslie Flagg: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the tw o acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Alternative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from morc than 70 w itnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argumenl. the Board held an open voting conference on June 8. 1998. at 
which w e voted to approve the proposed Iransaclion. subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currenlly is preparing a final wrillen decision that implements the vote al the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, w ould inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopied by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preser\ ing privately-negotiated agreem.ents. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of o\ ersight, along w ith substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure thai the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reafTimiation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
importani issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your soecific concems, while not ordering implementation ofthe 
Altemative Route proposal is a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement sev eral operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana lo mitigate the environmental impacts resulting fi-om the proposed transacnon. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several trains offthe Pine 
Junction to Barr Yard rail line segnient. and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems to 
allow increased traiii speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. I f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-



To: Linda Morgan/STB 
cc: 
Subject; Alternative Plan 

cora flagg < coree@mail.netnitco.net > on 06/05 98 06:05:33 PM 

f̂ Lt" \ii U . , 

Dear Chairperson Morgan.-
This note i s i n response to the r a i l r o a d proposal to increase traff..c 
through our area. I am w r i t i n g to protest t h i s a c t i o n and to request the 
adoption of the A l t e r n a t i v e Plan proposed by the Mayors of our c i t i e s . I 
hope you w i l i take t h i s i n consideration and I wish to express my thanks 
f o r being able to have imput on t h i s matter. 

Sincerely, 

L e s l i e E. Flagg 

6333 New h'lampshire Ave. 

hammond, Indiana 46323 

219-844-3251 E-mai1 -Coree*mai1.netnitco.net 

t f l 

o 
c-3 
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July 21, 1998 

Mr. Gary M. Ault 
2303 >;omiandy Road 
Schererville, IN 46375 

Dear Mr. Ault: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the tw o acquinng 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
w hich we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of cc.iditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final wntten decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, w hich is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
mto the eastem United Slates in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational _nd competitive integnty ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserv ing pnvately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substanfial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of polential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffinnation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee nghts; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation ofthe 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate 'he environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several trains offthe Pine 
Junction lo Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track structure and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



1 appreciate your inteiest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding, l f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-



Gary M Ault <Gary.M.Ault@slchicaQo.infonet.com> on 06/04/98 05:48:00 PM 

To: Linda Morgan/STB 
cc: 
Subject: Proposed Rail Traffic INcrease n NW Indiana 

Chairman Linda Morgan: 

I am w r i t i n g to request that the Surface Transportation Board adopt 
the A l t e r n a t i v e Plan f o r increasing r a i l t r a f f i c m Northwest Indiana 
puc f o r t h by the mayors of East Chicago, Gary, Hammond and Whiting. 

Id an environmental issue (related to i d l i n g vehicles), a safety 
'related to both r a i l / v e h i c l e accidents at grade crobsings, and 

T h i s 

issue 

to interference w i t h emergency vehicles) i n addition to a community 
convenience issue. 

1 have been a resident of Northwest Indiana f o r over 2o years. I 
cannot count the times I have been s i g n i f i c a n t l y delayed m t r a v e l 
throughout the area b-;- the current level of r a i l t r a f f i c . I n many 
cases, I have missed my commuter t r a i n to downtown Chicago because of 
Norfolk Southern and Conrail t r a f f i c on lines which cross a l l major 
roadways i n the area. 

Like the mayors of the four c i - i e s , 1 do not oppose bringing more r a i l 
t r a f f i c to our area, because i t i s good f o r the economy. But, I 
str o n g l y urge that the STB require any such increased t r a f f i c ' t o make 
maximum use of grade-separated routes ut 

O £E c 
Gary M. Ault * '5̂  
2 3 03 Normandy Road ^ 
Schererville, Indiana 46375 T.\ 
(219) 322-1923 f -

C 

J> 



Surface aranaportation Soarh 
ffashington. o.o:. 20423-0001 

FILE IN DOL,,_, 

(Offitt of tilt (Chairman 

July 21, 1998 

Mr. Michael Gulden 
7350 Woodmar Avenue 
Hammond, IN 46323-2613 

Dear Mr. Guiden: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Coru-ail between the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a final written decision that implements the vole at the votmg 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaciion, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation ofthe 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
inplement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several trains offthe Pine 
Junction to Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr '̂ard rail line. 



4}, 

I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding, lfl may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-



michael guiden < alex@tsrcom.com > on 06/04/98 06:01:10 PM 

To: Linda Morgan/STB 
cc: 

Subject: northwest Indiana train crossings 

FILE IN Du.; 

Dear Chairman Morgan; 

I am w r i t i n g today t o urge you to support the A l t e r n a t i v e Plan of the four 
c i t i e s consortium r e q u i r i n g r a i l r o a d s to l i m i t the nuriser of t r a i n s that use 
str e e t level-crossings. As I understand i t , the A l t e r n a t i v e Plan allows f o r 
an increase i n t r a m t r a f f i c , maximization of r a i l l i n e usage, and does not 
threaten the commerce, safety, and q u a l i t y of l i f e i n northwest Indiana. 
The r a i l r o a d s ' insistence on what they c a l l "operational f l e x i b i l i t y " can 
only have negative consequences f o r the e n t i r e region. There appears to be 
no reason why r a i l r o a d s cannot use separated grades whenever possible and 
s t i l l e f f i c i e n t l y plan and move r a i l t r a f f i c . 

Our family moved to northwest Indiana from Chicago i n August 1995 and we 
have witnessed a r e b i r t h of t h i s area i n the short time we have l i v e d here. 
I am not against the a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail and the Indiana Harbor Belt and 
I am f o r the continued economic develompent of t h i s area. I f t h i s 
a c q u i s i t i o n can take place and not disrupt the l i v e s and l i v e l i h o o d of 
everybody i n northwest Indiana by simply l i m i t i n g u t i l i z a t i o n of 
s t r e e t - l e v e l crossing." then i t appears to be a s o l u t i o n that p r o f i t s everybody. 
At present, northwest Indiana suffers from delays due to t r a m t r a f f i c . 
There are numerous delays i n the Hessville section of Hammond on 173rd 
Street, 169th Street, and Kennedy Avenue. I have been delayed numerous 
times on Indianapolis Boulevard near Summer Street en route to the South 
Shore s t a t i o n i n East Chicago. Please accept the so-called A l t e r n a t i v e Plan 
and do not increase the s t r e e t - l e v e l crossings i n t h i s area. 

Sincerely, O c. 
Michael Guiden 2? ^ 

7 3 50 Woodmar Avenue T" 
Hammond, IN 46323-2613 2" • 
219-989-1399 ^ '"̂•"•' 
219-844-1891 5" r* 



Surface aranaportation ©oarb 
Waehinator. 20423-0001 FILE IN DOCKEf"] 

t^fTue of the ilhairman 

July 21, 1998 

Mr. William G. Mansfield 
944 Westminster Lane 
Munster, IN 46321 

Dear Mr. Mansfield: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain asseis of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. In your leiter. you ask that the Altemalive Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Dockei No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, P98, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further condifioned. would inject competilion 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserv ing privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along w ith substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reafilrmation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way lo resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competilion. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation of the 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental inipacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several trains ofT the Pine 
Junction to Barr \'ard rail line segment, and upgrading the track structure and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contaci me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-



Red2301@aol.com on 06/04/98 02:00:00 PM 

FILE IN DOCKET 
To: Linda Morgan/STB 
cc: 

Subject: North West Indiana Railroads 

Linda Morgan 
Surface Transportation Board 

THe CSX Corp. 5. Norfork Southern Corp. plans to acquire Conrail i Indiana 
Harber Belt 6. g r e a t l y increase r a i l t r a f f i c w i t h longer delays, increased 
safety concerns, w i l l have a negative impact on the e n t i r e region. 

I f e e l our l o c a l elected o f f i c i a l s voices should be heard s, t h e i r ideas 
considered before a decision i s make that w i l l e f f e c t a l l of us i n a negative 
manner. 

Sincerely. 

William G. Mansfield 
944 Westminster Lane 
Munster, I n . 46321 

-Y- c.- 2 
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Surface CTranaportation Soarb 
ffashinaton. fi.(£. 20423-0001 FiLE !N DUCi.: 

July 21, 1998 

Mr. Bemard M. Winner 
941 Comwallis Lane 
Munster, IN 46321 

Dear Mr. Winner: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail betw een the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argunient. the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final wntten decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voling for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements aniong the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserv ing privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions mclude 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitonng and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potenlial adverse inipacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffimiation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating lo employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about conipetition. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation of the 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operalional improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time w arning devices, rerouting several trains off the Pine 
Junction to Barr ̂  ard rail line segnient. and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of fiirther assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-



bmwin@juno.com (Bernard M Winner) on 06/04/98 10:00:59 AM 

To: Linda Morgan/STB 
cc: 
Subject: RR Transportation in NW Indiana 

. DOCKET 

Chairman Linda Morgan: 
The a l t e r n a t i v e plan suggested by the four c i t i e s consortium f o r 

the increased r a i l r o a d t r a f f i c c e r t a i n l y seems more l o g i c a l and safer 
than the o r i g i n a l routes. Please do i t ! 

Bernard M. Winner 
941 Cornwall i s Lane 

Munster, Indiana 
46321 
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Surface (Tranaportation Soarb 
Wasiiington. Ctt. 20423-0001 

iBffitt of thr (Ihairman 

FILE IN DOCKET 

July 21, 1998 

Mr. Eugene Ciastko 
3930 Wabash Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46327 

Dear Mr. Ciastko: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conratl between the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemalive Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportaiion Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course cf the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Follow ing oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a final wntten decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the '.ransaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving pn\ ately-negotiated agreements. In 
parttcular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting lo ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee nghts; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation oflhe 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time w aming devices, rerouting several trains off the Pine 
Junction to Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do nol 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



June 5,1998 

FILE IN DOCKET ! 

3r t : 

Chairman Linda Morgan, -̂"̂  .IT 
Surface Transportation Board ' ,̂  
1925 K Street NW <|J 
Washington, D.C. 20423 - -S 

Dear Linda; 

As a lo:.g-time Railroad-Crossing s u f f e r e r of Harrjr.ond, "* 
Indiana, I am appealing to you, and the rest of the Surface 
Transportation Board to please use the a l t e r n a t i v e route 
suggested by the Mayors of Hammond, East Chicago, Gary, and 
Whiting. 

I t i s my understanding that using t h i s a l t e r n a t i v e 
route would serve the r a i l r o a d s needs j u s t as well as the 
route they have proposed. I have witnessed ambulances, and 
f i r e fighting-equipment losing precious time at r a i l r o a d 
crossings as things are now. To use the plan that i s 
presently proposed would make these problems even worse. 

Please consider t h i s proposal c a r e f u l l y , and consider, 
what i f i t was one of your own family i n that ambulance or 
wa i t i n g for medical help, or for f i r e equipment to arrive? 

T r u s t i n g l y yours 

Eugene Ciastko 
3930 Wabash Ave 
Hammond IN 46327 



r l̂ urface (Tranaportation iSoarb j rn r non 
Washington. 20423-0001 L " - ' ^ DuCh": 

(•>ffitc of tht (Thairman 

July 21, 1998 

Ms. Donna C. Hillier 
4319 Grover Avenue 
Hammond, IN 46327-1334 

Dear Ms. Hillier: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 w itnesses over the course of the 2-day argumenl held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a finai wntten decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998, 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United Slates in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, w hile significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity of the overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of polential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffimiation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation ofthe 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvenients and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time w aming devices, rerouting several trains ofT the Pine 
Junction to Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding, l f l may be of .'""rther assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-



1 
"Donna C. Hiliier" <hillier@catumet.purdue.edu> on 06/04/98 09:04:14 AM 

To: Linda Morgan/STB 
cc: 
Subject: STB-Alternaiive Plan 

FILE IN DOCKET"] 

Dear Chair Linda Morgan, 
This e-mail is to respectively request your support of the Alternative 
Plan of the four c i t i e s , ;Kammond, i^hiting. East Chicago s. Gary) that 
requires the railroads to make the choice that provides the greatest 
safety and the least inconvenience to the citizens of this area. 
I cross every track m Hammond to get to and from work daily. I would 
appreciate any support that you can give to this alternative plan. 

Thank you. 

Donna C. H i l l i e r 
4319 Grover Avenue 
Hammond, IN 46327-1334 
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Surface aranaportation Soarb 
ffioBlitngtott. i).(£. 20423-0001 FILE \H DOCi,[i 

(l(>ffur of thr (£hairman 

July 21,1998 

Mr. and Mrs. Edward W. Creekmore 
3826 176* Pl 
Hammond. IN 46323 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Creekmore: 

Thank you for your letier regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Alternative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing trom more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Follow ing oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8. 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board cunenUy is preparing a final wrillen decision that implements the vole al the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competilion 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integnty of the overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving privately-negotiated agreenients. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include .*> years of oversight, along w ith substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the iransaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse inipacts on the environment and on safely; recognition of employee mterests, 
including a reaffirmation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee nghts; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems. w hile not ordering implementation of the 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmenlal impacls resulting from the proposed iransaction. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several irains ofl" the Pine 
Junction to Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track structure and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr >'ard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of thf public docket in this proceeding. I f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-



Surface (Tranaportation iSoarb 
WaBhington. D.u:. 20423-0001 I FILE p 

(Offut of Ult iChairman 

July 21. 1998 

Mr. Aravind Muzumdar 
1425 Coventry Lane 
Munster, IN 46321 

Dear Mr. Muzumdar: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire controi of Conrail and to divide certain assets cf Conrail belween the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask lhat the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportatiori Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more lhan 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argunient, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, al 
w hich we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a final written decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23. 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreenients among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem L'niled States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preser\ ing pnvately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operaticnal 
monitoring and reportmg to ensure thai the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigalion 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffimiation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee nghts; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation ofthe 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approv al, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implemeni several operational improv ements and safely measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environniental impacts resulting from the proposed iransaction. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, reroufing several trains offthe Pine 
Junction to Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Ban Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding, l f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



FiLE 1 
Aravind Muzumdar 
1425 Coventrv Lane 
Munster, IN 46321 

June 8, 1998 

Ms. Linda Morgan, Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K. Street NW 
Washington, D C 7.0423 

RE: 

> 

X 
at 

a.. • 
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if 

Plans for increased traffic in North-West Indiana by 
CSX Corp and Norfolk .Southern Railroads upon 
planned purchase ofthe Conrail Railroad 

Dear Ms. Morgan 

An article in the June 4, 1998 Hammond HN) Times stated that the CSX Corp and Norfolk 
Southem Railroad are buying the Conrail Railroad and the Indiana Harbor Belt Line (IHB) tracks 
in northwest Indiana with plans to add additional tram trafllc at the surface level. This comer of 
industnal/business/residential part of Indiana is already saturated with surface rail crossings. 

Gary , Indiana has an IHB overpass, currently not used over Grant Street and Broadway, two 
major north-south routes It is my understanding that the CSX plan is to not use the overpass, but 
ins tead to add tratTic on the Conrail surface tracks adjacent to the overpass The only Hospital and 
Trauma Center in the City of (i;ar> is located on the heavily traveled north/south Grant Street 
artcrx between the Interstate 80/94, the Indiana loll Road 1-90, the area steel mills (USX) as well 
as businesses along the route Broadway (lN-53) is Gary 's mam street and is also an artery between 
the Interstate 80,94, the Indiana Toll Road 1-90, the area steel mills (USX) as well as business along 
the route. 

It •, also my understanding that the Cities of Garv . Hammond, F̂ ist Chicago and Whiting 
ha\e proposed an altemate plan that calls for only three (3) stieet level crossings instead of twenty-
seven (27) as proposed by the railroad I definitely support this altemate plan and request that it be 
seriously considered by the railroad and your oflice 

Very truly yours, 

Aravind Muzumdar 
1425 Coventry l.ane 
Munster, IN 46321 

Business Address 504 Broadway, Suite 1028 
Gar\. IN 46402 
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This many vchk iv'S cross the CSX/BOCT 
tracks each lav 6 - » f ' f < f 

<« Indianapolis Boulavant 13.650 
Railroad Avenue 7.500 
Kennedy Avei«ue 7,325 

' Euclid Avenue '7.500 
Clme Avenue 14 820 

, Calumet Avenue 17,000 
# Columbia Avenue 15,000 

The ra lhfMrirp^sa! will have the 
followmg ne^KK< impacts: 
• 74<Hi increa* in ve»n Ic cro^ins tl'-'lay 

tiiiK daily 
f 2 i at-grade i rossings added to daily 

Northwest Indiana train routv> 
» HeiKhlened ri!.k of human injuiy and 

fatalif> at lijcal at-gtadc r^il/highwav 
crossing in the fourt . i tk^ 

• Negative impact on pan ision of Art. 
jK^lit c, and emergencv \ i rvlce and puhlic 

trans|X)rt,it'on 
• Ntgatiw inipaci on K>!«fnuter% 
• Negative unpact on comnji-a-ial distncts, 

incluJing. asinc) ttaffic 
• Negative impa. t on planned econumic 
development jirojecfs in e.ich of mir Pour 
Cities, including the expansion of 
Gary/X hicaxo aiipt.ft, tht urjifntly needed 
tast Chicago vessel nargc transfer terminal 
the Hammond laketront devflopniem and \ 
rehabilitation ot conmiercial/industn il 

jplistricts. 



î urfacc (Transportation Soarb | FitE li« [.'.., , 
ttaahittciton. H.d. 2\i-l23-000l 

(Office of the (Chairman 

July 21, 1998 

Mr. John Kovach 
1646 Brown Ave. 
UTiiting. IN 46394 1214 

Dear Mr. Kovach; 

Thank you for your letter rcgarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argumenl on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4. 
1998. Follow ing oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8. 1998. at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a final wntten decision that implements the \ote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23. 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserv ing pnvately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitonng and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffimiation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee nghts; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, w hile not ordering implementation of th. 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement se\ eral operational impro\ ements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time waming dcMces. rerouting se\ eral trains off the Pine 
Junction to Barr '̂ 'ard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Vard rail line. 



1 appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistisnce, pler.se do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

. 7 . 
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Surface aranaportation Soarb L^^^iLlllifi 
Waahtngton. o.o:. 20423-DDDl 

(Office of the (Shairman 

July 21. 1998 

Elder Vivian M. Green 
5919 Wallace Road 
Hammond, IN 46320 

Dear Elder Green. 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the tw o acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 w itnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open %'oting conference on June 8. 1998. at 
which we voted to appro\ e the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final w ritten decision that implements the vote at the \ oting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integnty of the overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and presers ing privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitonng and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on tbe environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of tne negotiation and arbitration process as the proper w ay to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and se\ eral conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems, while not ordering implementation ofthe 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time w aming devices, rerouting several trains off the Pine 
Junction to Barr Yard rai! line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate y our interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding, l f l may be of further assislance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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Office of thr (Ihairman 

Surface tranaportation Soar5 
WaBhinnton. D.y:. 2D423 ODDl 

UM. 

July 21. 1998 

Mr. and Mrs. John B. Elo 
7110 Colorado Ave. 
Hammond. IN 46323 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Eio: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquinng 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending beforc the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 w itnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Foiiowing oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998. at 
w hich we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of condit'ons The 
Board currently is preparing a final wntten decision that implements the \ote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23. 1998. 

In voting for appro\ al. the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among I'le parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the ea.stem United States in an unprccdenled manner The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recogni/c the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserv ing pnvately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operalional 
monitonng and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potcntiai ad\ ers>. .mpacts on the environment and o".:-. ety; recognition of employ ee in'erests. 
including a reaffimiation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee nghts; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition 

With regard to your specific corcems. while not ordering implementation ofthe 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several trains offthe Pine 
- ^nction to Barr ̂  ard rail hne segment, and upgrading the track stnicture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Ban̂  Yard rail line. 



1 appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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^urfaie (Transportation Soarb 
Waahington. D.u:. 20423-01101 

(Office of the (Chairman 

July 21, 1998 

Ms. Gloria A. Kaminsky 
2731 Schrage 
\Vhiting, IN 46394 

Dear Ms. Kaminsky: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Nortolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail betw een the tw o acquinng 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Alteuiative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Dockei No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from morc than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conlerence on June 8. 1998. at 
which we voted to approve the propcsed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23. 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem Imited States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recogni/e the operational and competitive integnty of the overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preser\ ing pnvately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, aiong w ith substantial operational 
monitonng and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential ad\ erse impacts on the environment and on safeiy: recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffimiation ofthe negotiation and arbiiration process as tne proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and se\ eral conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about conipetition. 

With regard to your specific concems. while not ordering implementation of the 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several trains off the Pine 
Junction to Barr ̂  ard rail line segment, and upgrading the track smicture and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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Waahinqton. D.l£. 20423-0001 

(fiffite of the (Jhairman 

i FILE IN DJ' I 

July 21, 1998 

Richard J. and Geraldine Tumidalsky 
1438 Roberts Ave. 
Whiting, IN 46394-1120 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Tumidalsky; 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southern CNS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed Iransaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument h'Md on June 3 and 4, 
1998 Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
w hich we voted to approve the proposed iransaction. subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a final written decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements aniong the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and compemive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operalional 
monitoring and reporting lo ensure lhat the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse inipacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffimiation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights, and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. 

With regard to your specific concems. as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to 
require CSX to implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four 
City Consortium area oi'Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the 
proposed transaction. These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several 
trains olTlhe Pine Junction lo Barr \'ard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and 
signal systems to allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to BaiT Yard rail line. 
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I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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Surface CTranaportation Soarii 
Waahington. D.u:. 20423-0001 

FILE II\' DO 

(̂ >ffice of the (Chairman 

July 21, i998 

Ms. Christine M. Rutledge 
6629 Kentucky Avenue 
HammonJ, .'N 46323 

Dear Ms. Rutledge: 

Thank you for your leller regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain asseis of Conrail belween the tw o acquiring 
railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argumenl. the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vole al the voling 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voling for approval, the Board found that the iransaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The condilions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving pnvately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting lo ensure lhat the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potenlial adverse impacls on the environment and on safely; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation ofthe negotiation and arbitration prowess as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions lhal address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competilion. 

With regard to your specific concems, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to 
require CSX tc implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four 
City Consortium area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the 
proposed trans.action. These include in.stalling constant time waming devices, rerouting several 
trains offthe Pine Junction lo Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading .he track stracture and 
signal systems to allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



1 appreciale your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding If I may be of further assislance, please do not 
hesiiale lo contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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Chairman Linda Horgan 
Surface Transportation Boarrt 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 2e42J 
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Dear Chairman Morgan, ^ 

My name i a ChrlBtln*. Rutledge. 1 have l i v e d i n Hammond, Indiana 
l o r 41 yeare. I am writing to you about the t r a i n s which cross 
through our c i t y . The l a s t lew years have been t e r r i b l e with 
the t r a i n t r a f f i c . The t r a i n s t i e up our e n t i r e c i t y . 1 am not 
t a l k i n g about a f i v e minute delay. They t i e up our main 
thoroughlareB thoughout Northweat Indiana. 

1 am President of Heaeville L i t t l e League. The baseball l i e l d s are 
approximately a i x blocks frotn my home. You would think i t would 
take l e s s than f i v e minutes to get there. Unfortunately, x a i t 
l o r at l e a s t 30 minutes waiting to cross the t r a c k s because the 
t r a i n s are s i t t i n g . 1 watch young baseball players climb through 
the t r a i n s to get to the baseball f i e l d s because the t r a i n s are at 
a stop. 1 watch i r a t e d r i v e r s becking up to turn around to go on 
the expressway. Our expressway i s at a dead atop dut- to 
construction, but i t I s e t l l l f a s t er than waiting lor a t r a i n in 
Hammond. I t should take me lb minutes to get to work but i have 
to leave 40 mlnutee e a r l y to account for aome ol the t r a i n s . 
Sometimes I am s t i l l l a t e lor work. Hy husband i s an ambulance 
d r i v e r and t e l l s me of the many times a persons l i f e i s on the 
l i n e becauee the ambulance i s stuck waiting l o r a t r a i n . 

Please come v i s i t our c i t y for a lew days. Your welcome to stay 
at my house. I ' l l drive you eround and ahow you fi r s t h a n d how 
h o r r i b l e t r a i n t r a f f i c I s lr, Hammond. P o l l u t i o n and accidents 
have increased due to the tra i n s . Our Mayor has t r i e d to help us. 
We c a l l the p o l i c e for long delays and they write t i c k e t s . I t 
has not solved the problem. Please, please l i s t e n to the Mayors 
of Indiana. Think of the c i t i z e n s . Think of our police, l i r e 
trucks, and ambulances. Our l i v e s out counting on your help. 

S i n c e r e l y , 

(jlaut-Tit/^l 
C h r i s t i n e H. Rutledge 
fc>629 Kentucky Avenue 
Hammond, IN 46323 
(219) 845 60ia 
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Surface SranBportation Soarb 
•aaliington. B.(£. 20423-0001 

LlL£ IN DQCf^ 
C9ffut of U}e (Chairman 

July 21,1998 

Mr . Philip E. Kunz 
President .» 
Wellington Area Clergy Assoc. 
P O. Box 52 
Wellington, OH 44090 

Rc: Finance Docket No. 33388: CSX and Norfolk Southem -- Control and 
Acquisition -- Conrail 

Dear Mr. Kunz: 

Thank you for you: recent letter expressing your concems about rail traffic in the 
Wellington area. 

On June 8th, in approving the Conrail acquisition, the Board voted to adopt the 
envirorunentai conditions recommended by its Section ofEnvironmental Analysis in the Final 
Environmental Impact Slatemenl. We further directed CSX to consult with officials in 
Wellington, Ohio regarding their environmental concems and report back to the Board the results 
o f these nf*gotiations within 6 months ofthe efTective date ofthis decision. In this regard, the 
Board encourages private sector negolialions and resolution in any matters under our jurisdiction. 
We believe that negotiated solutions to address environmental concems are more efTective and 
may at times be more far-reaching than environmental mitigation options we could impose 
unilaterally. Our final written decision implementing the June 8* vote is to be served on July 23, 
1998. 

Ifyou have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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A p r i l 22, 1998 

The Hon. Linda Morgan, Esq. 
Chairperson 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 K S t r e e t , NW. 
Wash, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Ms Morgan: 

Despite the good f a i t h e f f o r t s of many c i t i z e n s and 
elected o f f i c i a l s i n L o r a i n CO. Ohio, CSX T r a n s p o r t a t i o n 
s t i l l " s t o n e w a l l i n g " on p r o v i s i o n of necessary grade s e p e r a t i o n s 
cn the CO 6l l i n e they seek to a q u i r e from C o n r a i l . Their 
p u b l i c r e l a t i o n s meetings have been g l i b , but w i t h no 
ment to the s a f e t y of the thousands of persons i n the 
As you know, they propose t o increase t r a f f i c on CO 61 by 400%. 
They are c u r r e n t l y paying C o n r a i l t o double t r a c k the l i n e . 

The CSX design thus f a r i s beyond "Chutzpah," i t i s a 
deadly t h r e a t . The new CSX " B e r l i n W a l l " w i l l c u t o f f ambulance 
service i n W e l l i n g t o n , G r a f t o n , and LaGrange, Ohio. I t w i l l 
severely impact f i r e , p o l i c e , and d a i l y school bus t r a f f i c . 
An average of f o u r 6^00 f t . t r a i n s each hour amounts to a very 
e f f e c t i v e b a r r i e r . 

In a d d i t i o n , thei-e are grave questions about the increase 
of hazardous cargo on CG 61 w i t h a t t e n d a n t r i s k s i n the event, 
of a d e r a i l m e n t . [ C u r i o u s l y , W e l l i n g t o n once gained a l o c a l 
h o s p i t a l i n the e a r l y S i x t i e s f o l l o w i n g a t r a i n wreck c l o s i n g 
the l i n e f o r f o u r days. Under c u r r e n t Federal and State r e g ­
u l a t i o n s of h e a l t h f a c i l i t y c o s t s , the h o s p i t a l was closed.] 
I f CSX r o l l s w i t h t h e i r p l a n , expect to d i e i f you need EMT 
t r a n s p o r t from the south side of the l i n e t o the e x i s i t i n g 
area h o s p i t a l s . 

Every r e s p o n s i b l e Town, County, and State a u t h o r i t y has 
oppossed the CSX merger plan beca'..se the f i r m has not made 
committments to grade s e p e r a t i o.-.s. W e l l i n g t o n Area Clergy 
Association j o i n s i n p l e a d i n g f o r STB's r e j e c t i o n of the 
merger unless grade s e p e r a t i o n s are provided at CSX expense. 
Obviously the people of Ohio do not e x i s t to serve the p r o f i t 
i n t e r e s t s of CSX, but CSX has a basic o b l i g a t i o n t o operate 
w i t h p u b l i c s a f e t y p r o v i s i o n s a paramount c o n d i t i o n . 

Thank you f o r your i n t e r e s t . 

1 

3 

P h i T i'p 'fT. Kunz 
P r e s i d e n t , W e l l i n g t o n 
Area Clergy Assoc. 
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July 21, 1998 

Ms. Theresa Dixon 
115 Ashton Rd. 
Upper Darby, PA 19082 

Dear Ms. Dixon: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southern (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail belween th'- two acquinng 
railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Poard) as 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive orol argumenl on lhe proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course oflhe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argumenl, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, al 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaciion, subject to a number of condilions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a final wntten decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on idly 23, 1998. 

In voling for approval, the Board found that the iransaclion, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as funher conditioned, would inject competition 
into the easiem United States in an unprecedented manner. The Board's condilions include 
5 years of oversight, along wilh substantial operational monitoring and reporting to ensure lhat 
the transaction is successfully implemented, mitigation of potential adverse impacls on the 
environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, including a reafTirmation ofthe 
negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve important issues relating to 
employee nghls; and several conditions lhal address the vital role of smaller railroads and 
regional concems about competition. 

With respect to the specific concems raised in your letter, the Board hai voted to impose 
the New York Dock labor protective condilions, along with certain other relief requested by rail 
labor. In particular, the BouiU made clear at the voting conference that its approval oftiie 
application does not indicate approval or disapproval of any ofthe involved collective bargaining 
agreemeni ovemdes that the applicants have argued are necessary lo carry out the transaction. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter. I will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this pioceeding. lfl may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

'//^^j^> 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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from ~ 
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Phone • 

F a i • 

lam a writing to you bwauaa. m you ara awara, tha PhUadalphia-
based Consolidated Rail Corporation will be apRt by two other 
railroads • the Norlolk Southem and the CSXT. 

This Impending takeover wilt raault in a $ 22.3 mliOon aaveranoe package 
for the CEO, Oavid LeVan. and a eeverance package and 
bonuses for other management employees totaling $1.5 billion. 
Management employees who havi been working for Conrail for just 
a few years will walk away with large sums of money, and ¥will 
participale tn the distribution of pfooeeds from tho aaia of en^sloyee-
owned stocks that netted In tha amount of $910 minion. 

On the other hand, moat unioa emptoyees have dedicated more 
than twenty five years of their Uves to the Railroad. Wa will be 
thrown out v̂ îthout a job and Without a Just and equitaUe termination 
package. Conrail does not want lb recognize the numerous contrlbuttons 
we have made towards making Conrail the $20.3 billion company 
that it Is today. We stnjggled against afl odds to maka It independent 
in the eariy days. Wa aaerifiead. took waga ('ifen-ale and accepted 
changes in our work rules, tn 1(88, speaking befora the Newcoman 
Society, t̂ r. Stanley Crane acknowledged tha waga-dafanai agreement 
that union members accepted at a critical r«int, and aaid. 
'̂ Vithout K. we couM not havt aavad tha eompany.** 
We worked just as hard as (Management to nriaka this Railroad 
a success and now that we have succeeded, the union employees 
are on the outside looking in. 

Management daims that union rnambera wVI be reoaMng aix yaara 
salary under the iabor agreement called New York Dock. Past history 
has shown that it ia extremely dIfflcuN to fulfill the requirements of 
that agreement in ordar to ooHeet anything. 

You have ahown your ooncam fa tha working people many times 
in the piist. I am asking your tielp to stop this corporate greed, 
this nK>st disgraceful (fiscrim^tory practica. and this great injustica 
taking place in the workpiaoa taday. 

Sincerely Yours, 
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July 21,1998 

Mr. Michael E. Donant 
5320 Dunfred Cit. S.E. 
Canton, OH 44707-1075 

Dear Mr. Donant: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Soulhem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and lo divide cenam assets of Conrail between the two acquinng 
railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argumenl on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 w itnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board heid an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject lo a number of conditions. The 
Board currently is prepanng a final written decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parlies and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the easiem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operalional and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoling ard preserving pnvately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operalional 
monitonng and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reafTinnation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee nghts; and several conditions lhat address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. 

With respect lo the specific concems raised in your letter, the Board has voted to impose 
the New York Dock labor protective condilions, along with certain other relief requested by rail 
labor. A basis part ofthe bargain embodied in the Washington Job Protection Agreement upon 
which the New York Dock condilions are based is lhat rail carriers are permitted to move 
employees to achieve the benefits of a merger transaction in retum for up to 6 years of income 
protection and various other benefils, such as retraining and moving allowances. I am certainly 
aware that such displacements do result in hardships for employees and their families whenever 



they are required lo move their place of residence; however. New York Dock does compensate 
the employee for the cost of the move and provides for up to 6 years of income protection. 
Additionally, the Board has made clear at the voting conference lhat its approval of the 
application does not indicate approval or disapproval of any ofthe involved collective bargaining 
agreement overrides that the applicanis have argued are necessary to carry out the transaciion. 

I appreciate your interest in this matter. I will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. Ifl may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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Chairman Surface Transportation Board ^ 
Case Control Unit STB Finance Docket No 33388 S ^ = 
1925 K Street. N W _ 
Washington, DC. 204323-0001 x " 

Members of The Surface Transportation Board, ^ 

I have been following the railroad merger between Conrail, NS, and CSX 's-
Myself, along with 109 other employees at the Conrail System Maintenance oT"Way 
Shop, located in Canton, Ohio, are facing a battle that seems to have been lost before it 
barely began Upon the Surface Transportation Board (STB) signing the proposal on 
June 8,1998, the Conrail facility at Canton will be closed and the work will be moved 
to the locations ofthe other two Railroads involved (NS / Charlotte, North Carolina 
CSX / Richmond, Virginia) The closing of the Canton facility will afTect many of our lives 
and family values 

"Labor is prior to, and independent of, capital Capital is only the fruit of labor, and 
could never exist if labor had not first existed Labor is the superior of capital, and 
deserves much the higher consideration " 

Abraham Lincoln (1809-65), U S President 
Message to Congress, December 3, 1861 

It sec: IS the words of Abraham Lincoln have been forgotten With "big business" ruling 
the world, the people that make the fortunes for others have been given no considerations 
Management at C onrail have been given the "Golden Parachute" as far as buy outs/ early 
retiremenl packages/ severance pay/ slay bonuses The Union labor employees are given 
nothing They are expected to relocate to one of the involved facilities with no capital gain 
of their own This is hard to do on a salary of $36,000 00 / year gross ($24,000 00 / year 
net) It seems that the people who are in control of our lives have lost touch with reality 

If the Rail merger must be approved by the STB, (which at this time consist of two 
members. Chairman Linda J Morgan / a Democrat from Maryland, and Vice Chairman 
Gus A Owen / a Republican from Califomia), provisions shouid be made to protect the 
jobs of all people involved by keeping the Canton facility open. Our destiny lies in the 
hands of these people 

"' hope our wisdom will grow with our power, and teach us, that the less we use our 
power, the greater it will be " 

Thomas Jefferson (1743-1826) U S President 
Letter June 12, 1815 

Thank you, 
Michael E Donant 
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July 21,1998 

Mr. David W. Berger 
!33 North Fourth St. 
Hamburg, PA 19526 

Re; STB Finance Docket No. 33388 

Dear Mr. Berger: 

This is in reference to your letter regarding certain actions or proposals by unions that 
represent Conrail's operatmg crafts You indicaie lhat unions representing Conrail trainmen and 
engineers have decided tc broaden their senioriiy rosters to include Conrail employees displaced 
from other areas. You are concemed that the operaiion of trains by employees unfamiliar with 
the area will adversely afTect safely and customer service. 

It appears that the action you describe has been undertaken unilaterally by your union and 
that any grievance over senioriiy should be directed to your union. Nevertheless, as you may be 
aware, al ils June 8 open voling conference on the Conrail acquisilion proposal in STB Finance 
Docket No. 33388, CSX Corporation and CSX Transportation. Inc.. Norfolk Soulhem 
Corporaiion and Norfolk Southem Railway Companv-Conlrol and Operating 
Leases/Agreements-Conrail. Inc. and Consolidated Rail Corporaiion. the Board voted lo 
approve the merger application, with conditions. In particular, the Board's conditions are to 
include 5 years of oversight, along wilh substantial operational monitoring and reporting to 
ensure that the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation of potential adverse impacts 
on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee rights and interests; and conditions 
addressing the role of smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

The safely of applicants' post-transaction train operalions has been, and continues to be, a 
pnmary focus of the Board. In this regard, the Board directed the filing by applicanis CSX and 
Norfolk Soulhem of safety integration plans to ensure that the Conrail acquisition is 
implemented safely. The applicants have worked closely with the Federal Railroad 
Adminislralion (FRA), the agency responsible for enforcemenl of rail safety regulations, to 
prepare and submit such plans, which have been scrutinized by both FRA and the Board. The 
U. S. Departmeni of Transportation has concluded that applicanis have addressed all of FRA's 
safety concems. And, the Board and FRA have recently entered into a Memorandum of 
Understanding for monitoring the safe implementation of this transaction. I can assure you that 
the safety of train operations w ill not be ignored. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. Ifl can be of further assislance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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Chairman 
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Washington. DC 20423 

Madam Chainnan; 

Dav id W Berger 
133 North Fourth St. 
Hamburg, PA 19526 
June 22,1998 
(610)562 -7622 5 
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I would l.ke to bnng the attention ofthe Board to a situation that is developmg on 
Conrail as a result ol the takeover merger by the NS and CSX I am fullv aware lhat the 
t.me frame for rebuttal has passed, but that .n no wav reduces the pertinence ofthis letter 

When the Environmental Study vvas conducled. the area ofthe employee's pre-ex.st.ng 
senionty appears to have been overlooked or laken fcr granted. 

Please allow me to give all ol you a bnef overview ofthe svstems in place on Conrail 
We are using pr.or nghts where they apply and an "orde (̂ f selection' in areas where 
there was an ov erlap of ownership by the previous camers 

An example of "prior nghts" vvould be a vard or .section of railroad that was owned bv the 
PC Prior PC engineers and trainmen get the first pick ofthe jobs in these locations with 
any unfilled jobs going on a straight semonty basis. 

An example of "order of selection" vvould applv where two or more camers shared work 
tn the same geographic area In these locations the work was prorated lo rellect the 
amount ol work the previous camers had, with the trainmen and engineers ofthe 
prev.OU.S earners getting their respective sh?.re work Again, anv unfilled lobs would 
then be tilled on a .straight senionty basis 

The unions represem.ng Conrail's operat.ng crafts have decided to restructure the existing 
rosters I he resulting flux in manpower will create a s.tuat.on vvhere manv of the loniz 
estabhshed Conra.l employees w.ll be d.splaced from areas where thev have worked and 
are lam.l.ar bv other employees of Conra.l who suddenlv find themselves in a more 
propitious pos.t.on on the roster 



The situation created will be identical to last summer's fiasco on the I P/SP. Many 
employees familiar w.th the geography were displaced by those who were not. Ifyou 
recall, this led to a condil.on that cost several lives, not to ment.on the cost in dollars and 
incredible gndkKk A condition, I'm certain none of you want to emulate. 

It's obvious that an engineer who is not comfortable and relaxed in his suaoundings is not 
going to operate a train as fast as someone who is, and the same condition exists across 
the spectrum of emplovees who will be involved T his leads to gridlock, and that leads 
to unhappy customers and very dangerous situations!! 

1 would like to reiterate, the camers are not calling for this In fact they agTeed to allow 
the un.ons lo handle the .ssue at the.r discrel.on This is being done by the unions 
representing the train and engine crafts on ( onrail only. 

The un.ons representing bolh CSX and NS have done the pmdent thing and called for 
protection for the.r members, J fee! certa.n the> appreciale the ramifications ofany other 
action 

it is my assertion th.'t the Surface Transportation Board should closely monitor any 
action in this direction, and I strongly recommend that you intercede to stop it. 
Every effort should lie made to create the most seamless transition possible and 
cause •he least amount of shock for the customers, the general public, and the safety 
of the operating crafts involved!! 

I appreciate your attention and hope you give this matter your ful! consideration. 

Sipcerely, 

David W Berger 
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July 21,1998 

Mr. Robert Eagle 
27294 Georgetown Drive 
Westiake, OH 44145 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388; CSX and Norfolk Southera - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Eagle: 

Thank you for your receni letter expressing your concems about rail trafTic being routed 
through the southwest area of metropolitan Cleveland. 

Both CSX and NS have entered into negotiated agreements with numerous communities 
in the Greater Cleveland Area, including Cleveland, East Cleveland, Berea, Brook Park, Ohnsted 
Falls, and the west shore communities of Bay Village, Rocky River, and Lakewood. NS' 
agreemeni with East Cleveland proposes a rerouting of 11 trains per day away from the Easl 
Cleveland area and improved comiections in Cloggsville (in west Cleveland) and Vermillion, 
Ohio. These reroutings will resull in essentially no additional train trafTic (above 1995 base 
levels) in the west shore communities. Also, the agreements wilh Berea will resull in the carriers 
participating in the constmclion of two new underpasses to address environmental concems in 
that community. 

The Board encourages private sector negotiations and resolution in any matters under our 
jurisdiction. We believe that negotiated solutions to address environmental concems are more 
efTective and may at times be more far-reaching than environmental mitigation options we could 
impose unilaterally. Accordingly, on June 8th, the Board voied to adopt these negotiated 
agreements as environmenlal conditions to its approval ofthe Coniail acquisition. Our final 
written decision implementing the June 8'̂  vote is to be served on July 23, 1998. 

If you have additional questions conceming the environmenlal review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Direclor, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Projecl Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 



Roben Eagle 
27294 Georgetown Dr. 
Westiake, Ohio 44145 
(216) 892-0956, 

FILE m bl. 

o 

Ms. Linda Morgan 
.Surtace Transportation Bd. 
1925 K Street N.W. 
Suite 820 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Dear Ms. Morgan, 
1 am writing lo you rcgarding the pending merger of 

Norfolk Southeni and CSX railroads. 
I understand that this merger is wanted by the two 

companies as a way to increase their protits and I am not 
opposed to that. 

However, 1 am urging you and your committee members 
to use good judgement when making your decision by 
mandating the condition to the merger that has been 
proposed by our congressman, Dennis Kucinich and 
others. 

This condition is that lliC rail traffic be routed through 
the southwest area of metropolitan Cleveland. 

The above mentioned condition would be a win-win 
situation for all three parties involved. 

This win-win situation would be achieved as follows: 
1) The railroad companies would get the merger they 

desire in order to increase their prohts. 



2) The westshore communities and Cleveland would 
maintain a good qualit)' of life because safety, 
environmental, traffic congestion and noise pollution 
would be reduced. 

3) The southwest area communities would see their quality 
of life increase because overpass bridges would be 
constructed which would reduce their current traffic, safety 
and noise pollution situation. 

Anytime that a plan can provide a "WIN" for all parties 
that are involved in an issue, that plan must be 
implemented. 

Thank you for your time and again 1 ask you to please 
do w hat is right and institute the plan that will benefit us 
all. 

Please feel free to contact me ifyou so desire. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Eagle 
cc. 
Cong. Dennis Kucinich 
Senator Michael DeWine 
Senator John Glenn 
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July 21, 1998 

Mr. Cameron McEwen 
338 W. Main St. 
Bound Brook, NJ 08805 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388: CSX and Norfolk Soulhem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. McEwen: 

Thank you for your letter daled June 1, 1998, aboui the proposed acquisilion of Conrail 
by Norfolk Soulhem an''. CSX and your concems aboul environmental impacts in the Bound 
Brook, NJ area. 

In preparing the Environmental Impact Statement (EIS). the Board's Seclion of 
Environmental Analysis (SEA) conducted a comprehensive and exhaustive environmental 
review oflhe potential impacts of the Conrail Acquisilion, which was one ofthe largest and most 
complex transactions ever considered by the Board. The transaction encompassed over 44,000 
miles of rail lines in 24 slates, afTecting over 1,000 counties. SEA considered a broad range of 
environmental issues on a system-wide, regional, and local level. 

Because the Applicants projected a small increase of 2.7 trains per day on the Conrail line 
segment (which NS would acquire) fi-om Bound Brook lo Port Reading, and decreases in train 
trafTic on several other line segments in the nearby Shared Assets Area, SEA determined that 
proposed changes in rail activity would not exceed the Board's thresholds for environmenlal 
analysis (generally 8 trains per day increase). Therefore, SEA concluded that no significant 
adverse environmental impacts would occur and did nol recommend any mitigation. 

The issue you raise conceming the recent increase in activity on the Conrail rail lines 
appears lo be a pre-existing problem and not related to the Conrail Acquisition. While the Board 
has broad aulhority to impose conditions in railroad merger cases, that authoriiy is nol limitless. 
The Board does not have the authority to impose mitigation to remedy pre-existing conditions in 
a particular con. mnity nor impacts that are nol a direct result ofthe transaction before it. 

On June 8, 1998, the Board voted to approve the Conrail Acquisition with certain 
condilions. including environmenlal conditions. The Board will issue its final wntten decision 
on July 23, 1998. 



me, or c M i ^ n e * K̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂ ^̂  -™nn,e„.al review proces. please ca„ 
Pro.ec, Manager for ,he C o : ^ ^ ^ ! ^ : — ^ ' : ^ ' - - ' - °' ^ ' ^ ^ ' ^ ^ 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



June 1, 1998 

Linda J Morgan 
Chairman, Surface Transportation Board 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Re Conrail merger and the Borough of Bound Brook, NJ 

Dear Chairman Morgan, 

flilE 

3 : 

ar 

The Borough of Bound Brook is little more than a square mile in size Its southern section has 
two stretches of Conrail righi ofway, one along the NJT Raritan \'alley line, the other along the 
Raman River on a line mnning from Bound Brook to West Trenton Since the announcement of 
the Conrai! merger, both these lines have seen a marked increase in act"/ity This has had 
pro.̂ bund environmenlal efTect in Bound Brook in the following ways 
a) fieight activily on the Raritan Valley line lakes place al night when NJT passenger trains are 
nol mnning Increased tratTic n̂t.vils increases in diesel and shunting noise in what remains a 
predominantly residential area (Increased train whistles mentioned below ) 
b) increased use ofthe West Trenton line has meant increased closure ofthe grade-level crossing 
used by a spur of this line at the county highway leading across the Raritan River to South Bound 
Brook When this crossing is closed, traffic backs up throughout bolh boroughs Air and noise 
pollution are greatly increased Emergency vehicles become trapped in the irafT.c 
c) three grade-level crossings and a station are located within Bound Brook's small area Another 
station and additional grade-level crossings are located in Bridgewater, immediatelv adjacent to 
Bound Brook, on both the Rantan Valley Line and the V/tst Trenlon Line Increased freight 
IrafTic means increased use of air whistles at these crossings and stations Since Bound Brook is 
already bombarded bv thousands of whistles every day and night from passenger and freighl 
trains, any increase in trafTic resulting from the merger is an environmenlal disaster for the 
Borough 

Bound Brook is probably typical of many small communities which is already being impacted by 
the proposed merger, but which is too small to have the sorts of agencies required lo monitor 
environmentai impact and to make a submission to your Board As a condition ofthe proposed 
merger, the Board might require that Norfolk/CSX develop a community liaison procedure to 
monitor and to mitigate local environmental problems like these Note should be made lhat the 
sorts of problems experienced by Bound Brook seem to be unduly concentrated in minority areas. 

With thanks for your attention to this malter, I am 

Yours tmly 

Cameron McEweri 
338 W Mam St 
Bound Brook, NJ 08805 

in <= 

cc Elaine Kaiser, Chief^nvironmental Section 
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July 21, 1998 

Mr. Donald Burger 
817 Chicago St. 
Hammond, IN 46327 

Dear Mr. Burger: 

Thimk you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conraii and to divide certain asseis of Conrail belween the two acquiring 
railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, al 
which we voted to approve the proposed iransaclion, subject to a number of condilions. The 
Board currenlly is preparing a final writlen decision that implements the vote at the v oting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augntented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would mjecl competition 
into the eastem United Sta'es in an unprecedented manner. The condilions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrivy oflhe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoling and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of ov ersight, along with substantial operational 
monitonng and reporting to ensure that the transaction is successfully inif lemented; m.ligation 
of potential adverse inipacts on the env ironment and on safely; recognitic of employee inleresls, 
including a reaffirmation oflhe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way lo resolve 
important issues relating to employee righis; and several conditions lhat address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about compelition. 

Wilh regard to your specific concems, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to 
require CSX to implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four 
City Cc.isortium area of Indiana to mitigate the enviroiimental impacts resulting fi-om the 
proposed transaction. These include installing constant li'ne waming devices, rerouting several 
trains offthe Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and 
signal systems to allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Bart Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. I f l may bc of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 

-2-
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July 21, 1998 

Ms. Beulah Labostrie 
President 
Louisiana Acom 
1024 Elysian Fields Ave. 
New Orleans, LA 70117 

Dear Ms. Labostrie: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. Specifically, you express opposition lo the merger because of concems regarding CSX 
and hazardous material safely, particularly in Louisiana. The Conrail proceeding remains 
pending befbre the Surface Transportaiion Board (Board) as STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argument on the proposed trar.3a..iion, 
hearing from more lhan 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4. 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of condilions. The 
Board cunentiv is preparing a final wntten decision lhat implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaciion, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, w ould inject compelition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integnty of the overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the transaciion is successfully implemented; mitigalion 
of potenlial adverse impacls on the environment and on safely, recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of the negotiation and arbitraiion process as the proper way to resolve 
importani issues relating to employee rights, and several condilions lhal address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about compelition. 

Wilh regard to your specific concems. the Board for the first time in a railroad 
consolidation case required the preparation of an Environmenta' Impact Statement and Safety 
Integration Plans to address fully the environmenlal and safety toncems raised. The Board will 
be closely monitoring implementation of the environmenlal mitigation conditions and the safety 



plans. In addition, you should be aware that, in connection with nis merger, CSX has agreed to 
work with local officials to establish dsid mainiain a specific hazardous malerials transportation 
emergency response plan for the New Orleans area. 

I appreciate your interest in this matter. I will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. I f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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Louisiana ACORN 
1024 Elysian Fields Ave , New Orleans, LA 70117 • (504)943-0044 

May 27, 1998 
o 

CJ 
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Ms. Linda J. Morgan 
Chairperson 
The U.S. Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Dear Chairperson Morgan: 

ACORN is a community organization of low/moderate income people. We have 
community groups organized in the predominantly African-American, on either side of 
the CSX-Norfolk Southern railroad tracks and switching yard in New Orleans TliCse 
communities are endangered by their proximity to the railroad tracks, long the home of 
tankcars laden with toxic chemicals. The many dangers from the heavy traffic and 
storage of the tankcars at the railroad switching yard and on it's tracks, and the chronic 
mismanagement of the them is one of the main reasons ACORN goes on record in 
opposition to the merger of CSX and Norfolk Southern with Conrail. 

Since the prominent CSX disaster in our neighborhoods almost ten years ago. there have 
been continuous problems with this company's aciions iti New Orleans. There have 
even been rnore leaks and fires, w ith no remediation of the problems by CSX 
management. Further. CSX - Norfolk have property along the railroad tracks vvhich is 
not maintained. This industrial strip is in the heart of New Orleans, the center of our city, 
amidst densely residential communities Overgrown grass blights all of the properties 
surrounding these communities attracting rats, litter and other forms of dumping. CSX -
Norfolk Southem Railroad are in constant violation of local health iaws. They persist in 
stacking railroad lies and piles of gravel in one community, season in and season out, 
also in violation of local health laws. This property is also likely contaminated from 
creosote which has leached into the undrained ground after rains, when large pools of 
water stand there. 

_4 
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ae 
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Chairperson Morgan 

The location of the switching yard between the neighborhoods ensure that the 
neighborhood streets, including one state highway is blocked every day and night for 
the switching procedure. All but two of the streets in two African-American 
communities were completely severed and can no longer be used by the public. 
However, no streets in the adjacent predominantly white communities have been 
severed by the company. The chopped-up affect in the neighborhoods where the 
streets were severed has contributed to the decline and blight of those ureas which is 
typical of communities with industrial encroachment of this magnituoe. Further, even 
today's newspaper carries an article about the frequent accidents caused by drivers 
attempting to "beat the train" by driving up one-way streets the wrong way, 
accelerating to the point of losing control of their vehicles and physically crashing into 
the homes on Montegut Street (on at least three separate occasions recently). 

The switching procedure itself also slams railroad car against railroad car causing heavy 
vibrations which break foundations, ceilings, and tear up the basic structure of nearby 
homes - some are up to one hundred years old in two historic communities. 

The relentless insensitivity of the railroads is personified in their attitude towards the 
neighboring public. They do not retum telephone calls or agree to meet with our 
community groups. They have no intention of being a good neighbor. Can you 
imagine how much more insensitive they would be after a merger? 

The move of this switching yard from it's original, higher income whiie community to a 
lower income, predominantly Africa>'-American neighborhood is certainly a major 
indicator of environmental racism, as are the other chronic problems CSX Norfolk have 
refused to solve, that are addressed here. Please decide against this merger. 

On behalf of the low and moderate income people, 

Beulah Labostrie 
President 

cc: Senators Landrieu and Breaux 
Congressman Jefferson 
Media 
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i^urface (Eranaportjitron Soarb I cue rZ''' 
WaBhington. B.O:. 20423-0001 | M L L IN DOCKET 

Wffitc of the (Sî airman 

July 21,1998 

Mr. Jeffrey A. Saxon 
Executive Vice President 
LTV Steel Company, Inc. 
209 Public Square 
Cleveland, OH 44114-2308 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388; CSX and Norfolk Southem - Control and 
Acquisition - Conrail 

Dear Mr. Saxon: 

Thank you for your recent letter expressing your concems about rail traffic being routed 
through the southwest area of metropolitan Cleveland. 

Both CSX and NS have eniered inlo negotiated agreements wilh numerous communities 
in he Greater Cleveland Area, including Cleveland, East Cleveland, Berea, Brook Park, Olmsted 
Falls, and th^ wesl shore communities of Bay Village. Rocky River, and Lakewood. NS' 
agreement wiih East Cleveland proposes a rerouting of 11 trains per day away from the East 
Cleveland area and improved connections in Cloggsville (in west Cleveland) and Vermillion, 
Ohio. These reroutings will resull in essentially no additional tt-ain tt-affic (above 1995 base 
levels) in the west shore communilies. Also, the agreements wiih Berea wili resull in the carriers 
participating in the conslruclion of two new underpasses to address environmental concems in 
that communitv. 

The Board encourages private sector negotiations and resolulion in any matters under our 
jurisdiction. We believe that negotiated solutions to address environmenlal concems are more 
efTective and may at times be more far-reaching than environmental mitigalion options we could 
in-pose unilaterally. Accordingly, on June Sth, the Board voted to adopt these negotiated 
agreements as environmental conditions to its approval of the Conrail acquisilion. Our final 
written decision implementing the June 8* vote is lo be served on July 23,1998. 

Ifyou have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please call 
me, or contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmenlal Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's 
Project Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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I LTV Steel Company Inc. 

April 15. 1998 -6-
DOCKEt 

The Honorable Lind;i J. Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet, N.W. 
Suite 820 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

Subiect: FINANCE DOCKET NO. 33388 

o 
o 
wr. 

Dear Chairman Morgan: 

LTV Steel is a significant user of Conrail, CSX, and NS rail service 
throughout the Midwest. LTV and our 17.000 employees operate 
significant manufacturing facilities in Illinois, Indiana. Ohio, and 
Pennsylvania that tely heavily upon efficient rail service for inbound raw 
materials and outbound finished products. Our integrated steel complex 
located in the City of Cleveland is critically dependent upon efficient rail 
service. 

Annually. LTV moves about 4.9 MM tons throughout this area by rail, 
including 3.2 MM tons related to our Cleveland Works. 

We understand that the Board is considering the impacts of a merger of the 
Conrail system into CSX and NS, including alternatives for routing rail 
traffic thiough the Cleveland area. 

Regarding tht merger, LTV expects that the Board will drive CSX and NS 
to increase rail efficiencies and competition, resulting in lower rail costs and 
improved service in this critical interstate East/West corridor. 

LTV STEEL COMPANY INC • 200 PUBLIC SQUARE • CLEV- LAND OHIO 44114.2308 



The Honorable Linda J. Morgan 
April 15, 1998 
Page 2 

Concerning the alternatives for the Cleveland area, we hope that the Board 
will work to find a solution that delivers improved rail efficiencies/lower 
costs for rail customers and provides an appropriate response to the 
concerns of the City of Cleveland and local communities. 

We understand that one option under consideration is the construction ofa 
flyover in the City of Berea in order to reroute the flow of rail traffic 
through the area. We are concerned that the construction of the flyover will 
result in a significant disruption of rail traffic through the Cleveland area 
and will particularly impact our Cleveland Vorks. With much deliberation, 
we have not been able to identify a plan of operation that will allow us to 
operate effectively during the 3-5 year design and construction period. We 
understand that traffic volume and single track operation during 
construction will create a serious logjam. The cost of delays and the 
switching ftom rail to truck traffic is expected to cost LTV well over $5 
million per year, not including the risk of lo.st business due to the inability 
to reliably provide on-time delivery. 

During the Board's review of alternatives, we request that .serious 
consideration be given to the economic and service impacts Uiat will occur 
during the project construction periods. 

We .strongly urge the Board to favorably consider options that provide 
increased rail efficiency and competition to drive the rail sy.stem to lower 
costs and to avoid alternatives that hamper the railroads and their 
customers' ability lo compete. 

Yours truly. 

Jeffrey A. Saxon 
Executive Vice President 

JASifam 
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July 21,1998 

Mr. James Johnson 
Traffic Manager 
Empire Wholesale Lumber Co. 
P.O. Box 249 
Akron, OH 44309-0249 

Dear im: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquinng 
railroads. Specifically, you express concem over the language used by the Board at ils June 8, 
1998 open voting conference in granting relief to the Wheeling & Lake Erie Railroad (W&LE). 

As you know, the Board cun-ently is preparing a final written decision implementing the 
vote al the voting conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. The Board will 
include in that document appropriate language describing the relief it has voted to grant W&LE. 

I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding, lfl may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to conlact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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WHOLESALE LUMBER CO. 
RO BOX 249 • AKRON. OHIO 44309-0249 

TELEPHONE 

FAX 

W / - , ^ i f ^ ^ ^ i a ^ ^ f , ^ , , ^ ^taie. 9eUA. . 9 o ^ ^ W . 
JAME^ JOHNSON 
TRAFnc MANAGER 

l } } ^ DOCKFT 
June 12, 1998 

BY FAX TO: 202-S6S-901S 

Honorable Lmda J Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington DC 20423 

o 
zr. 

Dear Chainnan Morgan o 

Enclosed is a courtesy copy of a letter that I recently sent to the Senators and 
RepresentaUves who represent the Ohio counties in which the Wheehng & Lake Erie Railroad 
operates As I have stated in the letter. 1 honestly believe that if Ohio loses the WT.E there will be 
no Class I access for most WLE served commumties and industries Empire Wholesale Lumber 
Co. is committed to preserving the industrial employment base in this region Our Piesident Mr 
Haivey Graves, and I have expended significant time, energ-/ and money to that end We do not 
expect that this activity will "turn a profit" for the company; but, if we are successful we will 
have contnbuted to the communities where we and our families live, work and die 

I recognize and sincerely appreciate that you have stated your intention to mitigate the 
merger damage that the WLE and other shortlines will sustain But I have several distmct 
concems with the language deseribmg the WLE related condiuons The printed documents that I 
have seen use ambiguous terminology when describing the WLE conditions The r ._ f granted to 
the WLE. excepi for the Lima OH portion, is no more than what thev were offered in a take it or 
leave it negotiation session which absolutely sends the wrong message to the purchasers And 
hnally, ifthe rrougarmg conditions do not convey sufficient timely opportunities for the WLE to 
compete, the coUateral damage to Ohio's economy will be significant Language which is 

interpretation actions before the Board or the courts could very wcli doora 
the WLE and the communities and industries that it serves 

o 
a: 

BflANCH CORPORATE HEADOJARTERS AKRON, OHIO 
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Hon. Linda J Morgan 
June 12, 1998 
Page 2 

I am truly sorry for the Congressional activity that I hope the enclosed letter will generate 
Northeast Ohio faced rather bleak altematives between the time that Conrail announced the 
"Akron Cluster Sale" abandonment and the time that the WLE purchased that trackage I cannot 
impress upon you - or the Congressional delegation ofthis area - how critical we believe WLE 
survival is to our future. 

Sincerely, 

James Johnson 
Traffic Manager 
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WHOLESALE LUMBER CO TELEPHONF 

PAX 

330-376.«74l 

JA.MKS JOHNSON 

TRAJTic M A N A G E R 

Honorable Mike DeWine 
United States Senate 
Room 140 
Senate Russell Office Bldg 
Washington DC 20510 

Jtine 11. 1998 

FAX; 202-224-6519 

RE: Surfece Transportation Board 
Finance Docket 33388 

0 

Dear Senator DeWine; 

merger '"^ * ^"^ (WLE) related conditions on the 

"(a) 

(b) 
(c) 

I&O"; ^ including a connection to the 

Additionally, the Suiffloard's hearing release states oi, i. 
negotiate with W&LE concenung muttMlvC^, . ''^^'^ apphcants 
W&I.E to provide seiMce t o ^ e ^ t ^ ^ o ^ t ' f anangements. including aflowmg the 
Benwood to Brooklyn J m ^ T ^ " ° """̂ ^ '̂̂ "e CSX's line from 

There was no discussion ofthe Wl£'s request for ac«^c t« rw 
^ ir^ involved „ .He „e... of ..e C . r . ' ^ ^ t S ^ l S J X 7Z 
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Senator Mike DeWine 
June U. 1998 
Page 2 

separate tracks between Chicago and Ohio There was no discussion of proposed conditions 
which would protect the substantial pubhc and private investment m the Neomodal facilities in 
Stark County. The later heanng press release clearly indicates the SurfBoard's recognition ofthe 
need to - and intention to - mitigate damage to afifected shortlines The conditions, as stated, are 
susceptible to multiple interpretations by even the most reasonable and rational individuals and 
hence implementation could be obstructed and delayed, fi^straiing the SurfBoaid's stated iment 

The conditions as stated, in my opinion, are not suflBcient to permit the survival of an 
independent WLE As Harvey Graves, Empire's CEO. and I have stated in the past, the fulure of 
economic development in the 14 Ohio counties that the WLE serves is highly dependent upon the 
retention of responsive rail service The WLE has been an extremely positive supporter of 
economic development on the rail lines that it acquired from the Norfolk Southem and the light 
density lines it saved from a Conrail abandonment. An integral part of the WLE's success has 
been their participation with NS and CSX in moves competing against CoiuaiJ. This acquisition 
gives the two buyers the very lines that they were successful m competing against by means of 
joint routing over the WLE, and thus eliminates as much as 25% of the WLE's annual income 

I am concemed that a WLE insolvency is very possible if the conditions imposed by the 
SurfBoard do not pennit the WLE real opportunities to compete for sufficient new business to 
oflFset the lost overhead traffic revenue The WI.E cunently prov des essential services to 
communities and industries who once received those services from one or more ofthe Class 1 
raifroads There is little reason for any ofthose cominunities or industries to expect a retum of 
Class I raifroad service in the event of the demise ofthe WLE. 

Harvey Graves and I had hof>ed that tht city administrations in Cuyahoga County would 
recognize the threat that additional rail traffic in general, and additional rail hazardous commodity 
traffic in specific, represented to their communities. The WLE lines from Bellevue and Willard in 
Huron County to Orrville or Canton in Wayne and Stark Counties offer both NS and CSX the 
opportumty to divert hazardous commodity traffic south around the Cleveland metropolitan area 
Additionally, the "WlJc. can provide a direct, rural route between Huron County OH and 
Hagerstown MD on hazardous and other coirmiodities moving between Chicago and the 
Ballimore-Philadelphia-New York area In either scenario, a SurfBoard ordered diversion ofthe 
hazardous commodity traffic over the Wl.E would have allowed the WLE to replace an important 
portion of significant revenues lhat will be lost as a result of the merger. Unfortunately, the 
Cuyahoga Coimty communities grabbed the money and declared the merger to be without fault 
Their abdication of their responsibility to protect their constituents resulted in significantly less 
pressure on the SurfBoard to order the use of the WLE lines as a safer and often shorter 
(economically and environmentally better) - route for the hazardous commodities. This additional 
traffic will now be endured by the residents of Cuyahoga County. 
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Senator Mike DeWine 
June 11, 1998 
Page 3 

As you may afready knew. I am a shipper member ofthe Railroad-Shippers 
Transportation Advisoty Council of the Surface Transportation Board, a council that Congress 
created m the Interstate Commerce Commission Termination Act of 1995 As such, I a-n acutely 
aware ofthe need to proactively protect the small communities, tbe small shippers and tĥ  small 
railroads ofthis country, m fkct, the TEA-21 provision which allows rail freight carriers access to 
infrastmaure fiinding may have come from one of my suggestions in 1996 However I am 
wntmg this letter as a representative of Empire Wholesale Lumber Co and as an exrr^ely 
concerneo citizen of Ohio The SurfBoard has approved the merger and announced that it wrill 
impose certain conditions The exact extent ofthose conditions will be defined in a written order 
due out July 23, 1998 The conditions mitigating damage to the WLE must be more cleariy 
stated or enhanced for the benefit ofyour constituents. 

Al a minimum, the annoimced conditions must be clarified as including access to all 
shippeni/receivers and aU commodities along the lines to, and at the tenninal ar«as of 
Toledo, Lima, Natrium and Brooklyn Junction plus specific definition of WLE direct track 
service limits and SurfBoard mandated reasonable reciproeai switch charges to all 
industries on NS and CSX outside direct track service limits but within terminal areas 
Reciprocal switching is one of the options available for the mitigation of competitive access 
concems Mandating that the WLE have access to all ofthe terminal area shippers/receivers and 
mandating a maximum charge that NS and CSX can assess again.-;! the WLE for using their tiacks 
for that access, maximizes the competitive opportunities ofthe WT.E in the limited geographical 
area that the SurfBoard has described m it's discussion 

More preferably, the imposed conditions should inchide the immediately preceding 
conditions p(us diversion of aU hazardous commodity traffic around Cuyahoga County by 
using the WLE; plus shifting of intermodal tniflnr to Neomodal All Class I railroads are 
rapidly approaching capacity constraints; shying the lowei revenue intermodal traffic oflf NS and 
CSX, between Huron County and N E. Ohio, frees their crews and power for use on more 
profitable v-ntures and puts this less desirable - but needed - revenue into Neomodal and WLE - a 
classic wir.-wm situation. 

Ideally, aU ofthe conditions above phis the haulage rights and underlying trackage 
rights for WI.E over one oftbe Chicago-Ohio mainlines would insure the future viability of 
the commumties who are dependent upon 'he WLE for raii seivice. but the Chicago remedy 
appears to be beyond the scope of what can be accomplished within the process of fieshing out of 
the framework of the presem decision (unless the WLE files a petition for reconsideration) 

1 am at the disposal of you or your staff as necessary to achieve the aloove situations For 
the record, neither I nor Empire Wholesale Lumber Co. has any financial interest in the WLE 
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Senator Mike DeWine 
June 11, 1998 
Page 4 

While the WLE personnel are aware ofour concems (and share them) they have had no input into 
this letter ind we are not empowered to negotiate on their behalf As the SurfBoard has afready 
rticognized and stated, this matter vastly transcends the private interests ofthe WLE Indeed, the 
economic survival of many Ohio communities and many more Ohio employers hangs in the 
baiance Ifyou agree writh my assessment, your immediate expression of concem should be made 
directly with the Surface Transportation Board, at the address below, encouraging then to 
specifically order mitigating conditions for the WIX in clear, unambiguous and encompassing 
language. While both NS and CSX arc honorable companies, it is highly unlikely that either will 
voluntarily give ine WLE (or any other shortline) access to any more than the absolutely minimum 
legal interpretation of the SurfBoard's orders 

Sincerely, 

Janl̂ ^ohnson 
Traffic Manager 

cc: Harvey Graves, CEO, Empsre Wholesale Lumber Co. 

Courtesy copy to; Honorable Linda J. Morgan 
Chairman 
Surfece Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW 
Washmgton DC 20423 
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July 21, 1998 

Mr. Tom Gallagher 
Executive Director 
Cortland County Chamber of Commerce 
34 Tomkins Streei 
Cortland, NY 13045 

Dear Mr. Gallagher: 

Thank you for your letter expressing support for the proposal by CSX and Norfolk 
Southem (NS) to acquire conlrol of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail belween the 
two acquinng railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation 
Board (Board) as STB Finance Dockei No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed Iransaction, 
hearing from mort than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argxmient held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voling conference on June 8, 1998, al 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currenlly is preparing a final written decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voling for approval, the Board found lhal the transaciion, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competilion 
in*o the easiem United States in an unprecedented manner. The condilions adopied by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operalional and competitive integrity oflhe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoling and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's condilions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the iransaclion is successftilly implemented; mitigation 
of polenlial adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and sevr rai conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition, including New York Slate. 

I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding, l f l may be of ftirther assislance, please do nol 
hesitate lo conlact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



C H W B I K < )r Cx )M\ lFRrE 

CORTL ND 
C O U N T Y 34 Tompkins Street • Cortland, Sew York 13045 • (607) 756-2814 

June 1, 1998 

Mr. Vemon A. Williams 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N. W. 
Washington, DC 20423 

Dear Secretary Williams, 
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The Cortland County Chamber of Commerce representing over 400 businesses in Cortland 
Couniy expresses our strong suppon for the joint acquisition of Conrail by CSX and Norfoik 
Southem. 

From a pro-competitive standpoint, the division of Conrail between two major railroads of 
roughly equal size and scope will mean more options and lower costs for New York shippers 
and consumers. For the first time in history, New York State will enjoy strong, direct north-south 
rail links, allowing Upstate companies and communities to ship and receive freight via a single 
rail line from everywhere east of the Mississippi, from Montreal in the North to Miami and New 
Orleans in the South. This has been a fact of business life in the souihem states for many 
years, and New York can fina iy look fonvard to the erasure of this competitive disadvantage. 

Cortland County has several companies in the lumber, manne and plastics business that rely on 
the railroad for transportation. But the benefits of this unique acquisition go beyond commercial 
considerations. From a safety perspective. CSX Transportation and Norfolk Southern have 
extraordinary track records. And both CSX and Norfolk Southern have a strong commitment to 
environmental excellence - a commitment that will be earned over into all new operation once 
the joint acquisition of Conrail is approved 

In fact, as single line service makes the rail option more attractive to New York shippers, we 
may see as many as 12.6 million truck miles diverted annually from New York highways. This 
will mean added road safety fuel savings and air quality benefits as well. Not to mention an 
estimated $1.5 million in highway maintenance savings annually for the state 

We urge the Surface Transportation Board to approve the joint acquisition of Conrail with 
minimal conditions. 

t5 

T0m'6a'^jgRer 
Executive Director 
Cortland Couniy Chamber of Commerce 

Cc: Linda Morgan 
Gus Owen 
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July 21, 1998 

Mr. Michael Cope 
President 
Cope Bestway Express Inc. 
PO Box 733 
Grand Island, NY 14072 

Dear Mr. Cope: 

Thank you for your letter expressing support for the proposal by CSX and Norfolk 
Southem (NS) to acquire conlrol of Conrail and lo divide certain assets of Conrail between the 
two acquiring railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation 
Board (Board) as STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argumenl, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed Iransaclion, subjeci lo a number of condilions The 
Board currenlly is prepanng a final wntten decision that implements the vote al the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties ani as further conditioned, would inject compelition 
into the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopied by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity of the overall 
proposal and the importance of promoling and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's condilions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitonng and reporting to ensure that the iransaclion is successfully implemented; mitigalion 
of polential adverse impacts on the environmeni and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation ofthe negotia'tion and arbitration process as tlie proper way to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions lhat address the vital lole of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competilion In Buffalo, for example, while not 
every shipper will have direct service by two carriers, the transaction will create a two-carrier 
presence lhat w ill benefit shippers, and cert tin conditions imposed by the Board will reduce 
reciprocal switching charges in the area; and CSX's activities in the New York City area will 
face more competitive discipline than Conrail's do now, from the nearby presence oflhe New 
Jersey shared assets area. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding, l f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to conlact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



oY BESTWAY Express Inc. 

Phone: 716-87.5-6565 
FAX: 716-875-1100 

PO Box 733 
Grand Island, .New York 14072 
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Vernon A W i l l i a i n s , Secretary 
Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board 
1925 K-Street N.W. 
Washington, DC 20423 

Dear Secretary W i l l i a m s , 

I am w r i t i n g to express my support f o r 
a c q u i s i t i o n of C o n r a i l by CSX and N o r f o l k 
prime concern not only f o r myself but f o r 
customers as w e l l . 

the j o i n t 
Southern. This i s 
my employees and 

Having two d i s t r i b u t i o n warehouses w i t h one on each r a i l 
l i n e puts us i n a unique p o s i t i o n to improve the over a l l 
t r a f f i c lanes i n and out of Western New York i f the 
a c q u i s i t i o n r e s u l t s i n f a v o r a b l e changes f o r a l l those 
i n v o l v e d . 

Through our conversations w i t h the ECIDA B u f f a l o 
P a r t n e r s h i p , there w i l l not be any changes i n p r i c i n f f o r 
r e c i p r o c a l switches between the r a i l r o a d s . We b e l i e v e w i t h 
out changes there would not be any c o m p e t i t i o n i n various 
t r a f f i c lanes. Since we have been a drayman f o r over twenty 
seven years we b e l i e v e the r a t e s t r u c t u r e would increase the 
o v e r a l l amount of t r a f f i c i n our area by simply g i v i n g the 
customers a choice! I n a d d i t i o n we would hope that there 
would be an o v e r a l l improvement i n the q u a n t i t y and q u a l i t y 
of r a i l t r a i l e r s made a v a i l a b l e to us and the customers. 

We are f u l l y aware of the many aspects th a t can and w i l l 
change w i t h t h i s merger. Our concern i s tha t the b e n e f i t s out 
weigh the costs. The drayman and customers i n New York need 
the j o i n t a c q u i s i t i o n and new coKkpetitive r a t e s t r u c t u r e l h a t 
should r e s u l t . 

I urge the Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n Board to approve the 
j o i n t a c q u i s i t i o n w i t h minimal c o n d i t i o n s . 

S i n c e r e ^ , « 

Michael Cope 
Pres ident 

c/c Linda Morgan 
Gus Owen 
Joel Malina 
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'''LE IN DOCKtT 

Mr. David A. Luecke 
President 
The Reimeier Lumber Co. 
1528 Gest Streei 
Cincinnati, OH 45203-1090 

Dear Mr. Luecke: 

Thank you for your letter expressing support for the proposal by CSX and Norfolk 
Soulhem (NS) lo acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Corû ail belween the 
two acquinng railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Tnmsportation 
Board (Board) as STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argumenl on the proposed transaciion, 
hearing from more lhan 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject lo a number of condilions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23,1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the Iransaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties, including agreements wilh several Ohio communities, 
and as further conditioned, would inject competilion inlo the easiem United States in an 
imprecedented manner. The condilions adopted by the Board, while significant, recognize the 
operational and competitive integnty of the overall proposal and the importance of promoting 
and preser\'ing privately-negotiated agreements. In particular, the Board's conditions include 
5 years of oversight, along with subslantial operalional monitoring and reporting to ensure that 
the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation of potential adverse impacls on the 
environmeni and on safety; recognition of employee interests, including a reaffirmation oflhe 
negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve important issues relating to 
employee rights; and several condilions lhat address the vital role of smaller raiboads in such 
areas as Ohio and regional concems aboul competition. 

I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding, l f l may be of further assistance, please do nol 
hesitate to contaci me. 

Sincerely, 

-^-J^J />py 
Linda J. Morgan 
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ac >• Vernon A Williams 

Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20423 _ 

Dear Secretary Williams, i , 

I am w r i t i n g to you to express my strong supporc f o r the j o i n t " 
ac q u i s i t i o n of Conrail by*CSX and Norfolk Southern. 

i> 
This IS a great transaction f o r the state of Ohio. I t w i f l meaj{ mo 
options and lower costs f o r Ohio shippers and consumers. And tne 
re s u l t i n g extension of s i n g l e - l i n e service i n t o new markets means t 
Ohio shippers and receivers w i l l be able to take advantage of numer 
e f f i c i e n c i e s , i n c l u d i n g : the e l i m i n a t i o n of unnecessary interchanq 
and delays on route, shorter t r i p distances, f a s t e r t r a n s i t times^ 
expedited interchanges with other r a i l r o a d s . 

re i 

hat 
ous 
5 

and 

The above e f f i c i e n c y points are very real f o r our lumber company. 
Often we cannot ship our material on a s i n g l e - l i n e ; the r e s u l t i n c 
switches delay d e l i v e r y and add cost. This i s p a r t i c u l a r l y noticeable 
i n shipments o r i g i n a t i n g i n the Northeast. The j o i n t a c q u i s i t i o n of 
Conrail w i l l resolve t h i s problem. 

Because of the e x i s t i n g i n e f f i c i e n c i e s , often we must choose to ship 
by truck rather than r a i l . This weakens a r a i l system that i s needed 
to be strong f o r United States' econom.ic fu t u r e . 

The benefits of t h i s unique r a i l a c q u i s i t i o n go beyond commercial 
considerations. From a safety viewpoint, CSX Transportation and 
Norfolk Southern have extraordinary track records. And both CSX and 
Norfolk Southern have a strong commitment to environmental excellence 
- a commitment which w i l l be c a r r i e d over i n t o a l l new operations once 
the j o i n t a c q u i s i t i o n on Conrail i s approved. 

As single l i n e service makes the r a i l option more a t t r a c t i v e to Ohio 
'ihippers, we may see as many as 97.6 m i l l i o n truck miles diverted 
annually from Ohio's highways. This w i l l mean added road safety, fuel 
savings and a i r q u a l i t y benefits as w e l l . Not to mention an estimated 
$11." m i l l i o n i n highway maintenance savings annually f o r the state. 

I urge the Surface Transportation Board to approve the j o i n t 
a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail w i t h minimal conditions. 

Sincerely, 

David A. Luecke 
President 

cc: Linda Morgan 
Gus Owen 

The Rier-ieier Lumtjer Co — Building Confidence S/nce 1925 
1528 Gest Street . Cincinnati, Ofiio 45203-1090 . (5l 3) 241 -3788 • FAX (513) 241 -STUD 
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July 21, 1998 

Mr. Kenneth C. Genlz 
President 
Long Island Intermodal Sales 
99 East Shore Drive 
Babylon, NY 11702 

Dear Mr. Genlz: 

Thank you for your letter expressing support for the proposal by CSX and Norfolk 
Southem (NS) to acquire control of Ccnrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail betw een the 
two acquiring railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation 
Board (Board) as STB Finance Dockei No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argumenl on the proposed transaction, 
hearing ft-om more 'ban 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed Iransaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board curtently is preparing a final written decision lhat implements the vole at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23,1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
inlo the easiem United States in an unprecedented marmer. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competifive iniegrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and prescr. ing privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operalional 
monitonng and reporting to ensure lhal the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigalion 
of polential adverse impacls on the environment and on safely; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffinnation of the negotiation and arbitraiion process as the proper w ay to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. In Buffalo, for txample, while not 
every shipper will have direct service by two carriers, the transaction will creaie a two-carrier 
presence lhal will benefit shippers, and certain condiuons imposed by the Board will reduce 
reciprocal sw itching charges in the area; and CSX's aciivities in the New York City area will 
face more competitive discipline lhan Conrail's do now, from the nearby presence oflhe New 
Jersey shared assets area. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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C9ffici of tht Ulhairman 
July 21,1998 

Mr. LA. Thompson 
President & CEO 
Transco Railway Products Inc. 
P.O. Box 271 
Bucyrus, OH 44820-0271 

Dear Mr. Thompson: 

Thank you for your letter expressing support for the proposal by CSX and Norfolk 
Southem (NS) to acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail belween the 
two acquiring railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation 
Board (Board) as STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argumenl on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voling conference on June 8, 1998, al 
which we voted to approve the proposed iransaclion, subjeci lo a number of condilions. The 
Board curtently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vole al the voling 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties, including agreements with several Ohio communities, 
and as further conditioned, would inject competilion into the eastem United States in an 
unprecedented manner. The conditions adopied by the Board, while significant, recognize the 
operational and competitive integrity of the overall proposal and the importa ce of promoting 
and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In particular, the Board's ccnditions include 
5 years of oversight, along \ th substantial operalional monitoring and reporting to ensure that 
the transaction is successfully implemented; mifigation of potenlial adverse impacls on the 
environment and on eafety; recognition of employee interests, including a reaffirmation ofthe 
negotialion and arbiiration process as the proper way to resolve importani if sues relating to 
employee righis; and several conditions that address the vital role of smalh railroads in such 
areas as Ohio and regional concems about competition. 

1 appreciale your inierest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public dockei in thi;. proceeding. If I may be of further assislance, please do not 
hesitate lo conlact me. 

Sincerely, 

rgan Linda J. M o r ^ 
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TRANSCO RAILWAY PRODUCTS INC. 
P.O. Box 271 

820 Hoplcy A"cn'tc 
Bucyrus. Ohio 44820 0 1. 419-562 1031 

Facsimile No. 419-562-3684 

Celebrating our 62nd Year (1936-1998) 

FILE IH DOC 

I.A. THOMPSON 
PRESIDENT & CEO 

O 
3 : >• 

June 2, 1998 • ^ < > 

li. '. 
CJ 

Vemon A. Williams ^ 
Secretary 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
Washington, D. c. 20423 

Dear Secretary Williams: 

I am writing to you to express my strong support for the joint acquisition of 
Consolidated Rail Corporation by CSX Transportation and Norfolk Southern 
Coi-poration. 

This is a great transaction for the State of Ohio. It will mean more options 
and lower costs for Ohio shippers and consumers. The resulting extension of single-
line service into new markets means that Ohio shippers and receivers will be able 
to take advantage of numerou.s efficiencies including the elimination of unnecessary 
interchanges and delays on route, shorter trip distances faster transit times and 
expedited interchanges with other railroads. 

But the benefits ofthis unique rail acquisition go beyond commercial 
considerations. From a safety viewpoint, CSX and Norfolk Southern have 
extraordinary track records. Both CSX and Norfolk Southern have a strong 
commitment to environmental excellence, a commitment which wiU be carried over 
into all new operations once the joint acquisition of Conrail is approved. 

In fact, as single line service makes the rail option more attractive to Ohio 
shippers, we may see as many as 97.6 million track miles diverted annually from 
Ohio's highways. This wiU mean added road safety, fuel savings and air quality 
benefits as well, not to mention an estimated $11.7 million in highway maintenance 
savings annually for the state. 

A CORPOR.MION OF THE TRANSCO GROUP 



TRANSCO RAILWAY PRODUCTS INC. 

Vemon A. Williams 
June 2, 1998 
Page 2 

I urge the Surface Transportation Board to approve the joint acquisition of 
Conrail with minimal conditions. 

Sincerely, 

I. A. Thompson 
Writer's Extension - 201 

lAT/jcr 

CO" Linda Morgan, Surface Transportation Board 
Gus Owen, Surface Transportation Board 
Vicki May, TRAC 

A CORPORATION OF THE TRANSCO GROUP 
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July 21, 1998 

Mr. M.E. Stone 
Secretary 
Ohio Pulp Mills, hic. 
2100 Losanfiville Road 
Cincinnati, OH 45237 

Dear M.E. Stone: 

Thank you for your letter expressing support for the proposal by CSX and Norfolk 
Southem (NS) to acquire conlrol of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the 
two acquiring railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation 
Board (Board) as STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following orai argument, the Board held an open voling conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of conditioris. The 
Board curtently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vote at the voling 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23,1998. 

In voling for approval, the Board found that the tt-ansaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties, including agreements with several Ohio commumties, 
and as ftirther conditioned, would inject competition into the eastem United States in an 
unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the Board, while significant, recognize the 
operational and compelilive imegnty nfthe overall proposal and the importance of promoting 
and preserving privately-negotiated agreements, hi particular, the Board's conuitions include 
5 years of oversight, along wilh substantial operalional monitoring and reporting lo ensure that 
the iransaclion is successftilly implemented; mitigation of potenlial ad', erse impacts on the 
environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, including a reaffinnaiion ofthe 
negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve import^t issues relating to 
employee nghts; and several conditions that address the vital role of smaller railroads in such 
areas as Ohio and regional concems about compelition. 

I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and m'' response made a 
part ofthe public dockei in this proceeding. If 1 may be of fiirther assistance, please do not 
hesitate to conlact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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Vemon A Williams 
Secretary' 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K. Street. N W, 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

FILE \\\ U<.:i 

Dear Secretary Williams, 

I am writing to you to express my strong support for the joint acquisition of 
Conrail by CSX and Norfolk Southern. 

This is a great transaction for the state of Ohio. It will mean more options and 
lower cost for Ohio shippers and consumers. And the resulting extension of single-line 
service into new markets means that Ohio shippers and receivers will be able to take 
advantage of numerous efficiencies, including: the elimination of unnecessary 
interchanges and delays on route, shorter trip distances, faster transit times . and expedited 
interchanges with other railroads. 

Due to the faet that Ohio Pulp Mills product is a wet product, it is vital that our producl 
is delivered swiftly to our customers . In the winter it will freeze to the sides ofthe railcar 
In the summer, it will mold 1 his acquistion could make it possible for us to use railcars instead of 
trucks. We could move our product to our customers faster. 

But the benefits ofthis unique rail acquisition go beyond commercial 
considerations From safety viewpoint. CSX 1 ransportation and Norfolk Southem have 
extraordinary track records. And bolh CSX and Norfolk Southern have a strong 
commitment to environmental excellence-a commitment which will be carried over into 
all new operations once the joint acquisilion of Conrail is approved 

In fact, as single line service makes the rail option more attractive to Ohio 
shippers, we may see as many as 96 6 million truck miles diverted annually from Ohio's 
highways. This will mean added road safely, fuel savings and air quality benefits as well, 
not to mention an estimated $117 million in highway maintenance savings annually for 
the stale. 

1 urge lhe Surface Transportaiion Board to approve the joint acquisition of Ccnrail 
with minimal condilions. 

Sincerely, 

OHIO PUt.P MILLS, INC 

M. E. Stone, Secretary 
CC: Linda Morgan 

Gus Owen 
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Mr. Phil Shady 
TrafTic Manager 
API Basco 
2777 Walden Ave. 
Buffalo, NY 14225 

Dear Mr. Shady: 

Thank you for your letter expressing support for the proposal by CSX z .d Norfolk 
Soulh ;m (NS) to acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain asseis of Conrail belween the 
two acquiring railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportaiion 
Board (Board) as STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more lhan 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argumenl held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argumenl, the Board held an open voling conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of condilions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vole at the voting 
conferenC'.N which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

hi voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as ftirther conditioned, would inject competifion 
into the eastem United Slates in an unprecedented manner. The condilions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integnty oflhe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's condilions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the iransaction is successftilly implemented; mitigation 
of polential adverse impacts on the environmeni and on safety; recognition of employee inleresls, 
including a reaffinnation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way lo resolve 
importani issues relating lo employee righis; and several conditions lhat address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. In Buffalo, for example, while not 
every shipper will have direct service by two carriers, the Iransaction will creaie a Uvo-carrier 
presence that will benefii shippers, and certain conditions imposed by the Board will reduce 
reciprocal sw itching charges in the area; and CSX's activities in the New York Cily area will 
face more competitive discipline than Conrail's do now, fi-om the nearby presence ofthe New 
Jersey shared assets area. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding, lfl may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate lo contaci me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. .Morgan 
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Phil Shady 
TratTic Manager 
.AP) Basco 
2"̂ 77 Walden .̂ ve 
ButTaio. NV 14225 

June^ 1998. 
X-

Dear Secretarv Williams, 
t .~ j 
I * 

I am writing to you to express my strong support for the joint acquisition of Conrail by 
CS.X and Norfolk Southem 

From a pro-competitive standpoint, the division of Conrail between two major railroads 
of roughly equal size and scope will mean more options and lower costs for New York 
shippers and consumers For the first time in historv, Nevv York State will enjoy strong, 
direct nonh-south rail links, allowing Upstate companies and communities to ship and 
receive freight via a single rail line from everywhere east of the Mississippi, from 
Montreal in the North to Miami and New O-'ieans in the South This has been a fact of 
business lite in the southeastem states for many years, and New Vork can finally look 
forward to the erasure ofthis competitive disadvantage 

API Basco. Inc manufactures Heat Exchangers with shipping weights of 50 to 150 
thousand pounds Rail service is crucial to our business In fact, a single line service 
makes the rail option more attractive to all of us in Westem New Vork 

The benefits ofthis acquisition go beyond commercial consideration It is my 
understanding that CSX and Nortolk Southern have an excellent safety record and a 
strong commitment to environmental issues, something we need and expect from all 
business 

Diversion of overweight and over dimension loads from highway to .''ail is also in the 
Stale taxpaver's best interest It reduces highway congestion and in tum reduces highway 
maintenance cost 

These are ;he reasons for my support 

1 urge the Surtace Transportation Board to approve the joint acquisition of Conrail with 
minimal conditions 

S mcerel 

API 3asco lnc 
2 Aaiaen Avenue Buffalo New York 14225 
. " - 6 534-0700 • Fax (716i 684-2129 
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Mr. John Toleikis 
WTiiiing-Robertsdale Community 
Development Corporation 

1442 - 119'*' Streei 
WTiiting, IN 46394 

Dear Mr. Toleikis: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain asseis of Conrail between the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed iransaction, 
hearing from more lhan 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Follow ing oral argumenl, the Board held an open vofing conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed iransaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board curtently is preparing a final written decision that implements the volt at lhe voting 
conference, which is scheduled for i.ssuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voling for approval, the Board found lhat the transacfion, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the easiem L'niled States in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operalional and competitive integnty of the overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserv ing privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's condilions include 5 years of oversight, along wilh substaniial operational 
monitoring and reporting to ensure that the transaciion is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacls on the environmeni and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation oflhe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way lo resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. 

With regard to your specific concems. while not ordering implementation of the 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condiiion of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operalional improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the environmental impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 



These include installing constant time waming devices, rerouting several trains offthe Pine 
Junction to Bart Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track structure and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pme Junction to Barr Yard rai! line. 

I appreciate your interest in this malter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. I f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to conlact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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Linda Morgan , Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 KStreet NW 
Washington. D.C. 20423 

Via Fax 202/565-9015 

Re: Northwest Indiana Four Cities Consortium. 
Re-routins of rail traffic. 

6/5/98 
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How often do you see true non-partisan cooperation"^ I'm sure you recognize this m the 
leaders of the Four Cities Consortium and the individuals who support them m their 
effons to i.-r.piove rail transportation problems in our communities. They represent a new 
spini of cooperation that is really gaining a foothold throughout this area. Citizens in our 
varied cities and towns are beginning to feel linked as a common community because 
bamers. both real and imaginary, are beinii removed. It makes for a mcer place to five. 

Railroads were critical to the development of our industries and they remain important, 
but not more impoitant than our future development. Today, improper nul traffic has 
become one of the "barriers" thai separate people and communities, and is one of several 
factors limiting' improvement in our cities We are trying very hard to improve Northwest 
Indiana and have seen much success, recently rising to numlier sixty on the list of best 
places to live in the United Slates. 

Please listen carefully to the varied voices of people who live here asking you to adopt the 
Alternative Plan of the Four Cities. It would be sad tf this spirit of cooperation were to 
become ineffective and incapable of improving a situation, especially when a better 
solution is offered 

Railroads helped make us what we arc. Don't let railroads keep us from becoming 
everything we can be. 

Toleikis 
President 
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July 21,1998 

Mr. Michael N. Emigh 
President 
Orchard Choice 
2028 S. Third Slreel (93702) 
P.O. Box 1987 
Fresno, CA 93718 

Dear Mr. Emigh: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Soulhem (NS) lo 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain asseis of Conrail betw een the two acquinng 
railroads. The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as 
STB Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argument on the proposed iransaction, 
heanng from more than 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argumenl held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argumenl, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted lo approve the proposed transaciion. subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board curtently is prepanng a final written decision lhal implements the vote al the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voling for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as ftirther conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United Slates m an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operalional and compefifive integnty ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving pnvalely-negoiialed agreements. In 
particular, the Board's condilions include 5 years of oversight, along wilh substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting lo ensure lhat the transaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potenlial adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating lo employee nghts; and several condilions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competilion. 

With respecl to the specific concems raised in your letier, the Board has voted to overric.c 
antiassignmenl and other similar provisions in Conrail transportaiion contracts for a penod of 
180 days follovving the date ofthe division of Conrail's asseis belween the two acquinng 
railroads. The Board believes lhal this relief is necessary lo permil the applicants to carry out 



t 
their transaction in an orderly manner. Once the 180-day period expires, APL Limited and other 
shippers may elect to exercise any terminaiion or renegotiation rights contained in their contracts, 
provided that the shipper has given 30 days' written nolice lo the carrier curtently serving it 
under the coniract. 

1 appreciate your interest in this matter. I will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding, lfl may be of ftirther assistance, please do nol 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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The Honorable Linda J. Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Dear Chairman Morgan 

I am aware that American President Lines' Limited is requesting that the non-assignment clause of its 
long-term transportation contract with Conrail not be overridden. APL should be permitted the 
opportunity to decide the specific service to be provided under the contract by CSX and NS. 

The U.S. Department of Transportation in its brief to the Surface Transportation Board regarding the 
CSX Corporation and Norfolk Soulhern Corporation takeover of Conrail supports APL's position when It 
states: 

DOT believes that allowing shippers the right to choose between two acquiring carriers, in circumstances 
where either railroad could perform the services previously provided by a third, seems a fair compromise 
between the needs of railroads and those of shippers. 

I think that APL warrants this type of relief. If APL's non-assignment clause is voided it will find itself 
bound to a partnership for some years with a competitor with whom it might well have refused to deal in 
the first instance. 

I hope that the Surface Transportat'on Board will give favorable consideration to APL's request to be 
allowed to re-negotiate its Conraii contract because tne NS and CSX route structures and facililies. 
following their dismemberment of Conrail, will be markedly different from those for which APL bargained 
with Conrail. In a free market, APL would be able to negotiate separately with CSX and NS unfettered by 
section 2.2 (C). This is especially true in light of the non-assignment clause APL negotiated with Conrail. 

Thanking you for your consideration, 

Sinceiely, 

Michael N. Emigh j 
President / 

cc: Vice Chairman Owen 

G \USERAREA\MNE\MORG0401 DOC 
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l ^ f f i t e of the tShairman 

July 21,1998 

Mr. Pat Newcomb 
President TCU District 1218 
923 Winton Slreel 
Philadelphia, PA 19148 

Dear Mr. Newcomb: 

Thank you for your letter wilh enclosures conceming the proposal by CSX and Norfolk 
Southem lo acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between them. You 
point out the sacrifices of Conrail employees in helping the camer to survive, the inequities of 
the buyouts for Conrail management compared to what clencai employees may receive, and the 
plan by the acquiring carriers to move protected work of clerical employees thousands ofmiles 
away in an attempt to deny those workers their New York Dock benefils. 

As you may know, al its June 8, 1998 open voling conference the Surface Transportation 
Board (Board) voted to approve the transaction, subject lo a number of conditions, including 
protection for Conrail employees. Consisteni with agency precedent, the Board imposed the 
New ' 'ork Dock labor protective conditions, which were developed to compensate employees for 
their sacrifices made throughout the period of downsizing and restructuring in the rail industry. 
The Board also voted, as requested by rail labor, lo reaffirm lhal ils approval oflhe application 
does nol indicate approval or disapproval ofany of the involved collective bargaining agreement 
overrides that the applicants have argued are necessary lo carry out the transaction. The Board 
further voted that, under New York Dock, applicants may nol require the transfer ofthe senionty 
rosters for clerical employees lo Jacksonville or olher points that require them to move their 
place of residence, unless those employees are acttially being offered positions there. The Board 
voted that issues relating to attrition protection and separation allowances beyond New York 
Dock are lo be dealt with in the implementing agreemeni process, consistent w iih the handling of 
those issues in olher recent merger proceedings. The Board also voted to direcl applicants to 
meel with labor representatives lo form task forces for the purpose of promoling labor-
management dialogue conceming implementation and safety iss' es. 

The Board is in the process of preparing its final written decision implementing its vote, 
which is scheduled to be issued on July 23, 1998. Because this case remains pending before the 
Board, it would be inappropriate for me to commenl further. 



I appreciate your interesi in this matter. I will have your letter and enclosures, and my 
response, made a part of the public docket for this proceeding. If 1 may be of further assistance, 
please do not hesitate to contaci me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J, Morgan 

-2-
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Linda Morgan 
Chairwoman -Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, N.W. 
W ashington. DC 20423 o o 

Dear Honorable Chairwoman: 
C o 
C O 

I have just read ConRail CEO David Levan's letter to The Honorable Senator Rick 
Santorum of May 29, 1998, concerning correspondence from my Brother Richard Carroll, a 
40 year plus Reading Railroad/ConRaii employee. I am a 39 year career Pennsylvania 
Railroad/Penn Central Railroad & ConRail railworker, I am also the proud son of Pat 
Newcomb(former conductor) and decea'̂ ed Railworker, Addhonally, I can point to many 
relatives, be they, brothers, sisters, cousins or in laws who have between them over 300 years 
of committed service to the railroad industry and counting. 

To be perfectly blunt, W E ALSO DO THE WORK,that produces the PROFITS! 

Respectfully, I would like to address a few of CEO Levan's statements in his letter to the 
Senator, CEO Levan is correct in stating 'hat the history of labor protection is long and 
storied. Employees did receive lifetime protection under TITLE \ . I nfortunately, under the 
provisions of TITLE V, many railworkers were compensated under TITLE V, for overtime 
hours previously earned during the period used to establish thei"- protective rates. This 
created a situation that mitigated the depletion of the TITLE V funding coming from the 
government. It is my understanding that ConRail at some point in 1981 would have become 
responsible for the TITLE \' protection of it's employees. Prior to this happening ConRail 
called on the Congress to have the provisions of TITLE V changed and these changed 
provisions were embodied in the TITLE V II provisions of NERS.A. .Again, these provisions 
that were provided were federally -fundcd(tax-payer funded). 

Now, we come to the "LET C ONRAIL BE CONR.\IL ER.\". It was during this period of a 
possible takeover of ConRail by the Norfolk Southern that ConRail called on all it's 
employees to pull out all the stops in fighting the Norfolk Southern takeover of ConRail. I 
remember vividly the letters, the calls and the trips to Uashingion by rank and file union 
Railworkers and certaiii management employees in behalf of "LET CONRAIL BE 
CONRAIL." 

To say that the corporate captains of ConRail survived due to the shared activism of labor 
and management during these trying times would not be an over-statement. That both would 
share in the final product of future production and profits would not become a reality. What 

Address. 



the rank and file union railworker has witnessed since then is numerous golden parachute 
buyouts for certain management employees with many of these same former ConRail 
management employees returning to ConRail as consultants being paid hundreds of dollars a 
day. What knowledge did they pass on to their fellow management employees they left 
behind if they had to be called back to keep the ship afloat. 

The Twenty-Two Million Dollar Man ($22,000,000.00) David LeVan . in his letter fo Senator 
Santorum, LeVan states that the Transportation Communications • nionfTCUMhe 
Brotherhood of Railway Signalmen, and the Brotherhood of Maintenance of W ay Employees 
sought a labor protecticii agreement developed 32 years ago, the so-called February ", 1965 
Agreement. He states, "ConRail believed this was not a prudent model for settleme:it, given 
ifs prior experience wifh lifetime earnings protection which almost doomed ConRail." 

VV hat is CEO Levan really saying? 

Is he saying lhat his 522,000,000.00 package is not a lifetime earnings protection? 

Is he saying fhat the other million dollar golden parachutes fo numerous V P's are not to be 
considered lifetime earnings protection? 

If. we believe in a "fair days work for a fair days pay" and that we should not consume more 
than we produce then should these lucretive corporate buyouts also be called into question? 

CEO LeVan also refers to the May 30, 1997 Interim .Agreement wifh TCI that protects 
"otherwise furioughed employees". This agreement does not cover presently furioughed 
clerical employees or any furioughed employee who returned after the May 30th agreement 
was signed. This exclusion leaves many career ConRail employees uncovered by this 
agreement. The consequence will be that many will not bc able to attain the railroad 
retirement credits needed to become eligible for a timely railroad retirement annuity and they 
may be adversely affected regarding labor protection eligibility. .Another inequity that is 
worth mentioning is that many of the management recipients of lucretive buyout packages 
have far less service than the above mentioned uncovered clerical employees. 

Rcgarding fhe NEW \ ORK DOCK PROTECTION: 

The basic premise underlining the provisions of the New York Dock Agreement is that the 
carrier has to provide you wci k at your protected work location. If, the work is not provided 
then the protection is trigge.'-ed. The grand design of the acquiring carriers concerning TCI 
office workers is to move their protected work locafion thousands of miles away. Many T^T 
office workers on the razors edge of refirement would have fo totally disrupt their families 
and leave their life long communities in order to fulfill the New \ork Dock provisions. Man> 
other career TCl^ office workers would face fhis same problem at mid-life. 

The above scenario in this electronic age is impractical and immoral. With the advent of 
computers, fax machines and other technological advances fhe destruction of families and 
communities is unneeessarv, Ls the primary purpose of moving these union employees to 
Bl S l THE I .NIONI If families and communities are destroved as a result of this then so be 
it: 



What is a fair solution? 

A fair severance package modeled after the TCU/B.NSF merger agreement would be proper 
and equitable for all. (Enclosed) 

I hope you will read this TCL7BNSF merger agreement and objectively reflect on what I hav.̂  
conveyed in behalf of our members and their families. 

Also enclosed is a letter I h,ive written fo our International President Robert A. Scardelietti. 
along with a three page TCU District 1218 membership notice which respectfully raises 
possible solutions to the overall situafion. We sincerely hope that you will also take an 
objective look af whaf is conveyed in these letters. 

We look forward to your rcsponse and decision making concerning our appeal to you. 

Sin«jjlyv-^ 

Pat Newcomb 
President TCU District 1218 
923 Winton Streef 
Phiiadclphia, Pa. 19148 
Tele.-l-215-271-7654 

cc. 
R.A. Scardelietti. International President, T.C.i.U. 
A.P. Santoro, Jr., General Chairman, T.C.U. System Board No. 86 
Senator Robert Torricelli 
Rank and File TCI' members 
Senator Frank Lautenberg 
Senator Ted Kennedy 
Senator John Dingle 
Senator Arlen Specter 
Senator Joseph Biden 
TCU Rank and File members 
File. 
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AFi-c O CJjme 22, 1998 

R.A. Scardelietti 
Intemational President 
Transportation Cctnmunications Intemational Union 
#3 Research Place 
Rockville, Md. 20850 

Subject: Implementing negotiattons 

Dear Brother Scardelietti: 

Following is a three page notice and letter to fhe members of District 1218 conceming their present 
situation regarding the state of the T.C.U. negotiations with the NS and CSXT carriers. 1 hope along 
with many of our Brothers and Sisters that >ou will give some thought to what is conveyed in these 
three pages and give us the ability to further participate in uur futures. 

As you are surely aware, we are a communications union and wc arc trying to communicate with 
due respect to our leadership. But, the bottom line is that we cannot fully participate in this 
instantaneous world unless the receiver of our communications has an open door to our thoughts ano 
ideas. 

I would respectfullv request that our InU rnational leadership fake immediate steps to open up a 
WES'-ITE or at least a list server that «ould accommodate the interchange of ideas and thoughts 
between our leaders and their rank and file members. If, wc fail to do this to enhance the present 
negotiations then we certainlv have to have a membership W EBSITE in the near future. 

I look forw ard to your expeditious reply. 

•^ 
President TCU District 1218 
923 Winton Street 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19148 

Tcle.-l-215-271-7654 

cc. 

International Executive Committee 
A.P. Santoro, Jr.-General Chairman 
TCU members. 
File. 

Address 



Monday..Junc 22,1998 

TO ALL T.C.U. .MEMBERS 

DUE TO THE SEPTA STRIKE DISTRICT 1218 W ILL NOT HOLD IT'S JUNE MEETING 

W E W I L L NOTIFY OUR MEMBERS W HEN THE NEXT DISTRICT 1218 MEETLNG W ILL BE 
HELD 

F.V.L 
Monday, Junc 22,1998 

TO ALL T.C.U. MEMBERS 

DUE TO THE SEPTA STRIKE DISTRICT 1218 W ILL NOT HOLD FT'S JUNE MEETING 

WE VVILL NOTIFV OUR MEMBERS WHEN THE NEXT DISTRICT 1218 MEETING W ILL BE 
HELD 

F.V.L 

On Wednesdav, June 17th. 1 attended a TCU District meefing in North Jersey, wbich was held to 
present their members with an update from our International Officers conceming tbeir meeting 
with NS and CSXT on Mondaj and Tuesdav of that week. General Chairman Santoro along with 
International Vicc-Prenident Joel Parker mainlv addressed how tbe Shared Assets Company would 
affect the TCU members in the North Jersey area. 

Vice Presideni Parker conveyed the following proposals that TCU presented to the carriers in 
behalfof all it's members. 

TCU WANTS FOR ALL IT'S MEMBERS M.\XLMUM CHOICE AND A MASTER 
IMPLEMENTING AGREEMENT. 

TCU W ANTS FOR . \ L L IT'S MEMBERS ADEQU ATE MOVING EXPENSES. 

TCU W ANTS A SEPARATION AGREEMENT SIMILAR TO THE BNSF AGREEMENT. 

V ice President Parker advised the members fhat the two railroads would be getting back to TCU 
with their counter proposals and that negotiations could take a few months. 

TCU W ILL W AIT FOR THE COUNTER PROPOSALS AND RESPOND ACCORDINGLY. 

Tht floor was opened for questions and 1 raised the following in behalf of our membership: 

That our Union open up a WEBSITE for all it's members so that thev could interact with our 
negotiating team and possibl.v bring creative ideas to tbeir anention that could be used to benefit all 
our members. 

Vice Prcsidtrt Park - advised that our Union was in the process of cuning back on staff due to 
financial restraints a. the present time. 1 suggested, that mavbe our members would be willing to 
support a WEBSITE, Vice President Parker tben indicated that a WEBSITE was a possibilitv, 
mavbe. in a few months. 



I also proposed that our Union and the Carriers could find out the number of members whc were 
close to retiring and the number of members who would hc transferring to the new locations, Ciu.«. 
this was known then the Union and Carriers could create a Surrogate Training BuyOut Plan, For 
example: 

Senior union emplovee has 3 years to go until retirement age. The Senior union emplovee would take 
on a Junior union emplovee who will be moving to the new location. The Senior union emplovee 
would feach the Junior the job skills ht has acquired over his career for a six-month period or less if 
appropriate. The Junior employee would then be able fo transfer the skills and the experience of the 
Senior union employee with him to his new location. After the Senior union employee has finished 
the Surrogate Training period thev would then bc given a two and one-half year buvout package 
that would be based on 650 davs times tbeir established EMR and tbat would additionally include 
health and welfare coverage until age 62 and tbe appropriate credits toward their Railroad 
Retirement annuity at age 62. 

Senior union employees who have two and one half years to go would engage in a six-month period of 
Surrogate Training and then receive a two year buvout package based on 520 days times their 
established EMR and that would additionallv include health and welfare coverage until age 62 and 
the appropriate credits toward their Raiiroad Retirement annuity at age 62. 

Senior union employees who have two vears to go would engage in a s'x-month period of Surrogate 
Training and then receive a 390 dav buyout based on 390 davs times their established EMR rate and 
this package would additionallv include health and welfare coverage until age 62 and the 
appropriate credits toward their Railroad Retirement annuitv at age 62. 

Senior emplovees who have one and one half years to go would engage in a six- month period of 
Surrogate Training ar.d then receive a 360 dav buvout based on 360 days time their established 
EMR rate and this package would additionallv include health and welfare coverage until age 62 and 
the appropriate credits toward their Railroad Retirement annuitv at age 62. 

Senior emplovees wiio have one year to go would engage in a three-month period of Surrogate 
Training and then receive a 260 day buyout based on 260 da>s times their established EMR rate and 
this package would additionallv include health and welfarc coverage until age 62 and the 
appropriate credits toward their Railroad Retirement annuitv at age 62. 

All those union employees moving to a ncw location would be given the appropriate moving expenses 
and will after having established a ncw senioritv district would bc considered covered in the future 
under provisions of the BNSF AGREEMENT, which would also include the above Surrogate 
Training program. .All those union emplovees not choosing to move to a ncvN location and are unable 
to bold a regular position in their Home Zlonc would be put on a Reserve Extra Board and subject to 
recall in reverse senioritv order and receive 85% of their established EMR with full health and 
welfarc benefits until thev retire along with the appropriate credits towards theii Railroad 
Retiremenl annuitv. .Additionallv. those who choose to go on a Reserve Extra Board would be given 
preferential consideration for employment with any passenger service employer engaged in 
passenger service. This would include Amtrak.Septa, New Jersey Transit, Metro-North etc. While 
engaged in working for the passenger service emplovcr thev would receive 100 % of their 
established EMR with the freight railroads and tht passenger senice emplover paving agreed upon 
proportionate amounts. Included in these paid proportionate amounts would be the full health and 
welfare coverage until thev retire and the appropriate credits toward their Railroad Retirement 
annuitv. Those union emplovees choosing the Reserve Extra Board prior to engaging in work for a 
passenger service emplover would be given the required fraining to become qualified to work for 
anvone of the passenger service emplovers. Upon completion of the training thev would be certified 
to work for anvone of the passenger senice employers within their Home Zone or within a newlv 



established Home Zone fhat would accommodate reasonable travel between the passenger senice 
emplovers worksites. 

The above ideas could certainlv be further enhanced fo fhe benefit of both fhe carriers and oor 
union members through the implementing agreement negotiations. The essence is that it would allow 
both a phasing in and a phasing out period that would benefit all parties. 

To all TCU members who feel that thev may have similar or bener ideas to enhance our TCU 
negotiations I would suggest that you call, write, e-mail or fax our TCU negotiators. Our TCU 
System Board address is: 

TCU System Board No. 86 
309 A Street 
W ilmington, DE 19801 
(302) 498-0959 
FAX (302) 498-0969 

Toll Free numbers are 1-800-732-2722 and 1-800-255-3837 (Dues Hotline). 

In Solidarity, 
Pat Newcomb, President District 1218 
Our Toll Free number is 1-888-875-2233..1218 

Feel free to call and discuss your thoughts and ideas! 



PICK SANTORUM 
PENNSYLVANIA 

OOWMTntiS: 

M V C D SERVICES 

*GB1CULTURE 

RULES 

X X N T ECONOM'C 

A G I N G 

Bnited States 3matc 
WASHINGTON, DC 205!0-3804 

202-224-6324 

Stim MO Wotw itoa 

P > V > D C L M U . P A 1*107 

U I S I I 

June 1, 1998 I 
Mr. Richard Carroll 
4417 Unruh Avenue 
Philadelphia. PA 19135 

Dear Mr. Carroll: 

Enclosed please find the response I have received from Conrail to my inquirv' on your behalf. 

1 hope you will find this information helpful. If you should have an> additional questions 
regarding this or any olher matter, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Rick Santonirrr"'̂  Rick Santor 
United Slates Senate 
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DAVID M LeVAN 
CHAIRMAN PRES:OEN'T 
AND CHIEF EXECUTIVE 

OFFICER 

May 29,1998 

The Honorable Rick Santorum 
United States Senate 
Suite 960 Widener Bldg. 
Oae South Penn Square 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 

Dear Senator Santorum: 

This refers to your letter daled April 7,1998, conceming correspondence &om 
Mr. Richaird Carroll, a Conrail clerical employee. A number of arrangements already are 
in place which pro\'ide generous protection for clerical employees who maj lose their 
positions. 

The histoiy of labor protection on Conrail is long and storied. Employees originally 
received lifetime eamings guarantees under Title V of the Regionai Rail Reorganization 
Act. which provided for Coru-ail's formation in 1976. In 1981, Congress, in the 
Northeast Rail Service Acl ("NERSA"), found lhat such lifetime eamings guarantees 
•were "an obstacle to the establishment of improved rail service and coniinued rail 
employmenl in ihe Nonheasi region oflhe United States." Congress iherefore eliminated 
Title V and replaced it wilh a more modest program. Title VII, which afforded eligible 
employees up to $25,000 in federally-funded supplemenlal unemployTnent benefits, 
health and welfare coverage, separation allowances, and reimbursement for relocation and 
training expenses. In an .Agreement daled Sepiember 17, 1985, Conrail and its labor 
organizations agreed lo implemeni a Conrail-funded, Conrail-administered, employee 
protection plan which was modeled on the NTRS.A amendments. It is referred to as the 
Supplemenlal Unemploymeni Benefn o' "S.U.B." Plan. Similar lo Title \T1, the plan 
provides Conrail funded compensation in addilion lo unemplovrneni benefits, 
reimbursement for training and education, and relocation, in addilion to continuation of 
heallh insurance benefils. 

In the currenl bargaining round, a number of rail unions, including the Transportation 
Communication Union (TCU), representing clerical employees, sought to reuira to the 
days of lifetime eamings guarantees. TCU, the Brotherhood of Railway Signalmen, and 
the Brotherhood of Maintenance of Way Employees sought a labor protection agreement 
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The Honorable PJck Santorum 
May 29,1998 
Page 2 

developed 32 years age, the so-called February 7,1965 Agreement. Conrail believed this 
was not a prudent mor" el for selllemenl, given ils prior experience with lifetime eamings 
protection which almost doomed Conrail. The BRS and BNrV^T ultimately reached 
negotiated settlements which enhanced their S.U.B. benefits. This issue however, was 
not resolved substantively by the September 9,1996 TCU National Agreemeni and 
Conrail has coniinued lo negoliale under the jurisdiclion and with the assislance oflhe 
Nalional Mediation Board. On May 30, 1997, an interim agreement was reached wilh 
TCU which provides that clerical employees will receive full pay and benefits even 
though they may be otherwise fiirioughed and provides them with numerous work 
cppoitunities. No such agreement has been concluded wiih any other organizaiion. 

Also, as you may be aware, eligible Conrail agreement emplo\ces may receive up to six 
years of compensation and benefils under New York Dock labor protection conditions to 
be imposed by the Surface Transportaiion Board (fonneriy the l.C.C.) in Conrail's 
acquisition by CSXT and Norfolk Soulhem. Nonagreement or management employees 
may receive up to two years of compensation (versus six years pursuant to New York 
fjock) if they lose their jobs. 

Sincerely, 

David M. LeVan ^ 
Chairman, President & 
Chief Executive Officer 
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P P J : S S R E L E A S F . 

:TRANSPOP.TA'nON COJ.T .̂TUNTCATIONS UNION'> * < 4 .'5 SffiLEY STREET-SUITE 135 > 
• <ST. PiUn^ luli 55101 > • Phone: < (612-291-2911 > * Fax < (612)231-2695 > 

For Imme^atc Bcktx 

I>ate: I>«caaber IS. 1995 
Cfwitart: Kcbard A. Amdt 
Pboae; (612)291-2911 
Faae (612)291-2696 

IRittlRmHnn oTTCD/BNSF Iferg^ A^teaeat] 

ISt- Paul, MN]—A proposed Master Implementing Agreement relative to eristiag job protective 

agreemeats for elericat employes an the combined Burlingten Northem/Santa Fe Bailroad was ratified 

today by 88% ofthe member* Yotiag. The balloU were mailed only to those active members emiaJoyed 

by the fanner BurEngton Northem Dne, currenUy comprised of about 8900 mea and women workitjg fat 

twenty-three states between Washhsgtoa and Florida. The BN derical employes are represented by 

Ibe Transportation •Communications Union headquartered in St Paul, MN, led ly Genera] O^'m'Ti 

"BidajrdlLAniL 

Ttie agreement, whiidi tremendously rnhnnrrs oarenl pnotectivt and relocatioD benefit*, prondes for 

tqrfront sqiaralioii peyments to hasicRlly three employe groups for |100,030 that may be * « V T fai ooe 

lump sua er ̂ u-ead over a I , 2 or S year period, during whicfa fuH heahh iind welfarc beoefita ar« paid 

^ the raSroad, The three groups indude: those surplus eaployes who are current^ unable to hf>t̂  a 

perrnaoeiu postion; those employes who are bsren^y elig^e for an tmiedueed retiremexit annoxty; 

modi, those employes whb w2] becune dligibie for an unreduced retirement annuity within three years 

« f Januaiy 1,1996. 

Employes who are protected by mergens prior to 1980. who choose not to follow their wori to Topeka, 



Kansas, er other locaUons and unable lo hold a job, may elect to remain within their Home Zone, a 

jrmdius of thirty m2es of their current work locaUon. and be eligible for the foUowinf if they are 

vnable to bold a regular position In thet Home Zone and have ten yean br les untU they reads the 

•ge for an unreduced retirement annuity (generally considered age 62 with at least thirty y«f«' 

•enriee). they may go bome and reeeve 100* of their pey with fiill health and welfare benefit* paid by 

the railroad; if the empleye has more than ten years until they r«dj the aĝ  

retirement annwty. they may go home and reodve 85* of their pay with fuH health and welfare 

benefits paid the raHroad unta they retire. ^ ^ 

For those emplcyes proterted afler 19B0. and others electing such covemge. who choose not to foUow 

thd:- work to Topeka, Kans**, or other locations, tnay select the option of aeperating fixim .̂ e railraad 

fcr 1100.000 or stay home 00 a Beserve Board for up to dx years whDe bdng paid at 75* of thdr dai\y 

waĝ  plus fiiH health and welfare benefits to be paid by the railroad. Be-locatioa benefits for those 

«ngikyes choodng to follow their work faidude a $20,000 transfer aUowance, ̂ nDeage for twc Td-jdea, a 

W e whole'real estate ade package, a househunting trip for the eoqjloye and spouae, ehUdcare 

•Dowajce, airfare, etc, or in teu thereof; a lump sum payment of $S5.OO0 ifthe employe own* a bome 

er $17,500 if they rent or V>ŵ  

Xa retum for theae benefit*, the railroad may cnntr̂ A out eertain derical work en an attrition 

VBdtt- eertain conditions and has more latitude m the assignment and regulation orpartiaHy-«aeiapt 

podtiom Bcrcas the combined railniads. 

Tht Agreement farther provides for dianges in current contract language tnjiV4,̂ g these upgrada in 

benefit* permanent and aeU forth a new procedure for fining vacancies at oew destiniti^ jDtjdai 

effort to eliminate future dî nites between the union and the raHroad cooeeming the language, aerefal 

«piestions and answers were exchanged and agreed to before mailing the proposed agreement to every 

acore member. 
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Surface aranaportation ©oarb 
Waalitnijton. 0.(£. 20423 0001 

(9fftct af the ^tiairnuin 

July 20, 1998 

The Honorable George D. Fosdick 
Mayor 
Village of Ridgefield Park 
23 Main Street 
Ridgefield Park, NJ 07660-2500 

Re: Finance Docket No. 33388: CSX and Norfolk Southem -- Control and 
Acquisition — Conraii 

Dear Mayor Fosdick: 

Thank you for your letter dated June 19, 1998, about the proposed acquisition of Conrail 
by Norfolk Southem and CSX and your concems about the analysis contained in the 
Environmentai Impact Statement (EIS). 

In preparing the EIS. the Board's Section ofEnvironmental Analysis (SEA) conducted a 
comprehensive and exhaustive environmental review of the potential impacts ofthe Conrail 
Acquisition, which was one of the largest and most complex transactions ever considered by the 
Board. The transaction encompassed over 44,000 miles of rail lines in 24 states, affecting over 
1,000 counties. SEA considered a broad range of environmental issues on a system-wide, 
regional, and local level. 

Because the Applicants projected a small increase of 1.2 trains per day on the Conrail line 
segment (which CSX would acquire) through Ridgefield Park. SEA determined that proposed 
changes in rail activity (increased train traffic) would not exceed the Board's thresholds for 
environmental analysis (generally 8 trains per day increase). Therefore, SEA concluded that no 
significant adverse environmental impacts would occur and did not rccommend any specific 
mitigation. 

The issue you - aise conceming the New York, Susquehanna a.;d Westem Railroad 
appears to be a pre-existing problem and not related to the Conrail Acquisition. While the Board 
has broad authonty to impose conditions in railroad merger cases, that authority is not limitless. 
The Board does not have the authority to impose mitigation to remedy either pre-existing 
conditions in a particular community or impacts that are not a direct result ofthe transaction 
before it. 



On June 8, 1998, the Board voted to approve the Conrail Acquisition with certain 
conditions, including environmental conditions. The Board w ill issue its final written decision 
on July 23, 1998. 

Ifyou have additional questions conceming the environmental review process, please 
contact Elaine K. Kaiser, SEA's Environmental Project Director, or Mike Dalton, SEA's Project 
Manager for the Conrail Acquisition, at (202) 565-1530. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 

-2-



GEORGE D. FOSDICK 
Mayor 

JOHN H. A.NLIAN 
JOHN B. DAVIS 
BRIAN J.HUBERT 
CAR.MEN A. OCELLO 
Commiwionen 

SARAH WARLIKOWSKI 
Village Clerk 

^HLE m DCC 

Board of Commissioners 

234 Main Street 
fiidgefield Paik, NJ 07660-2500 

(201)641-4950 

Fax (201)641-1248 

HTTP://ci.ridgefield-park.NJ.US/ 

June 19, 1998 

o 
3: 

X 

Ms. Linda Morgan 
Surface Transportation Board 
1201 Constitution Avenue, N.W. 
No. 4136 
Washington, D. C. 20423 

RE: Finance Docket No. 33388 - CSX and Norfolk Southem x 
Control and Acquisition-Conrai1: Final Environmental ' -. 
Impact Statement 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 

This w i l l acknowledge receipt of the Environmental Impact Statement. 

We find this statement to be superficial and regret that i t fails to 
properly address the real concems of the Village of Ridgefield Park. We 
would like to know who, i f anyone, from the Surface Transportation Board 
contacted anyone in the Village of Ridgefield Park to discuss the issues 
we raised. We have no record of anyone visiting with us to see f i r s t 
hand the problems we cited. Further, we have been advised that, in 
other areas of the country, CSX and/or Norfolk Southem were required to 
address grade crossings concems 'iiich in our case were ignored. Qixite 
frankly, the handling of this matter has l e f t a very bad taste with us 
and i t seems to bolster the contention that big govemment responds to 
the large money interest and ignores the plight of ordinary citizens. 

Please know that the Village of Ridgefield Park (settled in 1685) 
existed for over 120 years with an amicable relationship with the two 
railroads which pass through our community. I t is only in the last 
several years that the .Susquehanna Raiiroad altered i t s way of 
conducting business in our Village and caused the problems' the Surface 
Transportation Board has failed to address. 

It's quite evident that the conditions which we cited are being worsened 
by the Conrail acquisition. The failure of the Surface Transportation 
Board to give consideration to this municipality and to our citizens is 
inexcusable. The perfunctoral analysis is boilerplate recitation and 
does not address the issues we raised. To whom can citizens tum when 
their rights, the use of their property, and their pursuit of happiness 
are being circumscribed and destroyed. 

truly, 

cc: Board of Commissioners 
Martin T. DurKin 

•n 
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Surface Sransportatlan Soarb 
«aBl)inqttin. D.tf. 20423-DODl FILE (N DC: 

(Offict of thr (£hairman 

July 16, 1998 

Ms. Mary C. Brewster 
4529 LongleafRd. 
Warrensville Heights, OH 44128 

Dear Ms. Brewster: 

Thank you for your letter expressing your opposition to the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfoik Southem (NS) and CSX. and your concems about the polential adverse effect 
on your community resulting from the proposed transaction. 

As you mav know, as part c f the Surface Transportation Board's (Board) review of the 
proposal by CSX and NS to acquir; Conrail, the Board's Section ofEnvironmental Analysis 
(SEA) conducted an environmental review of the potential environmental impacts associated 
with the proposed Conrail acquisition. SEA was fully aware that these issues were of major 
concem to the residenls and businesses of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA attended several 
public meetings in the area in order to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues 
w ith numerous loca! officials. SEA also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to 
focus its review and analysis of the unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, 
inf^luding the advantages and disadvantages of vanous routing altemati\'es through the Cleveland 
area. 

After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infonnation .ivailable to date, consjUing with appropriate agencies, and fully considering all 
public comments, SEA issued a Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on May 22, 1998, 
for consideration by the Board, which included a discussion of various routing altematives and 
recommended mitigation lo address environmental impacts. In its final decision, the Board 
w ould have taken into consideration the entire environmental record, including all public 
comments .uid lhe Final EIS. However, on June 4, 1998, at the second day of the Board's oral 
argument in the Conrail acquisition proceeding. Mayor of Cleveland Michael WTiiie and 
Mr. John Snow, Chaimian, President and Chief Executive Officer of CSX, announced that they 
had reached agreement regarding mitigation of adverse efTects that are specific to the City of 
Cleveland from the Conrail acquisition. At its June 8 ope*- voting conference on the Conrail 
acquisilion proposal, the Board approved the application with certain conditions. In accordance 
\\ ith the request ofthe parties, the Board will mcorporate the agreemeni belween Mayor White 
and Mr. Snow into ils final writlen decision lo bc issued on July 23, 1998. 



I will have your letter and my response made a pari ofthe public record for this 
proceeding. I appreciate your interest in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 
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I?>urfacc ^̂ ransptirtation iSoarb 
Waahinqton. D.(r. 20'123-UDOl 

FiLE i;s u 

(Oftur of tht (Thairnuin 

July 16,1998 

Mr. Joseph R. Garcia, Jr. 
Executive Director 
Greater Cleveland Neighborhood 

Cenlers Association 
Midtown Professional Center 
3135 Euclid Ave., Suite 103 
Cleveland, OH 44115 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

Thank you for your letter expressing your concems regarding the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Southem (NS) and CSX. Specifically, you raise issues relaled lo polential 
adverse effects on public safety and the communily environment resulting from the proposed 
transaction. 

As you may know, as part of the Surface Transportation Board's (Board) review of the 
proposal by CSX and NS to acquire Conrail. the Board's Section of Environmenlal Analysis 
(SEA) conducled an environmental review of lhe polential environmenlal impacts associaled 
wilh the proposed Cor rail acquisilion. SEA was fully aware lhal these issues were of major 
concem to the residents and businesses of Cleveland and northeasi Ohio. SEA attended several 
public meeiings in the area in order to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues 
w Ith numerous local officials. SE.\ also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland sludy leams lo 
focus its review and analysis ofthe unique environmental impacts and concems in lhis area, 
including the advaniages and disadvanlages of various routing altematives Ihrough lhe Cleveland 
area. 

Afler conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all environmental 
infonnalion available lo dale, consuming w ith appropriate agencies, and fully considenng all 
public commenls. SEA issued a Final Environmenlal Impacl Statement (EIS) on May 22, 1998, 
for consideralion by the Board, which included a discussion of various rouiing allematives and 
recommended mitigation lo address environmental impacts In its final decision, the Board 
would have laken into consideration the eniire environmental record, including all public 
comments and the Final EIS. How ever, on June 4. 1998, at the second day of the Board's oral 
argument in the Conrail acquisition proceeding. Mayor of Cleveland Michael While and 
Mr. John Snow, Chaimian, Presideni and Chief Executi\ e OtTicer of CS.X. announced lhat they 
had reached agreement regarding mitigation of adv erse effects that are specific to the Cily of 



Cleveland from the Conrail acquisilion. At ils June 8 open voling conference on the Conrail 
acquisition proposal, the Board approved the application wiih certain conditions. In accordance 
with the requesi ofthe parties, the Board will incorporate the agreement between Mayor White 
and Mr. Snow into its final written decision to be issued on July 23, 1998. 

1 will have your letier and my response made a part of the public record for this 
proceeding. 1 appreciate your interest in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan ^ 
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April 23, 1998 

fl \idUMn Protesiional Center 
j ;J5 Euclid Ave., Suite 103 
TIevt-land, OH 44115 
(2I(» 391-4707 
fax: 121 bl 391-4817 
http:. little.nhlinlt.net'nca/ncahome.htm 

Linda J. Morgan The Honorable 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Hoard 
1925 K Street. NW 
Wa.shington. DC 20423-()(,H)l 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 

zr: 

jC' 

ar 

r - • 

Greater Cleveland Neighborhood Centers Associalion (GCNCA) opposes the acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Souihcm and CSX Railroad Corporations unless the Cit\ of Clev eland 
allernalive routing plan is adopied. 

GCNCA is an Associalion of 21 multi-serv ice neighborhood centers ser\ ing communities 
throughout the Greater Clev eland arci. Manv of its centers hav e been prov iding human services, 
working wilh neighborhood rcsidciu.,. and slriv ing to build strong health) communities lo raise 
families for over 100 years. 

This qualitv ofl ife. vvhich our centers have worked with neighborhood residenls lo improve, is 
jeopardized bv the greatlv incrca.sed train traffic lhat vvill result from ihc proposed acquisition. 
Almost all oflhe neighborhoods in the City of Cleveland as well as Hast Cleveland and Garfield 
Heights thai will he adversely impacled by this increased train traf tic. arc communilies served by 
neighborhood centers. Ihese communities arc predominately minoritv. and include many ofour 
most low-income areas. 

3 1 

Wilh over 80 irains a day that would travel through .manv ofour communities (CoUinwood. 
Little Italy. Kinsman. Broadvvav. l airfax. and luist Cleveland). (JCNCA is gravelv concemed 
about the safety and env iro.imenlal efTects that will impact our neighborhoods as a result oflhe 
increased train traf fic. The increa.sed train traffic at the 1 ."̂  grade crossings vvill seriouslv affect 
the ability of I lmcrucncy Medical Serv iccs. the 1 irc Department and the Police Department lo 
respond to emergencies on a limely basis. v\hicii vvill result in the loss of lives and propertv. l l is 
eslimaled that 126.000 carloads of hazardous waste per dav vvill be mov ing through our 
ncighborht)ods as well as businesses adjacenl to the tracks lhal store hazardous malerials. If jusl 
one derailment w ere lo occur il would put the safelv of thousands of residenls al immediate risk. 

Il is expected that homes, businesses and institutions located near the tracks w ill experience a 
three-fold increase in noise as well as major increases in odor, dust and v ibration levels. Since 
most oflhis train traftlc^vvill run ihrough low-income communilies. most residents vvill nol be 
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The Honorable Linda J. Morgan Page Two 
April 23,1998 

able to afford the air-conditioning, air filters and sound insulation lhal is necessar> lo mitigate 
the environmental impact ofthe train traffic. Consequently, it can be expecied that respirators 
problems will increase, property values will decrease, and there will be a general loss oflife for 
those living near the tracks. 

GCNCA is not opposed to the acquisilion of Conrail b) CSX and Norfolk Southem. bul is 
opposed to the routing of greatlv increased train traffic through our residential communilies. As 
an altemative to the increased train traffic ihrough our residential neighborhoods, the City of 
Cleveland has proposed an alternativ e routing lhat vvould reroute the increased train iraffic 
through predominately induslrial areas. GCNCA supports this proposal. 

Greater Cleveland Neighborhood Cenlers urges the Surface Transportaiion Board to reject the 
proposed acquisilion of Conrail by CSX and Norfolk Southem as currentlv propo.sed. The 
economic benefils lo the railroads as a result of the acquisilion will be at the expense ofthe 
safety and qualitv oflife of Greater Clevelanders, particularlv the poor and minority residents. Il 
is cleariv fair andjust to onl> approve the acquisition upon a rerouting plan lhat does not 
detrimentally impacl Greaier Cleveland residents. 

Yours truly, 

%^f)h R:̂ Ĝarcia, iŷ . 
Executive Director 
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Four Cities Consortium proposed route has 3 street-level 
crossings instead of 27 as proposed by the railroads. 

Rail route 
proposed for 
increased train 
traffic by the 
railroads. 

Proposed 
alternative 
eastbouri-l grade-
separated route 
recommended 
by the four 
Mayors. 
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(9ffic( o( tht Ulhairman 

July 16, 1998 

Mr. Raymond Longhauser 
8039 Howard Ave. 
Munster, IN 46321 

Dear Mr. Longhauser:: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Soulhem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and lo divide certain assets of Conrail betw een the tw o acquinng 
railroads. You express concems regarding the effecl oflhe merger on your community. The 
proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB Finance 
Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed iransaction, 
hearing from more tnan 70 w itnesses over the course of the 2-da\ argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we vofd lo approve the proposed Iransaction, subject to a number of conditions. The 
Board currenlly is preparing a final wrillen decision lhat implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the iransaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject compelition 
into the easiem United Stales in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopted by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operalional and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along wilh subslantial operalional 
monitonng and reporting lo ensure lhal the transaciion is successfully implemented; miligalion 
of polential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
importani issues relating to employee righis; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. 

With regard lo your specific concems, as a condiiion of approval, the Board has voted to 
require CSX to implemeni several operalional improvemenls and safety measures in the Four 
City Con.sortium area of Indiana to mitigate the environmenlal impacls resulting from the 
proposed iransaction. These include installing constant time w aming devices, rerouting several 
irains offthe Pine Junction lo Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and 
signal systems lo allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junciion to Ban Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this malter, and wiil have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public dockei in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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#>urface (Transportation Soarb 
fflaBhmqton. D.C£. 2D'123-DD01 FILE IN DOCKE; 

(Office of th< 'Jhairnuin 

July 16, 1998 

Mr. and Mrs. Ralph Hendrickson 
7425 Colorado Ave. 
Hammond, IN 46323 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Hendrickson: 

Thank you for your leiter regarding the proposal by CSX and Nort'olk Souihem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and lo divide certain asseis of Conrail between the two acquiring 
-ailroads. In your leiter, you ask lhal the Allemalive Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportaiion Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Dockei No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more lhan 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argumenl held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argumenl, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, al 
which we voted to approve the proposed iransaction, subjeci lo a number of conditions. The 
Board cunently is prepanng a final wnlten decision that implements the vote al the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voling for approval, the Board found that the transaciion, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject compelition 
inlo the easiem United Stales in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopied by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoling and preserving pnvalely-negoiialed agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditior.s include 5 years of oversight, along w ith substaniial operational 
monitoring and reporting lo ensure lhal the transaciion is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacls on the environmeni and on safely; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of the negotialion and arbitration process as the proper way lo resolve 
importani issues relating to employee nghls; and several conditions that address the viial role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. 

Wilh regard to your specific concems, w hile nol ordering implemenlaiion of the 
Altemative Route proposal, as a condiiion of approval, the Board has voted lo require CSX to 
implement several operational improvements and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana to mitigate the .nvironmental impacls resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant time w aming devices, rerouting several trains off the Pine 
Junciion to Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track stmcture and signal systems lo 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction lo Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this mailer, and will have your leiter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. If I may be of further assislance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

o^r^cl^^ ^py- ^ 
Linda J. Morgan 
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July 16, 1998 

Mr. Greg Bloskey 
5036 .Alexander Avenue 
East Chicago, IL 46312 

Dear Mr. Bloskey: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Soulhem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquinng 
railroads. In your letter, you ask thai the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportaiion Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 3^388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argumenl held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, lhe Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, at 
which we voted to approve the proposed transaction, subject to a number of condilions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final wrillen decision lhat implements the vole at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23. 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the Iransaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
inlo the eastem United States in an unprecedented manner. The conditioi.s adopied by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive iniegnty ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoting and preserving pnvately-negotiated agreemems. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along wiih subslantial operational 
monitonng and reporting lo ensure that the iransaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacts on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation oflhe negotialion and arbiiration process as the proper wav lo resolve 
important issues relating lo employee rights; and several conditions lhat address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems about competition. 

With regard to your specific concems. while not ordering implementation oflhe 
Altemalive Route proposal, as a condition of approval, lhe Board has voted lo require CSX lo 
implement several operational improvemenls and safety measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana lo mitigate the environmenlal impacts resulting from the proposed transaction. 
These include installing constant lime naming devices, rerouting several irains offthe Pine 
Junction to Barr '̂ard rail line segment, and v grading the track structure and signal systems to 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Juncnon to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letier and my response made a 
part ofthe public docket in this proceeding. I f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to conlact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-



[TiLE IN DQCKl 5036 Alexander Avenue 
East Chicago, IN 46312 
Jvme 4, 1998 

Ms. Linda ffcrgan 
Chairperson 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K St. NW 
Washingxron, D.D. 20423 

Fax #202-565-9015 o 

PE: C:SX Corp.AlorfioUc Southem a j p l i c a t i o n f o r acquisit ion of Cbnrail 
(includes Indiana Harbor Belt) 

Dear Ms. ftorgar: As I imderstand rmtters, the aocruisition proposal i s prtjidsod 
on vast ly increased use o f CSX tracitage as i t new exista. I object be;acd on two 
facts : the existerce of sixfjeen grade crossings v; i thin a 5 i r i l e oontiiwTus length 
of CSX tradcage involved here, and: the h-av i ly industr ia l ized area, result ing 
i n congested roads and ALPEAEV IT̂ ETUENT tSiAYS along th i s trackage due, i n 
substantial part to STANDING imTOS, 

l t l deronstrate the oongestion, t r a f f i c counts along se^^ of the busier 
grade crossings, referred to above, range fmm 7,300 tn 15,000 itACH DRy, 
The fac t that the CSX tracks Q-T IN HAIi^ the c i t i e s of Gary, East Chioaao arvd 
Hanrond tneans a s i g n i f icant reduction i n response time f o r police, aafeulances. 
and f i ranen. 

A f o u r - c i t y oonsortiun (Gary, Hanwond, East Chicago and WhitiixiJ has sufcruttcd an 
AlternaUve Plan f o r r a i l use v*uch would allow CSX and NOrfolV.Southem to ava i l 
themselves of the increased t r a f f i c , while posing a NET DEX3REASE i n nutopotive 
t r a f f i c in te r ruf r t ion . 

For sane time, lhe c i t y of Hammond, I n has proposed the increased vise of the 
OONRAU. tracks and decroasod use of the CSX tracks and of th^ NorfolX/Southcm 
txacks. The reason i s that , over the past twenty' f i v e vears, and before the 
recent increase i n t r a i n t r a f f i c , federal noney vnas graijted, and used, f o r 
oonstruction of RAIUOVD OVEPPASSES at fo*vr of the nost heavily used roads 
formerly affected bi ' OCWT̂ AIL t r a f f i - c . Fotrer liaitrond councihran George 
Carlson has said i t i s only logica l to use the trackacx? w i t i i the overpasses 
to MAXIMJM advantage, and th ie process vjc^jld greatly It^ssen the congestion 
Northwest Indiana already deals wi th along the Norfolk/Southcm and CSX tracks 
today. 

I n closing, I ask you to consider the Alternative Plan .suimitted by the rmyors 
of these four toivns. I am a l i f e l o n g resident of the c i t v of East Chicago, 
and re l i ab le pol ioe, ajribulance and f i r e service i s i r rx j r tan t to ne. Acki-.-'ticn 
of the plan proposed by the railroads w i l l probably resul t i n a fXJFiHER REDUCTICK 
of these einergencv services. 

Thank you f o r your consideration, 

Qrcg<^loskey 
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July 16, 1998 

Ms. Geraldine Wendorf 
4831 Columbia Avenue 
Hammond, IN 46327 

Dear Ms. Wendorf: 

Thank you for your letier regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail betw een the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letter, you ask that the Allemalive Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportaiion Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Dockei No. 3:388. 

The Board recently conducted an extensive oral argument on the proposed transaciion, 
hearing from more than 70 w itnesses over the course of the 2-day argument held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Follow ing oral argumenl, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, al 
which we voted lo approve the proposed iransaclion, subject lo a number of condilions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vote at the voling 
conference, which is scheduled foi issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voling for approval, the Poard found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreemenlr among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the eastem United Stales in an unprecedented manner. The condilions adopied by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operalional and compelilive integrity ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoling and preserv ing pnvately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substaniial operalional 
monitonng and reporting lo ensure lhal the transaciion is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of potential adverse impacls on the environment and on safely; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper w ay to resolve 
important issues relating to employee rights; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems abo'it competition. 

Wilh regard lo your specific concems, while not ordering implementation of the 
Alternative Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted to require CSX to 
implement several operalional improvemenls and safely measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana lc mitigate the environmenlal impacls resulting from the proposed iransaclion. 
These include installing constant time waming devices, reroi ling several trains off the Pine 
Junction to Barr \'ard rail line segment, and upgrading the track siruclure and signal systems lo 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr ̂ 'ard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this malter, and will have your leiter and my response made a 
part of the public dockei in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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SENTBVF.^X 202/563-9015 f -« 

Chauman Linda Morgan at 
Surface Transponation Board 
1925 K Stieet NW 
Washmgton. D C 20423 

Dear Chainnan Morgjm 

PLEASE, NOMOHF TRAIN TRAFFtC TUBU N>̂  INDIANA! 

ŝ a resident of Ha.nn.ond, I uouJd like to comniant on m> suuaoon Staning at tlie ^ ^ ^ ^ ' ^ ^ ^^^J^ 
Hammond at Lake Michigan and continuing south to its southen, boundarv̂ ^ Utere ,s not one street 
Hammond that a vehicle cau travel without tht possibilitN of being detained by a train 

It is not untisual that a train will bc tying up the entire cm by blocking all of its north/south tiaffic Even 
x̂ orse 11 IS nol unusual for a train to be compleiel% stopped, putting the enure cu> s traflic flo« m ,i 
StandstiU ll IS nol unusual lhat when approaching a crossing and liavmg the gates come down, as inany 
velucies as possible will go around the sales until ilie tiam is almost on lop of them (sonicumes. 
unfonunaiclv. it is on top of Uiem, 1 liave c-icu seen scini tracks go around g.ilcs' AnyUimg to avoid the 
wail especially when througii past expenence we have seen the gales come down, (he tram approach and 
then stop jusr shon of the street so nothing is moving train nor vehicle traffic 

As a former commuter worku\g in Chicago, ihcic had been tunes when 1 (along with many, many oUicr 
commuters) were ivauing on the south side oi a "p;irkcd tram ;LS Uie SouUi Shore commuter tnun we 
would bc taking came ;uid left the Hanuuond sialion vrithout us (Bemg late to work because of a dela> of 
a commuter tram is an acceptable excasc lo most Chicago companies waiuiig for a stopped freight tram 
IS not Tlie) will tell you to plan better, but even though I wouid leave m\ house at Ihc same Unic every 
day to Ciitch Uic same conimulcr U<nn. the railroad schedule would dillcr) 

As a person g'Owing up m Hauimond in the 50 s downtown Hammoi d was the place to be It was a place 
to meet yout -ieiids, shop cal. go to a moi te Tlic bad ilnng was Uic network of trains gomg through 
downtown Hammond Then Woodmar was built and people no longer wanted to bc bothered with wailing 
for trains m downiown Hammond Then Ri\cr Oaks and SouUi Lake v̂ ere built and for sure no one warned 
to be bothered waiting (or irams in downtown Haiiuiioud Eveoone .ook to Uie malls' It was the death of 
downtown Hammond 

At a time wlicn wc iire experiencing a rebirth ofour city at a time vo can say we aie proud to live in 
Hamni jnd Uie last thini: we need is an iacreajte in r.nlraid crown ; delays 

Please adopt the Altenuitive Plan suggested b> the Four Cilies Co flriiuni Tliank you 

Sll 

jeraldine Wendorf 
n i Columbia Avenue 

Haimnoud. IN 46327 

Cc Mayor Duane Dcdclow Jr 



*>urfacc aranaportation ©oarb 
ffaBhinqlon. Ctt. 20423 OHDI FILE IN D. 

(flff'.ct ol the (Ehsirinan 

July 16, 1998 

Mr. Ray Guiden 
5625 Homerlee Ave. 
East Chicago, IL 46312 

Dear Mr. Guiden: 

Thank you for your letier regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Soulhem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain asseis of Conrail belween the two acquiring 
railroads. In your letier, you ask that the Alternative Route be considered for your communily. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportaiion Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Dockei No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argumenl on the proposed iransaclion, 
hearing from, more lhan 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argumenl held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Following oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, al 
w hich we voted lo approve the proposed iransaction, subject lo a number of conditions. The 
Board currenlly is preparing a final wnlten decision lhal implements the vote at the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found lhat the iransaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
inlo the easiem United Stales in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopied by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operalional and compelilive integnty of the ov eral! 
proposal and the imnortance of promoling and preserv ing privately-negotiated agreements In 
particular, the Board's conditions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operational 
monitonng and reporting to ensure thai the iransaclion is successfully implemented; miligalion 
of polenlial adverse impacts on the environmeni and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of the negotiation and arbitraiion process as the proper way to resolve 
importani issues relating lo employee righis; and several condilions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competilion. 

With regard lo your specific concerns, while nol ordering implementation ofthe 
Allemalive Route proposal, as a condition of approval, the Board has voted lo require CS.X lo 
implemeni several operational improvements and safely measures in the Four City Consortium 
area of Indiana lo mitigate the environmenlal impacls resulting from the proposed iransaclion. 
These include installing constant time warning devices, rerouting several uains offthe Pine 
Junciion lo Barr Yard rail line segment, and upgrading the track slmc.ure and signal systems lo 
allow increased train speeds on the Pine Junction to Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciale your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public dockei in this proceeding. If I may be of further assislance, please do not 
hesiiale to contaci me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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TO: Linda Morgan - Chairperson 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20423 

FROM: Ray Guiden 
5625 Homerlee Ave 
East Chicago, IN 46312 

Dear Ms Morgan, 

I would like you to consider the Altemative Plan that has been presented to you 
by the Four Cities Consortnmi regarding railroad traffic in Northwest Indiana. 
The last thmg we need in this area is more tram tralfic. There are limes presently 
when we are literally paral>'zed and can't get from one side of town to the other. 
Imagine what this is doing now to our emergency services, police, fire 
departments, ambulances, etc. and what it will do if you increase the traffic thru 
our communities! 

Please consider and adopt tlie Altemative Flan conceived by the Mayors of East 
Chicago, Gar>', Hammond & Whitmg Indiana. Thir plan also has the support of 
the Indiana Dept of Transportation, U.S. Senator Richard Lugar, U.S. Sen Dan 
Coats, U S Rep Peter Visclosky, State Sen Lonme Randolph, State Sen Ear'ine 
Rogers. Stale Sen Rose Ann Antich, Slale Sen Robert Meeks, Lake County 
Indiana County- Commissioners, and other elected officials. Thank you 

t/l 

Ray Gulden 
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July 16, 1998 

Ms. Deborah G. Corbels 
Presideni 
The Junior League of Cleveland, Inc. 
10819 Magnolia Drive 
LIniversity Circle 
Cleveland, OH 44106 

Dear Ms. Corbels: 

Thank you for your letter expressing your opposition lo the proposed acquisition of 
Conrail by Norfolk Soulhem (NS) and CSX, a.nd your concems about the potential adverse effecl 
to your community resulting from the proposed transaction. 

As you may know, as part of the Surface Transportation Board's (Board) review of the 
proposal by CSX and NS to acquire Conrail, the Board's Section ofEnvironmental Analysis 
(SEA) conducled an environmenlal review ofthe polenlial environmental impacls associated 
with the proposed Conrail acquisilion. SEA was fully aware lhal these issues were of major 
concem to the residents and businesses of Cleveland and northeasi Ohio. SEA attended several 
public meetings in the area in order lo hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues 
with numerous local officials. SEA also formed special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to 
focus ils review and analysis of the unique environmental impacls and concems in this area, 
including the advaniages and disadvanlages of vanous rouiing ailemalives through the Cleveland 
area. 

After conducting an independent environmental analysis, reviewing all envirormiental 
informaiion available lo dale, consulting with appropnale agencies, and fully considering all 
public commenls. SEA issued a Final Environmenlal Impacl Stalemenl (EIS) on May 22, 1998, 
for consideration by the Board, w hich included a discussion of various routing alternatives a»id 
recommended mitigalion to address environmenlal impacts. In its final decision, the Board 
would have taken inlo consideralion the entire environmenlal record, including all public 
commenls and the Final EIS. However, on June 4, 1998, al the .second day of the Board's oral 
argumenl in the Conrail acquisition proceeding. Mayor of Cleveland Michael White and 
Mr. John Snow . Chairman. Presideni and Chief Executive Officer of CSX, announced lhat they 
had reached agreemeni regarding miligalion of adverse elTects that are specific to the City of 
Cleveland from the Conrail acquisilion. Al its June 8 open voling conference on the Conrail 
acquisition proposal, the Board approved the application wilh certain conditions. In accordance 
v\ ilh the requesi oflhe parties, the Board will incorporate the agreemeni between Mayor WTiite 
and Mr. Snow into ils final wriUen decision to be issued on July 23, 1998. 



I will have your letter and my response made a part ofthe public record for ihis 
proceeding. I appreciate your interest in this maUer. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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The Honorable Linda J Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington. DC 20423-0001 

Dear Chairman Morgan: 

On behalf of the Board of Trusiees and the LlOO members of The Junior League of 
Cleveland. Inc , I am writing to express our opposition to the proposed CSX/Norfcik 
Southem acquisition of Conraii currcntly pending beforc the Federal Surface Transportation 
Board Ifthe railroads' proposed routing plan is not changed, the resulting increase in rail 
traffic will have a serious adv erse impact on the safcu. qualitv of life and v^cll being of those 
who live, vvork and visit in the Univcrsily Circle arca and its ad'accnt neighborhoods 

> Freight rail traffic on the CSX and NS lines which mn through Unuersity Circle wiil 
jump from a current voiumc of 20 Irains per da> to a combined total of 80 trains pcr day -
- with much of this traffic occurring di'nng night-timc hours 

> Noise levels from freight rail traffic will morc than tnple through Universit\ Circle 

> Shipments of hazardous materials through the University Circle arca vvill increase from 
7.000 carioads pcr year lo 81.000 carloads pcr year - with no specific plans by the 
railroads to mitigate the consequences of derailments and spills. 

> Emergency rcsponse times will bc jeopardized as crossings arc blocked up to 10 minutes 

> TTic increase in rail traffic will degrade air quality in the Universitv Circle arca ihrough 
emissions of carbon monoxide, nitrogen dioxide and particulate matter 

> The increase in freight rail traffic and the corresponding increases in noise, vibration, air 
pollution and safetv hazards will reduce the desirability of the neighborhoods around 
Univcrsily Circle as placcs lo live and will rcsult in reduced property values and an 
increase in propertv deterioration 

10819 Magnolia Drive • Universitv- Circle • Cleveldnd, Ohio 44106 • (2Ih) 231-6300 • Fax. (216) Z31-5425 



The Honorable Linda J. Morgan 
May 13, 1998 

Since 1912, the Junioi League of Cleveland has been committed to improving the Greater Cleveland 
community. Clearly, the routing plan included in the proposed acquisition of Conrail by 
CSX/Norfol". Southem will have a trcmcndouslx negative impact on the Uni\crsitv Circle area and 
its adjacent neighborhoods. ConscqucnlK, wc arc urging yo. to reject the proposal as it stands and 
consider the alternative routing plan suggested by tlie Cit\ of Cleveland The Citv proposes that 
CSX routes it traffic on the Conrail main line which mns through mostiv industrial arcas along the 
lakeshore This would reduce daily freight rail traffic through University Circle from the 80 trains m 
the CSX/NS proposal to as fcv̂  as 37 trains The City also advocates a number of measures to 
mitigate the effects of increased noise and safety hazards 

Wc urge you to reject the pending CSX/NS proposal Thank you for your attention to this serious 
matter 

Sini:x:rciy, 

Deborah G Corbcts 
President 
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July 16, 1998 

Jerry and Lydia Osbome 
202 Easl 250 South 
Valparaiso, IN 46383 

Dear Jerry and Lydia Osbome: 

Thank you for your letter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Southem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail belween the two acquiring 
railroads. In your leiter, you ask that the Alternative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceedmg remains pending before the Surface Transportaiion Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled an extensive oral argumenl on the proposed transaciion, 
hearing from more than 70 witnesses over the course of the 2-day argumenl held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Follow ing oral argument, the Board held an open voting conference on June 8, 1998, al 
which we voted lo approve the proposed transaction, subject to a nuniber of conditions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vole al the voting 
conference, which is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voting for approval, the Board found that the transaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject compelition 
inlo the easiem United Stales in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopied by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integnty ofthe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoling and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's condilions include 5 years of oversight, along with substantial operalional 
monitonng and reporting lo ensure lhal the Iransaction is successfully implemented; mitigation 
of polenlial adverse in pacts on the environmeni and on safely; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffirmation of the negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
important issues relating lo employee righis; and several conditions that address the vital role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. With regard lo your specific 
concems. w hile nol ordering implementation of the Allemalive Route proposal, as a condition of 
approval, the Board has voted to require CSX lo implemeni several operalional improvements 
and safely measures in the Four Cily Consortium area of Indiana lo mitigate the environmental 
impacts resulting from the proposed transaciion. These include installing constant time vv aming 
devices, rerouting several trains off the Pine Junciion lo ban Yard rail line segment, and 
upgrading the track structure and signal systems to allow increased train speeds on the Pine 
Junction lo Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciale your inierest in this matier, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part of the public docket in this proceeding. I f l may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesitate to contaci me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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Chairman Linda Horgan 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street NW 
Washington DC 20423 

Dear Hs. Morgan: 

I am writing to you regarding the r a i l route proposed for 
increased train t r a f f i c in connection with the acquisition of 
Conrail end Indiana Harbor Belt Railroads by CSX Corp. and Norfolk 
Corp. 

Although I am not necessarily oppoaed to the acquisition, I am 
opposed to the railroade proposed r a i l route which puts increased 
train t r a f f i c at 27 street crossings. I am requesting that the 
Surface Transportation Board adopt the Alternative Plan of the 
four c i t i e s which puts the increased train t r a f f i c at separated 
grades rather than street-level crossings. 

The Alternate Plan provides the greatest safety and the least 
inconvenience to our citizens. This choice does not penalize the 
railroads economically. I believe i t i s an obvious choice, a 
moral choice, and a win-win solution for a l l of us. Thank you. 

Sincerely, 

Lydia J. Osborne 
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July 16, 1998 

Ms. Lydia J. Osbome 
Presideni 
Hessville Business Associalion 
Box 2490 

Hammond, IN 46323 

Dear Ms. Osbome: 

Thank you for your leiter regarding the proposal by CSX and Norfolk Souihem (NS) to 
acquire control of Conrail and to divide certain assets of Conrail between the two acquinng 
railroads. In your letier. you ask that the Altemative Route be considered for your community. 
The proceeding remains pending before the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket Nc. 33388. 

The Board recently conducled on extensive oral argument on the proposed transaction, 
hearing from more lhan 70 witnesses over the course ofthe 2-day argumenl held on June 3 and 4, 
1998. Follovving oral argument, the Board held an open voling conference on June 8, 1998, al 
which we voted lo approve the proposed Iransaction, subject lo a number of condilions. The 
Board currently is preparing a final written decision that implements the vole at the voling 
conference, vvhich is scheduled for issuance on July 23, 1998. 

In voling for approval, the Board found lhat the iransaction, as augmented by numerous 
settlement agreements among the parties and as further conditioned, would inject competition 
into the easiem United Slates in an unprecedented manner. The conditions adopied by the 
Board, while significant, recognize the operational and competitive integnty oflhe overall 
proposal and the importance of promoling and preserving privately-negotiated agreements. In 
particular, the Board's condilions include 5 years of oversight, along w ith substantial operational 
monitoring and reporting lo ensure that the iransaclion is successfully implemented, miligalion 
of polential adverse impacls on the environment and on safety; recognition of employee interests, 
including a reaffimiation ofthe negotiation and arbitration process as the proper way to resolve 
importani issues relating lo employee nghts; and several conditions lhat address the vitai role of 
smaller railroads and regional concems aboul competition. With regard lo your specific 
concems, while not ordering implemenlation oflhe Altemalive Route proposal, as a condition of 
approv?!, the Board has voted lo require CS.X to implement several operalional improvemenls 
and safety measures in the Four Cily Consortium e.ea of Indiana to mitigate the environmenlal 
impacts resulting from the proposed transaciion. These include installing constant time waming 
dev ices, rerouting several irains offthe Pine Junciion lo Barr Yard rail line segment, and 
upgrading the track siruclure and signal systems to allow increased train speeds on the Pine 
Junction lo Barr Yard rail line. 



I appreciate your interest in this matter, and will have your letter and my response made a 
part ofthe public dockei in this proceeding. If I may be of further assistance, please do not 
hesiiale to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 

-2-
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Dear Hs. Morgan: 

I am writing to you on behalf of the H e s s v i l l e Business 
Association, an organization comprising of 70 business members 
from the H e s s v i l l e neighborhood of Hammond, Indiana. 

Our concern i s regarding the r a i l route proposed for increased 
t r a i n t r a f f i c i n connection with the a c q u i s i t i o n of Conrail and 
Indiana Harbor B e l t Railroads by CSX Corp. and Norfolk Corp. 

Railroad t r a c k s cut diagonally across H e s s v i l l e dividing the 
neighborhood i n half. Increased t r a i n t r a f f i c could greatly 
a f f e c t the success of our smaller businesses as well as the sa f e t y 
of our patrons. 

Although we are not n e c e s s a r i l y opposed to the a c q u i s i t i o n , we are 
opposed to the r a i l r o a d s proposed r a i l route which puts increased 
t r a i n t r a f f i c at 27 s t r e e t crossings. We are requesting that the 
Surface Transportation Board adopt the A l t e r n a t i v e Plan of the 
four c i t i e s which puts the increased t r a i n t r a f f i c at separated 
grades rather than s t r e e t - l e v e l crossings. 

The Alternate Plan provides the greatest safety and the l e a s t 
inconvenience to our c i t i z e n s . This choice does not penalize the 
r a i l r o a d s economically. I believe i t i s an obvious choice, a 
moral choice, and a win-win solution for a l l of us. Thank you. 

Sincex ely. 

Lydia J. Osborne 
HBA President 

cc:Mayor Duane Dedelow 
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( f f f i t t of Uie tilhairman 

July 17, 1998 

Ms. Janet Biddlecombe 
Law Department 
City of Berea 
11 Berea Commons 
Berea, OH 44017 

Dear Ms. Biddlecombe: 

Thank you for sending me a copy of your letter to Congressman Kucinich providing him 
with a copy of legislation passed by the City of Berea regarding its agreement wilh the applicanis 
in the Conrail conlrol proceeding, docketed at the Surface Transportation Board (Board) as STB 
Finance Docket No. 33388. I appreciale knowing of the progress that has been made in 
finalizing this agreement. 

As you know. Board policy is lo encourage privately negotiated agreements as solutions 
in matters pending before the Board. I congratulate you on your efforts and assure you that the 
Board will continue to give ftill consideration to all afTected interests in cases that come before it. 

I iun having your letter made a part of the public dockei in the Conrail control 
proceeding. I appreciate your interesi in this matter, and i f l may be of further assistance, please 
do not hesiiale to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan 



FILE IN DC: 

June 18, 1998 

I 
Honorable Dennis J. Kucinich 
14400 D e t r o i t Avenue 
Cleveland, Ohio 44107 

Re: City of Berea Ordinance 98-58 
Railroad L e t t e r Agreement 

Dear Congressman Kucinich: 

Enclosed, per Greg Sponseller's request to me, i s a c e r t i f i e d copy 
of Berea's r e c e n t l y passed l e g i s l a t i o n e n t i t l e d : 

AUTHORIZING, RATIFYING AND APPROVING A LETTER AGREEMENT 
BETWEEN THE CITY OF BEREA AND U. S. CCNGRESSMAN DENNIS J. 
KUCINICH, AND CSX CORPOFIATION AND NORFOLK SOUTHERN 
CORPORATION WITH RESPECT TO MITIGATION OF THE IMPACT OF 
THE ACQUISITION OF CONRAIL BY CSX CORPORATION AND NORFOLK 
SOUTHERN CORPORATION PENDING BEFORE THE FEDERAL SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION BOARD AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY. 

Very t r u l y yours, 

CITY OF BEREA 

I 

Janet Biddlecombe 
Lav? Department 

Enc. 
cc: Ms. Linda Morgan, Chairman _ 

Surface Transportation Board 

I 



COUNCIL CHAMBER 
Cil) or t t t m . Okio 

ORDINANCE ?_8-18_ 

Dan R. FoiIno Spononrf»v Mayor Stanley J . Trupo 

AN ORDINANCE 

AUTHORIZING, .V.TIFYING AKD APPROVING A LETTER ."VGREEMEm 
BETWEEN TKE CITY OF BEREA AND U. S. CONGRESSMAN DENNIS J. 
KUCINICH, AND CSX CORPORATION AND NORFOLK SOUTHERN 
CORPORATION WITH RESPECT TO MITIGATION OF THE IMPACT OF 
THE ACQUISITION OF CONRAIL BY CSX CORPORATION AKD NORFOLK 
SOUTHERN CORPORATION PENDING BEFORE THE FEDERAL SURFACE 
TRANSPORTATION BOARD AND DECLARING AN EMERGENCY. 

WHEREAS, Conrail currently owns end operates two of I t s main 
r a i l lines that converge in the City of Berea and, pursuant to the 
Joint application to the Federal Surface Transportation Board by 
CSX Corporation and Norfolk Southern Corporation to acquire the 
assets. Including e x i s t i n g r a i l lines of Conrail, and, upon 
approval by the STB, Norfolk Southern w i l l be acquiring the 
northerly line and CSX w i l l be acquiring the southerly l i n e , both 
of which converge in the City of Berea near Front Street; and 

WHEREAS, the City has previously expressed i t s objections to 
the proposed acquisition and expressed i t s demands for s i g n i f i c a n t 
mitigation of the Impacts upon the residents and businesses i n the 
City of Berea i n i t s f i l i n g s before the Surface Transportation 
Board and i t s Section on Envlronraental A n i l y s i s ; and 

WHEREAS, Mayor Stanley J. Trupo and the City administration, 
with sig n i f i c a n t cooperation and coordination with United States 
Representative Dennis J. Kucinich, have been negotiating for many 
months with the railroads in an e f f o r t to retch a framework for 
mitigation and to secure funding for essential mi\.igation, 
Includinq underpasses at both Front Street and Bagley Rtid; and 

WHEREAS, the result of such negotiations i s that c e r t a i n 
lett°r agreement between the City of B»rea, Congressman Dennis J. 
Kucinich, CSX Corporation and Norfolk Southern Corporation, 
attached hereto as Exhibit "A" and incorporated herein 
reference; and by 

WHEREAS, i t is in the best Interests of the residents and 
businesses of the City of Berea and promotes the substantial 
health, safety and welfare of the citizens o i the City of Berea 
that said l e t t e r agreement be approved, r a t i f i e d and affinned. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED by the Council of the City of 
Berea, state of Ohio: 

SECTION 1. That the l e t t e r agreement between the City of 
Berea, Congressman Dennis J. Kucinich, CSX Corporation and Norfolk 
Southern Corporation (Exhibit "A") i s hereby authorized, r a t i f i e d 
and approved. 

SECTION 2. That i t is found and detennined that a l l fonnal 
actions of t h i s Council concerning and r e l a t i n g to the adoption of 
this Oidinance were adopted in an opon meeting of t h i s Council, and 
that a l l deliberations of this Council and of any of i t s committees 
that resulted in such formal actions were i n meetings open to the 
public, i n compliance with a l l legal requirements, including 
Section 121.22 of the Ohio Revised Code. 



COUNCIL CHAMBER 
Q l j o( Brna. (Miw 

ORDINANCE 98-58 

Dan R. Foiino S»«wH» B, Mayor Stanley J. Trupo 

SECTION 3. That t h i s OrOli.ance i s hereby declared t o be an 
emergency measure necessary f o r the immediate p r e s e r v a t i o n of the 
p u b l i c peace, p r o p e r t y , h e a l t h , s a f e t y or wel f a r e , or p r o v i d i n g f o r 
the usual d a i l y o p e r a t i o n of a municipal department, and f o r the 
f u r t h e r reason t h a t i t i s immediately necessary t o r a t i f y s a i d 
agreement i n oraer t o forward I t t o the Surface T r a n s p o r t a t i o n 
Board, thereby making approval of the a c q u i s i t i o n of C o n r a i l by the 
CSX Corporation and N o r f o l k Southern Corporation c o n d i t i o n e d upon 
the terms of sa i d L e t t e r Agreeinent p r i o r t o the Board's issuance of 
i t s J u l y w r i t t e n d e c i s i o n . Therefore, provided t h i s Ordinance 
receives the a f f i r m a t i v e vote of t w o - t h i r d s of a l l members e l e c t e d 
t o C ouncil, i t s h a l l take e f f e c t and be i n force immediately upcn 
i t s passage and approval by the Mayor; otherwise, from and a f t e r 
the e a r l i e s t p e r i o d allowed by law. 

PASSED: June 15, 1998 

nt of Council 

( KATKaU RUSSai OUBf̂  CUM « 
BO H£REBY C E R ^ TMAT TW • AWUMBACC '.n 
COPY ĉ n̂oMANCMcnu'Vii MQL . 

Ittl 



ORDINANCE NO. 98-58 
E x i l l B I T ""A" 

CSX CORPORATION " Z Z ^ T s n i rUKHS C ORPORATION 
'Xll K. ( arv S(ri-<.i. Kicliiiiond \ .\ 21?l<» T I • . " - — 
(S<»4) 7S-'-|476 ""m<i. 1 .\ Z.'iZl } Ihrcf ( ommercial P) ui-. Norfolk. VA 23510 

(757) 629-2677 

June i , 1998 

The Honorable Stanley J. Tnipo 
Mayor, City of Berea 
1! Berea Commons 
Berea, OH 44017 

Dear Mayor Trupo: 

The City of Berea. liie Honorable Dennis Kucinich, CSX and Norfolk Southem 
have jointly developed this Agreement in Principle. This Agreement addresses issues 
raised aboul train operations proposed by CSX and NS through the City under the CSX 
and NS Operating Plans, for the Conrail transaction pendinu before the Surface 
I ransportation Board. Underlying this Agreement is the parties' recognition lhat efficient 
rail transportation promotes economic development and the parties' desire for sound rail 
operations that promote the quality ofl ife. 

CSX and NS have reviewed various plans and options for the routing and the 
rerouting oflrain traffic in the Greater Cleveland area. After analysis ofthe options by 
CSX, NS, and others, the parlies acknowledge the railroads' belief lhat the CSX and NS 
Operating Plans present the superior approach for train movements over Conrail's 
Lakeshore and Short Line routes, provided lhat the inipacts associated vvith such 
movemenls can be milit^dted in accordance with the principles outlined belou. 
Accordingly, the parties adopt the following agreement and the Citv and Congressman 
Kucinich hereby state their support for the CSX and NS Application and their Oneratine 
Plans. 

1. Funding of Capita! Projects - CSX and NS agree to participate with the 1-ederal 
government and the State of Ohio lo fully fund construction ofa rail-highwav underpass 
at I ront Street in Berea at an estimated total project co.st of $28 million. CSX further 
agiees to y. -licipaie with the l ederal govemment and State of Ohio to fullv fund a rail-
highway underpn.ss at Bagley Road in Berea at an estimated total project cost of $17 
million. The ' ront Street and Bagley Road grade separations are referred to herein as the 
' Projects." 11 ese Projects will be consLstent with, and complementarv to. the CSX-NS 
Operating Plans as liled, and amended, with the Surface fransporlaiion Board. In no 
case shall the comhuied CSX-NS obligations for these Projects be more than $16 million 
In no evem is either CSX or NS responsible for any costs associated with studying or 
miiigating any env ironmental impaets from these Projecls Hovvever. bv so agreeing, the 
signatories shall not be deemed to have waived rights as thov mav have w ith respect to 
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mitigation ordered by the Surface Transportation Board irrespective ofthe a«reed lo 
Projects. 

2. Ha/ardous Matcnais Safelv - CSX and NS agree u. develop h.i/^rdous 
materials saleiv programs in con.erl uiih lhe appropriaie public agencies. These 
programs will inelude. but are n,,t limiled to. joint training and notification and response 
procedures designed to minimize ri.sks which may result from the transportation of 
hazardous materials. 

3. Noi.se Mitigation - Consistent with definitions and criteria used by the Surface 
lran.sportation Board in its environmentai process. CSX and NS agree to work 
cooperatively with the Cily to mitigate, at no cosl to the Citv, increased noise levels from 
increased train traffic which may occur in cenain areas. CSX and NS have retained 
mdependent consultants to conduct studies to determine the extent lo which increased 
train traffic will impact the communities. CSX and NS will applv the results ofsuch 
studies to determme the location and type ofnoi.se mitigation measures warranted i f any 
and will consult with the City over the scope of the studv area, final design and ' 
maintenance ofany noise mitigation should such mitigation mea.sures be warranted. 

4. The City has raised a concern with respect to the condition ofthe Rockv River 
railroad bridges. CSX and NS commit to m.spect their respective bridges as to their 
structural integnty and discuss with the Cily appropriate measures lhat may be warranted 
consistent u nh applicable lavvs. regulations, and contractual obligations governing the 
structures. 

5. The Front Sireet grade separation project mav involve the purchase of 
property. To the extent thai either railroad lakes title to such propertv. and subject to the 
railroads' requirement lor such properly. CSX and NS agree lo discuss wilh the City the 
potential diMiation of unused, residual property to the City. 

6. CSX. NS and the City further agree to develop a vvork plan for items 1-5 no 
later lhan 90 days from the Closing Date. CSX, NS and the Citv agree to establish an 
Official Adv isorv Committee which shall consist ofa representative from CSX NS the 
olfice ot the Hon, Stanley I nipo and the otfice ofthe Hon. Dennis Kucinich to oversee 
development ot the work plan; implementation of items 1-5 above; and to review issues 
vvhich may, trom time to time, arise among the parlies. 

In exchange for these commitnienis. the Citv and CoPyr-ssman Kucinich will 
indicate their support tor the transaction hefore the Surface I ransportation Board and 
other stale and federal agencies. CSX. NS. the (^ity and Congressman Kucinich will 
make a jomt tiling of these arrangements with the STB. Of course, these commitments 
are conditioned upon CSX and NS ben-, uble lo secure the STB's approval ofthe Conrail 
transacnon ard to implement tl-. c\SX/N > Operating Plan, as proposed by CSX and NS 
that will move CSX trains .,ver the Shor. Line and to the CoUinwood terminal and NS ' 
trains over Conrail's l.ak-.shore Line and t!.e Cloggsville Route. This aureemenl 
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supercedes any prior filings or requests tor conditions made by the Ciiv of Here i or 
Congressman Kucinich with the STB relating to environmental effects of the transaciion 
on Berea. 

If this Agreement is acceptable, kindly indicate your agreement on or before 
5:00 p.m. Tuesday, June 2. 1998. in the space provided below. 

Sincerely, 

n W. Snow, CSX 
Chairman. President and Chief Executive 
Officer 

David R. Goode, Norfolk Southem 
Chainnan, Presideni and Chief Executive 
Officer 

Accepted and Agreed to: 

MayoK City of Berea 
The Honorable Dennis kucinich 
United Stales House of Representatives 
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July 17, 1998 

Rev. Philip G. Racco 
Pastor 
Holy Rosary Roman Catholic Church 
12021 Mayfield Road 
Cleveland, OH 44106 

Dear Rev. Racco: 

Thank you for your letter regarding lo the proposed acquisition of Conrail by Norfolk 
Soulhem (NS) and CSX, and your concems about the potenlial adverse effecl on public safety 
resulting from ths proposed transaction. 

As you may know, as part oflhe Surface Transponation Board's (Board) review oflhe 
proposal by CSX and NS to acquire Conrail, the Board's Section ofEnvironmental Analysis 
(SEA) conducted an environmental review of the potcntiai environmenlal impacts associaled 
with lhe proposed Conrail acquisition. SEA w as fiilly aware lhat these issues w ere of major 
concem to the residents and businesses of Cleveland and northeast Ohio. SEA attended several 
pi blic meetings in the area in order to hear those concems firsl hand and discussed the issues 
with numerous local officials. SEA also fonned special Ohio and Cleveland study leams lo 
tbcus ils review and analysis of tne unique environmental impacls and concems in this area, 
including the advaniages and disadvantages of vanous routing altemalives through the Cleveland 
area. 

Af\cr conducting an independent environmental analysis, -eviewing all environmental 
information available lo date, consuhing with appropriate agencies, and fuily considering all 
public commenls. SEA issued a Final Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) on May 22, 1998, 
for consideration by the Board, which included a discussion of various rouiing altemalives and 
recommended mitigation lo address en\ ironmental imp.icts. In ils final decision, the Board 
would have taken inlo consideralion the eniire environmental record, including all public 
comments and the Final EIS. Hovvever, on June 4, 1998, al the second day ofthe Board's oral 
argument in the Conrail acquisilion proceeding. Mayor of Cleveland Michael White and 
Mr. John Snow, Chairman, Presideni and Chief Executive Officer of CSX, announced lhat they 
had reached agreement regarding mitigation of adverse effects that are specific to the City of 
Cleveland from the Conrail acquisition. Al its June 8 open v oting conference on the Conrail 
acquisilion proposal, the Board approved the application w ith certain condilions. In accordance 
with the request of the parties, the Board will incorporate the agreemeni belvveen Mayor WTiite 
and Mr. Snow into its final writlen decision lo be issued on July 23, 1998 



I will have your letter and my response made a part ofthe public record for this 
proceeding. I appreciate your interest in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan «/ 
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March 16, 1998 

The Honorable Linda J Morgan 
Chairman 
Surface Transportation Board 
1925 K Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20423-0001 

Ref: Proposed CSX/Norfolk Southern acquisition of Conrail 

Dear Ms. Morgan: 

I am writing on behalf of two institutions: 

1 Abington Arms, of which I am President of the Board of Trustees; and 

2 The Community and Pansh of Holy Rosary Catholic Church located in Little Italy, 
adjacent to the University Circle area. 

Having lived in the University Circle/Little Italy area for the last nine years, I am aware of its 
unique personality. This includes the many people - elderly, young, hospitalized, students 
and families - who will be affected by the proposed merger and increased traffic of the 
railways. 

I have reviewed the major issues and am alarmed at the increase of trjiins that will cut 
through this area 1 am equally worried about the possibility of accidents with hazardous 
materials and a lack of evacuation plans, which were not allotted for in the criginal proposal. 
I encourage you to take Mayor White's concerns and alternate proposals veiy seriously 

As a very concerned resident. President of the Board of Trustees of Abinaton Arms and 
Pastor of Holy Rosary Roman Catholic Church, I am 

Sincerely, 

I 

Rev Philip G. Racco 
Pastor 

PGR:jn 
cc: Mayor Michael R. White 
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(fiffm of the (Chairman 

July 17, 1998 

Ms. Elizabeth Daunton 
2181 Ambleside Dnve 
ApL 712 

Cleveland, OH 44106 

Dear Ms. Daunton. 
Thank you for your letier regarding to the proposed acquisition of Conrail by Norfolk 

Southem (NS) and CSX, and your concems aboul the polential adverse effect on public safety 
resulting from the proposed transaction. 

As you may know, as part of the Surface Transportation Board's (Board) review ofthe 
proposal by CSX and NS to acquire Conrail, the Board's Section ofEnvironmental Analysis 
(SEA) conducted an environmental review oflhe polential environmenlal impacts associated 
with the proposed Conrail acquisition. SEA w as fully aware that these issues were of major 
concem to the residents and businesses of Cleveland and northeasi Ohio. SEA attended several 
public meetings in the area in order to hear those concems first hand and discussed the issues 
with numerous local officials. SEA also formed special Ohio and Cleveland study teams to 
focus its review and analysis of the unique environmental impacts and concems in this area, 
including the advantages and disadvantages of various routing altemalives ihrough the Cleveland 
area. 

After conducting an independent environmental analysis, review ing all environmental 
information available lo dale, consulting w ilh appropriate agencies, and tully considering all 
public comments, SEA issued a Final Environmenlal Impacl Statement (EIS) on May 22, 1998, 
for consideration by the Board, which included a discussion of various routing altematives and 
recommended mitigation to address environmental impacts. In its final decision, the Board 
would have taken into consideralion the entire environmental record, including all public 
commenls and the Final EIS. However, on June 4, 1998, at the second day oflhe Board's oral 
argument in the Conrail acquisition proceeding. Mayor of Cleveland Michael WTiite and 
Mr. John Snow . <̂ hairman. President and Chief Executive Officer of CSX, announced lhat they 
had reached agre. ment regarding mitigation of adverse effects lhat are specific lo the City of 
Cleveland from the Conrail acquisilion. At its June 8 open voling conference on the Conrail 
acquisition proposal, the Board approved the application with certain conditions. In accordance 
vv ith the request of the parties, the Board will incorporate the agreement between .Mayor \Mute 
and Mr. Snow into ils final written decision to be issued on July 23, 1998. 



I will have your letter and my response made a part of the public record for this 
proceeding. I appreciate your interesi in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Linda J. Morgan t7 Linda J. Morgan 


